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concerned, for President of the United States. Those who had voted 
for Burr intended to make him Vice-President, while the votes for Jeffer- 
son were intended for him for President; and yet when they came to the 
count under that Constitution the result showed, as set forth, Jefferson 
73, and Burr 73, without any distinction in the vote of the electoral 
college to enable the fact to appear which votes were intended for Presi- 


dent or which for Vice-President; and thus came the first strain upon | 


our institutions under that Constitution. From February 11 to 17 in- 
clusive thirty-five ballots were taken, each resulting in giving eight 
States to Mr. Jefferson, six States to Mr. Burr, with the votes of two 
States divided. On the thirty-sixth ballot ten States voted for Jeffer- 
son, four for Burr, and two in blank. 

Thus this strain upon the Constitution ended, but the bitterness and 
dangers of the contest prepared the country for an amendment of the 
Constitution. And, at this day and amid the criticisms of this time, 
it is perhaps permissible to look back to that struggle and consider 
some of the comments that have been made upon it. Judge Cooley, 
in the International Review for April, 1878, said: 

On that occasion Mr. Burr, though probably not the choice of a single elector, 
might have been and probably would have been chosen but for the patriotism 
of Mr. Hamilton and a few others among the Federalists who protested against 
it. But Mr. Jefferson’s election was not accomplished until after the subject of 
filling the position in some extraconstitutional mode had been mooted, the at- 
tempt to do which would probably have been resisted by force. 

While the late Senator Oliver P. Morton, in the North American Re- 
view, July-August, 1877, makes the following statement: 

In 1801 the House of Representatives balloted for a number of days without 
making choice ofa President. The 4thof March wasapproaching, and there was 
danger of its coming withouta President being elected—danger of an interreg- 
num. On the night of the day before the election a member of the House, who 
represented a State that had but one member, went to a friend of Mr. Jefferson, 
and said tohim: “If Mr. Jefferson will give assurance that he will retain the col- 
lector of the portof Wilmington, in Delaware, and at Philadelphia, and will give 
two bills (which were named) his approvel, I will change my vote to-morrow, 
and know of two other members from two different States who will change their 
votes. The effect of it will be to change the votes of those States, and give to 
Mr. Jefferson three additional votes, which will elect him.’’ The message was 
carried to Mr. Jefferson, so said his friends, and on the next morning the assur- 
ance was given that the two collectors should be retained and the laws approved. 
Fae three members that day did change their votes, and Mr. Jefferson was 
elected. 

This is a part of the history of the’ times, and I give you my au- 
thority. It indicates distinctly and forcibly the dangers that may 
come upon any body-politic by the existence of a controversy for which 
there is no fixed rule of settlement, and which may be determined by 
party spirit or political needs or the expectation of benefits to be secured 
by continuing one party in power or by the giving of supremacy to an- 
other. : ' 

Mr. JORDAN. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. PARKER. Certainly. 

Mr. JORDAN. Have you authority for the statement that Thomas 
Jefferson agreed to any proposition of that kind, except the statement 
of Senator Morton? 

Mr. PARKER. I make no assertion on any other authority than 
that which I have given. I have given that of the great Senator, the 
war governor of Indiana, a man with whom few cared to contend in 
his lifetime here or elsewhere, and who as far as I know no man has 
criticised since his death. I repeat to you merely what he has written. 

Mr. HUNT. Will you be kind enough to name the member from 
Delaware to whom reference was made ? 

Mr. PARKER. I have no knowledge on that point. I refer you to 
Mr. Morton’s statement and to the history that must have existed back 
of it. 

FIFTH ELECTORAL COUNT. 


February, 1805, the first count was had under the new Constitution. 
The electors chosen at the election of 1804 were the first who voted 
for a Vice-President as such. The two Houses met, and the President 
of the Senate, Aaron Burr, broke the seals of the returns, the senatorial 
teller read aloud the returns, the House tellers compared them, and the 
President of the Senate declared the result. Objections were made by 
petition on the part of citizens of Massachusetts to the counting the 
votes of that State, upon the ground that the Legislature had not sought 
the approval of the governor of the State, asrequired. Mr. Randolph 
that the electors were as much the judges of their own qualifica- 
— as members of the House of Representatives were of theirs, and 
said: 
It appears to me as competent to the people of any part of this country to 


prefer a petition to the electoral college to set aside the returns of any members 
of as to prefer petitions to this House to set aside the qualifications of 
electors, 


After much comment it seemed to be the better opinion that interfer- 
ence with the title of electors by Congress would form a dangerous prec- 
edent and the petitions were disregarded. 

SIXTH ELECTORAL COUNT. 


February, 1809, the two Houses as such met with tellers, and the 


returns were opened and the votes counted and declared as before, with 
no new questions arising. 


SEVE TH ELECTORAL COUNT. 
February, 1813, the two Houses as such assembled, and the returns 
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were opened and the votes counted and declared as before, no especial 
features appearing. 
EIGHTH ELECTORAL COUNT. 
February, 1817, the two Houses as such met as before. The three 

| electors of the new State of Indiana had been chosen before she was de- 

clared admitted into the Union by Congress. A member of the House 
of Representatives from New York sought to object to these votes and 
| to state his reasons therefor. The Speaker interrupted him, and the 

Senate upon the vote of its own body retired to itsown Chamber. The 
| question was discussed at some length, and the House again met, and 
| the votes of the new State were counted. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Was the question directly raised ? 

| 

i 


Mr. PARKER. The question was argued incidentally but not di- 
rectly. It was argued by members of the two Houses as such in their 
separate meetings. But there was no argument in the convention. 

Mr. EATON. It was not fully argued. 

Mr. PARKER. As the chairman of the committee suggests, it was 
not fully argued, but was left, as many of these other controversies were, 
in abeyance, a final explicit decision being passed over and avoided as 
upon a question which it was dangerous to be too definite about. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Objection was made while the two Houses 
were sitting together ? 

Mr. PARKER. Objection was made, and the question came up, 
and without being directly decided, the vote was counted. 

It is easy to see that had the question of the success of one party or 
the other depended upon the counting or rejection of these 3 votes a 
political convulsion might have followed, but James Monroe had 180 
electoral votes out of the 210, not counting Indiana, and disturbance 
was readily avoided. 

NINTH ELECTORAL COUNT. 


February, 1821, the two Houses as such met as before. A contro 
versy occurred as to the counting of the 3 votes of the new State of Mis 
souri. . After much debate and amid considerable clamor the votes were 
counted. James Monroe had 231 of the 232 electoral votes cast fo1 
President. 

As a result of these contests we are told that in the Eighteenth Con 
gress, as well as several others, resolutions proposing to amend the Con- 
stitution were introduced. Thomas H. Benton is reported to have «aid 
in connection with one of them: 

Two questions of great delicacy now present themselves. 
1. If electors are not appointed according tothe Constitution, can their votes 
be counted ? 

2. If objected to, who shall judge them? 

It is the duty of the two Houses of Congress to count the votes 
count unconstitutional votes? 

If they can not, shall they not judge every vote before it is counted? 


Can they 


TENTH ELECTORAL COUNT. 

At the election of 1824 no choice of President was made by the elect- 
ors. Andrew Jackson had 99 votes, John Q. Adams 84, William H. 
Crawford 41, and Henry Clay 37; whole number of electors, 261; no 
one having a majority, the choice devolved upon the House of Repre- 
sentatives, voting as States, each State having one vote. 

This election was, like many campaigns since that date, a struggle of 
party chiefs for supremacy and power. The vote, taken in February, 
1825, stood: For Adams, 13 votes; for Jackson, 7 votes; for Crawford, 4 
votes. Jackson hada large proportional popular vote and more electors 
than any other, but failed of an election. , Mr. Clay threw his vote and 
influence for Mr. Adams, who was thereby elected, and Mr. Clay be 
came his Secretary of State. The charge of ‘‘ corruption ’’ was fiercely 
made, and the cry of ‘‘the coalition’’ followed both as long as they 
lived. 

Mr. EATON. You ought to state there whether they were all mem- 
bers of the same party. 

Mr. PARKER. The chairman of the committee suggests they were 
members of the same party. 

Mr. EATON. I asked youif they were not. 

Mr. PARKER. I think not. 

Mr. EATON. It might interfere with your argument. 

Mr. PARKER. I presume my opinion upon that point as I have 
read the history of: that time would not agree with that of the gentle 
man from Connecticut. 

ELEVENTH AND TWELFTH ELECTORAL COUNTS. 

In each of these counts the two Houses met as before and the pack- 
ages were opened, lists made, the votes stated, and the result announced 
according to the precedents given. 

THIRTEENTH ELECTORAL COUNT. 

In this count the preliminary proceedings were according to the prec- 
edents, but questions were presented and debated by the respective 
Houses as to the admission of votes cast by electors holding appoint- 
ments under the Federal Government, and the State of Michigan had 
chosen her electors before her admission into the Union. All of the 
votes were counted, as the result was not affected, but an effort was 
made to prevent these cases from being regarded as fixed precedents 

All of these cases show— 

First. That the two Houses met and acted as separate and independ- 
ent Houses, and never acted for a moment as a ‘‘joint convention.”’ 
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Second. That the Houses avoided with especial and particular care 
all interference with encroachment upon the rights of States in appoint- 
ing their electors. : 

The fourteenth count was without especial features, and was con- 
ducted as were others described. 

THE FIFTEENTH COUNT. 

This count occurred in February, 1845. At the previous election the 
thirty-six electors of the State of New York were turned from Henry 
Clay to James K. Polk by the drawing off of the anti-slavery Birney 
vote of between five and six thousand. New York’s electoral vote 
thrown for Clay would have elected him President, and would doubt- 
less have changed the fortunes of men and the history of the country. 

The fifteenth, sixteenth, and seventeenth counts proceeded in the 
usual manner, the two Houses as such meeting and acting, nothing of 
especial note transpiring. 

THE EIGHTEENTH COUNT. 

The day for the voting by the electors fell on December 3; by reason 
of a severe storm the electors of the State of Wiscomsin were prevented 
from voting until the 4th; objection was made to the counting of the 
votes on that ground, and a long debate occurred in each House in re- 
lation thereto, but the votes were allowed to stand as announced, 
although the result was nowise affected. A great deal of criticism and 
contention arose over the question of the rights of a State and of the 
two Houses and the establishment of a dangerous precedent. 

The nineteenth count was without particular incident. 

TWENTIETH COUNT. 

This count arose upon the election of 1864. And the question was 
forced upon the two Houses as to what consideration should be given 
to the electoral votes of States in rebellion, or not yet returned to full 
relations with States of the Union, and the question might involve not 
only States in actual armed rebellion, but also such as were partially 
reconstructed. 

The counting of the votes occurred February 8, 1865. On February 
4, after a long debate, Congress passed a joint resolution excluding from 
the electoral count all votes from eleven States the inhabitants and 
local authorities of which were in rebellion, which resolution was sent 
to the President. Then, on February 6, Senator Trumbull reported 
the twenty-second joint rule, which was immediately adopted by both 
Houses. 

While the excluding resolution was in the hands of the President the 
day for the count came, and the count proceeded under the new joint 
rule. On the day of the count President Lincoln signed the resolution, 
which was returned to the Senate February 10, with a message disclaim- 
ing confidence in it or responsibility for it. 

The spirit and effect of this rule is in the following words: 

If upon the reading of any [such] certificate by the tellers any question shall 
arise in regard to counting the votes therein certified, the same having been 
stated by the presiding officer, the Senate shall thereupon withdraw, and the 
question shall thereupon be submitted to that body for its decision. And the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives shall in like manner anbmit said ques- 
tion tothe House of Representatives for its decision. And no question shall be 


decided affirmatively, and no vote objected to shall be counted, except by the 
concurrent votes of the two Houses. 


Under this twenty-second joint rule the twentieth, twenty-first, and 
twenty-second electoral counts took place, the rule being in effect that 
in case of controversy the State should be excluded unless the two 
Houses concurred in receiving the vote. On the twentieth count only 
the votes of twenty-five States were counted. On the twenty-first count 
Georgia was counted hypothetically and a long debate upon the rights 
of Houses and of States accompanied the proceedings. On the twenty- 
second count three votes of the State of Georgia were not counted by 
reason of their having been cast for Horace Greeley after his death. 

The votes offered from Arkansas were excluded upon the ground that 
they were not properly certified, the House voting to receive them and 
the Senate voting that they should not be counted. Louisiana pre- 
sented double antagonistic returns, and her votes were excluded by the 
cencurrence of the two Houses. 

This brief review brings the history of the counts down to the mo- 
mentous controversy of 1876-’77—the Hayes-Tilden contest, the Elect- 
oral Commission result, and the famous struggle, the points of which 
are distinctly in the remembrance of all. 

There may well be gravedoubts whether the painful recollections of 
the horrors of the war of the rebellion did not do much to prevent an 
appeal to force in 1877. And one party was as grateful as the other 
that the majority in 1880 was sufficiently large to preclude the possi- 
bility of dispute upon it. 

During the whole lifetime of the Republic under the Constitution 
efforts have been made, from time to time, to amend the Constitution 
and to enact legislation which should secure a plain, just, and safe 
method of canvassing and counting the electoral votes. But we are 
now approaching the twenty-fifth electoral count conscious of the perils 
we may encounter but with no preparation to escape them. 

Alexander Hamilton in the Federalist quotes approvingly and itali- 
cises the following from the essays of Hume: 

To balance a large state or society, whether monarchical or republican, on 


general laws, is a work of so great difficulty, that no human genius, however 
comprehensive, is able by the mere dint of reason and reflection to effect it. 
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The judgments of many must unite in the work; experience must guide their 
labor; time must bring it to perfection, and the feeling of inconveniences must 
correct the mistakes which they inevitably fall into in their first trials and ex- 
periments. 

It was the theory of the makers of the Constitution that the electors 
should be chosen from the best and most trusted men of the State, and 
that they should confer and deliberate, and themselves select and desig- 
nate the man, not of the people’s choice, but of their own choice. 

The theory was that the people could not be intrusted with so deli- 
cate and important a privilege as the selection of a ruler. It was a 
theory inherited from the governments of Europe. 

The scheme of the first constitution was that the elector should vote 
according to his private judgment and by a secret ballot for ‘‘ two per- 
sons,’’ and that the man receiving the most of these votes should kt 
President and the next highest on the list should be Vice-President, 
and the public were to accept the selection without directing it. 

The twelfth amendment, after the contest between Jefferson and Burr, 
after the election of 1800, only changed the scheme, by providing for 
the voting for President and Vice-President, instead of voting for ‘‘ two 
persons,’’ but the theory of the independence of the electors to select , 
the President and Vice-President without regard to the opinions or pref- 
erences of the people remained undisturbed. It was as little expected 
that the public would influence the selection as it would be that popu- 
lar notions should control the decision of a court of equity. But all of 
this rapidly changed. The development of politics and of politicians; 
the collisions of the ambitions of men; the growth of the people in 
numbers, substance, and intelligence; the alignment of great bodies of 
men upon questions affecting the feelings and the interests of the masses 
soon developed the voters of the nation into the dictators of electors and 
the direct creators of Presidents and administrations until, with no writ- 
ten change in the fundamental instrument, it has been for more than 
half a century the universal judgment that an elector who should disre- 
gard his party’s will in casting his electoral vote would be regarded as 
unapproachably infamous. 

Thus has grown up a change of method tremendous in its effects. 
The President, instead of being selected by the almost judicial judg- 
ment of afew selected men, is the chosen popular chieftain of the party 
to which he belongs, obligated so far as he lawfully may to represent 
its principles and policy and to develop its power. It is in the con- 
test between great parties arrayed against each other, contending for 
political supremacy in the nation, that the danger to our institutions 
exists; and the very focal point of danger is at the electoral count. 

As the governments of the world are erganized the Presidency of the 
United States is the greatest political prize for which men or parties 
may contest. Hamilton says ‘‘a nation without a national govern- 
ment is an awful spectacle.’’ A nation divided into two great parties, 
each honestly believing itself entitled to govern under the Constitu- 
tion and the laws, with no tribunal having the conceded and recog- 
nized right to decide the questions at issue, may present a spectacle 
more awful still. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall now ask some attention directly to the bills un- 
der consideration. It will be admitted on all hands, I believe, that 
it is our duty to pass some law which shall remedy the troubles we 
have been threatened with, and that the matter can only be settled by 
the passage of a law or an amendment of the Constitution. Rules and 
joint rules have been exhausted. There is not time toamend the Con- 
stitution with a Presidential election approaching, and we are there- 
fore called upon to pass the best law we can under the circumstances 
by which we are surrounded. This law should be such as experience 
dictates and the public judgment expects of us. The public demands 
a fair law, one that shall be a just and fixed rule of action for such 
necessary procedure as the Constitution has not elaborated. 

This, then, isour problem: to enact a law fair and wise, consistent with 
the Constitution, regulating the determination of such preliminary in- 
cidental and collateral questions as shall arise upon the return of the 
votes and the count. The vote to be counted is the vote of the State. 
The vital question is, what or which is the vote of the State? This 
settled, Congress has no power or right except to accomplish the count. 

I now call attention to these two bills which are before us; and I 
take it our action will naturally and probably be limited to one of these 
two bills. The Senate bill provides for the meeting of the electors sub- 
stantially in accordance with the existing law. It also provides that 
each State, pursuant to its laws existing on the day fixed for the meet- 
ing of the electors, may determine at least six days before the meet- 
ing of the electoral college any controversy respecting the appointment 
of any of them. And here I will notice that the chairman of the 
House committee seems to criticise the provisions of the Senate bill and 
to argue that those provisions if carried out will bring us into trouble 
instead of giving us peace and quiet. I do not assent to his views. 

The first section of the Senate bill provides for the meeting of the 
electors. 

The second section provides— 

Sec, 2. That each State may, pursuant to its laws existing on the day fixed 
for the appointment of the electors, try and determine, at least six days be- 
fore the time fixed for the meeting of the electors, any controversy concérn- 
ing their appointment or the appointment of any of them. Every such deter- 


mination made pursuant to such law s0 — said day, and made at least 
six days prior to the said time of meeting of the electors, shall be conclusive 
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evidence of the lawful title to office of the electors who shall have been so de- 
termined to have been appointed, and shall govern in the counting of the elect- 
oral votes, as provided in the Constitution and as hereinafter regulated. 


This is the provision that the State itself, six days before the time of 
the casting of the electoral vote, may, within its own borders and by 
its own powers, decide what the vote of the State is and what is the 
vote which shall be presented to the President of the Senate to be 
counted as the vote and the voice of the State. Among the general pro- 
visions for the counting of the votes is a provision for the meeting of 
the two Houses as such, each House retaining its organized form from 
beginning to end, each being an independent body. 

The first great point of difference between the bills is, that the Senate 
bill provides for this final decision of the States, and the second is that 
the Senate bill holds to the old practice of the two Houses adhering to 
their character as organized bodies. The Eaton bill, if I may so call 
it, provides that the members of the two Houses shall meet in ‘‘ joint 
convention,’’ all Senators and members to ‘‘ have equal power, influ- 
ence, and voice, and all to vote per capita on all questions arising.’’ 
This bill also allows any three members of the joint convention to bring 
in question any of the State electors. The Senate bill also provides 
that in cases of rival returns or of votes objected to by at least one Sen- 
ator and one member of the House, when no final decision has been 
made by the State tribunals; then in such cases only those votes shall 
be counted which the two Houses acting separately shall concurrently 
approve. 

Phe Senate bill was this year introduced by a distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts, and is to some extent the work of a distinguished 
Senator from Vermont. It is doubtless the resulting product of many 
minds, acting in one manner and another for a long period of years 
upon the questions of the electoral count. 

I have a few words to say as to the constitutionality of this Eaton 
bill. In commenting upon the Senate bill the gentleman from Connec- 
ticut characterized it as unconstitutional. Now let us look for a mo- 
ment at the bill that he presents as a substitute. . 

The Constitution provides that the ‘‘ President of the Senate shall, 
in the presence of the Senate and House of Representatives, open all 
the certificates and the vote shall then be counted.’’ The Eaton bill pro- 
vides that the certificates shall be opened in a body composed of the 
members of the Senate and House of Representatives as a joint con- 
vention. The certificates are not opened in the presence of the Senate 
or of the House as such, either or both, but before the joint convention. 
That body hears the reading of the certificates and the papers as a joint 
convention, and it hears the announcement of the state of the vote as 
a joint convention. 

The objectors object not as Senators or Representatives but as mem- 
bers of the joint convention, and the members of that joint convention 
vote per capita to determine questions that may arise. Therefore this 
scheme, instead of pursuing the course authorized by the Constitution 
for the opening and counting of the votes before the Senate and House 
of Representatives, nullifies the language and the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion entirely, and provides for an unconstitutional body. 

I now go a step further, and call attention tosome of the practical ob- 
jections which exist to the bill offered as a substitute. First, as to the 
joint convention. In addition to what has been said by the gentleman 
who preceded me [Mr. HART]—and I presume that I shall repeat some- 
what of his argument—this tribunal is unknown to our Constitution 
and has been to this day unknown to our laws. Iam aware that there 
crops out occasionally a word or a sentence in reference tosuch a body 
in the discussions had upon this interesting question of the electoral 
count which have taken place heretofore and equal volumes in amount. 
There have been suggestions on the part of some men of the possibility 
of a joint convention or a mass convention or a grand board or a grand 
committee orsomething of that kind; but to our Constitution and laws 
the thing is new. 

This substitute seeks to create a new consolidated body with judicial 
powers, and comprised of the members of both Houses, members with 
equal undivided legal capacity, acting not as Senators or as Represent- 


atives oras legislators even, but as members of a kind of general court; in 
short, I might characterize it, without wishing to throw odium upon it, as 


an electoral commission of four hundred and onemembers. No oath is 
ae to be taken by the members of this joint convention. It may 

claimed that its members are already acting under oath. So they 
are when they are acting as members of the two Houses to which they 
were respectively elected. So also were the members of the body known 
as the Electoral Commission. They were all, when acting in their sep- 
arate capacities, acting under the oath of their respective offices. But 
in that Electotal Commission they were required to take a new oath 
ae Rg 9 Under the theory of the Senate bill no new oath is required, 

ut the Houses act as such and sueh only. : 

Under this Eaton bill the use of the phrase ‘‘ President of the Sen- | 
ate’ is merely a fictitious use, to comply with the letter of the Con- 
stitution, and to show that the act of the presiding officer of the joint 
convention is not in any wise regarded as the act of the President of the 
Senate. By this bill the presiding officer at one moment is the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, and I suppose as such he opens the certificates. 
The next moment he is the presiding officer of the joint convention. 





At the one moment he acts as the President of the Senate in a body in 
which there is no Senate, and then he lapses again into the presiding 
officer of a convention of four hundred and one members. 

Again, I think it is not well that objections to any of the votes should 
be made by members of the joint convention as such; for all of the ob- 
jectors to any vote may be members of one House only. It would 
seem more fit that the objectors should act in their distinct and re- 
spective capacities as members of the Houses to which they belong, and 
under the oath which they have solemnly taken when they became 
members of those Houses respectively. 

The Senate bill provides for an objection to a vote as weli as an ob- 
jection toa return. The Eaton bill provides for an objection to a re- 
turn only, as I understand its intent. 

The joint convention is not a meeting of the two Houses as such, and 
the objectors object not as Senators or Representatives, but only as 
members of that joint convention. The voting per capita contradicts 
two manifest ideas of the Constitution, one of which provides that the 
counting shall be in the presence of the two Houses, and the other that 
in case of failure to elect, the President shall be chosen by the House 
of Representatives, voting by States. The voting per capita is against 
the logic and the analogy of these two provisions. They vote neither 
as members of the House nor by States, but as members of a joint 
convention per capita, and the majority of this convention decides the 
result; and this body, not authorized nor recognized by the Constitution 
or by precedent, is to have the power to object to the votes of States 
and to annul them, and to decide valid or invalid the returns of the 
States, and to change at will the great current of the administrational 
and political lite of fifty-five millions of people. 

By the theory of the Constitution the House of Representatives rep- 
resents the people; the Senate represents the States. The theory of 
this bill upsets these distinctions, mingles the members of the bodies 
as individuals, confuses them as to representative position, and destroys 
the influence of the Houses upon each other and the wise balancing 
of power between them. 

Now, a word as to the State rights involved in this question. I would 
not presume ordinarily to comment upon the State-rights doctrines 
of the gentleman from Connecticut. I believe they are well known, 
and he has not been indistinct in expressing them. But it seems to 
me that the exigencies ef this bill, the pressure of the past, and perhaps 
the demands of the future have carried him from his standing along 
with the strong current in which he finds himself, and that he is not 
in connection with the provisions of this bill the State-rights states- 
man that I have heretofore understood him to be. 

The right of each State to appoint its electors is unquestioned. It 
is unchangeably fixed in the Constitution. Article I], section 1, pro- 
vides that ‘‘each State shall appoint, in such manner as the Legislature 
thereof may direct, a number of electors equal to the whole number of 
Senators and Representatives to which the State may be entitled in the 
Congress.’’ 

Now, the State is mare than its voters; it is more than its Legislature, 
more than its judiciary, more than its executive officers.. It includes 
them all. Now,I ask for a moment a consideration of the criticism 
made by the gentleman from Connecticut upon the Senate bill. He 
says that the second section of the Senate bill provides, as he under- 
stands it, that if there is a judicial decision in the State from which the 
appointment comes, that decision, although it may be tainted by fraud, 
and the outgrowth of corruption, yet being a judicial decision must 
under that bill be absolutely final; that there can be no escape from it, 
although it may be rotten with fraud. 

Now, I do not understand that section to so provide. It provides 
for the exhausting of all the machinery and power of the State, if nec- 
essary, to prevent fraud and to ascertain the actual vote ef the State, 
not only by judicial decision, but, if need be, by the action not only of 
the judiciary, but of the Legislature, of the executive officers—the gor 
ernor, comptroller, and other officers constituting the State board. It 
comprehends the whole. Under this bill the State has the power to so 
guard and hedge about the selection, appointment, and final designa- 
tion of these electors that the result will be the nearest just and nght 
that we can ever hope to obtain, considering that the affairs of the Gov- 
ernment are dependent upon the acts of men. The State does not ex- 
haust its appointive power until it has used all these powers. The 
claim that the proceeding contemplated by this bill is interference by 
Congress with the right of the State is one of the allegations of the 
gentleman from Connecticut. But the charge is unfounded. The ac- 
tion of Congress under this section is the securing of the right of the 
State to perform its own work in its own way under the Constitution. 
It follows in effect the precedents which have been set in the counting 
of the electoral votes for nearly a hundred years—that the count should 
be made before the Houses, but that the rights of the States shall be 
respected, and the State’s right to appoint fully recognized. 

The gentleman’s argument that this measure is an interference with 
State rights places him entirely upon the wrong side in the construc- 
tion of this bili. The bill isan expression of the respect that the natioa 


holds for the rights of the States. 
While I am in favor of liberal construction as to national powers, and 
in favor of making stronger instead of weaker the National Governnent, 
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while I regard with abhorrence the theory of those who seek to disin- 
tegrate the nation and aggrandize the States, yet I consider it my duty 
to oppose by every means in my power this scheme which grasps the 
electoral rights of every State, however solemnly determined by the 
State, and subjects them upon the act of three members of a House to 
a majorit¥ vote that may, in spite of every care and safeguard, declare 
void the action of the electors and disfranchise the State. 

Now, a few words as to the position taken in this debate by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. Pryor]. That gentleman insists that 
upon the opening of the certificates the Houses disappear and are 
merged into a ‘‘ primary body,’’ a ‘‘ board of inspectors and determi- 
nants,’’ of which he says: 

I repeat and now insist that in this word vote is included the ascertainment 
and determination of all defects, irregularities, illegalities, non-qualifications of 
electors or persons voted for, frauds, corruptions, or coercions, from the suffra- 
gan through its transit to this Federal board of inspectors, revisers, and de- 
terminants of last resort at the seat of the Government of the United States. 
This Federal board assembled and organized for the purpose, and charged with 


the duties thus imposed by my interpretation of the Constitution, proceed to 
discharge the same. 

To do this, among other things, the twelfth amendment provides, as I con- 
tend,a high and select board of inspectors, revisers, and determinants, and 
charges them with the duty of ascertaining and counting the votes cast by the 
people of the several States, through the instrumentalities of the Constitution. 

. * * * + * *~ 
The claim of the elector must be not only based upon but the legitimate prod- 


uct of a legitimate vote, to determine which is the business of this Federal 
board. 


* * * . x * 
This Federal board of determinants of last resort have a right to explore the 
whole voting area from center to circumference and from top to bottom. 


> * * ~ * * 


This board, having the inherent right of self-c rganization, secures to itself 
the right to select and appoint its own officers an// establish its own rules of pro- 
cedure; and such being true, we are relieved of one of the disputed questions 
in the past, namely, that the President of the Senate, by right and force of his 
legislative office, and as such officer, has the right to be the presiding officer 


of this board or select body of men as inspectors and determinants of the Pres- 
idential count. 


The Constitution says: 

The President of the Senate shall, ip the presence of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, open all the certificates and the yotes shall then be counted. 

By what authority do the Senate and House lose their constitution- 
ally specified characters? When do the two bodies cease as such? At 
what point do they become a board? Where does the Constitution 
pulverize the two Houses into units, and then consolidate the units 
into ‘‘ a board,’’ *‘ a special board,’’ this ‘‘ Federal board,’’ this ‘* high 
select board ?’’ 

What right have we to say that the framers of the Constitution, when 
they said ‘‘the Senate and House of Representatives,’’ intended a 
“‘special board,’’ discarding the President of the Senate, selecting its 
own Officers, and establishing its own rules? 

This Eaton bill as it comes before us assumes and adopts this doc- 
trine; proceeds to enact into law this Federal board of inspectors that 
may investigate from center to circumference, from top to bottom; that 
can go back to the individual voter casting a vote in the State of Maine; 
Louisiana, or Oregon; can tesi the validity of that vote as originally 
cast; can extend such examination through every election district in 
the whole United States, and act all the time as the joint convention 
that is to be created here out of the membership of the two Houses to 
canvass, to count, to investigate, and to explore. I feel at liberty to 
commend to those who are in favor of this bill the prospect which is 
placed before them of the labors, the enjoyments, and the successes 
which they may obtain under its far-reaching powers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker; no one for a moment supposes that a great party 
legislating for the whole country and for the future upon a subject of 
vast and vital importance would seek or would willingly receive a par- 
tisan benefit as a result of such legislation. 

Therefore I can with propriety illustrate a possible effect of the pro- 
posed law by applying it to the present political situation in Congress. 
AN ILLUSTRATION. 

Not as a necessary part of the argument on this question, and without 
any intent to seek or oppose any partisan influence, I present the follow- 
ing figures as illustrative, and perhaps as suggestive, as to where “ the 
dead-point”’ of the motion of the political balance-wheel may sometime 
be found: Present number of States, 38; numberof Representatives, 325; 
number of Senators, 76; whole numberof electors, 401. Present House 
of Representatives voting by States, Democratic, 22; present House of 
Representatives voting by States, Republican, 14; Readjuster (Virginia), 
1; divided (Florida), 1; total, 38. 

THE TWO HOUSES IN JOINT CONVENTION. 

Democratic Senators, 36; Representatives, 196; total, 232. Repub- 
lican Senators, 38; Representatives, 116; total,154. All other Senators, 
2; Representatives, 13; total, 15. Total Senators, 76; total Represent- 
atives, 325; grand total, 401. Present Democratic majority ona party 
vote in a joint convention, and dividing the scattering as ‘‘ 8 to 7,” 77. 
Unascertained preferences of scattering voters and the results of the 
still existing travail of the Committee on Elections may somewhat 
change the figures, but the fact will remain thatin determining the 
preliminary and collateral and other questions of the counting of the 
electoral votes of 1884 the Democrats would have a majority of about 


RECORD—HOUSE. JUNE 21, 


77 votes, and in case no person receives a majority of ‘‘ the whole num- 
ber of electors appointed,’’ the House choosing from the three highest 
candidates and voting by States as provided by the Constitution, the 
Democrats will have a party majority of probably 7 (votes) States. 

Under the plan of the Constitution the two Houses take part in the 
proceedings of the electoral count. The almost uniform precedents 
of nearly one hundred years imply the presence, action, and co-opera- 
tion of both Houses as such. Even in the Electoral Commission both 
Houses were equally represented. And it seems rash, revolutionary, 
and dangerous to seek now to place the whole power of the determina- 
tion of the counting, the canvass, and the national result in the power 
of one House of Congress, the House of Representatives. 

Under this proposed Eaton bill how readily might the members of 
this House create the occasion for an election of the President by this 
House of Representatives. First, three members may object to the count- 
ing of the votes of any State, orof any number of States; second, the 
question of their admission or rejection is decided by a per capita vote, 
the House furnishing a Democratic majority of at least 77; third, as a 
result, the power of choosing a Democratic President either by the “‘joint 
convention’’ or by the House is thus made perfect and absolute. 

Suppose the 36 votes of the State of New York to be challenged by 
three Representatives elected in distant States upon local issues in 1882. 
Under this Eaton bill the House alone could disfranchise the State or 
admit contesting votes, although the judgment of the Senate should be 
unanimously against such action. 

The very existence of this bill is a threat against the national peace. 
Sir, suppose a political party existed that was enraged by its belief that 
it had been some time wronged by its antagonist. Suppose its war-cry 
for a campaign to be for vindication and retribution. Suppose its very 
candidate to be the representative of the spirit of revenge grown mor- 
bid with the brooding of years. Suppose the mighty movements of this 
political army of: millions to be stimulated by a desire for victory and 
retaliation. Afteraclosely drawn battle, without overwhelming defeat, 
how readily, with the heat of such a struggle still inspiring it, could 
it turn from the “‘ trial by suffrage’’ to success under the devices of 
legislation. 

I am not here to criticise the Democratic party as such or to speak of 
it in any sense different from what might be spoken of the Republican 
party if it occupied a similar position. I refer only to the political de- 
mand made upon party men and the dangers to which politicians and 
parties and the country may be immediately and permanently ex- 
posed under the provisions of this Eaton bill. 

In conclusion, I have but few words to add: 

For more than eighty years efforts have been made from time to 
time, by propositions to amend the Constitution and by proposed en- 
actments, to secure the country against the acknowledged dangers which 
have surrounded the proceedings of the electoral count. 

Iam fully convinced that the Senate bill now before us is the wisest 
and most perfect measure at present attainable. 

With the completion of the approaching Presidential term we shall 
round out a full period of one hundred years of Presidential constitu- 
tional Government. We approach the last electoral count of the first 
century of our constitutional existence; we are a reunited people, 
strong, prosperous, and at peace. 

But we are even now anxiously looking over the field of a pending 
political conflict which may arouse much of the fierceness of human 
nature and excite much of the bitterness of political strife. We are 
responsible to the American people and to the Ruler of all peoples for 
the exertion of every power by us to guard our country and 
mankind against the catastrophe which might follow a disagreement 
in the count, a disputed succession, and factional strife. 

In my judgment it is the duty of this House to concur with the Sen- 
ate in the method of procedure it has proposed. It is wise and just, 
the result of the consideration of years. It can be immediately crys- 
tallized into law, and’ thus before the supreme hour of decision arrives 
we shall exclude all elements of danger. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, it is a source of regret that a bill of 
such importance as the one now before us should be considered at a 
time when so few members are present in their seats. There is no 
measure, sir, pending in Congress at the present session that involves 
questions of such vital importance to the welfare and of this 
country as the bill to provide the manner of counting the electoral votes 
for President and Vice-President. The committee in this House ap- 
pointed for the purpose of considering matters of this kind has carefully 
prepared a bill, which is now before us, in the nature of a substitute for 
a similar bill which passed the Senate. The question for this House 
to consider now is whether you will take the bill recommended by the 
House Committee as a substitute for the Senate bill or adopt the Sen- 
ate bill itself. 

If this House should determine not to adopt the system proposed by 
the House committee for a joint convention, I should hope that there 
would be some amendment made to the Senate bill before that bill 
should be passed by this House. I refer particularly to the necessity for 
amendments to the second section of the bill, and to this section I ask 
the careful attention of the members present for a few moments. I 
think if you will understand this second section properly there will be 
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few members of this House who would desire its enactment into a law. 
It provides—and I will read the text of the section, because it has been 
so carefully worded that its meaning could not be correctly given unless 
you heard the very language of the proposed statute itself—it pro- 
vides as follows: 

Sec. 2. That each State may, pursuant to its laws existing on the day fixed for 
the intment of the electors, try and determine, at least six days before the 
time fixed for the meeting of the electors, any controversy concerning their a 
pointment or the appointment of any of them. Every such determination made 
pursuant to such law so existing on said day, and made at least six days prior 
to the said time of meeting of the electors, shall be conclusive evidence of the 
lawful title to office of the electors who shall have been so determined to have 
been appointed, and shall govern in the counting of the electoral votes as pro- 
vided in the Constitution and as hereinafter regulated. 

Now, what is the purport of this section ? 

Each Statemay * * * try and determine. 


Here would arise, as suggested by the’argument of the gentleman 
from New York, the great unsettled problem of what constitutes a 
State. It means that each State may try and determine in the manner 
which its laws then existing have pointed out. Thereforethat tribunal 
or that proceeding which the statute of the State had theretofore fixed 
for the determination of the question is to settle it. HenceaState may 
be dwarfed into the insignificant proportions of a returning board, or if 
you want to —o and get your tribunal still lower, you may come 
down to the functions of a judge of a district or a circuit or county 
court or even of a justice of the peace, as a mode of settling the dis- 
puted question. 


ee 


Mr. HISCOCK. Let me ask the gentleman a question, and it is 
this: Do you suppose there is anything further meant by that provision 
than this: That in the first place the election of the electors is to be | 
certified to by the regular canvassing board; second, if there is a ques- 
tion as to who is elected, that that question may be tried in the tri- 
bunals of the State as any other questions relating to the election of 
officers in the State are tried ? Tribunals are established in the States 
for trying such cases, and the only effect of this is that their decision 
is binding upon Congress. 

enacted before the day of election fix any tribunal that within its 
judgment it may be deemed necessary to decide any controversy con- 
cerning the appointment of the electors, or any one of them; and when 
that tribunal, whatever it may be, shall have settled that question 
within a certain period before the meeting of the electors, that result 
is final and conclusive upon Congress, and the electors decided by that 
tribunal to be legally appointed must be counted by the House and the 
Senate. That is what it means. It means that just such a returning 
board as there was in Louisiana in 1876, which was the means provided 
under the laws of Louisiana to determine who were legal electors, shall 
be final and conclusive upon Congress. It means just such a body as 
that provided by the laws of Florida in 1876, known as the Florida | 
returning roard, whose acts in this respect shall be final and conclusive 
upon Congress. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Does not the State authority itself de- 
termine by law as to what are legal proceedings in reference to ascer- | 
Mr. SPRINGER. There are of course such tribunals in the States. 
But at that time there was a proceeding in the courts of that State 
which set aside the determination of a returning board. But that was 
aliunde and went for nothing, especially-when it came to seating the 

man who was elected. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If this bill had been in force at that 
time would not that decision have been conclusive upon Congress, and | 
would we not have been compelled to count the vote of Florida for 
Tilden? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would depend upon the fact as to whether the 
State had provided that manner of determining this fact. The judges 
in the Florida case acted under the general jurisdiction of that State 
over the officers of the State, and there was no special authority to pass 
upon the election and qualification of electors of President and Vice- 
President. But in this bill it is presumed that the State would act 
upon this very question and point out a manner in which that question 
troversy has been settled by that tribunal there is no power in the Con- 
stitution or in Congress to challenge that judgment or decision. 

Gentlemen have said something about State rights. It seems to me | 
that that is carrying State rights further than has ever been suggested 
by at least any political party in this country heretofore. It is carry- 
ing it to the extent of saying that the judgment of a circuit court, or of | 
the judge of a circuit court or of a district court if he were the tri- | 
bunal provided, or of a returning board consisting of three or five, as | 
the case may be, no matter how corruptly they may have acted or how | 
illegal or unwarrantable their decision may have been or how out- 
rageous it may have been, so far as the voiceof the people of that State 
is concerned. Yet we must stand still and receive it, because it was 
decided in the manner pointed out by that tribunal. I do not under- 
stand ¢hat any State in this Union in voting for a President or Vice- | 
President can insist upon that vote being counted by Congress against | 


Mr. SPRINGER. It means precisely this: The State may by statute 
taining the results of an election, and is not that final? 
should be determined. And it is provided here that when that con- 
the voice of the people of the State and against the popular judgment | 





| By the Sergeant-at-Arms ? 


| shall we provide that? 
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of the country. But I understand that the Constitution has given the 
power to count these votes to the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would like to know where? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will tell you right now. The amendment to 
the Constitution provides that the electoral votes shall be forwarded to 
the President of the Senate, and— 

The President of the Senate shall, in the presence of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, open all the certificates and the votes shall then be counted. 

Shall then be counted. There; rightthen and there. This bill says 
they shall be counted by a returning board that may have met six days 
before the electors met in the State, and that that count is final. ‘ 
the Constitution says that ‘‘ the votes shall then be counted.”’ 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. By whom? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is what Iam coming to. There is no place 
in the Constitution where the manner in which this count shall be made 
is pointed out. But there is a provision in the Constitution, which I 
have read, that the vote shall then be counted. Now, this is no implied 
power. We are not to look around in the dark places of the Constitu- 
tion to find a power to count these votes. It says expressly ‘‘ the votes 
shall then be counted.’’ 

Now let us look at the other provisions of the Constitution. I con- 
cede the fact that the manner in which this count shall take place is 
not mentioned inthe Constitution. Nowhereisit provided. And hence 
the Electoral Commission was appointed for the purpose of counting 
these votes in 1877. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
moment 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am just now makinga statement which I desire 
to complete; and I will yield to the gentleman ina moment. I re- 
member distinctly, Mr. Speaker, when the Electoral Commission bill 
was before this House one of the most distinguished lawyers then upon 
the floor, now a Senator from the State of Mississippi | Mr. LAMAR], 
standing where my friend from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE] is now siand- 
ing, made his argument in favor of the constitutionality of the bili re- 
ported by the joint committee, at that time known as the Electoral Com- 
mission bill—and that argument applies to the bill reported by this 
committee as well—because the Constitution left the question of pro- 
viding the manner in which the votes should be counted to Congress. 
There is a clause in the Constitution which gives the Congress that 
power. I refer to the eighteenth clause of section 8 of article 1 of the 
Constitution. 





But 


If the gentleman will indulge me « 





Congress shall have the power to make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and all other powers 
vested by this Constitution in the Government of the United States, or in any 
Department or office thereof. 

Now, when the fathers made the Constitution they assumed that 
many questions would arise hereafter under it which they had not 
covered, and perhaps they did not intend, and I assume they did not 
intend, to cover allofthem. Itwas adeclaration of general principles. 
The manner in which the votes for President and Vice-President shall 
be counted is one of the things they did not determine. But they did 
say that ‘‘ the votes shall then be counted.’’ How? By the Clerk of 
the Senate ? By the President of the Senate? By the Doorkeeper ? 
By an experienced accountant who might 
be brought in for that purpose? By a committee of the two Houses, 
or by both Houses acting concurrently or ia joint convention? It is 


| not pointed out how the count shall be made. 


3ut if Congress can legislate upon this subject in any way and pro- 
vide the manner in which this count shall be made, it can provide such 


| manner as in its judgment will be most effective to carry out the in- 


tention of the Constitution, which was to have the votes counted. This 
bill proposes to do that; and in either event—whether the Senate bill 
or the House bill be adopted—provides the mode. I do not know but 
it is competent to pass both these bills, so far as the constitutional power 
is concerned, except the second section of the Senate bill, which would, 
if passed into a law, deprive the Congress of the power which I believe 
was given to it to provide a mode in which this count should be made. 

If Congress may make all laws which are necessary to carry into 
effect the powers granted by the Constitution, it may make such laws 
as it may deem necessary to carry out that express provision of the 
Constitution, to count the votes for President and Vice-President. How 
That is a question addressed simply to the 
sound discretion of members of this House and of the Senate as law- 
makers. 

The honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HART] and the honorable 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER] have suggested that this 
joint convention will be partisan, and that it will carry out the will of 
the majority of the members of the joint convention and not the will 
of the voters at the polls. They therefore distrust this body, consisting 
of four hundred and one members, as partisan and unreliable. 

I am ready to concede that Congress is not infallible. I am satisfied 
that it has made a great many judgments and decisions in matters per- 


| taining to elections which were partisan, and which ought not to have 


been made. But the question before us is: What kind of a body would 


most nearly represent the people of the United States and insure the 
most just and righteous decision upon a great question of this kind ? 
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Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I wish before the gentleman passes from 
what he stated a few moments ago to be a defect in the Senate bill, to 
wit, that it provides a State tribunal for determining this question— 
I wish he would state whether in his opinion it would be dangerous 
or against the public policy to allow any State tribunal to have any- 
thing whatever to do with this question? I would remind him that 
in his argument he mainly dealt with the liability of the State to make 
an inferior or improper tribunal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman did not get my point in reference 
to that second section of the Senate bill. I do not object to the State 
providing the manner in which the count shall be taken. What I ob- 
jected to was this clause: 

Every such determination made pursuant to such law so existing on said day, 


and made at least six days prior to the said time of meeting of the electors, shall 
be conclusive evidence of the lawful title to office of the electors who shall have 





been so determined to have been appointed, and shall govern in the counting of 


the electoral votes, as provided by the Constitution and as hereinafter regulated. 


I object to that provision of the bill which requires Congress to ab- 
dicate its powers, which provides that a returning board of three men 
in Colorado or five or six men in Louisiana shall finally and forever 
control and settle the question as to who were chosen electors, when 
in my judgment Congress has the final power to count the votes. 

Mr. HERBERT. Has the gentleman observed that the fourth sec- 
tion of the Senate bill gives to both Houses of Cc.; acting concur- 
rently the power to overrule the decision of the State tribunal ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have not observed that, and I will call my 
friend’s attention to the fact that he has not observed it. If the gen- 
tleman will look at that section he will find that when we come to the 
question of the disputed vote it is to be counted in aceordance with the 
judgment of the State tribunal, if there was one. 

Mr. HERBERT. Letme read from that section, beginning with line 
31, near the bottom of page 3 of the bill: 

When all objections so made to any vote or paper from a State shall have been 
received and read the Senate shall thereupon withdraw, and such objections 
shall be submitted to the Senate for its decision ; and the Speaker of the House 
of Represeutatives shall, in like manner, submit such objections to the House 
of Representatives for its decision ; and no electoral vote or votes from any State 
from which but one return has been received shall be rejected except by the 
ailirmative vote of both Houses. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then there is a provision of the section in rela- 
tion to a case where more than one return or paper purporting to be a 
return from a State shall be received by the President of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox, of New York). The twenty 
minutes yielded to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has 
expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not know that I was limited to that time. 

Mr. EATON. I ought to say that, according to the rule which has 
been adopted on both sides, my friend from Llinois [Mr. SPRINGER], 
as a member of the committee, would be entitled to an hour. Hesaid 
he would not want over fifteen minutes and I gave him twenty. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I thank the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Eaton]. I will show my friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] that 
he is mistaken. If he will read further on in that section to which he 
has referred he will find this provision: 

If more than one return or paper purporting to be a return from a State shall 
have been received by the President of the Senate, those votes, and those only, 
shall be counted which shall have been regularly given by the electors who 
are shown by the evidence mentioned in section 2 of this act to have been ap- 
painted, if the determination in said section provided for shall have been made ; 
but in case there shall arise the question which of twoor more of such State tri- 
bunals determining what electors have been appointed, as mentioned in séction 
2 of this act, is the lawful tribunal of such State, the votes regularly given of 
those electors, and those only, of such State shall be counted whose title as elect- 
ors the two Houses, acting separately, shall concurrently decide is supported 
by the decision of the tribunal of such State so authorized by its laws. 

So that if a State tribunal has determined the question the decision 
of Congress is referred back to that decision of the State tribunal which 
is made binding on the two Houses. 

To proceed now with the argument I was about to make when inter- 
rupted by my colleague from Illinois[Mr. ApAMs]. Is it saferto trust 
a joint convention of the two Houses, consisting of four hundred and 
one members, on a great national question of this kind, rather than to 
trust the decision of any returning board, or court, or commission that 
may be previded in any of the States of this Union? Let us look at 
the facts for a moment. 

In 1876 it was understood two days after the election that if Mr. 
Hayes was elected President it was by but 1 majority of the electoral 
college, and that in order to get that 1 majority he must have all 
the votes of Louisiana, Florida, and South Carolina, which were con- 
tested. Now, suppose there had been a little Democratic State in the 
North—Oregon, for instance—and that this bill with its section 2 was 
the law. When it was discovered that the Republicans were going to 
count the votes of Louisiana, Florida, and South Carolina for their can- 
didate, would not such a State call into requisition its little tribunal 
for the purpose of reversing the judgment of that State? It will be 
evident that there would be a race run immediately among the States, 
and especially the small States that had but few votes, where the re- 
turning board was easily manipulated, to register, or, in other words, 
‘to set aside, the voice of the people at the polls, and to procure a judg- 
ment of the electoral college against the voice of the people. 
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Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Is it not your idea that in such a case the 
race would be between the doubtful States in creating the tribunal ? 
Mr. SPRINGER. The tribunal must have been created beforehand. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I thought you overlooked that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; I have stated frequently that this tribunal 
must have been in existence beforehand. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to know whether gentlemen here wouldin 
that case be willing to leave to the decision of one man, who might be 
a purchasable man and whose price might have been fixed and paid in 
dollars and cents, the determination of the great question who was 
elected President of the United States. Shall we rest the question upon 
so slender a thread, or will you in the case of a disputed election appeal 
to the representatives of the people and the representatives of theStates, 
and ask them to settle it, and in this tribunal make every member of 
either House the equal of every other, and place him upon his individual 
responsibility before his constituents? 

Mr. Speaker, under our form of government this House and the 
Senate—the Representatives here on this floor and the Senators in the 
other Chamber—are the people of the United States in their represent- 
ative capacity. If you can not trust them in this representative ca- 
pacity under the Constitution to decide a great question like this, to 
what body shall we go for relief? Where can we find in all our judicial, 
legislative, or executive system a body which when it has spoken will 
give sq great satisfaction to the people in deciding a great question like 
this as will the Senate and the House of Representatives or the members 
of the Senate and the members of the House of Representatives ? 

I concede that we may act as partisans. I concede that we may err. 
I concede that we may commit a great outrage, as has been done in 
the past. But is it not better that this body and the Senate should err 
than that we should submit to the venal and the purchased decision of 
a small tribunal in a little State of the Union? 

Mr. Speaker, I desire that in the selection of a President of the United 
States the voice of the people, whatever it may be, shall be i 
I desire that this voice shall be made effectual throughout the length 
and breadth of the land. And I know of no tribunal under our form 
of government that is more directly responsible to the people than are 
this body and the Senate. I know of no machinery which can be in- 
vented by the ingenuity of mankind whose judgment will be more 
likely to receive the acquiescence of the people than such a tribunal as 
this. 

And, after all, acquiescence is the important thing. It is more im- 
portant there should be acquiescence than that there should be entire 
freedom from partisanship or that there should be an absolutely correct 


judgment, because we have established a government which is intended 


to be perpetual, and history teaches us that most of the wars in the past 
have grown out of the succession of the head of the government. And 
if there is one place in our Constitution which is weaker and more vul- 
nerable than any other, it is the provision with regard to the selection 
of the President of the United States. 

Let us, therefore, as representatives of the people provide such ma- 
chinery for securing this result that a judgment shall always be reached 
in the counting of the votes for that high office, a judgment which 
shall be acquiesced in by all the people of this country. If this tri- 
bunal, consisting of the representatives of the people on this floor and the 
representatives of the States in the Senate, should determine in any case 
that any man was rightfully elected President of the United States, I 
believe every good citizen will immediately bow in deference to that 
decision. To this end, Mr. Speaker, I commend this bill to the Repre- 
sentatives of the people, and ask them to provide such machinery for 
the counting of these votes and the rendering of this judgment as will 
insure justice, fair dealing, an honest count, and the perpetuity of our 
institutions. 

Mr. PETERS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. EATON. I do not suppose that a vote can be obtained to-night 
on this bill, because so many members are absent, though I should like 
(if it were possible) to close the discussion to-night, move the previous 
question, and take a vote. But I do not expect that; and 1 want gen- 
tlemen to go on now and talk as long as they please. 

Mr. PARKER. One word as to the remark which the gentleman 
has just made. * There are some gentlemen on this side—one or more— 
from whom we wish to hear on this question. Cireumstances are such 
that we can not do so to-night. There might, if the gentleman wishes, 
be some limitation fixed now as to the discussion in the future, but re- 
serving half an hour, or perhaps an hour, to this side upon the day on 
which the vote is taken. I really think, from the interest I have seen 
exhibited, and from incidental remarks I have heard, that this question 
ought justly to have the attention of this House for another full legis- 
lative day. In this remark I am not speaking for myself. But there 
are many gentlemen who have given careful consideration to this sub- 
m whom we are entitled to hear. I hope the gentleman 
will not ask that the debate be closed to-day. 

Mr. EATON. If this Congress is to adjourn by the 4th of July I 
greatly fear that we can not control another day for the discussion ot 
this great question. I am as anxious as my friend from New ¥ork or 
anybody else that there should be full debate. I desired myself to dis- 
euss the question further for half an hour or an hour. Every member 
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knows that in opening the debate I simply stated points without elab- | 
orating them. But I am entirely willing to forego the making of any | 
speech on this subject. My object is that every member who desires 
may talk now, and that the previous question be called to-night. 

Mr. BLAND. Allowmea moment. We had great difficulty to-day 
to reach this bill, and in all probability unless the previous question is 
moved we will not reach it again this session. If gentlemen wish to | 
pass this bill at all, the only way is to pass it now. It has been dis- 
cussed in and out of Congress since 1876, and we are ready to vote on 
the various propositions presented here. Certainly there can be no de- 
sire on the part of any gentleman to defeat this bill for want of time. 
We would all like to see some bill pass. It is uncertain whether we 
shall ever reach it again unless something is done in the way of mov- 
ing the previous question. 

Mr. HART. I hope there will be no present limitation to debate. 
Let it go on a little further. 

Mr. BLAND. Debate has defeated most of the legislation at this 
session. Every bill is talked todeath. We have been talking all the 
time, and yet gentlemen are not satisfied. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope we may be able to stand an hour 
or so yet this evening in discussion, and then I hope the demand for 
the previous question will be made. Unless something of that kind 
is done it will be impossible to get a vote on this question during this 
session of Congress. I would rather the worst bill the House could 
formulate should pass and go to the Senate and so go to conference than 
that none should pass. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I labor under great disadvantage in 
addressing this House at so late an hour on Saturday evening, but per- 
haps I wlil receive as much attention to-night as I would have at any 
time during the session. Therefore I am perfectly willing to proceed. 

There are two plans suggested by the bills before the House, and I 
desire to call attention briefly to them. The one plan proposed by the 
Senate bill, commonly known as the Hoar bill, is the plan of concurrent 
action between the two Houses or such action as preserves the autonomy 
of the two legislative bodies. 

I will remark in advance of any further statement in relation to the 
subject involved that the primary underlying subject is what body is 
to act as the judicial power to determine a mooted question when it is 
raised in connection with the counting of the electoral votes? It is not 
what body shall count the vote, because that isa mere physical act or 
mathematical calculation and involves no great amount of skill, be- 
cause our electoral vote never ran up high in figures. A boy of 10 
who is familiar with the addition table could add up the electoral vote 
and do the counting. There is something deeper and more significant 
in the action that is required to be had by certain bodies than the mere 
counting of the vote, and that is to determine judicially what vote 


shall be counted or not. 

And coming back to my original proposition, I say the great ques- 
tion presented by these two bills is whether the two legislative bodies 
shall count these votes acting judicially as a Senate and House, or 
whether they shall count them as members of the two bodies, the Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives. In other words, whether the Senate 
shall count or assist in the exercise of that judicial power as the Senate 
of the United States, or whether is shall assist in the exercise of that 
judicial power as individual members of the Senate, and whether the 
House shall exercise that judicial power in its capacity as the House of 
Representatives, or whether the members of the House of Representa- 
tives shall exercise that judicial power as individual members. 

As I said before, the Hoar bil! contemplates the preservation of the 
autonomy of these two bodies. It contemplates the Senate shall take 
part in this judicial proceeding as the Senate of the United States, and 
it contemplates the House of Representatives shall take part in this 
judicial proceeding as the House of Representatives of the United 
States, and their action must be concurrent on the question presented 
for their decision. 

Now, in opposition to the Hoar bill is the substitute reported by the 
majority of the committee of the House, namely, that the power that 
shall exercise these official functions is not the House of Representa- 
tives and the Senate of the United States, but the members of the 
House of Representatives and the members of the Senate voting per 
capita, in order to decide the mooted questions that may come before 
them for adjudication. 

In order, Mr. Speaker, to ascertain the construction to be placed upon 
the Constitution it is if possible to get at the intention of 
the framers in the preparation of that instrument. If that intent can 
be arrived at—the: intent of the framers themselves—then I for one 
assert that I am willing to carry out that intention regardless of whether 
the conclusion so reached shall be favorable to the party to which I 
belong or adverse to its interests. I have sufficient confidence in the 
wisdom and knowledge and integrity of the fathers and in the delibera- 
tions given to this subject by the framers of the Constitution to believe 
that if you can arrive at their intention we will have arrived at a con- 
clusion which will be for the best interests of the Government. 

We know that prior to and during the Revolutionary war these now 
called States were independent and separate colonies. New York had 

no control over Georgia, had no interest in Georgia as a colony, exer- 
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cised no power in Georgia as a colony; and it was not until they were 
brought face to face with a foreign foe, or with arms, that they were 
forced to acknowledge the necessity of a union, not for a general gov- 
ernment, but in order to have strength to meet the dangers that threat- 
The idea of a general government did not prevail prior to the 
Revolutionary war to any great extent. 

It is true that Benjamin Franklin at some time prior to the: Revolu- 


| tionary war, and even after the very opening of the war, had spoken of 


the plan of a general government and the desirability of having such 
a Government. But it did not obtain throughout the colonies before 
the Revolutionary war or even during the war. The object of the Con- 
federation during the Revolutionary war was simply for the purpose of 
forming a unity of strength and a power of resistance to throw off the 
yoke of Great Britain and relieve from its oppression. It was this op- 
pression, as I said before, that disclosed the weakness of each separate 
part of the Confederation, and it was this oppression that begat the mut- 
uality of feeling between the colonies, and naturally enough led to the 
idea so forcibly expressed in the language, ‘‘ In union there isstrength.’’ 

The Revolutionary war enforced this idea by creating throughout 
all of the colonies the prevalent feeling that if there was to be any 
maintenance of their rights upon thiscontinent, that maintenance must 
be held and had by virtue of union among the colonies themselves; so 
that when, in May, 1787, the convention met in Philadelphia, com- 
posed of representatives from all of these colonies except Rhode Island, 
they met with all these views ingrafted into their very natures. They 
met prepared to go into a general government, to organize a general 
system of government that should make them strong and yet at the 
same time be elastic enough to fulfill the great hopes and promises of 
future growth and prosperity. 

Coming, then, directly to the question of arriving at the intention of 
that convention, there are certain points about which there can be no 
difference of opinion. Any person who has familiarized himself with 
the brief synopsis of the debates that took place in the convention will 
arrive readily at a conclusion as to the intention of the framers of the 
Constitution in regard to a great many matters about which there can 
be no dispute; as, for instance, they were all agreed that it was neces- 
sary to have a head to this government. Every pian of government 
that was propesed in that convention recognized the idea that there 
must be a head to this government, and also recognized the idea that 
that head should be a president; because they were opposed to a king, 
they were opposed to a queen; they had had enough oppression from 
kings and queens, and did not desire a government to be controlled by 
one individual. 

When they came to the manner of the election of this head, and when 


| that question came to be discussed in the convention, it was then ascer- 
| tained that there were differences of opinion as to how the selection 
shall be counted when there shall be a dispute as to whether a vote | 


should be made. There were some that were in favor of having the 
President selected by a popular election, but that this popular election 
should be confined to districts. Then there were others in favor of hav- 
ing the electors chosen by the States in proportion to their population. 
Then there were others in favor of having the President selected by the 
governors of the different States. There were others in favor of hav- 
ing primary electors chosen by the people; these primary electors to 
choose secondary electors, and these secondary electors to choose the 
President of the United States. 

Then there were some who were in favor of choosing by a popular 
vote direct without the intervention of the district plan and without 
the intervention of the electoral plan. Then there were some, and 
these were in the majority, that were in favor of having the President 





elected by Congress; not by the House of Representatives, not by the 
Senate of the United States, not by the members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, not by the members of the Senate of the United States, 
not by all of them combined, but by Congress. And I assert that an 
election by either branch of the Legislature or by the individual mem- 
bers of the Senate or of the House was not even mooted or advanced 
in that convention until during the last two weeks of its sitting. I 
have said, and it is a historical fact, that a majority of that convention 
were in favor of the selection of a President by Congress. Why do I 
make that statement? Any one who has taken these debates and run 
through them will discover that it was the most popular measure in 
that convention; and at one time the proposition to select a President 
by Congress passed that convention unanimously, although it was 
afterward reconsidered; but I will refer to this subject more at length 
in the course of my remarks. 
I wish to call attention to certain paragraphs connected with article 

2 of the Constitution. The second paragraph of section 1 of article 2 
of the Constitution says: 

Each State shall appoint— 

Thefe is the source of power. 

Each State shall appoint— 

How shall they appoint ?— 
in such manner as the Legislature thereof may direct— 

How many shall they appoint ?— 
a number of electors equal to the whole number of Senators and Representa- 
tives to which the State may be entitled in the Congress. 


First, the power is in the State to select, and then there is the di- 


Who shall appoint ?— 
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rection how they shall appoint or exercise this power. 
limitation upon the number. 

We come then to the original third paragraph of section 1. And 
right here I call the attention of the House to this fact, that so far as 
arriving at the intent of this convention upon the subject under discus- 
sion is concerned, article 12, which was afterwards adopted in 1804, 
affords no criterion by which to judge other than that which was af- 
forded by the original paragraph; because so far as the subject-matter 
under discussion is concerned it made no change. Both the original 
paragraph and article 12 used the words ‘‘and the vote shall then be 
counted;’’ but the original paragraph goes on to declare where these 
electors, after they have been selected by the appointing power, namely, 
the States, shall meet. Not in the national halls; not in the House of 
Representatives; not in the room occupied by the House of Representa- 
tives; not in the room occupied by the Senate of the United States; nor 
even in the national Capitol. But they— 

Shall meet in their respective States and vote— 

How ?— 
by ballot- 

For whom? For two persons— 
for President and Vice-President. 


What shall they do after they have voted? They shall make a list 
of all the persons voted for. They shall also state the number of votes 
that each person shall have received. They shall sign and certify that 
list and transmit it to the seat of the Government, directed to the Presi- 
dentofthe Senate. Now, these are specific directions. And mark you 
when gentleman say that there were only general matters presented in 
this paragraph or in the Constitution as a whole, they overlook the fact 
that in relation to these matters the convention went into detail and 
stated plainly and unambiguously just what these electorsshould doand 
where the power that created them should come from. 

Now, mark you, it says that this certified list should be sealed up and 
transinitted to the Presidentof the Senate. Then, leaving out the im- 
material matter of the paragraph that is not important to the discussion 
of the subject before us, we go on to the manner of choosing a Presi- 
dent or the counting of this electoral vote: 

The President of the Senate shall, in the presence of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, open all the certificates and the votes shall then be counted 

He shall not open only one set of certificates that may be transmitted 
to him by a State, but he shall open all of the certificates. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Willthe gentleman indulge me? Does 
the word ‘‘all’’ mean more than that he shall open the certificate of 
each State? For instance, suppose he receives an authenticated certifi- 
cate from a State and he receives some other paper that purports to be 
a certificate, and upon examination he determines that one is the cer- 
tificate of the State and the other is not, does he present both papers 
to the two Houses ? 

Mr. PETERS. I think that he does. For this reason: that under 
the law the President of the Senate is simply the custodian of these 
papers. He has no judicial power in connection with them. I think 
that the position that the President of the Senate has any judicial 
power in relation to these papers is untenable. And for this reason 
if our forefathers intended that the President of the Senate should 
exercise judicial power in determining what votes should be counted 
they would have made some other person the custodian of those certifi- 
cates between the time of the meeting of the electors and the count- 
ing of the electoral vote. And therefore I say that I believe/the duty 
of the President of the Senate was to open all of the certificates that 
came into his possession and were placed in his hands as custodian of 
these certificates, regardless of whether there were two or more differ- 
ent certificates from any State. But that is a little diversion from the 
line of argument I had marked out. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is very important nevertheless. If I 
assume that he only lays before the two Houses the certificate of a 
State and that he must judicially determine, if necessary, which of two 
or more papers he may have is the certificate of the State, and that 
when ke has laid a paper before the two Houses there is no power in 
the Houses to compel him to lay before them any other paper but the 
one, then the act of counting is merely ministerial, and the two Houses 
have not anything to do in a judicial way. 

Mr. PETERS. I can not agree with thegentleman in regard to that, 
because I believe if the President of the Senate should fail to lay before 
the Senate and the House of Representatives all of the certificates he as 
the custodian had received, he could by law be compelled to do that 
duty, and this could not be done if he is authorized to exercise any 
judicial discretion. I do not think that he has any judicial power or 
discretion in the matter. His duties are purely ministerial. T believe 
that whenever he receives a paper from a State purporting to be a cer- 
tificate, which paper has been transmitted to him as required by law, 
that is sufficient to authorize him to lay that paper before the Senate 
and the House of Representatives, and as the custodian of such papers 
and as a ministerial officer he is required to do so, and can be com- 
pelled by law to do so in case of refusal. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose that, assuggested by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BkowNE], this involves the whole question whether the 


And there is a 
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President of the Senate makes the count, or whether he merely opens 
the certificate and some other body makes the count. 

Mr. PETERS. I expect a little further on to take the position, 
which I firmly believe, as I have indicated and foreshadowed already 
in my remarks, that it is the Senate as a Senate and the House as a 
House acting concurrently that exercise the judicial power of deter- 
mining what votes shall be counted. Nowhere in the Constitution is 
this duty expressly declared to be the duty of the President of the 
Senate; that is, the duty of exercising the judicial power as to what 
certificate shall be counted or as to the character of the certificates 
which he shall lay before the two Houses. 


I regret very much that under the agreement which has been made 


| to order the previous question to-night I have not time to argue this 


question fully and in detail. But I will pass very rapidly and come 
to the main question of the case as I desire to argue it. 

What are the functions of Congress in this matter? There are four 
important factors in the election of a President: First, the people ; 
second, the electors;- third, the President of the Senate; and fourth, the 
Senate and the House of Representatives. These are all the powers or 
factors that are authorized by the Constitution of the United States to 
have anything to do with the election of a President from the begin- 
ning to the end. 

After the electors have transmitted to the President of the Senate the 
certified copies of the votes, then their functions entirely cease; they 
have nothing further to do. Then, as 1 have already said, the function 
of the President of the Senate begins as the custodian of those records, 
certificates, or returns. When the Senate and the House meet, then 
the President of the Senate has a further function to perform, namely, 
to open all of the certificates, not open them secretly or privately in his 
office, but open them in the presence of the Senate and of the House of 
Representatives. 

Now, as to certain functions of these different factors there can be no 
dispute. Theonly question of difference between the two plans under 
consideration is brought right down to this: By whom shall these votes 
be counted? Not in the mere sense of figuring up; but, as I have be- 
fore stated, by whomshall the question as to what votes shall be counted 
be determined? As I have said, I do not believe that the President of 
the Senate has this power. I do not believe that the House of Repre- 
sentatives has this power, and I speak now of the House as contradis- 
tinguished from the Senate. I do not believe that the Senate has this 
power; I do not believe that the members of the House or of the Sen- 
ate, or of both Houses, have this power. 

But I believe that the Senate and House of Representatives concur- 
rently have the power to determine what votes shall be counted, and I 
believe this for various reasons, which I shall endeavor briefly to give. 

First, because the idea of the election of a President by Congress was 

the popular idea in that convention. Upon this I have already touched. 
‘There seems to have been three plans of government proposed in the 
ce nvention—the Virginia plan, the Jersey plan, and the Pinckney plan. 
‘The Virginia plan and the Jersey plan both agreed upon the election 
of a President by Congress. 
A strong effort was made to change this: to have the President elected 
by a popular vote, and that failed. Next there was a proposition pre- 
sented to elect the President by electors, but that failed. The propo- 
sition to elect by Congress was at one time approved unanimously by 
the convention, as I have heretofore stated. 

Then, on the 19th of July, 1787, that proposition was reconsidered, 
and the plan of choosing electors by the Legislatures of the States was 
adopted. Then, July 24, the proposition of choosing by electors was 
reconsidered and choice by Congress was again revived, and in that 
form the proposition went to the committee on details. It was favor- 
ably reported by the committee on details and was again recommitted, 
and finally, within the last two weeks of the session of the conven- 
tion, the electoral system was agreed upon. This brief résumé of oc- 
currences in that convention conclusively shows that the idea of elect- 
ing the President by Congress was the popular idea in that convention 
and had the most adherents in that convention. 

It is claimed, and correctly, too, that this electoral system was the 
result of a compromise. I agree to that. It was the result of a com- 
promise between these parties who had different beliefs in regard to 
the method by which the President should be elected. The idea that 
the majority of a convention believing that the President should be 
elected by Congress should entirely abandon that plan and entirely sur- 
render it and adopt something else is not in the nature of a compromise 
but in the nature of an entire surrender of their convictions. 

Second. I believe that the Senate and the House of Representatives 
should determine judicially what votes shall be counted, because the 
Constitution provides that the certificates must be opened and counted 
in the presence of the Senate and of the House of Representatives. Will 
any man tell me what object there was in having the Senate and House 
of Re tatives present when the certificates were opened, if it was 
not intended that they should have some right to exercise judicial 
power upon any mooted question that might arise in the counting of 
that vote? 

I think the idea that the two Houses convene simply as witnesses is 
untenable. If that was the intention of the framers of the Constitu- 
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tion, why did they say that these votes must be counted in the pres- 
ence of the Senate and House of Re tatives? Why did they not 
say that it should be done in the presence of the members of the Senate 
and the members of the House of Representatives? If that was the 
intention of the framers of the Constitution, if the members of the two 
Houses were to be convened simply as witnesses, it would naturally 
have been said that this opening and counting should be done in the 
presence of members of the Senate and members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. An artificial body can not be a witness. The Senate of 
the United States is an artificial body; the House of Representatives is 
an artificial body. Artificial bodies can not be witnesses to anything. 
It is the members of these organizations who are witnesses, if they are 
convened simply in that capacity. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to an- 
swer the point he is just making? I agree with him that the two 
Houses are present in their organized capacity, not as individuals. I 
wiil agree also, for the sake of argument, that they are not present to 
count the votes. But the Constitution explains precisely the object of 
their presence; there is no question about it. The purpose is written 
just as plainly as the makers of the Constitution could write it. The 
House is present so that, if the count should disclose the fact that no 
person has been elected President, it may at once take notice of the fact 
and proceed in the manner pointed out by the Constitution to elect a 
President; and the Senate is present for the purpose of hearing the 
announcement of the result, and in the event a Vice-President is not 
elected according to the method pointed out in the Constitution that 
the Senate may at once proceed to the election of a Vice-President. 
That is the object of the presence of the two Houses. 

Mr. POLAND. Does the gentleman from Indiana claim that they 
have nothing to do with the count? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I claim that the Constitution does not 
confer upon the two Houses, either separately or acting together, any 
power with regard to determining the question of the count. 

Mr. POLAND. Then, so faras the count is concerned, they are pres- 
ent as mere spectators ? ‘ 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Simply to hear the result. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The gentleman from Kansas will allow me 
to say that no President, from George Washington down, has ever yet 
been inaugurated except in conformity with a concurrent resolution of 
both Houses of Congress. 

Mr. PETERS. I will come to a discussion of that matter a little 
further on if I have time. I think I have perhaps brought out plainly 
the idea that individual members of these bodies were not contemplated ; 
that the framers of the Constitution had not in mind individuals but 
organized bodies; and it is these organized bodies that are by the Con- 
stitution to be assembled in the presence of the President of the Senate 
when these votes are counted. 

Now, a majority of the members of the Senate duly assembled in the 
place where by law the Senate assembles constitutes the Senate of the 
United States, and a majority of the members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives duly convened according to law in the place for the meeting 
of the House of Representatives constitutes the House of Representa- 
tives. Will any man claim that the members of the Senate could meet 
in the city of Topeka, Kans., every one of them being there and having 
with them theSecretary of the Senate and all their other officers—could 
meet in a room there and be the Senate of the United States? Will 
any one claim that if every member belonging to this House, with all 
the officers of the House, should meet in the city of Topeka, Kans., 
they would constitute or could legally be called the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States? I trow not. Itrequires the sanction 
._ of law as well as the presence of individuals to make an artificial body. 

It requires the sanction of law as well as the presence of members of 
the House of Representatives to constitute in fact and in law the House 
of Representatives. 

But I must consider for a moment the question whether the House of 
Representatives is the proper body to exercise this judicial power and 
count thevote. Itis soclaimed by some—among them I believe by the 
distinguished chairman of this committee [Mr. Eaton], for whose opin- 
ions I have great reverence—that the House of Representatives is the 
body that should exercise the judicial power, if any is to be exercised, 
in the counting of this vote. Now, the only circumstance I can find 
in favor of that view is the fact that the House of Representatives in a 
certain contingency is called upon to elect a President. 

If I had time I might suggest a number of reasons for the action of 
the framers of our national Constitution in adopting this provision, but 
I have not the time. It must be borne in mind that our forefathers, 
with their unhealed scars mutely reminding them of the tyranny from 
which they had: just escaped, were in no frame of mind to lodge any 
extraordinary power in any particular body or in any particular man; 
and this, it seems to me, is the strongest reason for concluding that this 
power was not intended to be lodged by them in the hands of one man, 
er President of the Senate, or in either branch of the national Legis- 

re. 

How remarkable it would be if they had Jodged this power in the 
House of Representatives! Under this view the House of Representa- 
tives exercises in the first instance the right to pass upon a mooted 





question in regard to the count, and in case they pass upon this mooted 
question in such a manner as to defeat the will of the people they them- 
selves pass at once from the position of judges and become the electors 
to choose a President. In my opinion it is not reasonable to suppose 
that our forefathers, fresh as they were from scenes of oppression, fresh 


as they were from the battle-scars of the Revolution, contemplated any 
such idea as that. 


But the idea that was more consonant with their feeling, as well as 
the text of the Constitution framed by them, was that the Senate and 
the House, the one acting separately from the other yet acting concur- 
rently, the one being a balance and check on the other—that these two 
bodies should exercise this judicial power and determine this meoted 
question if any was to be determined. 

The third reason why this power was intended by our forefathers to 
be lodged in the Senate and House of Representatives is because the 
act to be done is inits naturea judicial act. Bearin mind, all the time 
the prevalent feeling in that convention was that Congress should elect 
the President. Bear in mind also the intention of the framers of the 
Constitution in creating the Senate of the United States was to create a 
body that should be above and superior to the House of Representatives. 
That was the idea and intention of the framers of the Constitution. [ 
have no doubt there was great reason for it. Do you believe they in- 
tended to submit to the House of Representatives alone such a great 
and important judicial question? 

What is this House? Itis nothing more than a rollicking mass meet- 
ing, that has no dignity except such as is given to ‘t by the sanction of 
thelaw. The ideaof our forefathers in creating the Senate was, it should 
be a check and balance on the House of Representatives. The House 
of Representatives was supposed to represent the popular will. It was 
supposed to come directly from the people. It was supposed it would 
be subject to public clamor. ‘They created a body that was beyond it. 
They gave them longer tenure of office. They created them so they 
might be elected not by the people but by the Legislatures of the States, 
and for the purpose of standing between the House of Representatives 


| and the other powersof this Government and keeping the House of Rep- 


resentatives from going to extremes. 

Again, can you assert and claim that it was the intention of the 
framers of this Government that in determining so grave a question 
the Senate of the United States was simply to sit as idle spectators of 
that great event. I say here every conclusion of reason and of common 
sense that can be derived from a careful consideration of this subject 
leads directly up to the idea that the Senate and the House acting con- 
currently were to be the power to determine what vote should be 
counted in the event of a dispute, and that that was the object in hav- 
ing-the Senate present. 

I have already consumed longer time than I had expected on this 

question. I confess it is one of the most interesting which has been 
before this Congress. There is much more that had occurred to me to 
say in the progress of speaking, and many thoughts, suggestions, and 
ideas that had not occurred to me before have been suggested to me by 
the questions which have been asked, and I would have been glad to 
have had time to discuss them; but I have consumed more time than 
perhaps I ought to have consumed in this debate. I therefore yield 
the floor, reserving the balance of my time. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I fee] the older members 
on this floor, who know more about the Constitution than I do, should 
be heard. I would rather hear them than be heard myself, and there- 
fore [now yield my time to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, Ionly consent to talk a few 
moments at the conclusion of this discussion beeause I differ with those 
on both sides of the House who have preceded me. It has become a 
stereotyped expression, I believe, that the Government of the United 
States is one of express powers. It has none except those that are ex- 
pressly conferred by the Constitution and such implied powers as are 
essential to the due execution of those which are expressed. When we 
find in the Constitution a power to do a thing there comes with it, by 
necessary implication, the power to equip the machinery by which the 
first power is to be executed. I give this position my approval. The 
Government is the creature of the Constitution and can only exercise 
the powers given it by that instrument. 

Now, I desire to inquire where in this Constitution the power has 
been conferred upon the Congress of the United States to determine any 
question in connection with this count of the electoral vote. It is not 
contended by any gentleman here that the power has been conferred on 
the Senate acting separately from the House, or the House of Repre- 
sentatives acting separately from the Senate. But it is insisted that 
the two Houses, acting in some way either independently or concurrently 
or in joint convention, have something to do judicially in the determina- 
tion of questions that may arise upon the count of the electoral vote. 
This I deny. The framers of the Constitution withheld from Congress 
the power to interfere with this count; they withheld it by not com- 
mitting the power to it. . When the Constitution confers a power it does 
so in express words, as Congress shall have power to borrow money, col- 
lect taxes, regulate commerce, coin money, and thelike. By no words, 
by no implication,. has the power been given Congress to settle questions 
concerning the electoral count. Turn tothe second article, first section 
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of the Constitution and from there to the twelfth amendment to the 
Constitution, and you will find that the only powers conferred upon Con- 
gress in this respect are, first, that it may fix the time for choosing the 
electors and the day on which they shall give their votes. That power 
is expressly given by the Constitution. 

Next, it is provided that the count shall be had in the presence of 
both Houses. There is no question now about the right of the two 
Houses to be present at the count of the electoral vote. The Constitu- 
tion goes further than this in itsexpressed powers. It provides that in 
a certain event it shall be the duty of the House of Representatives, in 
a manner particularly pointed out by it, to elect the President. Itgoes 
further, and confers upon the Senate of the United States the power in 
a certain exigency to elect the Vice-President, and these are all of the 
powers delegated by the Constitution to the Congress in this connec- 
tion. Idefy gentlemen topoint to any others. So far as it may be es- 
sential to execute these expressed powers I admit that Congress has 
certain implied powers. It may provide the necessary means by which 
these expressed powers shall be executed. Let us see: Congress has 
the power, as I have said, to fix the time for choosing the electors and 
the day upon which they shall vote. Anything now that is essential 
to the execution of that power is legitimately within the sphere of Con- 
gressional action. This is not questioned. 

The two Houses are required to be present, or at least it is the duty 
of the President of the Senate to open the certificates in the presence 
of the two Houses. There is no question about Congress having the 
power to provide the manner in which the Houses shall meet, the place 
at which they shall meet, the time when they shall meet, and the man- 
ner of adjournment. In these respects it may possibly, under this 
delegation of powers, havea right to provide. Indeed I do not doubt it. 

3ut let usgoa little further and see whether Congress under the Con- 
stitution has, by expressed grant or by implication, the power to take 
part in the actual counting of the votes. Now, it is not controverted 
that the election of President and Vice-President is to be made by elect- 
ors chosen by the States in the manner provided by the State Legisla- 
tures. It is not controverted, further, that if the States fail to provide 
for the appointment of the electors Co: is powerless to compel 
them to execute the trust. The Legislature of the State may refuse 
to provide any method of appointment, ahd the Government of the 
United States in that regard is powerless. It has no remedy. 

Or, again, the Legislature of the State having provided the method, 
and the electors having been designated in pursuance of the legislative 
plan may refuse to meet and cast their votes; and if they refuse to meet 
and vote, or if they refuse to meet at the place and vote at the time 
fixed by Congress, in either of these events the Government is power- 
less. The States in this way may destroy the National Government by 
their mere refusal to act. Congresscan not compel the States to appoint 
electors nor the electors to act when appointed. 

If the electors meet at the time appointed and cast their votes in the 
manner provided by the Constitation, but refuse to transmit them to 
the President of the Senate, the Government of the United States pos- 
sesses no power under a writ of mandate or otherwise to compel the 
electors to send forward the vote; for that is the act of the State and 
within the jurisdiction of the State. Neither Congress nor the Presi- 
dent of the Senate has power to act in any way until the vote shall be 
certified and transmitted to the custody of the President of the Senate. 
But it is true if any of the States fail to vote or to certify their votes 
that the votes of those States that do meet and comply with the re- 
quirements of the Constitution elect a President. Thirty-five States 
out of the thirty-eight may refuse to execute the power, and yet those 
States voting under the requirements of the Constitution would choose 
a President under this very provision of the Constitution. 

I refer to these facts merely to show you that it was the purpose of 
the framers of the Constitution to submit the whole question of the 
election of the President to the States, and to keep it away from Con- 
gress. My distinguished friend from Kansas said the constitutional 
convention had two or three times during their deliberations decided that 
the President should be elected by the House of Representatives —— 

Mr. PETERS. No; by Congress. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; by Con- 
gress I should have said. It is true, and they as repeatedly retreated 
from that position for the very reason I have attempted heretofore to give, 
that it was dangerous to submit this great power to a political body 
such as the Congress of the United States. The fathers saw that par- 
tisan feeling and partisan prejudices would enter into the deliberations 
of Congress. The fathers, inspired by the gift of prophesy, looked down 
through the years, and saw that the time would come when the execu- 
tive patrenage would be enormous, and when it would be dangerous to 
submit the great question of selecting a chief magistrate of the Republic 
to a political body interested in the distribution ofthe spoils. For that 
reason they retreated from this proposition to submit this election to the 
Congress of the United States; and when the proposition was made in 
the convention to submit it to an election by the ple, there was but 
a part of one out of the twelve States eqoenehed is that convention 
that gave its preference to that method of selecting the President. 

The convention by a decisive vote refused to submit the choice of 
electors to a vote of the people. It did not imtend that the people 
should choose the President. 
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I want to say to my friends that as democratic as were the fathers 
they distrusted the people. James Madison, as good a Democrat as he 
was, said it would be dangerous to commit the suffrage to any but the 
property-holders, the freeholders, for the time would come when a 
very large majority of the people would be propertyless, and when that 
time came, when the propertyless became the ruling class in this 
country, one of two things would happen: either they would combine 
to destroy property and therights of property, or they would be bought 
by the affluent and made the mere tools of opulence. That was his 
prediction. 

Mr. PETERS. May I ask the gentleman was it not contemplated by 
our foref?.the:> in this convention at one time to base the Senate upon 
a prope:ty qualification, and that the House should be elected by a 
certain class of voters on a limited suffrage, as was their original idea ? 
And was not that a strong reason im favor of the ideathat they intended 
that the Senate and House should act together; in other words, that 
the body to be elected on a property qualification should act with the 
other body in determining this matter? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think my friend is right in the his- 
torical fact, although I may differ with him as to the conclusion he 
reaches. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As I understand, he contends that both these bills 
are unconstitutional ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, there has been a diversity of opinion on this 
great constitutional question. It has been in the arena of debate and of 
legislation. It is true, is it not, that in 1865 both branches of Congress 
asserted this power ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, sir; in the twenty-second joint 
rule. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In the twenty-second joint rule they both asserted 
this power. They also both asserted this power, and it was recognized 
by the President in the electoral-count bill. Now, the question I ask 
my friend is this: With all these decisions since 1864 on this question 
by Congress, which seems to be the highest tribunal to which we can 
address ourselves, is the question still an epen one? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. In other words, the gentleman asks 
whether it is not res judicata? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; whether it is res judicata, or whether it is a 
question open for discussion now, after having been acquiesced in by 
this Government for twenty years? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I never knew any question was fore- 
closed by the action of Congress. But notwithstanding the statement 
of the gentleman, the constitutionality of the Electoral Commission and 
the twenty-second joint rule have always been challenged and will al- 
ways be challenged until the Constitution is amended. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The argument I make is this: that an acquiescence 
for twenty years by the highest tribunal that can pass upon a question 
of that kind is such an acquiescence as to foreclose the question. 

Mr. EATON. My friend from Indiana says he did not know the 
question to be foreclosed. I suppose he particularly referred to the fact 
that the persons who got up the twenty-second joint rule abrogated it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Now I will take the thread of my ar- 
gument, if Ican find it. It is enough to say of the twenty-second joint 
rule that it was always constitutional in the opinion of the party that 
under its provisions could control the count. The other party never 
assented to it. ButI was attempting to show by the action of the 
constitutional convention that the fathers were not so democratic as 
some seem to think; that they did not intend to let the President 
be elected either by Congress, or by the people, or by electors to be 
chosen by the people. That proposition was made in the constitu- 
tional convention, but was voted down ky an overwhelming majority ; 
so we are forced to the position I assumed a few moments ago, which 
is, that this election of the President of the United States is to be an 
election by States. 

But I may be asked, why is this important here and how does it aid 
us in interpreting the Constitution? I answer, as the architects of this 
instrument intended the States, by their electors, to choose the Presi- 
dent without interference on the part of the Government, they made 
no provision for Co ional action until it was ascertained by a count 
of the vote that the States had made no choice. Then and then only 
does the Government by its Congress begin to act. After reaching this 
point the Constitution is explicit. It then proceeds to say, in unam- 
biguous language, what shall be done by the Senate and what by the 
House. Before the count is had it is only provided that the President 
of the Senate shall, ‘‘in the presence of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, open the certificates and the votes shall then be counted.’’ 
Will any ene seriously contend that the fathers would have chosen such 

had they intended to confer on Congress the power to try ju- 
dicially or otherwise the important questions that might arise before 
declaring the result of the electoral vote? If it was intended that Con- 
gress should try a contested Presidential election—the highest and 
gravest duty that could have been imposed upon it—it is passing strange 
that the makers of the Constitution not only did not say so, but left 
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the whole question, to say the least, in doubt. Had the convention 
intended Congress to assume this immense responsibility it would have 
given expression to that purpose in unmistakable language. I insist 
that its failure todo this is strong, if not conclusive, evidence that it had 
no such p 

I need not say to you gentlemen who have thought over this question 
and have discussed it that the idea of the fathers was that these elect- 
‘ors should be selected in a manner to be provided by the States; that 
they were not to be the choice of a party caucus or a party convention, 
but were to be selected because of their intelligence and integrity and 
high personal standing; and that these men were not to be instructed, 
but leftperfectly free to exercise their own deliberate judgment in the 
election of a President and Vice-President of the United States. It 
was an excellent idea; and I sometimes regret that the spirit of that 
intention of the fathers has not been carried out. But our system of 
election is a deliberate de e from the électoral idea, and the elect- 
oral plan is now not only full of difficulties but full of peril to the 
Republic. 

It never entered into the conception of the framers of the Constitu- 
tion that within a very few years we would remit this question of ap- 
pointment to a popular vote. Had the fathers foreseen that this would 
have been the result it would have been prohibited by the Constitution 
‘they made. Then these persons, if they were thus selected and were 
ee thus to choose a President of the United States, and were, as 

ve said, left perfectly free to make this choice without party or 
caucus dictation, when they voted their choice they could be arraigned 
‘before no tribunal for having violated party instructions or party con- 
fidence. We have permitted that idea to stand in the electoral system 
from that day to the present. If we elect Democratic electors the Con- 
‘stitution imposes upon them no obligation to vote for the Democratic 
candidates. If they disobey their instructions they commit no crime 
against the Constitution, nor can you formulate a law under which they 
can be punished for this independent action without violating the spirit 
of the Constitution. But I do not intend to dwell upon that point. 
ee the electors have been duly appointed. They vote. The 
certificates of election have been transmitted to the President of the 
Senate, and he, the President of theSenate, has become the custodian of 
these certificates. What certificates? Every paper that may be sent to 
him? No. Will any gentleman contend that that is what the Consti- 
tution means? Thatif John Smith certifies that Tom Jones and Peter 
Green and Billy Wiggins have been elected as electors from the State 
of Connecticut and transmits that paper in some way to the President 
of the Senate, he must regard it as a certificate, to be kept by him and 
opened by him and laid before the two Houses when they meet under 
the Constitution? I presume nobody insists upon such a proposition. 

Then what certificates are transmitted to him? The certificates of 
‘the action of the electors of the States in choosinga President and a 
Vice-President, as certified by the States. It is the certified action of 
the State; that is the certificate that goes to him and no other. Of 
that he becomes custodian. He becomes the custodian of nothing else. 
He can accept nothing else. He could not be the legal custodian under 
the Constitution, or constitutional custodian of any other paper than 
the certificate of the State transmitting to the Congress of the United 
States—if you please to put it in that way—theaction of the agents of 
the State in the selection of President and Vice-President. To say that 
‘the President of the Senate must accept and open and lay before the 
two Houses all papers purporting to be certificates of States, or certifi- 
cates of electoral colleges, is equivalent to saying that this high and 
solemn proceeding shall be converted into a miserable farce. 

Now, the Presidentof the Senate is to open the certificates. What 
is meant by the word ‘‘open?’’ Does it mean that he is then for the 
first time to break the seals of those certificates in the presence of the 
two Houses; that he must keep the envelopes closed until the two 
Houses meet together, and then is to open them in their presence? I 
undertake to say that the opening of the certificates means, in the legal 
and constitutional sense, the giving out of their contents, the making 
known the action of each of the States, as made manifest by the vote of 
its electors. 

But you may put it the other way, if you please—that he must break 
the seals for thefirst time in the presence of the two Houses. Then I 
assert that when he opens the certificates in the presence of the two 
Houses he opens only those which contain the votes of the electors ap- 
pointed by the States. Am I right about that? If he goes beyond 
‘that, how far may he go and where must he stop? 

Suppose that, in some way or other, he has two papers, each of which 
—_ to be from a State. I assume that as the Constitution makes 

it his duty to open in the presence of the two Houses simply the legal 
certificate of the State, he must determine the question as to which of 
those two papers is that certificate. And why? Not only because the 
Constitution imposes upon him the duty of laying the true certificate, 
the certificate, before the two Houses, but you may examine the Con- 
stitution in vain to find the power committed to anybody else to deter- 
mine which is the true certificate. As he must open the vote of the 


electors only, he must of necessity ascertain which certificate contains | 


that vote. 





ernment in the Constitution, to point out the place where any other 
tribunal, the Senate or the Houss, or both of them, can exercise a single 
judicial function in connection with the certificate after it has been 
opened, or a single judicial function in connection with it before it has 
been laid before the two Houses. 

I admit that the Constitution does not expressly, in words, if you 
please, confer the power upon the President of the Senate to count the 
vote. When I say it does not expressly confer that power, I simply 
mean to say that it is not conferred in so many words; that is all I in- 
tend to say. 

Let us see what the Constitution does say. As I said before, the 
President of the Senate is made the custodian of these electoral votes. 
He is the enly person under the Constitution who can open them, or 
who can determine which of two papers from a State is the legal cer- 
tificate of that State. It is transmitted to him, and it is his duty to 
lay such certificate before the two Houses. 

I undertake to say that but the one certificate, and that the true 
legal certificate of the State, which he has ascertained, and which it 
has been made by the Constitution his duty to ascertain, can he lay 
before the two Houses Now, if he has done that, if he has laid simply 
the certificates of the States, the real votes of those States, before the 
two Houses, what is there then todo? Whoever may do it, whether 
it be the act of the two Houses or the act of the President of the Sen- 
ate, what is to be done except the mere ministerial act of adding up the 
votes ? 

And that is the reason, let me say to you, that in my opinion the 
framers of the Constitution made no mention of the important ques- 
tion as to who should determine the eligibility of the elector or the 
propriety of an electoral vote. Can it be possible that while the fathers 
provided the manner in which the two Houses should meet, while they 
provided the manner in which each should elect, the one the President 
and the other the Vice President, in case those officers had not been 
elected by the electoral vote—is it possible that the fathers went into the 
details on those questions, providing specifically the manner in which 
the two Houses should act in making selections for those particular 
offices, and yet they left out the important question, if it was intended 
to confer the power upon the two Houses at all, of the manner in which 
the two Houses should exercise the power of determining the eligibility 
of an elector or the legality of an electoral vote? Sir, it was not antici- 
pated by the fathers that such a question could in the nature of things 
arise. Let the President of the Senate determine all the questioris 
committed to him, and this whole subject is relieved of its embarrass- 
ments. 

I have assumed that as the President of the Senate is the custodian 
of these certificates, he is simply required to lay before the two Houses, 
when they have met together, the actual, legal certificate of the action 
of each State. He is bound to do that, and as a matter of course he 
has the power to determine if he has two papers coming from any one 
State which one of the two is the legal certificate. In the event he 
makes this choice, then there can be but one certificate from that State 
to be laid before the two Houses. And then the two Houses, if they 
are present for any purpose connected with the counting of the votes, 
are simply by their tellers to add up the votes, and the result is to be 
declared. 

Some gentlemen say, is it possible that the two Houses are there sim- 
ply to be witnesses? Is it very important, they say, that the two 
Houses should be there simply for that purpose; and it would be un- 
important if they were there for no other purpose. What purpose? 

A President of the Republic has been elected, and his election is to 
be declared. Ido not care by whom the declaration is tobe made. It 
seems to me to be a matter of the utmost propriety that the declara- 
tion should be made before the supreme legislative power of the nation. 
But the two Houses are not present simply to be witnesses. They are 
there for another purpose, and the Constitution expressly states it. 
There is an express declaration in the Constitution of the purpose for 
which the Senate and the House of Representatives are present when 
the votes are opened and counted. It is this: If, when the electoral 
votes have been counted, no candidate has received a majority of ali of 
them for the Presidency, the House shall immediately proceed to elect a 
President. If, in the same manner, no one has received a majority of 
all the votes for Vice-President, then the Senate shall immediately pro- 
ceed to elect the Vice-President. The two Houses are present to see 
whether or not this exigency happens; and if it does happen, they are 
present that they may immediately exercise the power conferred on 
them by the Constitution of the United States, sothat the Government, 
by the failure of the electors toelecta President or Vice-President, shal! 
not lapse, but that thetwo Houses in the constitutional way shall pro- 
ceed toelect respectively these officers of the Government. 

Gentlemen say that it was certainly never intended to give to the 
President of the Senate so grave a power. We can only judge inten- 
tions by looking to the language of the instrument. But to me it is 
clear that the convention expected most, if not all of these questions, 
to be settled by the States. I have no time to make more than a sug- 
gestion here—its fuller presentation must be left to the future. 

I am, however, not willing toadmit that the power to try a contested 


I ask you gentlemen, who are seeking tofind the powers of the Gov- ' Presidential election is less safe if exercised by the President of the 
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Sen..te than if left toCongress. An officer of the law, one man, vested 
with a grave public duty, whose action is under the eye of all, who is 
answerable toall parties, is, in my opinion, less likely to commit a crime 
against constitutional government and the liberties of the people than 
a tribunal where the responsibility is divided among a large number, 
and especially when that body is partisan, and acts at the dictation of 
and is backed by a strong and well-organized political party. 

Now, gentlemen, in conclusion let me say the reason I have talked 
upon this subject is not because I am unwilling to submit to a twenty- 
second joint rule or to an act of legislation incorporating that idea. I 
would a thousand times rather see the Constitution of the country 
violated in this respect and by the passage of this bill than see this 
grand Republic of 55,000,000 of freemen, the light and the hope of the 
world, wrecked by a collision of parties and by fratricidal war. I say 
I would waive any constitutional objection I have on this subject—I 
would vote for an electoral commission or any kind of a commission— 
in order to save this Government of ours for the ages. I beg to assure 
you, sir, to assure the House and the country, that I prefer this bill, 
unwise, partisan, and unconstitutional as I believe it to be, to such a 
collision as this vexed question, if unsettled, may some time provoke. 

I have spoken on this question to admonish you gentlemen on the 
other side. Let me say just a plain word toyou.. While your bill puts 
it in your power by this joint convention to count in the next President; 
while the bill gives you that advantage if you desire to exercise the 
power, for you would have a majority of 70 or 75 in the joint conven- 
tion, yet when that time comes you may be confsonted by this consti- 
tutional view which I have presented and which I believe to be the 
true interpretation of the Constitution. You may find a President of 
the Senate who will accept the responsibility of counting this vote, and 
may the good Lord save us from any such conflict as our honest differ- 
ences may bring. I hope to avoid all controversy by settling these 
questions in advance. I have only alluded to that matter because I 
desire to impress every member with the fact that this is the most im- 
portant subject that has been or can be considered by this Congress; 
and I am surprised that the wisdom and patriotism of the two Houses 
of Congress have not brought them together upon some common ground 
on which all parties and all patriotic men can stand. I moreover de- 
sired to impress on the House that there are strong reasons for believing 
that the President of the Senate has the right to count the Presidential 
vote, and that although those who entertain these views may be will- 
ing to compromise them for harmony, they may not willingly surrender 
them to a measure so purely partisan as is this bill. 

Mr. EATON obtained the floor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky Ifmy friend from Connecticut will yield 
a moment I desire to make a single remark. Iam very glad to have 
had the pleasure of yielding my time to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Browne]. I did not know what line of argument he would 
pursue, but I am delighted to know that he has expressed my views so 
much better than I could have done myself. 

I will only add that as a member of the committee I do not approve, 
as the chairman of the committee well knows, either of the bills now 
under consideration. Rather than accept either of these bills, I prefer 
to take the Constitution as it is, with all the dangers that may confront 
us. 

Mr. JORDAN addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman from Connecticut yield to me 
that I may send up an amendment upon which he may also ask the 
previous question ? 

Mr. EATON. I yield for the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amendment 
sent up by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In the event that the House substitute is defeated, amend section 2 of the Sen- 
ate bill by inserting, in line 8, between the words “ shall be”’ and the word “ con- 


clusive,”’ the words “ unless overruled by the concurrent action of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives.”’ 


Mr. EVERHART. I desire to offer an amendment to the substi- 
tute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
desires tohave read an amendment, that it may be considered as pend- 
ing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 3 of the substitute, afterthe word “vote,” in the fourth line, insert 
“the House of Representatives voting by States, each State having two votes, 
and the Senate voting per capita ;’’ so that it shall read: 

‘“‘ Ang the joint convention shall then proceed to vote, the House voting by 
States, each State having two votes, and the Senate voting per capita.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection this amend- 
ment will be considered as pending. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PETERS. I have some amendments to submit to the substitute. 

‘Lhe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the substitute pending ? 

Mr. EATON. Itis. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be considered as pending. 

Mr. PETERS. I submit the following amendments to that substi- 
tute: 


First amendment: In line 1 of section 3, after the word “Congress,” insert 
“and the Supreme Court of the United States.” In line 3 of section 3, at the 
commencement of the line, insert “‘ the Supreme Court of the United States.” 
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Second amendment: In line 1 of section 4, on e9, strike out the figure ““4”’ 
and insert ‘‘5.”’ In line 4,after the word “left,’’ insert “‘the members of the 
Supreme Court in the body of the Hall, on the left of the presiding officer.”’ 

Third amendment: In line 40, on page 8, strike out all of section 3 after the 
word “Senate,” and insert the following: ‘‘ Then those votes, and those ony 
shall be counted which the two Houses, acting separately, shall concurrently 
decide to be the lawful votes of the legally appointed electors of such State. 
When the two Houses have voted, they shall immediately again meet, and the 

residing officer shall then announce the decision of the question submitted. 

When the two Houses separate to decide uponan objection that may have been 
made to the counting of any electoral vote or votes from any State, or other 
question arising in the matter, each Senator and Representative may speak to 
such objection or question five minutes, and not more than once; but after such 
debate shall have lasted two hours it shall be the duty of the presiding officer of 
each House to put the main question without further debate.”’ 

Fourth amendment: Addthe following as an additional section, to be num- 
bered section 4: ‘‘ In case of a disagreement between the two Houses upon any 
question submitted to them separately, as hereinbefore provided, then a com- 
mittee of conference of like number and in like manner as in a disagreement 
upon any legislation, shall be appointed, which committee shall forthwith meet, 
and after a session of not more than two hours shall report the result of their 
conference to the respective Houses. Should the two Houses fail to agree — 
the disputed question the committee of conference shall again meet, and shall 
forthwith present the disputed question to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, who, after one hour’s argument on the part of the Senateand one hour’s 
argument on the part of the House, shall forthwith decide the question pre- 
sented, and such decision shall be binding upon the Senate and the House of 
Representatives.” 


Mr. EATON. I now demand the previous question on the bill and 
amendments. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. PARKER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Isnotthe status 
of the question that the Senate bill is pending and the bill reported by 
the committee is pending as a substitute for it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is under the impression that 
is the situation, but in the absence of the Speaker will not undertake 
to decide. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is the condition of the question. 

Mr. EATON. I have been requested by two or three gentlemen to 
ask that such members as may desire to print remarks on this subject 
may have permission to do so. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2677) granting a pension to Miss Mary P. MacBiair. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also announced that the President had approved and signed bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 4701) to change the times of holding the district and 
circuit courts of the United States in the northern district of Georgia; 

An act (H. R. 6933) to authorize the National Academy of Sciences 
to receive and hold trust funds for the promotion of science, and for 
‘other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 4988) to remove the disabilities of William H. Parker, 
of Virginia, incurred under the fourteenth amendment of the Constitu- 
tion; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 257) providing for the printing of the last 
annual report of the Commissioner of Education; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 235) to print additional copies of certain 
publications. 

MRS. ELIZA W. PATTERSON. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives : 
I have permitted House bill No. 4689, entitled ‘An act for the relief of Eliza 


W. Patterson,” to become a law by withholding action upon it forten days after 
it was presented to me. 


The affairs and interests of the District of Columbia are committed to Congress 
as its legislature. I do not question the constitutional right of Congress to 
pass a law relieving the family of an officer, in view of the services he had ren- 
dered his country, from the burdens of taxation, but I submit to Congress that 
this just gift of the nation to the family of such faithful officer should come from 
the national Treasury rather than from that of this District; and I therefore rec- 
ommend that an appropriation be made to reimburse the District forthe amount 
of taxes which would have been due to it had this act not become a law. 

’ CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 21, 1884. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the follow- 


—— : 
‘o Mr. Evins, of South Carolina, indefinitely, on account of sick- 
ness. 
To Mr. GRAVES, for five days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Rosrnson, of Ohio, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. ’ 
To Mr. CLARDY, for five days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. MATSON, for one week, on account of important business. 
And then, on motion of ‘Mr. RoGrrs, of Arkansas (at 5 o’clock and 
50 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ELDREDGE: Petition of Woodbury Post, No. 45, Depart- 
ment of Michigan, asking a pension for all Union soldiers of the late 
war who served sixty days or more—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GLASCOCK: Memorial of W. W. and Emma R. Wirt, sole 
survivors of John L. Wirt, who was wounded in the official discharge 
of his duties on the floor of the House of Representatives—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petitition of W. F. Potts relative to the exten- 
sion of certain letters patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. H. H. HATCH: Resolution of Lockwood Post, No. 139, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of MicKiyzan, relative to pensions, 
&c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Memorial relating to the claim of James McCabe— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. 8. H. MILLER: Petitions of citizens of Titusville, of Brook- 
ville, of Brownsville, of Connellsville, of Corry, of Franklin, of New 
Castle, of Warren, of Uniontown, of Union City, of Sharon, of Renovo, 
of Mercer, of Meadville, of Kittanning, of Greenville, and of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., and of citizens of Fredonia, N. Y., remonstrating against 
Government control of the telegraph—severally to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Memorial of the Saint Louis Academy of Science 
against the bill for the discontinuance of the Coast Survey—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Three petitions of membersof the Grand Army 
of the Republic, praying for the establishment of a national cemetery 
near Philadelphia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of E. M. Massey for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions relating to the claims of Mrs. Caroline H. Renney, ex- 
ecutrix, &c., of William W. Goodwin, administrator, &c., of Merirt 
Harris—severally to the Committee on War Claims. 


SENATE, 
MonDAY, June 23, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HuntTLey, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 


ELIZA W. PATTERSON. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate : 

I have permitted House bill No. 4689, entitled “‘An act for the relief of Eliza 


W. Patterson,” to become a law by withholding action upon it for ten days after 
it was presented to me. 

The affairs and interests of the District of Columbia are committed to Con- 
gress as its ure. I do not question the constitutional right of Congress 
to pass a law relieving the an = an officer, in view of the services he had 
rendered his country, from the burdens of taxation, but I submit to Congress 
that this just gift of the nation to the family of such faithful officer should come 


from the national Treasury rather than from that of this District, and I there- 
fore recommend that an 


appropriation be made to reimburse the District for 
— amount of taxes which would have been due to it had this act not become 
a law. - 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 21, 1884. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am requested to present the petition of George 
S. Coe, president of the American Exchange Bank, Arthur B. Graves, 
resident of the St. Nicholas Bank, William Dowd, president of the 
k of North America, and other bankers, merchants, and capitalists 

of New York, praying that this Forty-eighth Congress authorize the 
Secretary of War to contract with Charles Stoughton and his associates 
for the entire work of improving the Harlem River, New York, for a 
sum not exceeding $1,295,000, including the furnishing the right of 
way free of cost to the United States, the work to be completed by 


July 4, 1886. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee | 


on Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SHERMAN. [also present a memorial signed by a large number 


of business men, lawyers, and others, of the city of Toledo, Ohio, re- | 


monstrating against the passage of the bill now pending before the Ju- 
aatsien 


diciary Co relative to jurisdiction of United States courts in 
— cases. I move that it be referred to the Committee on the Ju- | 
ciary. 
The motion was to. 


Mr. PENDLETON presented the memorial of Marsh and Harwood 


Company and E. Grasselli & Sons, of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating | 


the passage of the bill for the construction of certain bridges 
_— Staten Island Sound; which was referred to the Committee on 
mmerce. 
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Mr. PLATT presented «dditional papers to accompany the bill (S. 
2334) for the relief of Sigmund Bauer; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CONGER presented resolutions adopted by Lockwood Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Alpena, Mich., in favor of legislation as 
recommended by the general pension committee of the Grand Army cf 
the Republic; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the memorial of Franklin Rives, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., for himself and for the heirs of Jefferson Rives, offering 
to the Government an additional building for the accommodation of 
the Government Printing Office; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7034) to increase the salary of the clerk of the 
Court of Alabama Claims, reported adversely thereon. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 715) to compensate physicians for services rendered 
under an order of the United States court of the northern district of 
Alabama, reported it without amendment. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 4411) to amend section 101 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States so as to allow the chairman of a subcommittee of a committee 
of either House of Congress to administer oaths, reported it with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3307) granting a pension to Harriet P. Dame; 

A bill (H. R. 6542) granting a pension to Harriett 8. Brisbine; and 

A bill (H. R. 1751) for the relief of William R. Browne. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (S. 2335) to amend section 3330 of the 
Revised Statutes, relative to the export of distilled spirits; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (8. 2336) to facilitate the bridging 
of Raritan Bay, Arthur Kull, and Kill von Kuil; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2337) for the relief of Thomas Farthing 
and Matilda Farthing as executrix of George Farthing, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2338) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Mary McIntosh, widow of First Lieut. Donald 
McIntosh, Seventh Cavalry, United States Army; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2339) to authorize the appointment 
of a commission of naval architects and marine engineers to examine 
and report upon new designs for steamships; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


DEPARTMENTAL INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. HALE. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Expenditures be, and is hereby, di- 
rected to investigate the recent defalcations of disbursing officers in some of the 
Departments in Washington and the alleged frauds upon the Government by 
means of false vouchers in the Navy Department, and to inquire into the system 
adopted by such Departments for making disbursements and purchases of sup- 
plies, with a view to determine whether it embraces sufficient safeguards against 
defaleations and frauds; and said committee is authorized to sit during the va- 
cation of Congress, and shall have power to send for persons and papers in the 
course of its investigation. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks that 
the resolution be now considered. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator mentions in his resolution, as I under- 
stand it, making investigation into some of the Departments without 
naming them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereobjection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

Mr. HALE. Letitberead. I think the Senator from Alabama will 


| not object when he hears it read. 


The resolution was read. 

Mr. HALE. Whatis the title of the committee as given in the res- 
olution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and it is be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Chief Clerk read the title of the committee. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Expenditures—— 


Mr. HALE. That should be changed so as to read, ‘‘ the Committee 
on Expenditures of Public Money.’’ That is the committee which for 








| 





DATO 


the first time in the history of the Senate exists for the purpose of con- 
ducting such examinations. 
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Mr. HALE. I did not intend to go into all of the detail of the con- 


I presumed that after it should be set on foot, 


that I used the language ‘‘ defalcations of disbursing officers in some of | if the committee find that its work should be conducted in whole or in. 


the Departments in Washington’’ without naming them specifically 
because lately there have been defalcations in some of the Departments, 
and I did not wish to particularize or to limit the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Maine will be modified as he has suggested in respect of the title of the 
committee referred to in it, and the question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution as modified. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihope that the Senator from Maine will include the 
Post-Office Department in his resolution so that the investigation may 
extend to that as well as to the Navy Department. 

Mr. HALE. I have used the language applying to defalcations in 
some of the Departments so as to cover the Post-Office Department, the 
State Department, and one of the other Departments, and then I men- 
tion also in terms the alleged false vouchers in the Navy Department, 
covering the matters that have been lately in the press and are in the 
public mind. I intend that the resolution shall be all-embracing, so 
that the committee can cover anything. I had the Post-Office Depart- 
ment in mind. 

Mr. MORGAN. If that is the intention of course I have no objec 
tion to it. That was my purpose. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Maine if it would not be wise to make the resolution sufficiently broad 
to cover the methods of keeping the accounts in all the Departments ? 
If there is an error in method in one Department that enables defalca- 
tions to take place, possibly the same error exists in the method of keep- 
ing accounts in other Departments. While the committee are at work 
upon that subject would it not be well to make it broad enough to 
cover every matter of investigation as to methods everywhere ? 

Mr. HALE. I may have been unhappy in the selection of my lan- 
guage, but my object in drawing the resolution was to cover precisely 
that, and have the committee not only report upon the alleged frauds 
and defalcations and false vouchers, but also to report whether there 
are sufficient safeguards now with reference to the accounts and with 
reference to the manner of purchasing to protect the Treasury. In fact, 
I think from my experience on some of these committees before that 
the chief work of the committee will be in elaborating and preparing 
and reporting to the Senate a system under which the Government and 
the Treasury may be protected with reference to the purchases here in 
Washington. They are small in amount compared with the great ex- 
penditures of the Treasury, but they need to be looked after with a 
scrutinizing and jealous eye. 

Some new plan ought to be adopted in all the Departments in refer- 
ence to the purchases here in Washington. I became convinced of 
that in an investigation that I took part in two years ago. The time 
has come when the evil ought to be corrected, and I seek to correct it 
in this resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear the resolution read again. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask that the resolution be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again re- 
ported. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I find from the reading of the resolution that 
it is limited to ‘‘such Departments’’ after enumerating the Depart- 
ments. Itseems to me as though it would confine the investigation of 
the committee to the Departments named in the resolution. I move 
to strike out the words ‘‘ such Departments,’’ and insert “‘ ali the Ge- 
partments.”’ 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported 
for the information of the Senate. 


The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution so as 
to read: 


And to inquite into the systefm adopted by all the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment for making disbursements and purchases of supplies. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I suggest that if the committee is to pursue the in- 
vestigation during the recess, the resolution should give to the committee 
authority to employ a clerk or stenographer, as the clerk of the com- 
mittee isonly under pay during the session of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Then, after the words ‘‘shall have power to send for 
persons and papers in the course of its investigation,’’ I move to add the 
words: 


And to employ a clerk and stenographer when needed ; and the expenses of 
the same shall! be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire whether, as the resolution now 
reads, it would require the committee to be in session as a full commit- 
tee or whether the committee would be authorized to sit by a subcom- 
mittee? There are members of the committee who would certainly, I 
think, be unable to devote a great deal of time to this business during 
the recess, and I suppose a subcommittee could discharge the duty 


which is assigned to the committee, perhaps just as well as the full 
committee. 


| 
| 


part by a subcommittee as they developed a need of that, at any time 
during the session the committee itself can come in and will have no 
difficulty in getting the leave of the Senate; but I did not propose in 
starting the investigation to go into all of these details. I have no ob- 
jection to their being gone into, but that was not my purpose. The 
committee can regulate that afterward by leave of the Senate, if they 
find the need of it. 

Mr. PLATT. In view of that suggestion, I shall not suggest any 
change at the present time. 

Mr. INGALLS. There must be some radical defect in the system of 
keeping departmental accounts which permits a series of peculations 
and misappropriations of public funds to go undetected for years. If 
the resolution is not broad enough in terms to direct the Committee on 
Expenditures of Public Money to make their examination minute and 
thorough, I hope it will be so amended as to enable them to make the- 
most comprehensive and searching inquiry. I am satisfied that the 
Senator from Maine would so desire; and it was with some regret that 
I heard him say that this subject was one that was to be determined 
upon ig its scope and general outline hereafter by the action of the 
committee. 

I trust, sir, that the Senate will see the importance of directing an 
examination to be made which will be comprehensive and minute to- 
the last particular, and that it shall not be confined merely to those in- 
stances in which defalcations or irregularities have already been dis- 
covered, but shall be so far-reaching as to relieve the apprehension in 
the public mind that there may be still greater irregularities yet unde- 
tected. If the resolution offered by the Senator from Maine does not 
include that, then I shall ask that it may be so amended that the direc- 
tien will be absolute to the committee. 

Mr. HALE. If I said what I intended to say it was this: that I 
thought the great work of the committee, its most important functions 
under the investigation, would be to go thoroughly into the whole 
system of purchases under which the fraudulent vouchers have been. 
made and passed heretofore, and report fully and exhaustively upon 
such errors, irregularities, and frauds as are discovered, and to report 
a method of correcting it. I think that is the largest work the com- 
mittee will have to do. 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator will pardon me fora moment I will 
suggest to him that the greatest irregularities which have been discov- 
ered have not been in connection with the purchase of supplies in the 
District. Take the defalcation in the Post-Office Department. The 
difficulty there arose from the system which is pursued in regard to the 
deposit of the appropriation for the payment of the monthly expenditures 
of that Department in the hands of the disbursing clerk. There was 
no connection whatever with the avon of supplies in that particu- 
lar, except that subsequently it did appear that certain moneys derived 
from sales of unused and waste property in the Department had failed 
to be accounted for. 

Mr. HALE. Allof that is embraced. The defalcations in any of 
the Departments of the Government are to be looked into, and I should 
have no doubt that the committee in reporting upon safeguards, upon 
guarantees, upon checks to be put in the way of the business of the 
Departments, will cover all these things. I certainly intended that; 
and I am very glad that the debate has arisen, because the committee 
under it, I think, will take notice that they shall make a thorough ex- 
amination and report so that defalcations, deficits, false vouchers, sub- 
stitution of false vouchers, shall all be considered, and their recurrence 
prevented so far as we can prevent it by statute enactment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment»proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


REPORT ON ALLEGED ELECTION OUTRAGES IN VIRGINIA. 


Mr. LAPHAM. I offer the following resolution and ask for its 
present consideration: 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate, at a cost not to exceed 
$500, the majority _— together with the views of the minority, of the Senate 
Committee on Privileges and Elections in regard to the alleged election outrages 


at Danville, in the State of Virginia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has it been referred to a committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does it not have to go to the Committee on Print- 
ing under the rule? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChairisin doubt. It provides 
for a print, and does not speak of extra eopies. It limits the expense 
to $500, and so does not require a concurrent resolution. On the face 
of it, it is not a resolution which, the Chairis under the impression, re- 
quires a reference, as it does not purport to be a resolution for extra 
copies. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. JONAS. I notice that the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
VANCE] who prepared the minority report is not in his seat, and I 
therefore object to the present consideration of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is objected to, and 
goes over until to-morrow. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I will state to the Senator from Louisiana that the 
Senator from North Carolina concurs with me in the proposal of the 
resolution. 

Mr. JONAS. If that is the case I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection of the Senator from 
Louisiana is withdrawn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state also, if the Chair will allow me, that 
these rts having been ordered separately, at different times, they 
are not ht together. The resolution’ proposes only to print five 
hundred dollars’ worth of the two reports, not the evidence but the 
two reports together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask whether any portion of the matter has been 
put in type? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is all im type. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then the usual 1,950 copies have been printed? 

Mr. LAPHAM. They were printed separately. 

Mr. HAWLEY. You wish to have five hundred dollars’ worth of 
the joint report printed? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The question is 
on agreeing to it. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

REPORT ON ALLEGED ELECTION OUTRAGES IN MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate, at a cost not to exceed 
$500, the majorit popes, together with the views of the minority, by the Senate 


Committee on eges and Elections in regard to certain recent alleged oc- 
currences in Copiah County, Mississippi. 


ADMINISTRATION OF CONGRESSIONAL OATHS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further ‘‘ concurrent 
or other resolutions’’ that order is closed. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the Oalendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. GARLAND. At the suggestion of two or three Senators I ask 
the Senate to take up the bill I reported from the Judiciary Committee 
in reference to theadministering of oaths by the committees of the Senate 
and House. It will not take, I am satisfied, exceeding ten or twelve 
minutes. Several Semators have requested me to call it up and have it 
acted upon now, inasmuch as it is a Huse bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill has gone into the Secretary’s 
office and will be returned in a moment. The Senator from Arkansas 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate now consider the bill relating 
to theadministering of oaths in the two Houses, before their committees, 
reported to-day. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MAXEY. I hope there will be none. A very important reso- 
lution was at the instance of the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs [Mr. Dawes] regarding an investigation in the Indian 
Territory, and that will probably have to be done by a subcommittee. 
I am very anxious that it should be a thorough investigation, and I 
think the hill would give full power to a subcommittee’s chairman to 
administer oaths, and it ought to be , 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4411) to amend section 101 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, so as to allow a chairman of a 
subcommittee of a committee of either House of Congress to administer 
oaths, which had been reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
a an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 


That any member of either House of eee may administer oaths to wit- 

nesses in any matter depending in either House of Congress of which he is a 

member, or any committee thereof. 
The amendment was to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide for the ad- 
ministration of oaths to witnesses in matters depending in either House 
of Congress. 


Is there objection to the present 


OFFICERS AND CREW OF THE DEXTER. 


Mr. HOAR, I ask unanimous consent at this time to propose a 
question to the chairman of the Committee on Commerce. 
There are a good many persons in the State of Massachusetts inter- 


ested in a resolution of thanks, which has passed the House, to the 
officers and crew of the revenue steamer Dexter, and other persons, for 


gallant services at the time of the disaster to the steamer Columbus, 
and I desire to ask that Senator to state the condition of that resolu- 
tion in his committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In answer to the Senator from Massachusetts I 
will say that the joint resolution has been before the committee, and 
has been referred to a subcommittee for consideration. The subcom- 
mittee will report to the committee very soon. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator expect a report on it before the close 
of the present session of Congress ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. When the report is received from the subcom- 
mittee it will be acted upon, I presume, by the committee at once. I 
can not state, however, positively what the action of the subcommittee 
will be. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator is not able to say that the resolution will 
be reported at the present session I might like to ask some action of the 
Senate. I understand there are quite a number of precedents of sim- 
ilar resolutions. Perhaps some persons should be included that are not 
included by the House, especially the Gay Head Indians. I hope the 
Committee on Commerce will be able to deal with it at this session. 
The thanks will be deprived of their value, partially at least, if not 
quickly made. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Represetatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 2677) granting a pension to Miss Mary P. MacBlair; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 6526) making an appropriation for the completion of 
the sewerage system of the District of Columbia. 


RAILROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a right of way through the Indian 
Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Company, and for other 

urposes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. When the Senate adjourned Saturday it was 
understood that the Mexican pension bill was to be taken up this 
morning. 

Mr. PLUMB. At2 o’clock. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There was no hour fixed. 

Mr. PLUMB. It was expressly stated, if the Senator will observe 
the RecorpD, that the pension bill should be taken up at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. MITCHELL. My understanding was that the bill should be 
taken up immediately after the morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not open to debate. 
The Chair on looking at the REcorRD does not find that there is any- 
thing which authorizes the Chair tolay any matter before the Senate. 
A discussion was going on upon the subject, the Chair finds, when the 
Senate adjourned, on a motion made by the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
HILL] to proceed to the consideration of the postal telegraph bill. The 
Chair therefore feels bound to put the motion made by the Senator 
from Kansas. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not open to debate. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Kansas 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated 
by him. ' 

"The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 32, noes 12. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to makea parliamentary inquiry. Ifthe pend- 
ing motion prevails does that displace the Mexican pension bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not displace anything, as 
nothing is before the Senate, except the Calendar under Rule VIII, 
until 2 o’clock. The Secretary will call the roll on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The roll was called. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. 
North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]. 

Mr. PUGH. I wish to state that the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE] is paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM]. 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 14; as follows: 


I am paired with the Senator from 


YEAS—39. 
Allison, Colquitt, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
Bayard, Dolph, Jackson, Plumb, 
Beck, Fair, Jonas, Pugh, 
Bowen, Farley, Jones of Florida, Sawyer, 
Brown, Frye, Kenna, Sewell, 
Call, Garland, Lamar, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Lapham, Vest, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, McPhewxson, Walker, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Maxey, Wilson, 
Coke, Harris, Morgan, 

NAYS—l4. 

Blair. Groome, Mitchell, Platt, 
Conger, Harrison, Morrill, Sherman, 
Dawes, Hoar, Palmer, 
Edmunds, McMillan, Pike, 
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ABSENT—23. 
Manderson, 
Miller of Cal., 
Miller of N. Y., 
Ransom, 


Gibson, 
Hawley, 


Aldrich, 
Anthony, 
Butler, Hill, : 
Camden, Jones of Nevada, 
Cullom, Logan, Riddleberger, 
George, Mahone, Sabin, 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a right of 
way through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway 
Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. [ask unanimous consent that the pending bill be read 
for amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending bill have its reading in Committee of 
the Whole by sections for amendment. Is thereobjection? The Chair 
hears none. The first section of the bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 1. ¢ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEy in the chair). 
there amendments to be proposed to the first section ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the votes which were taken on 
Saturday in the consideration of another bill granting a right of way to 
a railway through the Indian Territory and the vote which has been 
taken this morning, showing very decidedly the determination of the 
Senate to pass these bills, will deter me from spending much time in 
the discussion of this bill; but J shall feel it to be my duty to offer the 
same amendments which I moved to the bill under consideration on 
Saturday. 

I think the Senate ought to know that this is in fact an authority for 
two railroads through the Indian Territory. We passed one on Satur- 
day, and this bill, while but a single railway corporation is named in 
the title of it and in the body of it, provides for the construction of 
two entirely independent lines, one running southacross the Territory 
and the other in a southwesterly direction. They do not enter the 
Territory at the same point; they do not branch within the limits of 
the Territory, but they are two entirely independent roads. They may 
be under the control of one company; it may be in the interest of a 
single syndicate that these roads are to be built; but I think the Sen- 
ate ought to know that there are two independent roads proposed to be 
constructed by this bill. 

I call the attention of the Senate also to the fact that as to the road 
that is called a branch road, the one running in a southwesterly direc- 
tion, the first line described, is ‘‘ westerly along or near the northern 
line of said Territory, to a point at or near where Medicine Lodge Creek 
crosses the northern line of said Territory.’’ 

I do not know—perhaps the Senator from Kansas can tell me—what 
length that line would be from the starting-point, crossing at Medicine 
Lodge Creek. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
teen miles. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should judge a much longer distance by look- 
ing at the map; but the Senator may be right. It will be noticed that 
there is here a right of way granted along or parallel to the northern 
line of the Indian Territory for whatever distance it may be, fifteen or 
twenty miles, when there can be no sort of reason for entering the Ter- 
ritory at all at that point, unless it be that it is found cheaper for the 
company to get their right of way in the Territory rather than in the 
State of Kansas. Here is the northern line, and they are allowed by 
this to run along or near that line just inside the Territory rather than 
extend the line in the State of Kansas itself to the point where they 
should leave the State to take a southwesterly direction across the 
Territory. 

Mr. PLWMB. The question of the cost of the right of way would 
be a very inconsiderable inducement to the railroad company. This is 
a question, I fancy, from what I know about the country there, more 
about the practicability of the route than anything else, because the 
railroad would not build ten or fifteen mfles away from its natural point, 
where by so doing it would go through a country where there was no 
local traffic. The line through the State of Kansas would give a little 
more business to the road than it would in the Indian Territory; but 
there are certain topographical objections there which I think have 
controlled the determination of the route of the road. 

I beg the Senator to observe that the strictures which he made on 
Saturday on the bill then under consideration in regard to the indefi- 
niteness of the line do not apply here, because this is fixed with such a 
reasonable degree of certainty as I think will suit almost any one. 

Mr. HARRISON. It seems, then, that this railroad company desires 
to get this strip of land immediately along the line of the Indian Ter- 
ritory. They will then be quite accessible to the State of Kansas, as 
their right of way may extend to the line, and probably would as it is 
described here. They would have all the advantages of local traffic in 
Kansas and at the same time take the right of way from the Indians 
for the meager compensation that is provided in this bill. 

But I did not intend to discuss the bill generally. That probably 
would be a waste of time. The bill we have before us has never been 
before a committee of the Senate. It may be or may not be—I have 
not had time to compare it—identical in language with a bill reported 


Saulsbury, 
Vance, 
Van Wyck, 
Voorhees, 
Williams. 


Are 


I should say it would be in the neighborhood of fif- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 23, 


by the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs; but certain it is that we 
are proceeding now to the consideration of a bill that has never had the 
consideration of any Senate committee. 

I move, in line 24, to strike out the word ‘‘ extension.”’ 
lar how inapt the framers of these bills are in using terms. 
casion on Saturday to call attention to the fact that in the bill we were 
then considering the word ‘‘ branches’’ was put in, and yet it was 
said that it had reference simply to tracks to be built on the right of 
way; and yet I take if no man in railroad nomenclature ever called a 
track built upon a company’s right of way a branch track. 

Mr. PLUMB. So farasI have power to give any consent to the 
amendment, I am entirely willing the section shall be amended as the 
Senator has suggested. Further than that, I may say now, once for 
all, that I am entirely willing, and I believe every one else is who is a 
friend of this bill, that it shall be amended as the bill that passed the 
Senate on Saturday was amended. I will go further, and say that any 
other amendment which does not essentially cripple the railroad com- 
pany in the building of this railroad will be entirely acceptable to me 
at least. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am much obliged to the Senator from Kansas 
that he is willing to accept any amendment that does not cripple the 
railroad company. I think there is another interest to be considered 
here, and that is the interest of the Indians, and another still not to be 
overlooked, namely, our treaty relations ‘to these tribes. 

I want to say that it has never been a practice of this Government to 
allow a railroad company to cross an Indian reservation, even where it 
was established only by an executive order, without requiring the com- 
pany to negotiate with the tribe. I recollect well a few years ago when 
I wasin Montana that the agentsof the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany were holding a council with the Crows to agree upon the terms on 
which they might cross the Crow reservation, that negotiation being 
under the supervision of the Indian Bureau. But here we are passing 
bills one after another, one Satarday for one railroad, two railroads em-- 
bodied in this to-day, without ever going to these civilized tribes at all 
and asking their consent, without entering into any negotiation with 
them.as to the terms on which these grants should be given. 

Mr. VEST. Doesnot the Senator from Indiana know—if he does not 
know I will inform him now of the fact—that the right of way through 
the Crow reservation and the Flathead reservation was condemned and 
commissioners appointed without consulting the Indians in regard 
to it? 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not know what the ultimate course taken 
may have been, but I do know that there was a council ealled, and that 
the agents of that railroad entered upon negotiation with them on the 
subject. 

Mr. VEST. The facts are that the commissioners were appointed 
and the right of way condemned; there was no commissionerappointed 
at the instance of the Indians at all; and I called the attention of Con- 
gress to it by offering a resolution to pay the money which was assessed 
for the right of way through tht Flathead reservation at this session 
of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. That may be true. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the Senator from Missouri ismistaken. Since 
I have had something to do with the Committee on Indian Affairs every 
railroad that has crossed an Indian reservation has been in pursuance 
of an agreement entered into in the Interior Department with the In- 
dians themselves at a fixed price, ratified here by a bill reported from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs in ratification of the agreement. I do 
not know of a single exception. 

Mr. VEST. I still assert the fact, and the record will show that 
the right of way was condemned through the Flathead reservation by 
commissioners, and afterward we passed a bi!! here, and the Senator 
knows that I offered a resolution, which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, who sent it to the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. DAWES. The pay came to the Flathead Indians in the way 
the Senator indicates. 

Mr. VEST. But the point I indicated was that the right of way was 
condemned by commissioners. 

Mr. DAWES. Not since I have had anything to do with the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs has there been a railroad authorized to cross 
an Indian reservation in any other way, except in the Indian Territory, 
and that was done through the Railroad Committee without the advice 
of or without any recommendation from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. . 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course the Committee on Indian Affairs 
have nothing to do with condemning the right of way. All they have 
to do is to consider the payment after the condemnation is made. But 
I say there was no agreement between the Indians and the railroad 
company as to the price of that land. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the Senator is mistaken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Indiana is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator undoubtedly intends to communicate it 
as he understands it; but the record, I am quite sure, will bear out 
the statement which I make in reference to every Indian reservation; 
and the first time within my knowledge in either House of Congress 
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that an eat an note ere a railroad across an Indian reserva- 

tion without consent of the Indians was at the last session of Con- 

gress when the idea was for the first time broached that, in spite of our 
t notte, we would assert our power. 

Mr. SEWELL. I simply want to reply to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. The bill reported at the last Congress from the Railroad 
Committee granting a charter for a railroad company in the Indian 
Territory provided not for so ee acre or per mile for the right of 
way two hundred but provided that the railroad company should 
get the consent of the tures of the two nations and the headmen 
of the tribes before they went through. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the Senator is 
the Saint Louis and San Francisco road that was expressly provided, 
and I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that all the safeguards 
which were thrown around that charter are utterly disregarded in the 
charters which we are now passing. 

Mr. President, can anything more arbitrary be thought of than that 
the Congress of the United States should undertake to say how much 

mile this railroad company shall pay for the occupancy of these 
Ce in the Indian Territory? The Senator from Missouri says that in 
the other case commissioners were appointed and the damages or the 
compensation to be paid for the right of way was assessed. How is it 
here? It is stipulated in this bill, without any negotiation with these 
tribes at all, that the compensation is to be $50 per mile for the right 
of way through these Indian lands and $15 a mile to be paid annually 
thereafter for the benefit of the tribes; and then we have the stipula- 


tion that if within four or five months after that time the councils of 


these tribes shall dissent then some machinery shall be put in force by 
which we shall have an assessment of the right of way. I say that it 
is arbitrary and inexorable and unreasonable. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator from Indiana permit me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COKE. I ask the Senator from Indiana if when lands are con- 
demned in Indiana and in any other State in the Union, exactly the 
sort of process is not resorted to that is prescribed in this bill, except 
that there is no offer made of a certain amount in the first instance as 
is made in this bill to the Indians? 

Mr. HARRISON. By no manner of means, Mr. President; and the 
Senator from Texas is too good a lawyer not to know that there is no 
relation between the case he suggests and this case. We are dealing 
here with a people upon whom we have conferred local sovereignty 
over this question. We have given them political rights there as well 
as rights in the land as owner. 

Mr. COKE. I undertake to say that in no State of the Union are 
the white people dealt with half so liberally when their lands are sought 
to be condemned for railroads as the Indians are in this bill. Thisbill 
simply says to the Indians: ‘“‘ Here is a certain amount that you can 
take if you think it is sufficient; if you believe it is not sufficient, the 
courts are open to you where you can by judicial proceedings have 
the full value of your land determined.’’ Thereis nothing in any State 
law which says more to any white men in any State of the Union than this. 

Mr. HARRISON. I yielded to the Senator for a question. He has 
asked it. The Senator thinks the provisions here are humane toward 
these Indians, and he speaks of the jurisdiction which is given to the 
courts to which they may go and have these matters settled. Why, 
Mr. President, the claims that these individual occupants of land may 
have either for damages done to their lands or to their buildings or im- 
provements by the crossing of this railroad company they had better a 
hundred times concede or donate to the railroad company than to seek 
the remedies that are provided in the bill. - 

Does the Senator know of any State in the Union where a farmer 
whose little tract of land is crossed by a railroad company is required 
to go one to two hundred miles into another jurisdiction to assert his 
claim? The forums there are local, they are accessive, they are in- 
expensive, and I undertake to say that in nine cases out of ten the 
Indian whose home or property is damaged by this road in crossing 
had better give it to the railroad company than to seek his remedy in 
the courts. 

Mr. COKE. The Indian goes to the Indian court just as the white 
man goes to my friend’s court. 

Mr. HARRISON. But you take him away from his own court that 
you have expressly given him by treaty, where this question should be 
settled; and I call attention again to the fact that whereas the Senate 
has required the assent of tribes in advance of the building of the roads, 
as the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] has said, we are going 
on so far here now that we do not ask their consent, and I find in the 
billa atpotation that the general council of either of these nations may 
within four months after the filing of a map and definite location dis- 
sent from the allowances provided in this section. No previous consent 
is asked. I say that no lawyer will take these two bills, the one the 
San Francisco and Saint Louis bill, which the Senate passed at the last 
Congress, and lay it alongside of this, who will not see that almost every 
ere right og bas ae ed to the Indians there bas been taken 
away by this bi ving the way open to dealing with that whole 
question, nae of the rights of the Indians. 
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age much discussion. 
sions,’’ in line 24, of section 1. 


right that in the case of 








However, the votes which have been taken on this question discour- 
My motion is to strike out the word ‘‘exten- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest to the Sen- 


ator that he ought to strike out also the word ‘‘and,’’ which precedes 


it, and insert the word ‘‘and’’ before the word ‘‘sidings,’’ in line 23. 
Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BROWN. How would it then read? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read. 
The Cuter CLERK. In line 23, before the word ‘‘sidings,’’ it is 
moved to insert the word ‘‘and,’’ and afterthe word ‘‘sidings’’ to strike 


out ‘‘and extensions;’’ so as to read: 


With the right to construct, use, and maintain such tracks, turnouts, and sid- 
ings as said company may deem itto theirinterest to construct along and upon 


the right of way and depot grounds hereby granted. 


Mr. CONGER. I agree, Mr. President, with all the Senator from 
Indiana has said in regard to this bill and the encroachments upon the 


rights of the Indians in the Indian Territory in this and, as I have op- 
posed them, in other bills. 


The Committee on Commerce, of which I was a member, necessarily 


sat on Saturday at the time the former of the two bills in question was 


I had intended then, as I propose to do now, to present to the 


Senate and have spread upon the REcoRD the pretest of the delegation of 


the Cherokee Nation in attendance near this seat of government to 
watch over and have care of the rights of these Indians in the Indian 
Territory. 

I do not know that I have ever read a protest from the representa- 
tivesof any people that set forth in so plain a manner the wrongs and 
the encroachments of a great government upon a poor people as is con- 
tained in this cireular addressed to myself and to other Senators here, 
and which the members of the Cherokee delegation, Mr. Bell and Mr. 
Schrimsher, desired to have presented to the Senate and to the Ameri- 
can people. I ask that it be read and go into the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper sent up by the Senator 
from Michigan will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

WasaineTon, D. C., June 16, 1384. 

Str: Two bills granting the right of way to private corporations each for a 
railroad through our county were passed the House of Representatives on May 
30, and are now before the Senate; they are an act to grant to the Gulf, Colo- 
rado and Santa Fé Railway anne a right of way through the Indian Ter- 
ritory, and for other purposes, H. R. 3961,and H. R. 4680, granting a similar 
right to the Southern Kansas Railway Company. These bills have been re- 
ferred to no Senate committee, and if passed will revolutionize the Indian Ter- 
ritory under the pretext of granting a right of way. 

Mr. CONGER. Let me interfere here. I desire to make that pro- 
test part®f my remarks. I do not know whether that assertion that 
these House bills have been referred to no committee of the Senate is 
true or not, but I had looked and inquired if there was any report 
from any committee in favor of these bills before the Senate, and | am 
informed that there is no report. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is perhaps just that the Senator from Michigan 
should be advised that bills identical with these which passed the House 
were reported from comimittees of the Senate and are now on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senatorallow metocorrect him? That 
is true as to one single bill that went to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and was reported by the Senator. The bill that went to our Com- 
mittee on Railroads (S. 50) in relation to the Gulf Railroad Company 
was a totally different bill from the House bill, though I am bound to 
say that the House bill was much more friendly to the Indians than 
the Senate bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then substantially my statement is correct that 
both subjects had been under consideration by the committees of this 
body and reports had been made, so that the Senator from Michigan is 
technically correct, but at the same time the matters have received at- 
tention from Senate committees. 

Mr. CONGER. Oh! they have been considered by the Committee 
on Territories, although the bills were not referred to the Committee 
on Territories. But these bills and the subject-matter of the encroach- 
ment upon Indian rights were considered by the Committee on Terri- 
tories. I am free to say it was not believed it was possible that such 
a bill as one of these is, as this bill before the Senate is, could be re- 
ported favorably without great alterations andamendments. Now, on 
these bills there is no report whatever, none on this special bill or its 
provisions, and these representatives of the Cherokee Nation come be- 
fore the American people in their protest and say that the Senate is 
passing a bill here without having the report of a committee upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire to have the 
reading completed ? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir; but as that was part of my remarks, I 
thought I would interpolate now and then to emphasize what the del- 
egation say. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the paper as 


as follows: 


Besides the main lines this bill gives them the right to construct branches 
without limit in our country. They in the first place proceed to take our prop- 
erty without in any way consulting us, and are full of new, dangerous, and in- 
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jurious propositions, never before heard of in any railroad charter in any State 
or Territory, and which would not be tolerated there. Such a proposition as 
that a railroad company could settle its employés on the right of way, thus to 
acquire vested rights, even if employed for a month, may well indeed be called 
bills to open the Indian Territory to settlement, 

Section 7 of both bills opens to settlement all along the line the lands granted 
by it in the second section. Besides the right of way, stations may be created 
in the discretion of the company when an additional grant of 200 feet wide and 
3,000 feet long is given them—enough to build a village on every seven miles. 
They may also take additional amounts wherever they want for “cuts and 
fills,’ and on all of these settlements may be made. Provision is thus made for 
straggling towns and settlements all along the line. Permits are not to be re- 
quired of such settlers. Any one can be introduced by the company under the 

plea that they are employés, and obtain vested rights in improvements thereon 

rom which it would be difficult or impossible to remove or dispossess them. 
What railway company in the United States is permitted to allow its laborers 
or employés to settle on and build houses and make gardens and acquire indi- 
vidual rights on the right of way? Inthe Indian Territory it would be an open 
door to create drinking saloons and trading establishments all along the line. 
To show that it was designed for this purpose, and entirely unnecessary forthe 
operation of the road, we refer to the clause under which two roads have been 
successfully operated for more than two years. That ought to be followed. 
We granted the rightof way totwo railroad companies in the treaty of 1866, the 
eleventh section containing (volume 14, pages 801 and 802, State.) : 

‘Said company or corporation, and their employés and laborers, while con- 
structing and repairing the same, and in operating said road or roads, includ- 
ing ail necessary agents on the line, at stations, switches, water-tanks, and all 
others necessary to the successful operation of a railroad, shall be protected in 
the discharge of their duties, and at all times subject to the Indian intercourse 
laws, now or which may hereafter be enacted and be in force in the Cherokee 
Nation.” 

We would further call attention to the totally inadequate compensation for 
this valuable franchise, which interferes with the cultivation and successful - 
ing and other interests of our people. For one hundred miles of such a fran- 
chise they propose in this bill to pay us $5,000. No one could pretend that this 
was the value of such a franchise. For the Choctaw right of way $2,000 a year 
was paid. The price at which it is thus arbitrarily iM to dispose of our 
property is not one-tenth of what it is worth. The United States sold us and 
patented to us our property for a full consideration, and it thus proposes to take 
it without consulting us. In your treaties you guaranteed to us that our legis- 
ture and courts should have exclusive jurisdiction of all questions touching the 
persons and property of our people. In those bills you propose to violate our 
treaties and insert a provision for compensation that is altogether unfair, and 
thus take our property for the benefit of a private corporation without judicial 
determination. 

The provisions of these bills for paying to individuals through whose 
farms and houses it may run are eltogether unjust and inadequate. Instead of 
allowing the individual affected to select one ——— and the company an- 
other, and they, if necessary, to select a third, the commission thus created is 

*ked to begin with, by allowing the third man to be selected by the Indian 
ureau. We know by experience what that amounts to. In the former case 
the United States agent and the railroad nt fixed the es. The United 
States agent traveled free on the road, and was otherwise under the influence 
of the railroad company the moment he was designated. In one case the com- 
mission allowed $15 damages to a settler for going through his fenced and cul- 
tivated farm di nally for nearly a mile,and the owner never even conde- 
scended to take this flagrant assessment of di 


amages. ’ 
The bill further provides for an appeal to courts which have oe ogani- 


zation no civil jurisdiction in our country, and even if they had, the machinery 
is far too expensive and cumbrous, and the distance to be traveled too great to 
be of any avail. In every case the expense to the claiman‘ would be more than 
he could ibly recover. In the larger interest of the nation no appeal is 
given to the Supreme Court, and we are left to the jurisdiction of hostile courts. 
The civil jurisdiction is now vested in our courts. They have their regularses- 
sions. We venture to say that their proceedings are as honorable and fair as 
those of any court in any State or Territory. The Atlanticand Pacific Railway, 
by volutary agreement, agreed to refer every case involving civil jurisdiction to 
the local courts. This was done two years ago, and they have never desired to 
change it. Why seek now to violate our treaties and overthrow the jurisdiction 
of our courts? 

There is another provision to which we would call yourattention. To escape 
taxation, to which they would be subject in any State, it is oon 
that Congress may tax these railroads, You are well aware that Congress is 
not in the habit of laying taxes on property in States and Territories. It would 
be a new and unprecedented if not unconstitutional thing. It is intended to 
prohibit any hlenak taxations and will be the basis of a claim by the company 
that they can never be locally taxed or taxed at all. 

Some half dozen companies are now clamoring for rights of way through our 
country, more roads than are at nt needed. They wish to get valuable 
franchises from our property tosell. They will file mape for roads and branches 
all over our country and forbid our le from using all these portions of our 
property on pain of confiscation. If any further roads are needed we would 
suggest that authority be given to the of the Interior to enter into 
negotiations for such right of way and necessary privileges with the authorities 
of the nation to whom the property belongs. In this way all roads that really 
need = eee oe ——— fair and honorable to all parties. 
Until n we respectfully proté@t against these dangerous inno- 
vations and wholesale confiscations of our rights, and we appeal to the Ameri- 
ean ems not thus waety to violate its with us. 

We are, ve ully, 
vee L. B. BELL, 
J. G. SCHRIMSHER, 
Cherokee Delegation. 

Hon, Omar D. Concer, United States Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. Whether that has been listened to by Senators or 
not, or whether they have read it otherwise, I desire that that protest, 
carefully drawn, respectfully worded, made hy the Cherokee delega- 
tion near this seat of government, allowed to be here as agents for that 
government, watching the interests of their people, shall be heard, and 
I desire that it shall go into the Recorp that the people of the United 
States may see that our treatment of the Indians in the Indian Terri- 
tory at the command of these railroad corporations is infamously worse 
than any private citizens in any other part of the United States are 
treated by any corporations that are permitted to exist. 

Sir, there is a picture of violated treaties, of assumption Ses 
of direct wrong to the Indians as a whole, and a direct refusal of rights 
to the Indians in particular, such as I think can never be found in any 
other law or any other provisions of law that Congress in these days 
has ever passed. 
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Iam free to say that when I read that humble petition and appeal 
to the Congress of the United States from the representatives of a na- 
tion which has emerged from its savage state to a hjgh condition of 
civilization, from a people to whom we pledged a separate Territory 
and a separate government and separate courts, and the defense of 
their rights in their own way, I felt an indignation which I do not de- 
sire to express here to-day. 

Now, sir, this bill should go to a committee, that the first principles 
of justice and of right, that the prime obligations of our treaties with 
these Indian tribes may be enacted in the bill, that rights may be pro- 
tected by it, and that great wrongs may be avoided. 

Sir, what is the use of having a separate Indian Territory for these 
nations that are becoming civilized and Christianized if, as they say, 
you may scatter along the whole line of interior communication the 
grog-shop and the theater, if you may plant right in their midst the 
worst seeds of evil and of crime and they have no voice in regard to it, 
for, as these delegates say, under the provisions of this act the com- 
pany may build all along the line through the Indian Territory under 
the pretense of building houses and accommodations for the employés 
of the road, and they may scatter all through not only the residences 
= the employés, but the dram-shops to corrupt both employés and In- 

ians. 

I do not know that the Senate will adopt such amendments as ought 
to be made to make this bill conform to other bills such as are passed, 
even to go through the States and the Territories where there is the 
protection of general laws; but if not I hope before it is disposed of it 
will be committed to the committee, that they may incorporate into 
it some of the plain practical principles of justice and of right and of 
protection, not only to the property of the Indians but to their morals. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any other amendment to the 
first section? If not, the second section will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 2. 

Mr. DAWES. I offer to this bill the same amendment that was 
adopted on my motion to the other bill, to strike out lines 14, 15, and 
16 of section 2, and insert what I send to the desk, from the RecorD of 
yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. Insection 2, beginning at line 14, it is proposed 
to strike out: ; 

That no of the lands intended to be occupied for right of way or depot 


purposes 1 be used except in such manner as may be necessary for the con- 
struction and convenient operation of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


That no part of the lands herein pastes shall be used except in such manner 
and for such purposes only as shall be necessary for the construction and con- 
venient operation of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines; and when any 
portion thereof shall cease to be so used, such portion shall revert to the nation 
or tribe of Indians from which the same shall have been taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any further amendment to 
the second section? If: ot, the third section will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 3. 

Mr. DAWES. In line 26 of section 3 I move to strike out the words: 

One to be named by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, one by Soeatee 


chief of the nation or tribe in which the land to be appropriated is situated, a 
one by said company. : 


And insert in place thereof: 
To be appointed by the President. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. That involves the necessity of another amendment in 
the fifth section, i I had better wait until that is reached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further amendment to 
section 3, the fourth section will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there amendments to this sec- 
tion? If not, the fifth section will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 5. 

Mr. DAWES. In line 32 of section 5, after the word “‘lands,’’ I 
move to strike out: 
Except that one of said referees shall be appointed by the council of the dis- 
senting nation or tribe, instead of by its pal chief. ‘ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move to strike out the word ‘‘four,’’ in line 25, 
and insert ‘‘ twelve.’’ 

The section gives the council of the d tribe four months after 
the filing of the maps of definite location. I do not know what their 
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laws may be, or how often their councils assemble; but as we are under- 
taking to fix their com here without consulting them, it seems 
* - that yea months is not an unreasonable time to allow them 


tO AESIDING © OFFICER. The question ison the amendment of 
the Senator from Indiana. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there other amendments to sec- 
tion 5? If none, section 6 will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 6. 

Mr. HARRISON. In line 2 of that section I move to strike out the 

word ‘‘general.’”’ It seems to be indicated by this that a map of loca- 
tion shall be filed, and that when filed it shall exclude the right of any 
person to settle upon thatland. If that is to operate with any fairness 
at all, this location ought not to be the general route; it ought to be 
the specific and located route described in such a way that persons who 
might desire to settle on the land should be able to know by examin- 


ing the profile whether they were within or without the right of way | 


of this railway. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no objection to that amendment. It is very 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
pro) by the Senator from Indiana. 

amendment was to. 

Mr. HARRISON. At the end of the same section I move to insert 
the words: 

And said location shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior before 
work is begun. 

Mr. PLUMB. Thatisall right. It is a similar amendment to one 
adopted on Saturday. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not know whether it comes in in the same 
relation to other matters in the bill, but I think it will do to put it in 
there. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any further amendment to 
section 6? If not, section 7 will be read. 

Mr. CONGER. Imove, in line 12of section 6, after the word ‘‘ there- 
after,’’ to insert: 

And shall complete said railroad within two years thereafter. 

Mr. PLUMB. TI call attention to the fact that in section 9 there is 
a limitation on the time of construction. 

Mr. CONGER. This refers to grading the line. It does not take 
more than one man and a shovel to commence grading. 

Shall commence grading said located line within six months thereafter. 

There should be a limit to the time when it shall be completed. 

Mr. PLUMB. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Michigan will be read. 

The CatEF CLERK. In section 6, line 12, after the word ‘‘there- 
after,”’ it is proposed to insert: 

And shall complete said railroad within two years thereafter. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
section 6? 


Mr. _CONGER. I move to strike out the last part of section 6. 


Is there any further amendment to 


It 


Or sath location shall be void as toany occupant thereof. 
I move to strike out the words ‘‘ as to any occupant thereof,’’ in lines 
12 and 13, so as to read : 


“Shall commence grading said located line within six months thereafter, and 
ane complete said rail within two years thereafter, or such location shal! 


It ought to be void as to the tribe and everybody if it be void at all. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


a by the Senator from es 
amendment was 
ICER. Is there any further amendment to 


The PRESIDING O 
section 6? 
Mr. CONGER. I have an amendment to the section, which I have 
it hereafter. 
Section 7 will be read. 


the treaties with these tribes, as I undertook to show the Senate on 

Saturday by reading from the treaties. I move to insert this from the 

tenth section of the Saint Louis and San Francisco charter, striking out 
section 7 and inserting this in lieu of it: 

The oteme. eee — - ‘oyés of said company necessary to the con- 

road shall be allowed te reside, while so en- 


it of a , but subject to the provisions of the Indian inter- 
Sourac lee and sc right of way: regulations as may be established by the Secretary 
uterior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


ar Pract may If I may beallowed now to go back to section 6, in- 


oaks it up at some other time, I will offer my amendment. 
The PRES ING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan to section 6 will be received. 








That is very clearly and palpably in violation of 


Mr. CONGER. I move to strike out, in line 6, after the word “ 
cated,’’ down to and including the word 
line 8. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan moves an 
amendment to strike out of section 6 the words which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the words proposed to be stricken out, as fol- 
lows: 


lo- 
‘‘company’’ at the end of 


And after the filing of said maps no claim for asubsequent settlement and im- 
provement upon the right of way shown by said maps shall be valid as against 
said company. — 

Mr. CONGER. We have made provision that if the located line is 
not graded within a certain time and is not finished within two years 
the whole grant shall be void, but this provides that no Indian shall 
make any claim after the line is located. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will say to the Senator from Michigan that there 
is no objection to the amendment at all. I have no doubt it will be 
adopted. 

Mr. CONGER. These things that are so palpably wrong that the 
mere suggestion of them is sufficient to have them stricken out may 
affect very many rights. I think they call for a very critical exami- 
nation of this bill and a little allusion to it once in awhile. I wiil 
not make any further remarks on this amendment. My remarks are 
offensive somewhat, I think, to those who prepared the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the hour of 2 o’clock has arrived, I rise to move 
to proceed to the consideration of the pension bill; but I will not make 
the motion until this question is taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestionis on the amendment of 
the Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the regular order. 
come up at the proper time. 

Mr. PLUMB. Imoveto continue the consideration of the bill under 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is business under 
Rule IX. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the regular order be laid aside and that 
the Senate proceed with House bill 4680. 

Mr. CONGER. The regular order must be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that there is 
no regular order other than to proceed under Rule IX. 

Mr. HARRISON. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
the occupant of the chair on Saturday said, as the Chair will find by 
referring to the RECORD, that under the unanimous consent given to 

roceed to the consideration of the Mexican pension bill he would deem 
it his duty to lay that bill before the Senate at 2 o’clock to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was not aware of that. 

Mr. HARRISON. The statement in the RECORD is as follows: 

The PREsIDING OrFicerR. By what the Chair understood to be the unanimous 
consent of the Senate before proceeding to the consideration of the bilis which 
have been considered, it was agreed that the Mexican ae bill should be 


proceeded with on Monday, in view of which fact the Chair regards it as his 
duty to lay that bill before the Senate before the adjournment to-day. 


So that I think it is the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business. 

Mr. PLUMB. NowlI ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be laid aside informally—— 

Mr. CONGER. Let it be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Until House bill 4680 may be disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not distinctly hear the 
motion. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask unanimous consent that the unfinished busi- 
ness may be laid aside informally in order that the Senate continue the 
consideration of House bill 4680. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the unfinished business—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I understood the Chair decided that it was the un- 
finished business, and laid it before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. CONGER. It has not been laid before the Senate yet. 
be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Senator from Kansas whether he had 
not better let this lie over until to-morrow morning? 

Mr. PLUMB. If I had any encouragement to believe the bill would 
be taken up at any other time and considered with a disposition to ac- 
cept the judgement of the Senate, I would not care; but if it goes over 
until to-morrow, I am sure it will occupy a great deal more time than 
if it is acted on now. 

Mr. HARRISON. There are many of us who have no disposition to 
prevent the Senator from Kansas getting a vote on this bill but who 
still would be unwilling to vote to take up this railroad bill and post- 
pone the Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. We could pass it in less time than we 
about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


My amendment can 


Treating the Mexican pension bill as 


Let it 


are talking 


The Chair is informed that as a mat- 


ter of fact the presiding officer of the Senate at the adjournment on 
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Saturday did not lay the Mexican pension bill before the Senate as the 
unfinished business. 

Mr. CONGER. But said it would come up at 2 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The presiding officer so stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He said he would lay it before the 
Senate, but the Chair is informed that he did not do so. 

Mr. CONGER. But it was the agreement that at 2 o’clock to-day 
the Mexican pension bill should be the order of business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. For the purposes of the Senator from 
Kansas it is quite immaterial whether the regular order be the Mexi- 
can pension bill or the Calendar under Rule IX. The Senator from 
Kansas moves to lay aside the pending business and proceed with the 
consideration of House bill 4680. 

Mr. CONGER. The difference as I understand it is that in one case 
it requires a two-thirds vote to lay aside the regular order, and I think 
that is a very important consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair thinks that a majority con- 
trols in this case. The question is on the motion of the Senator from 
Kansas to lay aside the pending business and proceed with the consid- 
eration of House bill 4680. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend that by striking out-—— 

Mr. CAMEKON, of Wisconsin. It is not amendable. 

Mr. CONGER. By inserting in place of this bill the Mexican pen- 
sion bill, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I rise to a question of order that 
the motion made by the Senator from Michigan is not in order. This 
motion of the Senator from Kansas is not an amendable motion. 

Mr. FRYE. Nor debatable? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Nor debatable either. 

Mr. CONGER. That is before 2 o’clock. We are laboring now 
under the rule after 2 o’clock. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It does not make a particle of dif- 
ference whether the motion was made before or after 2 o’ clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the Senator from 


Wisconsin is correct in the point of order. The motion is not amend- 
able or debatable. 


Mr. McMILLIN. 
ness is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, so faras the present occu- 
pant is informed, thinks the regular order of business at 2 o’clock is 
proceeding with the Calendar under the ninth rule. Something was 
said on Saturday about treating the Mexican pension bill as unfinished 
business, but at the close of the session on Saturday the Chair did not 
lay it before the Senate as unfinished business, and the time of the Sen- 
ate at that moment was occupied in a motion of the Senator from Col- 
orado [Mr. HILL] concerning the postal telegraph bill, and the Senate 
adjourned with that motion pending. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Chair is mistaken in that. 
mous consent. I read from the REecorpD: 


The PrResipinec OrFricer. By what the Chair understood to be the unanimous 
consent of the Senate before proceeding to the consideration of the bills which 
have been considered, it was agreed that the Mexican pension bill should be 
proceeded with on Monday, in view of which fact the Chair rds it as his 
duty to lay that bill before the Senate before the adjournment y. 


Later on the Chair said: 


The Chair will state that under an order of the Senate, if the Senate makes no 
order in conflict with that view of it, the Chair will lay before the Senate the 


Mexican pension bill before adjournment to-day, so as to leave it the unfinished 
busipess. 


I desire to ask the Chair what the pending busi- 


It was by unani- 


I understand in fact that it was not so laid before the Senate, but 
it was by unanimous consent made the special order for this time and 
so stated by the Chair. It appears to me that it is now in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Here is the understanding stated by the presi- 
ding officer. I myself su ted that we had better let the Senator 
irom Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] proceed with the Army appropriation bill, 
and after some colloquy, in which that understanding seemed to be 
arrived at, the presiding officer said: 


Is there objection to the suggestion made by the Senators from Ohio and Illi- 
nois, that the pension bill shall go over to-day with the understanding that it is 
to be proceeded with on Monday; that the unfinished business continue to be 


informally laid aside; and that the peateeene bill be now taken up? Is 
there objection? [(" None!"’] The Chair hears none. 


Thereupon the Army bill was proceeded with, but it was with the 
Seine understanding that the pension bill was to come up at 2 0’clock 
to-day. - 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. But in point of fact it was not laid 
before the Senate before the adjournment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That does not affect it. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Consequently no matter what the 
understanding was it lost its position as the special order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have always regarded the unanimous consent 
of the Senate as the law of the Medes and Persians, never to be 
changed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present ocenpant of the chair did 
not hear of these proceedings on Saturday, and, therefore, is dependent 
on the suggestions of Senators. If it was the unanimous agreement 
of the Senate on Saturday that at 2 o’clock on Monday the Mexican 
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pension bill should be laid before the Senate as unfinished business, 
the Chair thinks that agreement must be carried out. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I chance to have occupied the chair 
at the time that these proceedings were had. The question was dis- 
tinctly put upon the tion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] to lay aside the Mexican pension bill informally with the dis- 
tinct understanding that at 2 o’clock on Monday it was to be taken up 
and proceeded with. The Chair announced that there was no objec- 
tion, and that the Senate had unanimously consented to take the bill 
up at this time. 

Late on Saturday evening there was a motion on the part of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. H1LL] to proceed to the consideration of another 
bill, he announcing the object to make it the unfinished business. The 
Chair then announced that if by vote of the Senate that bill was taken 
up and not disposed of it would be the unfinished business, but, unless 
it was, the Chair understood by the unanimous consent of the Senate 
at 2 o’clock to-day the Mexican pension bill was to be taken up and 
proceeded with. I was occupying the chair at the adjournment, and 
thoughtlessly neglected to lay the Mexican pensicn bill, as I should 
have done, before the Senate; and having thoughtlessly failed to do so, 
the Senator from Wisconsin is right, technically; it is not the unfinished 
business; but according to the unanimous agreement of the Senate it 
ought to be proceeded with, and the Senate will have to violate what 
was a unanimous agreement on Saturday if it does not proceed with 
the Mexican pension bill at this hour to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair suggests that the Mexican 
pension bill be laid before the Senate, and then the Senator from Kan- 
sas can move to lay it aside for the present and proceed with House 
bill 4680. Is there objection to that course of proceeding? The Chair 
hears none, and lays before the Senate as the unfinished business the 
bill (H. R. 5667) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of the Mex- 
ican war, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move now that that be laid aside. 

Mr. HARRIS. Unanimous consent is the only consent by which it 
can be laid aside. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask unanimous consent that it be informally laid 
aside, and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of House bill 
4680. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to that. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I move to postpone the consideration of the un- 
finished business until 4 o’clock to-day, in order that the Senate may 
proceed with the consideration of House bill 4680. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Kansas can not obtain unani- 
mous consent, I shall not object to his proceeding with the bill, but I 
hope we shall not consume time in taking votes, and I should be bound, 
however willing I am to seé the Senator’s bill taken up and proceeded 
with to a conclusion, to vote against the motion to postpone. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know that there is any such motion known to 
our rules. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the Senator take his chances to get the bill up 
to-morrow and I will very cheerfully assist him to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to raise the point that there is no such motion 
as to postpone a bill to a particular hour on the same day. That is an 
indefinite postponement. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will then vary the request I have to make of the 
Senate, which is that by unanimous consent the bill which is now al- 
most finished may be taken up immediately after the conclusion of the 
morning business to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand the 
motion. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was about to ask unanimous consent that the bill 
which has been under consideration during the morning hour, House 
bill 4680, may be taken up to-morrow morning at the close of morning 
business. 4 

Mr. SHERMAN. You can move it yourself then. 

Mr. RLUMB. I know I can, but I ask for an uaderstanding now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a right of way through 
the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Company, and 
for other purposes, shall be taken up immediately after the morning 
business to-morrow. Is there objection? 

Mr. CONGER. The Senate on two or three occasions have by unan- 
imous consent decided to take up during the morning hour, before 2 
o’ clock, the ion bills on our Calendar, and it was considering them 
when the railroad bills and bills of that class intervened and took away 
the consideration of pension bills to our soldiers. I have endeavored 
from day to day to bring up those pension bills, and as soon as there 
has been an opportunity to commence them, with one unfinished stand- 
ing in the way of the others, these railroad bills drove away the pension 
bills in the only time they can be considered, the morning hour. For 
that reason I object. oe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan objects 
to the proposition of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I give notice that to-morrow mee = oes 
sion of the morning business, or, if it is not through by 1 o’c , a 
o’clock, I shall move to take up the bill which has been under consid- 
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eration this morning with a view to concluding it; and I now wish to 
say to the Senator who has charge of the Mexican pension bill, if any 
Senator of it, that if its consideration is not concluded before 
to-mortow at 2 o'clock, I shall feel constrained under my obligation of 
duty to move to antagonize it with one or more of the bills reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands for the forfeiture of unearned 
land grants, and I do that forthis purpose: If the Senate adjourns within 
a reasonable length of time, it must settle these bills some time and I 
shall have to discharge what I believe to be my duty at all events by 
calling the attention of the Senate to the matter, and to-morrow [ shall 
move to take up the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad forfeiture bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had non-cgncurred in the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6861) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 


other purposes. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 2228) to remove certain burdens on the 
American merchant marine and encourage the American foreign carry- 
ing trade, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair) laid before 
the Senate a communication from the Secretary of State, giving notice 
of the forwarding of a box of publications of the Spanish senate to the 
United States Senate, and inclosing a copy of a letter from the Spanish 
minister stating that an interchange of such documents is hereafter de- 
sired by his government; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers submitting a 
report trom Major Amos Stickney, of the Corps of Engineers, upon the 
Natalbany River, Louisiana, with a view to its improvement, made to 
comply with the requirements of the river and harbor act of August 2, 
1882; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, recommending certain additions to the appropriation for deti- 
ciencies for the current and previous years; which, with the accompa- 
nying was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
caietel ake, printed. 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, recommending that the act of July 15, 1882, be amended so as 
to require the petition of the claimant for land taken for the improve- 
ment of the water supply of the city of Washington to be filed within 
one year and six months from the publication of notice; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 


printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, ing certain ym me to House bill No. 7235, 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies for 1884 and prior years; 
which ons referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting recommendation of the Light-House Board 
for the removal of Croatan light from its present location to Eight-Foot 
Knoll, North Carolina. 

Mr. CONGER. The communication just read asks merely for an ap- 

i The Light-House Board has made the recommendation. 

ing it to the Committee on Commerce would only be to have it re- 
with approval or disapproval of the recommendation of 

the, Light-House Board and would not further the object of the commu- 
nication. I suggest that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the commu- 
nication will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


WARING UNDERGROUND SYSTEM. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to communicate to the Sen- 


ate all information in his pipmeien relating to the underground system, known 
egrap 


as the W: system, of and telephone conductors connecting the 
Capitol and the several Executive Departments. 


JOSEPH MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was referred to 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to from the contingent fund of the Senate to Joseph Mont- 


—- the sum of $89.9, the amount due him for service as laborer in the 
from July 17 to August 31, 1879. 
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AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. PENDLETON, Mr. CALL, Mr. BROWN, and Mr. JONES of * 
Florida submitted amendments -intended to be proposed by them 
respectively to the river and harbor appropriation biN; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENTS TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Mr. LAMAR, and Mr. MILLER of Califor- 


nia submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them respect- 


ively to the general deficiency appropriation bil; which were referred 


to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 
Mr. BAYARD and Mr. BLAIR submitted amendments intended to 


be proposed by them respectively to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 


which were referred to the Committee an Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will take the opportunity 


to lay before the Senate the bill (H. R. 6861) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 
and for other purposes, with the action of the House of Representatives 
thereon. 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, June 23, 1884. 
Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 


bill (H. R. 6861) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insists on its amendment to 


the bill, and ask for a conference on the diagreeing votes of the two 


Houses. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 


point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. LoGAn, Mr. 


PLUMB, and Mr. RANSOM were appointed. 
MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5667) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 


of the Mexican war, and for other purposes. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question ison the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS], on which 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The proposed amendment is to add as an addi- 
tional section the following: 

Sec. 3. That section 2 of the act of March 3, 1879, chapter 187, entitled ‘“‘An act 
making appropriations for the payment of the arrears of pensions granted by 
act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for other purposes,”’ be, and the 
same hereby is, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Spc. 2, That all pensions which have been or which may hereafter be granted 
in consequence of death occurring from a cause which originated in the service 
since the 4th day of March, 1861, or in consequence of wounds or injuries received 
or disease contracted since that date in the service and in the line of duty, shall 
commence from the death or discharge of the person on whose account the claim 
has been or is hereafter granted, if the disability occurred prior to discharge 
and if such disability occurred after the discharge, then from the date of actual 
disability, or from the termination of the right of the party having prior title to 
such pension: Provided, That the application for suck pension has been or is 
hereafter filed with the Commissioner of Pensions prior to the lst day of Octo- 
ber, 1884, otherwise the pensions shall commence from the date of filing the ap- 
plication; but the limitation herein prescribed shall not apply to claims by or 
in behalf of i} xsane persons and children under 16 years of age: Provided further, 
That hereafter ‘“ the adjudication of claims involving arrears,in determining 
the amount of arrears due prior to the filing of the application, no distinction of 
rank shall be made and officers of all grades of the Army, Navy, and Marine 
Corps, their widows, children, and dependent relatives, shall be rated as tosuch 
arrears as enlisted men, their widows, children, and dependent relatives are 
now rated under existing laws.”’ 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I regret very much to oppose any 
proposition that is favored by the Union soldiers of the American Army; 
and I perhaps should feel some hesitation in doing it only that I know 
very well that the soldiers themselves, like all other citizens, are divided 
in opinion as to this measure. 

This proposition repeals all restriction as to time upon applications 
to be made for arrears of pensions and extends all pensions back to 
the war or date of discharge or disability not only of those who have 
heretofore applied, but of those who may hereafter apply. It re.aoves 
absolutely all restrictions upon the applications for arrears of pensions. 
And if this only involved ten or even twenty million dollars, I might 
still hesitate, because I have always since the close of the war voted 
for every measure that has been offered in good faith for the benefit of 
the Union soldiers. My heart, my feelings, are all with them. I ap- 
preciate the value of their services, the enormous benefits they have 
conferred upon the people of America for generations yet unborn, and 
I hesitate therefore to oppose any wish that they may express through 
their organs. 

But this proposition now affects the interest of all the people of the 
United States, not only soldiers, but citizens, those who have been born 
and become citizens since the right toa pension accrued; and therefore 
I am bound to consider the common good of all the people of the United 
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States as against the claims or demands of a portion of our soldiers, how- 
ever meritorious they may be. 

This measure involves an immense sum of money. That alone would 
not be conclusive. But here is a motion made by a Senator, without 
the report or sanction of any committee of this body, to put upon the 
people of the United States a great demand, ranging anywhere from 
$10,000,000 up to $246,000,000, a proposition so indefinite in character 
that the Commissioner of Pensions is utterly unable to give us any ap- 
proximate estimate, but gives his guess as near as he can. He says 
that this proposition will involve the expenditure of $246,000,000. I 
believe that he has overestimated the amount that will be demanded, 
and I feel bound to say so. When the arrears-of-pension bill of 1879 
was passed it was greatly underestimated in the Senate and by the 
Commissioner of Pensions. Now I think this is an overestimate. Still 
this claim for arrears of pension involves an enormous sum. There 
have been 138,000 pension claims filed since the limitation of July 1, 
1880, for arrears of pension, and each of these 138,000 claimants can claim 
under this proposition arrears of pension from the date of the war or 
from the date of their discharge; and besides all persons filing their 
claims hereafter and prior to the Ist of October, 1884, can also file 
claims for arrears of pension. 

But that is not all. We know just as well as we know the sun rolls 
around in its course that if we now remove the restriction imposed by the 
act of 1879, in the next Congress the restriction which we now endeavor 
to put upon the law will be removed, and it seems to me that it would 
be just that itshould be removed. If Congress years ago, after a restric- 
tion had been in existence for several years, removed that restriction, as 
a matter of course we shall be called upon to remove our restriction; 
and if you once now again establish the precedent that there shall be 
no limitation at all to arrearsof pension, then the limitation you now put 
upon this law will be mere waster paper; it will not prevent the filing 
of future applications or the future removal of this limitation. 

Now, Mr. President, it must be remembered that this proposition 
comes to us not with the sanction of any committee. The Commiitee 
on Pensions of this body has not dared to take the responsibility of 
proposing this removal of that restriction. Although they are nodoubt 
friendly to the pensioners, although the subject has been brought be- 
fore them on bills pending before them, they have not taken the re- 
sponsibility of doing it. ‘The House of Representatives, which has this 
year considered pension bills a great deal and sent to us three or four 
very important bills enormously increasing the pension-list, did not 
dare to remove this limitation, although they were considering the sub- 
ject in the most liberal way. 

And now upon the motion of a single Senator we are to do this upon 
a very doubtful estimate from the Department, with no recommendation 
from the Department. The Commissioner of Pensionsdoes notinviteit; 
the Secretary of the Interior does not invite it; no executive officer of 
the country advisesit; our own committees do not advise it; the House 
of Representatives do not ask it. We are required upon a vote at the 
heel of the session to pass upon thisimportant proposition on the motion 
of a single Senator, no doubt warmly supported as it is by the natural 
feelings of every man in this body, andespecially of every man who was 
on the Union side in the recent war. 

I merely mention these things to show you that this is a proposition 
of vital importance, that demands and must receive the considerate at- 
tention of the Senate. I do not like to stand in the way of this meas- 
ure. I know that other Senators around me do not like to do it. We 
are compelled to vote upon a proposition against our hearts and feel- 
ings and solely on account of public reasons affecting the whole people 
of the United States. 

I ask Senators whether this is a time at which we should make this 
enormous enlargement upon the immediate demands on the Treasury 
of the United States? When the Senate, in January, 1879, proposed 
to remove the then existing limitations upon arrears of pension it was 
ata time of great plenty; it was at a time when the resumption of 
specie payments had fully accomplished its work, and when the receipts 
of the Treasury were increasing enormously at the rate of fifty or one 
hundred million dollars a year. 

Then, in 1879, Congress removed the limitations which had previ- 
ously existed on pension. But it was a time very different from now. 
Then it was a time of plenty; there was an overflowing Treasury; but 
now we are in the times of pinch. Our revenues are already falling off. 
We know that the shrinkage in values in this country within the last 
year has been enormous, and is going on day by day, so that properties 
which were considered very valuable are now considered comparatively 
worthless and are scarcely the basis of credit. It is a time of uncer- 
tainty, which no man can doubt, the severity of which no man can 
doubt. We are called upon to assume a liability which an executive 
officer tells us will involve this year, or next year, or within the reach 
of the operation of this law, this enormous sum of money. I say, for 


one, much as I regret to oppose the proposition, I am compelled to do 
sO 


The mere amount would not deter me if there was a legal demand 


and promise to pay. If there was a contract existing between the 
United States of America and these soldiers that we would pay them 
from the date of their discharge to this time, I would throw to the 
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winds all considerations of severity upon the people of the United 
States; I would say we will fulfill our contracts and do by these sol- 
diers what we would do by our bondholders or any other creditors, 
but I deny in toto that there is any obligation in law or in morals or in 

faith to our soldiers to remove the restrictions of existing law as 
to the time and effect of filing their applications. 

My honorable friend from Maine Mr. FRYE], no doubt caught b 
the captivating argument of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLs], 
yielded his obedience to that argument and said he would vote for this 
sum of money. The very same authorities that were read in my pres- 
ence, the very same laws that were read that convinced my friend from 
Maine, only strengthened me in the opinion that the time had come 
when we should not remove this limitation if we had any regard for 
the good of the people of this country. 

Let us look at these laws—and I intend to refer to them as the Senator 
from Kansas did. I have looked at all these laws and I say here 
that from the close of the civil war until the passage of the act of 1879 
there was always a restriction upon an application for arrears of pen- 
sion. The law was imperative and very clear. Without reading all 
the laws read by the Senator from Kansas—and ifI misquote the effect 
of them I will read them, because I have them all here to refer to—let 
me refer to the act of 1862, which was the first he read, which was 
the contract, if any was made. If there was any contract between the 
soldier and the United States, it was the acts of 1862 and 1864. 

In the law of 1862 there was an express provision that if the appli- 
cation for a pension was not made within one year after the disability 
had accrued the pension should only take effect from the time of the 
application. Only one year was allowed, because at that time it was 
seen that if pensions were allowed to accrue and pile up on each other 
year after year there might be created a demand upon the Government 
which it would be most difficult and perhaps at times impossible to 
meet. Therefore when these services were being rendered in 1862, in 
the first act on this subject there was a limitation that the application 
should be made within one year after the disability, or else the pension 
should only commence from the date of the application. So in theact 
of 1864, the war still going on, the limitation was extended to three 
years, so that if a soldier entitled to a pension failed to apply for it 
within three years after the disability he could only receive his pension 
from the date of the application. 

These were the contracts, if there was anything in the form of a con- 
tract, if astatute could make a contract. . I deny that a statute of this 
kind is in the nature of a contract; it is a mere provision fixing the 
bounty or gift to be made by the Government of the United States. 
These soldiers were then fighting in our cause. If a contract was made 
it was made then, and by these two laws there was an express limita- 
tion as against arrears of pensions, in one case one year, and in the 
other case three years, so that if application was not made within this 
limited period of time the pension commenced from the date of the ap- 
plication. 

That is the principle upon which Congress has uniformly acted. In 
all the bills that are now reported to us the pension uniformly takes 
effect in the deserving cases acted on in special bills from the date of 
the passage of the act. That is even more restricted than I should be 
willing to go, because I think we ought to go back to the date of the 
application in the Pension Office. 

ut in all our laws from beginning to end on this subject there have 
been limitations. So there are limitations as to all other claims upon 
the Government of the United States. There can be no limitation on 
, because can exercise full plenary powers and make 
appropriations that every executive officer must obey; but whenever we 
have regulated the action of an executive officer or of a court we have 
always limited that demand by some reasonable rule of limitation. 
We have established courts for the trial of cotton claims; we have estab- 
lished courts for the trial of claims of all kinds, and in every case we 
have made a limitation requiring that the demands should only bear 
interest or should commence from the date of the application or from 
some other fixed time, and that they should be made within five years 
or within three years; and executive officers are bound to observe the 
limitation. 

Let us go a little farther. In 1866 the war was over. Congress was 
generous to the soldiers, more pane in this country than in any other 
country of the civilized world; and rightly so, because the men they 
were dealing with were our own flesh and blood; they were men who 
volunteered to render important services to the country. Even after 
the war was over this same limitation was extended somewhat, but still 

plied, and a limitation of five years was fixed by the act of 1866, and 
if the claim was not filed within five years then no arrears were granted 
beyond the time of the date of the application. . 

Again, at a later period, I think in 1873 (the law was quoted by the 
Senator from Kansas correctly), it says expressly in the part of the 
statute he read and also in the clause which he did not read, that if 
application was not made within five years from the date of disability 
the arrears of pension should only be counted from the date of the'filing 
of the last paper in the Pension Office. That was still more restrictive. 
They did not even go back to the date of the application, but to the 
date when the soldier had furnished all the evidence required by the 
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law to secure him a , and his agen only commenced from 
the date when he filed his last paper, if the application was for a pen- | 
sion that occurred before the five years commenced. 

So the law continued until the Senator from Kansas offered his bill 
in 1879 under the favorable circumstances that Ihave mentioned. That 
act broke down all the old limitations, barriers, and restrictions that up 
to that time had been contained in every pension law that had been 
passed by the Government of the United States. They all provided that 
after a certain time if the application extended beyond a period of years 
the applicant should have arrears of pension only from the date of ap- 

lication or from the time the proof was made complete: So these 
imitations continued in all our laws. 

It was in 1879, under the cireumstances I have mentioned, that the 
act for granting arrears of pension without limitas to time was passed. 
The first law that was passed excited surprise and remark. It was a 
loosely worded law, because it expressly pfovided that when arrears of 
pension were granted under the law of 1879 the same rate of pension 
that was granted then should extend back and apply to all the time 
that occurred after the death ordisability. Although the soldier might 
have been slightly sick and partially well, or with a slight debility, 
yet by the i features of that law the pension was granted at 
the full rate according to the condition of the pensioner at the time of 
his application. 

But at the same session of the Congress which passed the law of 1879, 
by an amendment to an appropriation bill, seeing how dangerous were 
the provisions as they stood in the law of 1879, Congress limited the 
application and stated that in no case should the amount of pension 
extend beyond the character of disability at the time; so that all per- 
sons applying for arrears of pension under the act of 1879 as amended 
in the appropriation act of that session were compelled to show year 
by year thestate of health, the condition of disability; and the amount 
of on was limited by the condition from time to time. 

n that same appropriation act there was a limit to applications for 
arrears of pensions to the Ist of July, 1880. It was a limitation made 
on sober second thought, made by the same Congress that granted the 
broad and general application for arrears. Under that law we have 

d out, or there is now accruing, probably $100,000,000. I take the 

res as they were given to me by the chairman of the Committee on 





Now, we are asked to extend the limitation, although Congress defi- 
nitely fixed it so clearly that every soldier in this broad land of ours 
knew that from and after the Ist day of July, 1880, Congress had de- 


clared that all a for arrears should cease. I believe that this | 
ao been su tially acquiesced in. A few hard cases probably 


appeal strongly to our sensibilities can be very well provided for 
special acts. No application could be made for arrears of pension 
after July 1, 1880. enever any applications have been made to 
Congress in private bills, setting up special cases of hardships, they 
have been granted by Congress only from the passage of the act. If 
there are any such I should be glad to be informed by any member of 
ittee on Pensions. Congress has uniformly acted upon this 
idea, and they have never on — a to them 4 mra 
80 @ case in equity that they would extend a pension and 
behaee ths of the passage of the act. 

It was eved by the people of the United States that there was a 
limit to the arrears of pensions; that whatever we might see proper to 
give from time to time by our pension bills to the soldiers of the Union 
Army, to the soldiers of the Mexican war, or to the soldiers of our 
various wars,*at least arrears of pension were not to be allowed by the 

a of the law. The business men of this country, the 
this country, the soldiers of the country, officers and men, 
the law, have acquiesced in the justice of the principle. 

It may be said if this money is justly due to thesoldier that his mere 


Z 


neglect to apply for it for twenty years after his disability does not lessen 
pa liability of the Government. He may have thought he would get 
well or 


ans of thatkind. I have had many touching letters of 
that character. y, it issaid, should he be cut off by a statute of limi- 


tations from claiming a pension back for his sufferings during all the 
eet The answer to that is that no government in the world 
could live and endure and pay its obligations if it should undertake to 
cover all the equities past and all the arrearages that might be con- 
jured up by the misfortunes of the fature. 

It may be that the Government of the United States would not be 
able at some time or other to pay the enormous sum that would be 
thus presented under the arrears of pensions. No government could 
act such a principle. 

It is not right for the soldier to apply for the arrears. He knew the 
existence of the law, and why should he be allowed now to come in 
and make a demand for $4,000, $5,000, or $6,000 for the twenty years 
last am thus throwing upon the Government an enormous demand | 
which he refused for twenty years even to present to the Government ? 
He does not stand in the light of one who had a right to make an ap- 
Berhave ‘be Why did he not present the claim for pension before? 

, because he did not desire it, or because he was too proud to | 
receive a pension from the Government. Perhaps he thought his dis- | 
ability would pass away. But he waived the demand. In every case | 


he must have waived the demand. Three times he has had an oppor- 
tunity under theexisting law to present a claim for arrears of pension. 
The broadest latitude was given to him under the act of 1879. If, 
then, he did forego the opportunity to present his claim at a time 
when the law tendered him the money, he has no right now to embar- 
rass the Government with his old claim, barred by the law and waived 
by his own neglect. 

When these claims are presented now they are decided upon er parte 
testimony. Time has obliterated many of the evidences which existed 
in the way of presenting any defense to theseclaims. They are founded 
upon ex parte testimony, now given under a strong bias of feeling. I 
know many neighborhoods where an application made for arrears of 
pension, or any application by a soldier of the Union Army, I do not 
care what it is, meets with the warm and generous feeling of every 
man. The result is that these claims are sometimes presented upon 
testimony ex parte in its nature which the Government is not at all pre- 
pared to resist. 

I put my action upon the broad ground that no soldier who for a long 


| period of time has waived his right te demand a pension has now a 


moral right or a moral equity to embarrass us with his o!d back claim 
for a pension which he has refused to assert for twenty years. Sir, 
twenty years would give absolute title to the possession of land in 
almost every State in the Union. Twenty years obliterates all the evi- 
dence by which these claims can be resisted. Twenty years would cut 
off the payment of a bond or a note, or even of ajudgment. By the 
laws of all the States even a judgment is presumed to be paid after the 
lapse of fifteen years. Every debt yields to time, and time must cut 
off the claims of the soldier. The soldier who did not assert his claim 
within the time fixed by the law loses not only his legal obligation but 
he loses his moral obligation to demand it after that time. 

I believe the assertion of this enormous claim at this time against the 
Government of the United States will be embarrassing even to the peo- 
ple of the United States. It would break down all restrictions upon 
claims hereafter. There would be no limit hereafter put upon them. 
You might as well strike down the proposition to limit it to some time 
this year. 

For these reasons, without wasting any more time of the Senate, I 
shall feel reluctantly bound to vote against the pending proposition. 
I wish tosee the bill amended withample provisions to provide for such 
cases of hardship as have occurred in the lapse of time ; but I would limit 
the application and all the relief we grant from and after the time the 
application is made. 

With some knowledge of the feeling of the soldiers I do not believe 
they desire that large sums of money should now be given to soldiers 
who have lain idly by, who have refused to receive their pensions, ! 
do not believe there is any general feeling of that kind. It is unjust 
to those who made their application in due time, and who have already 
received the money without embarrassment to the Treasury. 

Executive officers of the Government can estimate and provide ample 
revenues to meet existing laws, but no sagacity would enable Congress 
to provide for claims not presented when payable, and asserted only at 
a period of hardship, tothe amount of $246,000,000. There isno equity 
in it. 

But there are classes of cases which do appeal to our sympathy, and 
which will command my vote to the fullest extent. There are many 
thousands, perhaps a hundred thousand soldiers, who may not be able, 
by the formal proof required by the Department under the existing law, 
to establish their claim. They may be disabled, sick, poor, needy, and 
dependent, but they may not be able to trace the cause of their disease 
back to the war. Nothing is more difficult, so the medical authorities 
say, than to state the origin and cause of disease. 

I am therefore willing in this bill to give relief to every Union sol- 
dier who now labors under a disability which prevents him from labor- 
ing for himself and supporting his family. Iam in favor of giving him 
relief with reasonable modifications, the restrictions contained in one 
of the pending amendments. If it appears his disability was caused 
by his own faults or his own vices I would not allow him anything ex- 
cept where the disability may be fairly or inferentially traced back to 
the war and he is dependent now upon his own labor—not the depend- 
ence of the rich farmer, with his bountifal crops, and cattle, and horses 
upon a thousand hills, but upon any man who is really needy and de- 
pendent upon others for support or upon his own labor, when he is 
unable to perform labor, I am willing to give him a pension even if he 
can not trace the disability back to the war, because after a service of 
two, three, or four years under the terrible strain that rested upon our 
Union soldiers in the war the fair inference is that if he is now dis- 
abled by certain classes of disease it may be reasonably inferred that 
he is disabled as a consequence of the war. I am willing to resolve all 
those doubts in his favor and give him now, whatever it may cost, a 
pension to the amount necessary to support him in the few years of his 
declining life if he is able to say that he is disabled from and depend- 
ent upon his labor, and that from the nature of the disability he prob- 
ably was indebted to the war for that disability. 

I am willing to go further than that. I am willing to relieve him 
from all unreasonable rules of testimony. The rule of the law and the 


rule of the Department which requires him to prove that when he en- 
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tered the service he was a sound and able-bodied man was an unreasona- 
ble rule, because the Government only accepted sound and able men as 
reported by physicians competent and skilled in their art. I am will- 
ing to relieve him from all proof of that kind and assume that in every 
case where he was received as a soldier and served as a soldier he was 
a sound man when he entered the war. 

Iam also anxious and desirous of relieving those soldiers who left 
the Army at the close of the war, when the w«t was really over, after 
Grant and Sherman had marched their forces nere in the presence of 
all the officers of the Government, when every hostile gun was laid 
down in submission in the South, when every rebel army was broken 
up. Iam willing to give such a person the benefit of a full and hon- 
orable discharge, as having served through the war faithfully and truly, 
if his record so proves it. I believe there have been no cases of hard- 
ship so great, none so distressing, as those where good men, brave men, 
good soldiers, left the ranks after the war was over when they were 
sent off to fight Indians or sent into Texas to fight Mexico or held in 
durance vile, as they thought, more than a year after the war. Those 
persons ought to be: lieved from the charge which has been made un- 
truthfully, falsely, uj nu the records of the War Department against 
them. 

I admire the manhood of the men. I have a letter before me stating 
the case of a man who, when he was ordered out to Utah three months 
after the war was over, told his officer that when he arrived at his 
home and they passed by it he intended to leave, giving him fair notice, 
and that whenever they demanded his service or wished to try him in 
any way his address was well known; that he had served out his time; 
that now his duty was to his wife and his children, having performed his 
full duty to the country, and he left the Army after the war was over 
in full compliance with the terms of hisenlistment. To say that a Sec- 
retary of War or some officer of the Government could extend the period 
of that enlistment to some other war or some other trouble was an out- 
rage and a shame, and I would relieve all persons who asserted their 
rights under the law and dared the authorities to arrest them and try 
them as deserters, who wanted a chance even to appeal to civil courts 
to pass upon the question of the duration of their term of service. I 
admire the spirit of those men, and I want now to relieve them and 
place them on the same footing as those who did go on and fight the 
Indians or who lay in Texas for months afterward, and who were fin- 
ally disbanded when their services were no longer required anywhere 
on the face of the world. 

Any reasonable demand made by Union soldiers I shall respond to as 
heartily as any one, but when their demand involves dangers to the 
people of this country or are unreasonable, I have the courage, I trust, 
to vote according to my convictions, even though it may be misunder- 
stood by those for whom I have sincere respect. This is all I have to 
say. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, in the act of 1879 the removal of the 
limitation was extended one year and five months from the time the 
law was passed until July, 1880. The lawswere not printed for weeks 
after that so as to be accessible to anybody. They were not circu- 
lated for months after the passage of that law. Those soldiers who 
knew the law and could present their claims presented them. There 
were thousands and tens of thousands of soldiers just as much entitled 
to arrearages of pensions who had no opportunity to present their claims 
and bring themselves within the law. There were hundreds and 
thousands of soldiers who placed in the hands of pension attorneys their 
claims that were not presented so to bring them within the law until 
after the time had passed, though no fault of those seeking ions. 
There is no reason in law or in equity why that restriction of time 
should be applied to soldiers scattered through all the States of the 
Union, living in obscurity, living upon their own daily efforts for their 
bread, unacquainted with law, not knowing what beneficial law had 
been passed. There is no more reason why if they are entitled to ar- 
rearages of pension under that law they should not have them than 
that those who had them should not have them. 

Sir, the time when the Government requires an application to be 
made is merely an intimation, a hint to those who may desire to claim the 
benefits of a pension to bring forward their claims as fast and as rapidly 
as they could and present them. It does not question the legality, it 
does not question the principle of the law. It is a mere notice to those 
who may claim it to come in as soon as they can. They failed to do 
that. Some of the cases most demanding pensions and most demandi 
arrears of pension within the knowledge of us all are those who fail 
in that year and five months, or you might almost say in the five months 
when you might reasonably suppose notice to have been spread through 
the different parts of the country where they could have been known, 
from av ailing themselves of the law. 

So it is the opinion of the great body of the soldiers who survived, 
whether they have a right to pensions themselves or not, that that limi- 
tation ought to be removed. The great body of the defenders of this 
nation come solemnly before Co: in long array, by the resolutions 
of their Army posts, in all the ‘ways in which they can express their 
views to Congress, and say ‘‘it is but just and right that our comrades 
who are entitled to pensions should receive them, although from mo- 
tives of patriotism, or from believing that they could subsist without 
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calling upon their Government, they neglected within that year and 
five months to present their claims.’’ 

But, sir, there is another consideration to which I wish to call the 
attention of the Senate. A of pensions do not carry any given 
amount of pension down through the years that have passed. Arrear- 
ages of pension, if I understand it aright, only calculate arrears accord- 
ing to the character and nature of disability from year to year. Ad- 
mitting that, soldiers might not have been able to show such disability 
for the first five years or the first ten years since the war as to entitle 
them to a pension at all. They would be entitled to no arrears of pen- 
sion. If they were entitled to $2 a month pension, as their proofs must 
show, their arrearages will only cover that, if I am right in my suppo- 
sition. So if one of these pensioners is entitled to-day to $8 a month, 
and five years ago he was not entitled to a pension at all, and two years 
ago was only entitled to $4 a month, the arrearages are graded through 
all those years—some years no pension and no nee some years. 
a small pension and the corresponding amount of 

But I can not refuse to vote for this proposition with a feeling or 
consciousness that I am doing justice to men who have the same right 
to a pension with others who have received them, and who have the 
same right to arrearages of pension during the years that have passed 
that they would have had to a pension if their claims had been allowed. 
It is just; it is equitable. 

* In my judgment, the amount which would be demanded to meet 
these a running down through the grades of the past years, 
will not be and can not be in their very nature as great as has been 
suggested here. But if they are as great, when this session of Congress 
started the cry was given to the country that the Treasury was so full 
that from the sources of revenue’ known as customs duties the money 
was flowing into the Treasury in so great a quantity that it was abso- 
lutely necessary for morals and for good government to restrain that 
inward flow and prevent the accumulation which would be demoraliz- 
ing to the country if it was permitted to go on. 

Ah, sir, bow much does it demoralize the country if that flow of 
money comes into the Treasury from one direction and flows out to sus- 
tain life and breath in the poor, crippled soldiers who made the country 
and saved the country which could have a treasury, and made it so 
profitable and so great and so growing that its ordinary accumulations 
filled the Treasury, to pay the little pittance to those who gave their 
power to have a tfeasury at all. 

Every day, every week, every month of this session the pages of the 
RECORD are full of propositions from all kinds and classes and conditions 
of men in the House and in the Senate to find some way to stop the 
overflowing of our Treasury, even up until within the last two days; 
and yet we are met with the proposition that an overflowing Treasury 
is demoralizing the country, on the one hand, and, on the other, that 
we can not hold out the cup of cold water or the crust of bread to the 
saviors of the country. 

If there be vitality enough left in the poor, sickly, worn-out soldiers 
who as yet have received no bounties from the Government, no pension 
to aid them in their sufferings and in their hunger—I say if there was 
life enough to warrant the exertion there must come a sardonic smile 
over the faces of these dying pensioners at the absurdity of the propo- 
sitions laid before this Congress, the Senate and the House; and altho 
their smile might be a ghastly smile, it would be one of derision for t 
men who refuse them the pittance they are entitled to receive and fear 
the demoralization of the country because there is already too much 
money in the Treasury and no way to dispose of it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SuER- 
MAN] is one of the most eminent and illustrious of the living repre- 
sentatives of that great political organization at whose birth he as- 
sisted. He has been long in the public service. He promoted very 
largely the legislation rae we the war forthe Union was successfully 
waged to its close. He been a Representative and Senator in Con- 

He has been a distinguished finance minister. He has had re- 
spectable pretensions to the chief executive officeof the nation. It will 
be gratifying to the country to understand that he deliberately an- 
nounces the doctrine that pensions to the surviving soldiers of the war 
for the Union are nota contract, but that they are a charity ora gratuity 
which the nation can give or withhold as it pleases; that, in other words, 
the nation regards those who assumed those obligations which might, 
and in nearly half a million casesdid, demand the sacrifice of life on the 
part of the enlisted men, in all those cases with regard to the survivors 
of those who were slain, with regard to those who were disabled and 
mutilated in the service, it rests with the Government to do precisely 
as it pleases, to give or to withhold a ; that we are authorized 
under the contract of enlistment to treat the mutilated and disabled 
soldier as a hospitable and charitable citizen treats the vagrant and 
the tramp who applies at his area-door for a mouthful of food to keep 
him from starva’ I donot think the Senator from Ohio would have 
obtained many to the appeals which I have no doubt he made 
for the filling up of the ant and cou us regiments that, served 
from the State of Ohio if he had an in that perilous period from 

1861 to 1865 that there was no contract by which the surviving disa- 
bled soldier or the survivors of the families of those who perished should 
receive a pension. 





1884. 
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The Senator states that he is not deterred in his vote against the pro- 
amendment by any considerations of the enormous sum of money 

that will be required to make this legislation effectual, if it should be 
adopted as the law. He alludes to the condition of the Treasury in 
1879. He refers to the fact that then the Treasury, as he says, was in 
an overflowing condition, and intimates that one great reason why this 
amendment should not be adopted, and why what he calls these un- 
just and stale and oppressive claims, upon which these soldiers have 
slept for twenty years, should not be allowed, is because we are in a 
condition of poverty and apprehension of danger in the future. If I 


have been able to read correctly the reports of the different officers of | 


the Treasury as to the financial condition of the United States at this 
time, it is one of plethora and not of penury. The greatdifficulty that 
we have to contend with is how toget rid of our surplus in some respect- 
able way. There is more money coming into the Treasury from the 
ordinary resources and ordinary revenue than we can possibly appropri- 
ate; and yet the Senator from Ohio gravely assures us that with re- 
gard to an amendment which will provide for an appropriation to be 
extended over a period of four, five, or six years he is going to vote 
againt it because it will result in danger and disaster to the country. 

It seems to me that that consideration is hardly worthy of refutation. 
When we reflect upon the appropriations that have been made, the ap- 
propriations that are pending, the demands that have been supported 
by the Senator himself upon repeated occasions during this session, I 
do not think he really wants the country to understand that there is 
such a diminutionof the revenues as threatens us with serious danger 
with regard to the ex itures of the country, both for the 
interest on the public debt and for the support of all the departments 
of the Government. Ido not believe the Senator from Ohio is abso- 
lutely sincere in that declaration, or if he is sincere I doubt whether 
he has sufficiently examined the question to be able to pronounce an 
authoritative opinion, because I believe that the estimate of those most 
competent to judge is that after all demands this year have been satis- 
ified there will be a surplus revenue of from $60,000,000 to $100,000, 000. 

I do not propose to rehearse the statement that I made when I was 
last upon the floor with to the action that has been taken by 
Congress upon the subject of the time when pensions, if allowed, are to 
commence to run, but I will ask the Senator from Ohio if he does not 
know that in the case of every pensioner who filed his application prior 
to July 1, 1880, when the pensions were allowed he has been paid 
from the date of his disability? 1 will ask him further with regard to 
all those cases filed before that day in which the application is pending 
but not yet allowed, in case the allowance is made, if he is not also 
equally informed that the pension when allowed will date from the dis- 
charge or disability ? 

The Senator from Ohio says there can be no contract; that there can 
be no possible obligation resting upon the Government in consequence 
of our preceding legislation. Does the Senator gravely argue here that 
five consecutive acts of Congress, adopted after debate, approved by the 
President of the United States, acted upon year by year, form no bind- 
ing and precedent upon which these men had a right to rely ? 
It appears to me, with all deference to the great experience and to the 
vast services and to the eminent standing of the Senator from Ohio, 
that unless he can base his objection to this amendment upon more 
substantial grounds than he has yet presented, they are not such as to 
entitle them to be considered by a majority of his party associates. 

If I remember correctly—and I do not think my memory is treach- 
erous upon this subject—a Republican State convention in Ohio within 
two years adopted as one of the principles of its platform a distinctive 
declaration that the limitation in the arrears act of 1879 ought to be 
removed. I know that a Republican State convention in the State of 
Iowa did the same thing, and I am equally confident, because I read it 
in the hearing of the Senate the other day, that the national convention 
of the party to which the Senator belongs, assembled during the current 
month, deliberately adopted and avowed asone of its declarations a re- 
solution to the effect that the limitation in the act of January 25, 1879. 
ought to be ed. Yet before the ink with which that declaration 
was drawn is dry, while itis yet meist upon the paper on which it was 
written, the Senator from Ohio deliberately disavows it, and declares 
that itis not binding upon the conscience nor upon the political action 
of any of those who may be called upon to vote on the proposition when 
it is presented. 

Iam not the custodian of any man’s conscience. I do not assume 
to _—— that in any manner whatever the widest possible liberty of 
individual judgment should be infringed or abridged. I assert and 
maintain that right for myself and I concede it to others; but I say 
if that declaration is to be disregarded, if it is to be declared by those 
who are most t to as in no sense whatever obligatory as 
as a declaration of party faith or party action, then it will be entirely 


legitimate for any opponent of the Republican party to say that all | 


declarations be equally disregarded. If that is to be understood 
tne aiie aeieen which a 








which they are to be regarded, then no political organization can sat-_ 


y establish a claim to public confidence. It would be well in 


kind, a declaration that passengers are not allowed to stand on the 
platform. 

The Senator from Ohio has seen fit to characterize the legislation 
that has been had upon this subject hitherto as ill-advised and improv- 
ident; to say that it was sentimental and emotional; that it did not 
arise out of any contract; that it did not spring from an obligation 
which had been recognized by repeated acts of legislation; but it was 
an ebullition of beneficence and charity that Congress saw fit to enact 
in 1879 and in preceding years. He intimates that no soldier who 
served his country in her time of need and of peril has any right after 
the expiration of the period of time that has elapsed since the war 
closed to come in and harass and annoy and embarrass the Govern- 
ment by setting up a pretension to claims whose validity he has waived 
by his failure to apply for their recognition. 

In the face of the intimation of the Senator from Ohio with regard 
to the effects of the act of 1879, I begleave to say that, in my judgment, 
it was one of the most beneficent statutes that any Congress ever en- 
acted. I wish the Senator from Ohio, or those who are opposed to the 
pending amendment to the bill, would be good enough in their specifi- 
cations to declare what interest of the Government ever suffered in con- 
sequence of the demands made upon the Treasury by that statute. The 
interest upon the public debt has always been paid. Every depart- 
ment of the Government, the Army, the Navy, and the Interior, has 
been amplysupported. The public credit has beensustained. If any 
interest of this Government has suffered I have certainly yet failed to 
hear of it. The money that was appropriated under that statute did 
not go abroad, nor was it retained at home to swell the coffers of the 
opulent. It went into the hands of those who needed it. Itserved to 
support those who were in many cases suffering for the necessaries of 
life. It paid off debts upon the farm and the homestead; it sufficed 
toeducate children; it enabled many a suffering wife and mother to ob- 
tain relief from demands that would otherwise have been fatal to her 
health and to her happiness. I contend that in every way in which it 
can be regarded, so far from having been a statute that was detrimental 
or injurious or pernicious, it was beneficent in every aspect of the case, 
and if there is any reason that has been offered, any that can be pre- 
sented, why this amendment should not beadopted I have yet to hear it. 

The Senator from Ohio in his allusion to the statutes which I read 
the other day, failed to quote all to which I called the attention of the 
Senate. He read partially from three enactments, but there were five 
in all; and in each one of those enactments the principle was distinctly 
recognized that whenever the right to a pension was established satis- 
factorily to the Department then the payment was to begin from the 
date of the discharge of the pensioner or from the time when the disa- 
bility was incurred. The Senator did not refute, and he can not refute, 
the other controlling and conclusive fact that with regard to all those 
pensioners who made their application prior to July 1, 1880, this pria- 
ciple has been recognized, and it is not true, as the Senator from Ohio 
would seem to argue, that here was a donation or a gift of any specific 
amount of money to a pensioner to which he was not entitled under his 
contract. It was simply the declaration that when he was found to be 
pensionable the rate of pension should run from the time when the dis- 
ability was proven to have existed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, a few words only in reply to the 
Senator from Kansas. He says that under all the laws read by him 
the pension commences from the date of disability. I assert with equal 
confidence that all the pensions under laws prior to 1879 commenced 
from the date of disability if they were applied for within the period 
of limitation prescribed by the act, and that in all the laws he read 
from every one of them contained a period of limitation commencing 
with one year, then during the wat three years, then after the war five 
years, and it was so continued. 

I admit that all arrears of pensions were paid under the act of 1879, 
but that was the law which authorized all pensions, without respect 
to limitation, to commence from the date of disability. I believe I am 
correct in that. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator is entirely incorrect. In one of the 
statutes that I read there is an express declaration that the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions shall immediately adjust the arrears that are found 
to be due under the extension and pay them to the parties. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have the statutes all here marked, and I can 


| take occasion to put them in. 


I again assert that the law in every case says that if the claim is filed 
within a period of five years, or three years, or one year, then in such 
case the pension shall commence with the date of disability; but if it 
is filed after the period of one year, or three years, or five years, as the 


| case may be, it shall commence in some cases from the date of applica- 


tion and in other cases from the time the last paper was filed; so that 
great masses of applicants were excluded from all arrears of pension 
in every case where they filed the claim after the period of limitation 


| applied. 
upon which declarations of party faith are made and by | 


Mr. INGALLS. The act of 1879 did exactly the same thing. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Under the act of 1879 all these cases were opened 


3 | and arrears of pension were paid, even the claims that had beeu pre- 
my judgment for party ene like the controllers of successful rail- 
road corporations, to put in full notice, for the observation of all man- | 


viously settled under the pre-existing law. 
Mr. INGALLS. I know the Senator does not wish to misrepresent 
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the facts, because the Senator would not claim that under the act of 
1879 applicants received double arrearages. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, not double es. 

Mr. INGALLS. Exactly; but the impression the Senator makes is 
that they received double arrearages. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The limitations are all in the same language, ex- 
cept a difference as to time: 

And in cases in which the application is not filed during the said year, pen- 


sions granted to persons employed as aforesaid shall commence with the date of 
the filing of the application. 


In the great mass of the pensions granted on claims made between 
1866 and 1873, the claimants got pensions only from the date of their 
applications, because their applications were filed after the three years 
or after the five years fixed by law; but the act of 1879 gave all the 
persons who had received their pensions back pensions for all the time 
before that. That is perfectly manifest, and it is shown by the public 
documents. 

The Senator says that I commented severely upon the act of 1879. 
I say that act was confessedly defective, because Congress at the same 
session by another law changed very materially its most important feat- 
ures. For instance, the act of January, 1879, expressly provided that 
the rate of pension fixed at the time of the granting of the application 
should extend back to the date of disability, and under that ruling and 
the construction of the plain language of the law, large sums of money 
were paid for atime when there was no disability. The rate fixed at 
the time the application was acted upon ran Clear back to 1862, or 
whatever time the discharge occurred. Congress hastily in the:same 
session corrected that by declaring that the disability should only be 
fixed from time to time and from year to year. 

Again, the act of January, 1879, omitted all period of limitation, 
while Congress at the same session changed that and fixed the limita- 
tion on the Ist of July, 1880, falling back upon a period of limitation. 

I say, whatever may be thought of the principle of the act of 1879, 
it was defective in these important particulars, the correction of which 
vitally changed the character of it, and very largely saved the Govern- 
ment from unreasonable applications for pensions. 

But that is not all. My friend from Kansas now, I think for the first 
time in the Senate (I have never known it before), introduces a party 
platform as a guide for us in our legislative duties here as sworn Sen- 
ators representing States. If that has ever been done before I do not 
remember it. He not only quotes the national platform, but he quotes 
the platforms of State conventions as our guide. When I remember 
how those platforms are framed, and I have participated in framing 
some of them; when I remember how even the national platform of our 
great party was framed recently at Chicago by some forty-two men 
meeting in sweltering heat for three or four hours, men some of whom 
had never seen each other before, who were suddenly called upon to 
frame a platform embracing every object of public policy, every desire 
of the Republican party, and put it in set phrase in four hours, to be 
reported on the spur of the moment—to call thatthe guide of Senators 
and to influence Senators in deliberate action on their public duty 
here, I think is extraordinary. 

Sir, I have as much respect for the opinions of my associates and my 
party as anybody else, or as anybody ought to have; but I assumethat 
it is the Congress of the United States, chosen according to the Constitu- 
tion, which must prescribe the laws of this country, and while the party 
platforms may indicate the general tendency and policy of a party, I 
believe this is the first time in the American Senate when party creeds 
have been read to us to influence our action. Our Democratic. friends 
would be in a sorry predicamentif I should read the various party plat- 
forms that have been made for them in the last twenty years for their 
guide on the tariff question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are in a sorry predicament anyway. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They are in a sorry predicament any way, my 
friend suggests. So they are; but I take it that in the Co: of the 
United States each Senator for himself in the performance of his sworn 
duty must do what he thinks is right, and certainly must have some 
better guide than a mere party platform hastily reported inthe manner 
in which I have stated. 

The very fact that in the act of 1879 there was a limitation made by 
the Republicans, made by the Senator himself, shows that there is 
wisdom in these limitations; and now his effort to abrogate the limita- 
tion without the report of any committee of this body, merely founded 
upon the earnest desire we all have to do what is right to be done for 
the soldiers of our country, is the best exposition of this movement, if 
it should succeed, that I could possibly give. Even in this measure 
we have fixed a period of limitation of only four months. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. CoNGER] complains that the sol- 
diers had only a year and a half to know of the limitation under the 
law of 1879, and that some of them did not see it. Sir, that is a com- 
mentary upon the intelligence of our brave soldiers that I did not ex- 
pect to hear from any one. Every man who served in the Union 
Army knew not only of the grant of arrears of pensions, but knew the 
limitation of that grant, and every man who desired to benefit himself 
by that law knew enough to make his application within due time. 
To assert the contrary is to assume an ignorance on the part of the brave 
soldiers that I would not impute to them. So now you propose to put 
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as a limit the Ist of October next, and you give them four months to 
know this law for their benefit. You say that seventeen or eighteen 
months was not enough four years ago, and now you give them four 
months. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are entitled to it for all time if they are en- 
titled at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I saidso. 

entitled to it for all time. 

Mr. INGALLS. So they are. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Every claim that is asserted against the Govern- 
ment of the United States from the foundation of this Government has 
been subject to limitation. In every government in the world limita- 
tions are a part of the fundamentallaw. Under the law which allowed 
the holders of the bonds of the Revolutionary war to fund them into 
the various securities provided by the First Congress there was a short 
period of limitation, and all the bonds that were net funded in that 
way under that law were entirely cut off and have never been paid. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So with the legal-tender demand notes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, in the case of the legal-tender demand notes 
of the Revolutionary war the holders were allowed five or six years to 
present them for redemption at the rate of one dollar on a thousand, | 
believe it was, or whatever was the rate fixed by the law, and every 
dollar that was not presented under the limitation of that law has never 
been paid. I have seen myself the continental money by the hundreds 
and thousands of dollars that no one ever thought of presenting to the 
Government of the United States, because the law expressly allowed a 
reasonable time to present and fund those securities, and those that 
were not then presented have never been paid. There is a law upon 
the statute-book which limits every right a man can possess, every claim 
that can be asserted against the Government, and no one has power to 
disregard that law except that the Congress of the United States may 
from time to time in special cases, as they see fit, pay any debt, how- 
ever old or antiquated. But there are limitations always imposed upon 
executive officers and upon judicial officers as well. The idea of pass- 
ing a claim of any kind whatever without some limitation as to the 
time of presenting it, even in a court of justice, would not be tolerated 
in any tribunal. Twenty years bar the right to property; fifteen years 
bar a suit upon a note; six years under the laws of this District bar a 
claim made, however honest, between private citizens. Can nota Gov- 
ernment protect itself by the same laws? Is it right to declare them 
unjust? Isitnot, on the other hand, unjust to accumulate these claims, 
allow them to roll over and over, because the party did not need the 
money or was too proud to assert aright to the claim, and then demand 
it in gross at the end of twenty years when the Government is totally 
unprepared to defend against his claim ? 

I think the Senator from Kansas misrepresented my position. I 
know he did not intend to do it, but he is a little too apt to do that. 
He stated it too strongly. I did not say that these pensions were 

merely charitable gifts to thesoldiers. Ididnotuse the word ‘‘ charity ’’ 
in regard to them. I said these pensions were granted for disabilities 
fixed by law, within limits defined by law, and those limits were just 
as much a part of the law granting the pensions as the amount of pen- 
sion itself. While the war was going on we fixed the period of limita- 
tion at one year, extending it toward the close of the war to three 
years, during which theclaim should be presented. After the war was 
over we allowed five years in which to present it, and now the Senator 
thinks it is hard that we should cut it off at the end of nineteen years. 

The wisest partof the arrears-of-pension act was that provision, which 
was contained in the appropriation bill, which required the claims to 
be presented within a reasonable time, at a time when their payment 
could easily be made and met; and now to open the door again is to 
embarrass the Government of the United States by claims which have 
never been presented, which have never been asserted, and which it is 
now unjustto assert. I say a soldier who, knowing that he wasentitled 
toa pension, waived that right because he desired to be free from that 
obligation waived it forever, just as every man waives a right who fails 
to assert it according to the provisions of the law; and it is not right, 
after he has lain quiet for twenty years, for him to assert the claim at 
a time when the very accumulation of these claims makes a burden 
upon the public Treasury. The Government certainly ought to have 
the right to protect itself by reasonable restrictions and limitations as 
to the time and manner of presenting the claim. 

The Senator says that I represent the Treasury as being in a state of 
penury. I did not say anything of the kind. I said that the times 
were hard upon the people of the United States; that securities were 
losing their value; that the price of wheat and all kinds of production 
had fallen off; that iron and all the productions of manufactures had 
fallen. Times are harder; our revenues aredecreasing. It istrue they 
have been bountiful in the last three or four years, and we have this 
year been able to pay $100,000,000 of the public debt; but we all know 
very well how rapid and sudden changes take place in our condition. 
I knew one time, in 1857, when Congress reduced the tariff largely and 
reduced the income of the Government, it adjourned with twenty-odd 
millions of money in the Treasury, and when we met in December that 

| same year we had to issue Treasury notes in order to pay the 
expenses of the Government. The same thing occurred toa less extent 
in 1873, when the revenues rapidly fell off from an overflowing Treas- 


If they are entitled to it at all they are 
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ury until our revennes disappeared and we were unable at that time to | was absolutely removed. There was no limitation placed in the act of 
pay the sinking fund, and for years we were not able to meet the de- | 1879; it was absolutely abrogated, and that was my conviction at the 
mands of the sinking fund. time, and that has been my conviction ever since. As I said in the 
We are coming now upon atime, not of pénury, because the people | debate the other day, the limitation that was placed there was 4 com- 
of this country are just as rich as before, but we are at a time of re- | promise. It never was agreed to by me. And so far from the act 
duced prices, of reduced income, when people will be compelled all | having been amended in consequence of the action of the Committee 
over the country to resort again to habits of economy and look well to | on Pensions, it was amended by the Appropriations Committee and not 
investments and speculations. I have no doubt it will be a more | by the Committee on Pensions in consequence of certain views that 
healthy time. I believe in such a time people are better off than they | they had, as I believe unjustly, and enforced upon the Senate. The 
are in a time of overflowing abundance, when wild speculation runs | limitation that was imposed in the act of 1879 was imposed by the 
rampant; but at the same time prudent men must be cautious and not | Appropriations Committee. It was placed there on the 3d of March, 
saddle the Government with the vast weight of obligation that might | and it was not in the act of January of that year. I never consented 
come upon us in four or five years by the adoption of this amendment. | to it. It was not reported from the committee of which I was a mem- 
One hundred and thirty-six thousand pension claims have been filed | ber, and I have always opposed it. I have always believed that the 
since July, 1880, every one of which will be entitled to arrears if | limitation was illogical and unjust, and therefore when the Senator 
this measure is as soon as the clerks can make up the accounts. | refers to my action as having voluntarily placed a limitation upon this 
There ought to be no delay, as there was under the former law. If! principle, he does me injustice, unintentionally of course. 
these claims are allowed they must be passed, and passed promptly. Mr. SHERMAN. When I referred to the act of 1879 I referred both 
There are 136,000 claims filed which are entitled to the benefit of this | to the act of January 25, 1879, and the act of March 3, 1879, regarding 
measure; and if they draw from the Treasury anything like the amount | them as parts of the same law. 
that is estimated by the Commissioner of Pensions it will make a bur-| Mr. INGALLS. The act of January 25 was reported from the Pen- 
den upon the peopleof the United States. A burden for what? Fora | sions Committee and the act of March 3 was reported from the Appro- 
debt which each individual has allowed to lie for nineteen years, ignor- | priations Committee. 
ing and refusing to present the claim. Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to put the Senator in a wrong po- 
I say there is no justice and no equity in it. I should not be afraid | sition. He says that he reported the act of January, 1879, and he is 
to go before a crowd of any of the Union soldiers of the United States, | responsible for that, but he says he did not vote for the other. 
most of whom have received their pensions who are entitled to them, Mr. INGALLS. No; I did not say thatI did not-vote for it. I did 
and to present the arguments that I have made to-day. I believe I | vote for it. I said it was against my judgment, that I was in favor of 
would receive their verdict that under the circumstances there ought | passing the law of arrears, the act of removing the limitation on ar- 
to be an end to these claims for ions of twenty years ago. Pen- | rears generally, without any further limitation on it, and I am not re- 
sions now applied for should be given liberally according to the neces- | sponsible for the act of March 3, 1879. 
sities of the time, but the back pensions of those who would not apply Mr. SHERMAN. Here are two laws passed by the same Congress 
for them when the Government presented them to their consideration | at the same session within forty days of each other, the one limiting 
ought to be waived forever. I believe that would be the judgment of | and relating to the other. I spoke of the pension act of 1879 granting 
prudent, sensible, candid, and fairsoldiers. I believe a provision such | these two laws as a matter of course. The act expressly does provide: 
as I have mentioned, giving to those who are in need on account of Provided, The application for such pension has been or is hereafter filed with 
their disability if it arose probably from the war, or arose under cir- | the Commissioner of Pensions prior to the Ist day of July, 1880, otherwise the 
cumstances that probably originated in the war, would give bounteous | Pe=sion shall commence from the date of filing the application. 
relief. It would go just where the shoe pinches to relieve the men | Mr. INGALLS. What is the date of that law? 
who are needy aed not to relieve those who have lain for twenty years| Mr.SHERMAN. That is March 3, 1879. 
on their rights. It would bring food to the poor; it would give homes| Mr. INGALLS. Yes. 
to the homeless. It would bring relief to men who are sore in need, Mr. SHERMAN. Forty days after the other. I propose to stand 
and not give $2,000, $3,900, $4,000, even $6,000 to those who for | Upon this law. That was the judgment of Congress, the deliberate 
twenty years refused to even ask for what the law gave them. judgment of Congress. The first act was defective in the measure I 
Mr. INGALLS. I understand the Senator from Ohio to insist that | pointed out, and that evidently attracted the attention of Congress, and 
no pension should be allowed in any case where application has not | Congress, whether the Senator approved it or not, did put this limita- 
been hitherto made. tion upon it; and these two laws together are what are commonly 
Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; I never said that. called the arrears-of-pension act of 1879, one following only forty days 
Mr. INGALLS. The Senator said that no man who had slept on | after the other. That is the law now, and I am willing to stand by it. 
his claim for twenty years ought now to be heard. The same Congress that gave these enormous arrears of pension fixed 
Mr.SHERMAN. For back pension. the limitation, and I wish to stand upon that limitation, and not play 
Mr. INGALLS. That he should not make a demand on the Gov- | hide and go seek any further on this subject, but to stand on a limita- 
ernment. tion that was made after full consideration by a friendly Congress, which 
Mr. SHERMAN. No,sir; for back pension. The Senator may not | Wisely limited it, the wisest part of the whole legislation being the lim- 
catch me in that way. itation put upon the arrears. a 
Mr. INGALLS. I had no design to catch the Senator; but I wish The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on theamend- 
to present this view of the case to him: If he admits that a man who | ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] upon which the yeas 
was a soldier has the right to apply now for a pension on account of | and nays have been ordered. 
disability incurred in the military service during the war and to have | The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. — 
that br at this time, why has he not just as good a right to Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). I am 
di that, if allowed, his pension shall be granted from the date | paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. As I do 
when his disability was incurred if satisfactorily proven, as the man | 20t know how he would vote on this question, [ withhold my vote. 
Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES]. If he were here he would vote 

















Mr. SHERMAN. I believe that every soldier in the Union Army, 


who can himself within the terms of the laws, has a right to ap- | ‘‘yea’’ and I should vote *’ nay.’’ 
ply for a under those laws as they now stand to-day, made by | The roll-call was concluded. : ; 
the Senator himself with the limitations and restrictions imposed by the Mr. HILL. I am paired on this question with the Senator from 


pension acts. I do not want to impair in the slightest degree the right 
of any wate ney for a — under existing law. On the con- 
trary I wish to those laws so as to grant pensions to those who 
can not under existing law receive them, by giving to those who are 

, for disabilities actually incurred and who are now suffering, but 


Louisiana [Mr. GrBson]. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SABIN] is absent and is paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If my colleague 
were here he would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The result was annouaced—yeas 26, nays 39; as follows: 


I do not want them to lay claim for pensions that have been barred by YEAS—2. 
the,law of the Senator’s own framing, nor do I want to extend that law | Allison, Dolph, McMillan, Pike, | 
80 as to open up the door to the presentation of old, stale claims. I do | Blair, | ee, —— i 
not wish to limit or diminish in any respect the right which any pen- Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Miller of Cal., Van Wyck, 
sioner has under the existing law as it stands to-day to get any money | Conger, Ingalls, MillerofN.¥., Wilson. 
which the law allows him, but it is proposed to go clear beyond that | Cullom. Laghem, Schell, 
. Dawes, Logan, Palmer, 
and to extend ne in every case under the pending amendment. NAYS—39. 
ee no right, — or legal aoe sy ee oo oa Aldrich, Farley, ae of Florida, a oval 
claim how running clear back war when he refusec Bayard, Garland, enna, Saulsbury, 
time and time again for eighteen years to present his claim under the | Beck, George, Lamar, Sewell, 
bees ry en sy — 
Mr. , GALLS. The Senator from Ohio has more than once alluded Cockrell, ‘ Hampton, Morgan, Vance, 
to the limitation in the act of 1879 as having been placed there by me. ‘oe eve ee Walker 
Mr. SHERMAN. Did you not vote for it? Ediunds. Taeeoe — Williams. 
Mr. INGALLS. The limitation as a limitation in the act of 1879 | Fair, Jonas, Ransom, 
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ABSENT—11. 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, 
Gibson, Jones of Nevada, 
Hill, Platt, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to move an amendment to the first sec- 
tion of this Mexican pension bill, and part of the amendment is to 
strike out the words in lines 11 and 12 of section 1, ‘‘ actually served 
with the Army or Navy of the United States in Mexico in said war.’’ 
I mention this fact in order that I may inquire of the Chair whether, .a 
vote having been taken on striking out those words, it would be in 
order now in connection with an amendment to the rest of the section 
to move to strike them out again. I will take that course unless there 
is objection, because it enables me to get at the amendment which I 
desire to move. 
order I can get at it more readily 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
desires to strike out? 

Mr. HARRISON. The words are: ‘‘actually served with the Army 
or Navy of the United States in Mexico in said war,’’ inlines 11 and 
i2. I believe there was a motion to strike those words out the other 
day and that it was voted down. What I want to get at is to put this 
descriptive part of the bill as to the soldiers who are to be pensioned 
upon the basis of some actual service or presence in Mexico. I can 
reach the matter—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will say to the Senator 
from Indiana that it is his impression that a motion like this has been 
already tried and lost. If so, the Senator can only renew it when the 
bill shall be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iwill then modify my amendment so as to avoid 
that point of order. -I moveto strike out all after the word “ who,”’ in 
line 7, down to and including the word ‘‘aforesaid,’’ in line 9, and to 
insert in lieu thereof: 

Who, being duly enlisted, actually served fourteen days with the Army of the 


United States in Mexico or on the coast or frontier thereof, or en route thereto 
in the war with that nation, or.”’ 


I call the attention of the Secretary to the fact that I have copied in 
the words [ send to the desk some of the words of the text of the bill 
simply to show the connection. I do not mean to duplicate the words 
of the text. 

My object in moving this amendment—and I do not want to discuss 
it—is simply to limit this pension to these who served fourteen days in 
Mexico or on the coast or frontier thereof, or en route thereto. Cer- 
tainly that is broad enough and liberal enough. It excludes that large 
number of soldiers and sailors who had no relation to the Mexican war 
at all; and I appeal to the Senator from Kentucky to know whether 
there is any reason why the commander at the Washington navy-yard 
or the officer commanding at Fort Brady up at the Sault Ste. Marie or 
the officer commanding in New York harbor or in Boston harbor dur- 
ing the war with Mexico should be pensioned on account of that war ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator from Kentucky will respond right 
there, if allowed, to the Senator from Indiana by saying that there is 
no such possibility by the provisions of this bill. This provision, as I 
understand, was put in here in order to embrace some soldiers who 
served in Texas and Resaca and Palo Alte under General Taylor and 
were called into service only for sixty days; and certainly men who 
served in those battles, if any of them survive, ought to’be entitled to 
a& pension. 

The clause was put in for that purpose. There was no nayy or 
army there then. The Navy had not been called down there, bat the 
call was for troops for sixty days, for ninety days, and afterward for 
twelve months, and then for the war. Many of the troops who served 
at Resaca, and Palo Alto, and Brownsville were suddenly summoned 
into the service the moment they arrived, and fought in two or three 
of the most splendid battles during the war. This provision, I under- 
stand, was put in by the House in order to cover the case of those few 
men, and I am opposed to the amendment because it will require the 
bill to go back to the House, and everybody knows that if it goes back 
there it will fail to become a law at this session. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Kentucky has not answered 
my question, or at least has not given any reason for the opinion which 
he expresses. Look at the terms of this bill: 


The Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
place on the pension-roll the names of the ores officers and enlisted men, 
including marines, militia, and volunteers, of the military and naval services of 


the United States who served sixty days ‘in the war of 1846 and 1847 and 1848 
with Mexico. 


Anthony, 
Butler, 
Camden, 


Sabin, 
Voorhees. 


in that way. 
Will the Senator state the words he 


I undertake to say that if there was a state of war, as there was be- 
tween these nations, every sailor, on every ship of the United States, 
and every soldier at any post or garrison of the United States, made a 
part of that army and navy described there. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. By no means. 

Mr. HARRISON. It does not require that he should be in Mexico. 
It does not require that he should take any part in the military oper- 
ations against Mexico. It only requires that he should be enlisted in 
the Army or Navy of the United States, and serving with that Army 
or Navy in the war with Mexico he was liable to go there. 


Unless some Senator is disposed to make a point of 


JUNE 23, 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I would ask the Senator a question right there. 
Does he say that in the Navy of the United States the squadron in the 
Mediterranean would come in? 

Mr. HARRISON. I think so. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course not. Only those who were ordered to 
Mexico to engage in that service would come in under this, and the 
proposition of the Senator himself is to make the minimum fourteen 
days. Every Senator knows that no man could serve a single day in 
any battle in Mexico or near Mexico who had not been more than four- 
teen days in the service to get there and get back. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam not proposing to affect that clause of the bill 
which pensions every man who was engaged in a battle. I let that 
stand. I amsimply tryingto limit this to those who really went to Mex- 
ico or who were on the coast thereof, and I have even included those 
who spent fourteen days in trying to get there and never got there; 
but I do desire to exclude that part of the Army of the United States 
and that part of the Navy of the United States who had no connection 
with the war with Mexico, who were discharging the ordinary duties 
of soldiers or of naval officers and of sailors in time of peace, not put to 
any peril, not put to the endurance of any hardship at all; and if I 
am not much mistaken this bill as described here would pension every 
such soldier and sailor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It will not pension a single one of them. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I call for the reading of the bill as it will be with 
the proposed amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the pending 
amendment. 

The CHIEF CLEKK. 
posed to strike out: 

Who served sixty days in the war of eighteen hundred and forty-six and 


eighteen hundred and forty-seven and forty-eight with Mexico, and who, being 
enlisted as aforesaid. 


And insert in lieu thereof: 


Who, being duly enlisted, actually served fourteen days with the Army or 
Navy of the United States ‘in Mexico,or on the coast or frontier thereof, or en 
route thereto in the war with that nation, or. 


So as to read: 


‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll the names of the survivin ng el and enlisted men 
including marines, militia, and volunteers of the military and naval services o: 
the United States, who, being duly enlisted, actually served fourteen days with 
the Army or Navy of the United States in Mexico, or on the coast or frontier 
thereof, or en route thereto, in the war with that nation, or actually served with 
the Army or Navy of the United States in Mexico in said war. 


Mr. HARRISON. No; that latter part of it is not correct. 
out down to ‘‘or were actually e in a battle.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. neluding all to the word “‘ battle?’ 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes, sir; strike out ‘that were actually en- 

in battle.” That is left as it stood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator then would strike out 
after the words ‘‘ United States,’’ in line 7, down to and including the 
word ‘‘battle,’’ at the end of line 11. 

Mr. HARRISON. No,sir. The amendment is to strike out all 
after the word “‘ who,”’ in line7, down toand including the word ‘‘afore- 
said,’’ in line 11; and to insert after the word “‘who’’ “ being duly en- 
listed;’’ so that it will then read ‘‘ who being duly enlisted actually 
served fourteen days with the Army or Navy of the United States in 
Mexico in the war with that nation, or on the coast thereof,’’ where 
that part comes in. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does vot the Senator mean line 9 instead of line 11? 
There is no ‘‘aforesaid’’ in line 11. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was about to call atten- 
tion to that. 

Mr. HARRISON. Perhaps I have a different print. That must be 
the difficulty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will send to the Senator a 
copy of the bill as the Secre has it. 

Mr. HARRISON. It should be, afterthe word “ who,’’ in line7, to 
strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘ Mexico,’’ in line 9; so 
as to read: 


The surviving officers and enlisted men, inciading marines, militia, and vol- 


wanes of the military and naval services of the United States, and being duly 
enlisted. 


Then at the beginning of line 10, after the word “‘ served, ’’ insert 
“fourteen days;’’ so as to read: 
enseely served fourteen days with the Army or Navy of the United States in 
exico. 


In line 7, after the word ‘‘States,”’ it is pro- 


Strike 


I had a misprint of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana on the table. 

Mr. HARRISON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
to lay the amendment upon the table, upon which the Senator from 
Pe 

eas and nays were ordered. 
{ITCHEL!. Before the vote is taken I should like to have the 
bill ound as it would stand if amended. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a misapprehension as to the 
pature of the amendment. The Chief Clerk wil! endeavor to have it 
correct ina moment. The amendment will be read. 

The Cu1eF CLERK. In line 7, after the word ‘‘States,’’ it is pro- 
posed to strike out: 

Who served sixty days in the war of. eighteen hundred and forty-six and 


teen hundred and forty-seven and forty-eight with Mexico, or who, being 
7 as aforesaid. : 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


Who, be duly enlisted, actually served fourteen days with the Army or 
Navy of the United States in Mexico, or on the coast or frontier thereof, or en 
route thereto in the war with that nation. 
So as to read: 

That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on pension-roll the names Of the surviving officers and en- 
listed men, including marines, militia, and volunteers of the military and naval 
services of the United States, who, being duly enlisted, actually served fourteen 
days with the Army or Navy of the United States in Mexico, or on the coast or 
frontier thereof, or en route thereto in the war with that nation, actually served 
with the Army or Navy of the United States in Mexico. 


Mr. HARRISON. No; you do not want to repeat that. That takes 
down to the word ‘‘or,’’ in line 11, ‘‘or were actually engaged in bat- 


tle.’ The mistake grew out of the fact that I had copied in the amend- 
ment some of text of the bill simply to show how it reads. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as corrected by the 


Senator will be reported. 
The Corer CLERK. After the word ‘‘States,’’ in line 7, it is pro- 
posed to strike out— 


Who served sixty days in the war of eighteen hundred and forty-six and eight- 
een hundred and -seven and forty-eight with Mexico, or who, being enlisted 


as aforesaid, ly served with the Army or Navy of the United States in Mex- 
ico in said war. 
And insert in lieu thereof— 


Who, being duly enlisted, actually served fourteen days with the Army or 
Navy of the United States in Mexico, or on the coast or frontier thereof or en 
route thereto in the war with that nation. 


So as to read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, agd he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to gins on the pension-roll the names of the surviving officers and enlisted men, 
inclu 


ding marines, militia, and voluteers, of the military and naval services of 


the United States, who. being duly enlisted, actually served fourteen days with 
the Army or Navy of the United States in Mexico, or on the coast or frontier 
thereof, or en route thereto, in the war with that nation, or were actually en- 
gaged in a battle in said war, and were honorably discharged, &c. 


Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana what 
is the particular magic or mystery about ‘‘ fourteen? ’’ 

' Mr. HARRISON. Nothing in the world. It was simply the term 
that was fixed in the act for the soldiers of the war of 1812. The 
amendment is broader now than I would frame it if I were framing it 
to express my own views, but I had supposed that the temper of the 
Senate was such that they would hardly let it stand sixty days in 
Mexico, and, therefore, I made it fourteen days in that country. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that is an innovation on the principle 
established by the bill, because I think it requires sixty days’ service 
to entitle to a pension, and it seems to me it would be better to adopt 
that rale and have it uniform rather than to adopt a new one in regard 
to a particular class of cases. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ifthe Senator moves to change the ‘‘ fourteen ”’ 
to ‘‘sixty,’’ I will pt the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not think this motion to lay on the table is 
debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending motion is one to lay on 
the table. These inquiriesare made by unanimous consent pending that 
motion. The question is on the motion of the Senator from Kentucky 
that the amendment lie on the table, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMUNDs]}. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] upon all questions except 
some amendments in regard to which I reserved the right to vote, but 


I am paired with 


this is not one of them. I therefore withhold my vote. Otherwise, | 
should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 
The roll-call was concluded. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The senior Senator from Rhode 


Island [Mr. ANTHONY] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
(Mr. Campen] 


The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—25. 
Bayard, Fair, McPherson, Vance, 
oats aoe ome Walle 
, ’ ol ’ er, 
Call, nm, b Williams. 
— ee: 
ones . Tr, 
Colquitt, Sater, 





NAYS—35. 
Aldrich, Gorman, MeMillan, Platt, 
Allison, Groome, Manderson, Plumb, 
Blair, Hale, Miller of Cal., Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Pa., Harrison, Miller of N.Y., Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Conger, Ingalls, Morrill, Sherman, 
Cullom, Jackson, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Pendleton, Wilson. 
Frye, Lapham, ike, 

ABSENT—16. 
Anthony, Dolph, Harris, Logan, - 
Bowen, Edmunds, Hill, Mahone, 
Butler, Garland, Hoar, Sabin, 
Camden, Gibson, Lamar, Voorhees. 

So the motion was not to 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS and Mr. HARRISON called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Just one word; I do not want to make a speech. 
This amendment is perfectly harmless in itself; it is rather to the ad- 
vantage of the Mexican-war soldiers than otherwise, because it makes 
the limit of fourteen days the minimum service entitling them to a 
pension instead of sixty days as the bill itself provides. My only ob- 
jection to it in God’s world is that it requires that the bill shall go back 
to the House. At this stage of the session you can see how the bill will 
be affected by that. That is the only objection on earth I have to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Kentucky is very much mis- 
taken in his statement. The bill as it stands pensions every man who 
was one day in the Mexican war, or a half a day if he actually landed 
in Mexico. It pensions him if he never started for Mexico; pensions 
him if he was in a camp or rendezvous; pensions him if he was com- 
mander of a fort in New York Harbor. My amendment is sufficiently 
liberal, but it is not quite so liberal as the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is perfectly apparent that no man could have 
been a single day in the service in Mexico, or in a battle in Mexico, 
who had not been in the service more than fourteen days. It was a 
thousand miles from their home; it took a month to get there. Then 
the moment the soldier arrived at Resaca or Palo Alto, Vera Cruz or 
elsewhere, he went right into battle. 

As I said before, this clause was putin the House bill simply to cover 
the cases of a few men who were with General Taylor at Resaca de la 
Palma and Palo Alto and Brownsvilleand Monterey. The effect of the 
Senator’s amendment wil! not beto damage the soldiers of the Mexican 
war at all; it is rather to their advantage than otherwise, because no- 
body was in any battle or was in the service a single dayin Mexico who 
had not been in the service of the country more than fourteen days. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays have been ordered 
on the amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Hagrison]. 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs]. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when Mr. SABIN’sname wascalled). My colleague 
[Mr. SABIN] is paired on this question with the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] and on all Subsequent votes on this bill. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should vote ‘‘nay’’ but for the fact that I am 
paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I therefore 
decline to vote. 

Mr. KENNA. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. CAMDEN } 
is paired on all questions with the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. SABIN. | 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 24; as follows: 





YEAS—3. 
Aldrich, Gorman, MeMillan, Plumb, 
Allison, Groome, Manderson, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Hale, Miller of Cal., Sauisbury, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Miller of N. Y., Sawyer, 
Conger, Hawley, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Morrill, Sherman, 
Dawes. Jackson, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Dolph Jones of Nevada, Pike, Wilson. 
Frye, Lapham, Platt, 

NAYS—24. 
Beck, Fair, Kenna, Ransom, 
Brown, Farley, Lamar, Slater, 
Callt, George, Maxey, Vance, 
Cockrell Hampton, Morgan, Vest, 
Coke, Jonas, Pendleton, Walker, 
Colquitt, Jones of Florida, Pugh, Williams. 
ABSENT—17. 

Anthony, Cameron of Pa., Hill, Sabin, 
Bayard, Edmupds, Hoar, Voorhees. 
Bowen, Garland, Logan, 
Butler, Gibson, McPherson, 
Camden, : Harris, Mahone, 


So the amehdment was agreed to. 
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Mr. MAXEY. 


I offer the following amendment to be added to sec- 
tion 1: 


Provided, That the provisions of this act shall not extend te or embrace any 
Senator or Representative of the Forty-eigth Congress. 

I offer the amendment because I believe that those who are making 
the law ought not to profit by the law, and I hope the friends of the 
Mexican pension bill will vote for the amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Texas, I know, will appreciate 
my motive and feel that I have entire and absolute respect and good- 
will for him when I move to lay that on the table. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator will pardon me for one moment—— 

Mr. INGALLS. I withdraw the motion to allow the Senator to 
speak. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iofferthe amendmentin good faith, because I desire 
it adopted. From the first time the Mexican pension bill was brought 
before the Senate I placed on record time and again an expression that 
personally I desired no benefit from it. I served in Mexico longer than 
any other member of this body. I was there nearly two years with- 
out having seen the United States during that time. I do not believe 
that those who vote for this lawshould profitby it. I think that I am 
sustained in the view that I take in this matter by every gentleman 
who served in the Mexican war. I feel perfectly sure that the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMs]}, the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. CoL- 
QuiTT], the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE], and the Senator 
from Lilinois [Mr. LoGan], like myself, do not propose to profit by this; 
and yet a mere statement of that kind on record would not deprive us 
if hereafter we saw proper to change our minds. I thank God that I 
am under no necessity of applying for it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I renew the motion to lay the amendment on the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves to 
lay the proposed amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. I offer the following amendment, to come in at the 
end of section 1: 


Provided, That every such officer, enlisted man, or widow, who is or may be- 
come 62 years of , or who is or may become subject to any disability or 
dependency equi ent to some cause prescribed or recognized by the pension 
laws of the United States as sufficient reason for the allowance of a pension, 
shall be entitled to the benefits of this act; but it shall not be held to include 
any person not within the rule of age or disability or dependency herein de- 
fined, or who incurred such disability w while in any manner voluntarily e 
in aiding or abetting the late rebellion against the authority of the United 


Mr. President, I do not intend to occupy much time of the Senate 
concerning this amendment, and will content myself with a mere state- 
ment of its purpose and effect. 

The first purpose of this amendment is to prevent the establishment 
by the passage of this bill of the principle of mere service pension, but 
to require the pension to rest upon some basis of disability. I have 
selected the age of 62 years because that is the period at which the laws 
require the retirement of officers of the Navy, and consequently im- 
plies a disability to a certain extent. 

The second is to require a disability of some kind, whether contracted 
in the service or since, that shall be equivalent in its effects to some 
cause recognized by the pension laws as sufficient to support the grant 
of a pension. 

The third is a degree of dependence that shall be equivalent to that 
of dependent father or mother for which we grant pensions now. 

That is the extent of the proviso so far as the granting of pensions is 
concerned, but in order to save from the operation of the act such dis- 
abilities as may have been incurred in military service opposed to the 
authority of the United States during the rebellion this ex 
vides that for a disability of that kind the shall not 
In other words, it is proposed to t a pension to every soldier within 
the terms of this act having a disability on account of the age of 62 
years or any physical disability or any pecuniary dependency, but saving 
our pension laws from granting pensions to those who incurred disa- 
bility in opposition to the authority of the United States. 

For one, sir, I think it right to confine our to some- 
thing more than mere presence in the service, and eee that to be 
right and having shaped this amendment to - 
in favor of saving it from going to the extent of 
account of disability received in the so-called con: 
sir, is the purpose and extent of this = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WrLson]. 

Mr. VANCE. I desire to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 1 the folowing 
proviso: 


Provided, That every such officer, enlisted man, or widow, who is or 
come 62 years of age, or who is or may become sub) to any disabili 
paces nivalent to some cause bed and ized by 

ws of the United States as a sufficient reason for the ore 
shall be entitled to the benefits of this act, but itshall not be held toi 
person not within the rule of age or disability or dependency.herein defines 
or who incurred such disability while in any manner voluntari 


aiding or abetting the late veboliion against the authority of the ly engaged in 
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Mr. GEORGE. Is it in order to offer an amendmentas a substitute 
for the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment in the second degree 
is in order. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
ment: 

Provided, That this act shall not apply to any such surviving officer, enlisted 


man, or marine who has the means o' support without resorting to manual 
r. 


I offer the following as a substitute for that amend- 


Mr. WILSON. There is one thing further I may state by way of 
explanation of my amendment, and that is this: So far as the dis- 
ability of age is concerned it does not take into account anything that 
may have transpired; but any person within the terms of the act who 
is now 62 years of age, or who may become 62 years of age, will be en- 
titled to the benefit of the act. Pensions will not be given for a dis- 
ability contracted in the so-called confederate service. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish toinquireof theSenator from Iowa whether 
his amendment does not also recognize some disability by way of de- 
pendence? However, I believe this is offered as a substitute. 

Mr. INGALLS. Rising to a parliamentary inquiry, I confess that 
I am unable to see how, under the rules, the proposition offered by the 
Senator from Mississippi can be regarded as a substitute. There is 
nothing in our rules that recognizes a motion that one phrase or one 
paragraph shall be asubstitute for another. The Senator from Missis- 
sippi can offer his amendment as an amendment to that proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa. It will then be only in the second degree, and 
of course can be entertained under the rules, but there is no method 
known to parliamentary law, so far as my observation goes, by which 
it can be moved as a substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi had a 


right to offer an amendment to the pending amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa. 


Mr. INGALLS. Unquestionably. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any limitation which for- 
bids his offering an amendment which strikes out all the words? 

Mr. INGAL But there is nosuch thing as a substitute. Hecan 
move to strike out and insert, or he can move to amend by adding this 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Striking out and inserting is in the 
nature of a substitute. It amounts to the same thing. 

Mr. GEORGE. [inquired of the Chair whether it was in order or 
not to offer it as asubstitute. It is thesame thing precisely as moving 
to strike out all of the amendment of the Senator from Iowa and insert- 
ing this in lieu thereof. I see nodifficulty about it. I will modify my 
motion in that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi moves 
to strike out and insert. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GroRGE] to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. WILson]. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now the question I suppose can be divided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairdoes not perceive that there 
are two p itions in the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Under our rules a motion to strike 
out and insert is not divisible. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would so hold. 

Mr. INGALLS. But the part to be stricken out and the part to be 
inserted may both be amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. The 
question is on the amendment proposed py the Senator from Mississippi 
to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire of the Chair whether a motion to 

the further consideration of this bill until the Tuesday after 
Monday in December would be in order? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly the motion would be in 


order. 
Mr. MORGAN. I will make that motion. The bill has already been 
amended in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama moves to 
the further consideration of the bill until the Tuesday after 
M in December next. 

Mr. MORGAN. The pending bill has been amended in the Senate 
until I suppose it is hopeless to expect to have any measure on this 
subject become a law during the present session of Congress. Other 
questions also, which have no connection with this bill have 
been brought in at this late hour in the session, doubtless because Sena- 
tors have su first, that it was their duty to present those ques- 
tions whenever wherever they had an opportunity to do it; and, 
secondly, that it might produce some possible effect on the political 
ee 

soldiers of the Mexican war belong to parties and they re- 
side in both sections of the Union, if there are still any sections in this 
Union. Upon the floor of the Senate there are some of the most gal- 
lend et hnasdivel Ries wen, eutth ee euliat ah vercintion @aee, 
who are Republicans, and some whoare Democrats. Your honored candi- 
date for Vice-President, though a boy at the time, won his spurs in the 
battles of the Mexican war, and I am sure that the people of the United 





1884, 
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States will take as much satisfaction in complimenting him with their 
votes on that ground as upon almost any other ground that could be 
stated. The honorable Senator who sits on my right [Mr. WILLIaMs] 
and who retires from this body after the 4th of March, and has now no 
longer interest, I suppose, in merely trying to make a record of a polit- 
ical or character, won his earliest, if not his brightest, iaurels 
upon those fields. It has always seemed to me that it was not a fair 
way to treat the question connected with the Mexican war service to 
connect it here with the present prevailing party heats and animosi- 
ties. Ihave felt all the time since we have been debating the question 
here that the Mexican war soldiers did not have a fair chance upon 
this floor at this time. 

I have been here when three votes were taken on this bill. I re- 
member a very magnificent speech made by that great soldier, General 
Shields, late one afternoon upon this billbin the Senate of the United 
States. I remember it so well that the effect of it has never worn off 
from me, and this question never arises in the Senate that that man’s 

does not seem a power again in this body and his eloquent 
tongue to begin again to speak in behalf of his comrades in that great 


war. 

I have endeavored to try to impress as well as I could upon the Sen- 
ate my view of this case, that it is a case which stands apart from all 
the balance of the matters relating to pensions. In my technical opin- 
ion about the subject of pensioning soldiers, I find myself in harmony 
with the views stated by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to- 
day, that there is not any actual contract or engagement between the 
Government and the soldier when he enters into the service that he 
shall have a pension at all. I put it upon the ground of a debt of 
gratitude, a debt due from the country to its soldiery because of their 
services in time of peril, and because of the years of the earlier parts 
of their lives that they were compelled to spend in defense of their 
country or in the assertion of its rights. Putting it upon that ground, 


I have always felt that there was some peculiar reason why the soldiers 
of the M war had aclaim upon our gratitude, and I have felt 
that for years the debt was due. I have been compelled in my 
own mind to draw a parallel between the case of the soldiers of the 


Mexican war and the seamen who go abroad upon the high seas under 
the flag of the United States in the privateer service or in the regular 
armed service of the United States, and there make conquests of prop- 
erty and also fight the battles of their country. 

law of prize-money, which has I believe never received the dis- 
approbation, to say the least of it, of the Congress of the United States, 
applies to this case if any law applies to it. If there is any precedent 
of law at all that applies to the case of the Mexican war service it is 
the law regulating prize. Our sailors are given prize-money because 
it stimulates individual enterprise, because when they are away from 
their own squadrons and from their own coasts, they are very much 
under their own command and they are out among foreign people and 
in foreign countries and they have not access to the advantages and 
hospitalities of home as our soldiers have had in all of the other wars 
we have fought. 

The soldiers of the Mexican war have been put very much on the 
same ground. As I observed in some former remarks I had the honor 
to submit to the Senate, these were almost entirely young men when 
they went into the service. They went into a climate that was very 
hot, intoa country that bred sickness in their ranks to a very disastrous 
extent, and the men who have come back to a very large degree have 
b it with them the seeds of disease and an infirmity of body from 
ww they have never recovered. I could in my own experience name 

uite a large number of persons who have been troubled in this way. 
t was upon that fact that I have heretofore predicated the statement 
that I thought their age had been advanced at least ten years beyond 
that of those in the late service in the war of the rebellion or in the 
of where the service rendered in a temperate climate and 
where the great body of the soldiery could have 
relief from the hospitalities of their own people and the abun- 
own country. 

These soldiers, when they returned to us in honor and in glory, with 

pa of honor and glory and renown to which even the great armies 
of United States are somewhat unaccustomed, brought with them 
a country which has enriched us beyond all power of description, and 
Senators are here to-day voting upon this question from States that 
were a wilderness country belonging to a foreign power at the time 
these men returned with this great domain to their native coun- 
try. Gore Gon that, very many of the Senators on this floor were 
little boys about their fathers’ knees at the time these soldiers were 
out fighting the battles of their country, which has been a good while 

and there are some quite young men in this body yet. 
ow, it does seem to me that, lookingat the analogy of our own prac- 
tice and our own laws, there is no just reason for our withholding from 
these men a in what is to them a really advanced stage of life, 
and in the of the fact that very many of them are stricken with 


eee by paying one dollar out of a thousand, yes, I believe 
one out of ten thousand or it may be one hundred thousand of 
the actual value of the domain that they brought to us, we could make 
them comfortable d the remainder of their lives. 

Suppose thatit should ever occur in the history of the United States— 





and such things may occur—that we shall have occasion to send our 
armies to foreign countries, say across the northern border or across the 
narrow part of the gulf that divides us from the Carribean Islands for 
the purpose of waging a warfare in that cougtry that should last two 
or three years, and the soldiery that we should send there should bring 
back to us an extent of territory somewhat equivalent to that we ac- 
quired by the Mexican treaties, and in point of value something equal 
to it, I think that the coming generations of the people of the United 
States would scarcely ever refuse to grant to those men very large boun- 
ties, and certainly not to grant them pensions when after the lapse of 
years they should become old and decrepit and infirm. 

We can not afford to put ourselves upon that ground, and whatever 
of political animosity or controversy there may be between us, let us 
select some subject away from this in which to express it. We have 
plenty of opportunity for controversy, and we need not bring every 
question that comes before this body into political contest between each 
other. Can we not look this question squarely in the face like men of 
reason and men of grateful hearts and appreciative minds and elevated 
sentiments, take hold of it and decide it strictly and purely upon its 
own merits? I happened to make that remark the other day casually 
in the Senate. It went over on the telegraph lines and this morning I 
received a letter from one of the old soldiers of the Mexican war in 
which he said: ‘‘ Whatever else takes place in respect to the pensioning 
of Mexican soldiers, let the bill stand upon its merits. I should take 
a great deal more of satisfaction in believing that my country had voted 
me $10 or $12 a month in my old age upon the merits of my service 
than if they had voted me a thousand dollars a month merely because 
I had the political influence to gain it by a majority in those bodies."’ 

Sir, I applaud the sentiment of thatman. Such aman as that when 
he was a youth could be relied upon to protect the honor of his country 
and carry its flag in triumph in foreign lands. 

The American Army has never writtten a history like that which it 
wrote in Mexico. It is the very romance of American prowess, and 
there has never been a man connected prominently with the Mexican 
service that I have yet heard of who has not been rewarded by the grati- 
tude of his country in his individual person whenever the people had a 
chance to express their voice. Look at old General Shields, how State 
after State took him up and placed him at the very head of their rep- 
resentatives in the Senate of the United States; and Franklin Pierce, 
and Zachary Taylor, and General Grant, and General Scott. Why, sir, 
the whole list of our present notables in the United States in the mili- 
tary service is filled up nearly with men who in their boyhood were 
gallant soldiers in the Mexican war service, and there is not a man of 
all that host to-day who will not appeal to his service in the Mexican 
war as being the brightest and most distinctive honor he has ever re- 
ceived from his country. 

Now, because we have yot into an attitude on this case where poli- 
tics must sway it one way or the other, because the Senate, now draw- 
ing rapidly to an adjournment, is not in an attitude to consider this 
question calmly and sedately, as I think it should, I believe it to be 
my duty as a friend of the Mexican war soldier and as one who desires 
that this case shall be tried upon its merits and upon nothing else, to 
ask the Senate to postpone the consideration of this bill until the Tues- 
day after the first Monday of December, at 12 o’clock meridian. I 
therefore make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Alabama, to postpone the further consideration of the 
bill until the Tuesday after thé first Monday in December. 

Mr. CONGER and Mr. MORGAN called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to cal] the roll. 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNpDs]. Ido not know how he would 
vote, but if he were here I should vote “‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. JONAS (when his name was aalied). 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. 
te nay. ” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

The result was announced; yeas 0, nays 57; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


IT am paired with the Sen- 
If he were here I should vote 


I am paired with the Senator 


YEAS—0. 

NAYS—57. 
Aldrich, Frye, MeMillan, Ransom, 
Bayard, George, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Gorman, Manderson, Satusbury, 
Blair, Groome, Maxey, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Hampton, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Brown, Harrison, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, ® 
Call, Hawley, Mitchell, Slater, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Morgan, Vance 
Coke, Ingalls, Morrill, Vest, 
Colquitt, Jackson, Palmer, Walker, 
Conger, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, Williams 
Cullom, Kenna, Pike, Wilson, 
Dawes, Lamar, Platt, . 
oe Lapham, Plumb, 
Farley, Logan, Pugh, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ABSENT—19. 
Hale 
Harris, 
Hoar, 
Jonas, 


Allison, 
Anthony, 
Butler, 
Cantden, 
Cameron of Pa., 


Cockrell, 
Edmunds, 
Fair, 
Garland 
Gibson, Jones of Nevada, 

So the motion was not to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GeorGE] to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS called for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 
dered. 

The Secretary proceed to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, (when his name was called). I 
am paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps]. If he were here I should vote 
‘‘nay,’’ and I suppose he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I suppose he would vote 
** vea,’’ and if he were here I should vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson]. . 
Mr. JONAS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. 

vote *‘ nay.’’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
33, nays 25; as follows: 


I am paired with the 
If he were here, I should 


YEAS—33, 


Manderson, 
Miller of Cal.. 
Miller of N. Y., 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Palmer, 

Pike, 

Platt, 

Plumb, 


NAYS—3. 


Farley, Kenna, 
George, Lamar, 
Maxey, 
Morgan, 


Aldrich, 

Allison, 

Biair, 

Bowen, 

Cameron of Wis., 
Conger, 

Cullom, 

Dawes, 

Dolph, 


Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 
Slater, 
Jones of Nevada, Wilson. 
Lapham, 
MeMillan, 
McPherson, 


Bayard, 
Beck, 
Brown, 
Call, 
Cockrell 
Coke, 
Fair, 


Gorman, 
Groome, 
Hampton, Pugh, 
Jackson, Ransom, 
Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 


ABSENT—18. 


Hoar, 
Jonas, 


Anthony, 
Butler, 

Camden, 
Cameron of Pa., 
Colquitt, 


Edmunds, 
Garland, 
Gibson, ’ 
Harris, Mahone, 
Hill, Pendleton, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move the following amendment to come in at 
the end of section 2: 

Or —. the continuance of the disability for which the same shall be ted : 
Provided, That section 1 of this act shall not apply to any person who is receiv- 
ing a pension at the rate of $8 per month or more, nor to any person receiving a 
pension of less than $8 a month, except for the difference between the pension 
now received, if less than $8 per month, and $8 per month. 


That is necessary in order to prevent the granting of double pensions. 
This bill was passed very hurriedly through the House of Representa- 
tives‘on a motion to suspend the rules and pass it through the House 
by one vote, so that there was no opportunity whatever for amendment. 
Objection was made there on that account. 

It is also necessary for another reason, and that is that the amend- 
ment adopted by the Senate on motion of the Senator from Iowa 
proposes to grant a pension for disability, so that the limitation ex- 
pressed in the fore part of my proposed amendment that the pension 
continue during such disability is necessary. 

This is the same provision which was contained in similar words in 
the act of 1878, known as the law granting pensions to the soldiers of 
the war of 1812; and if it is not adopted, undoubtedly the Mexican 
war soldiers who served in the late war, and who are now receiving a 
pension, would be entitled to a pension under this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I should like to move an execu- 
tive session. 

Mr. MITCHELL. We might as well go through the formal amend- 
ments, 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the bill will be finished to-night. I shall 
feel compelled to-morrow morning to call up the legislative oe 
tion bill. If we can finish this bill to-night I think it would for- 
ward business very much. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to insert in section 3, line 14, after the 
word ‘‘other,*’ the word “ record,’’ and in the same line, after the 


Sabin 
Van Wyck, 
Voorhees. 


word ‘‘ of,’’ to insert “enlistment and,’’ and in the same line tostrike 
out the word “‘ performed;’’ so as to read: 
The loss of the certificate of ees att not deprive an 


benefits of this act, but other record e of enlistment service and of 
an honorable may be deemed sufficient. 


I think the amendment is necessary to protect the Government. A 
similar provision is in the act of 1878. Otherwise proof by parol might 
be given. The Commissioner of Pensions thinks this is necessary as a 
safeguard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer the following amendment, to come in at 
the close of section 3: 


Provided, That when any person has been ted a land-warrant under an. 
act of Congress for and on account of service in the said war with Mexico, su 
warrant shall be prima facie evidence of service and honorable discharge; but 
such evidence shall not be conclusive and may be rebutted by evidence that 
such land-warrant was improperly granted. 


That is a provision known to the existing law, and it is to simplify 
the proof in this case, and will greatly aid in making out these claims. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There is no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In section 5, line 4, I propose to strike out the 
words ‘‘to be paid when,’’ and insert ‘‘which shall not be demanded 
or received until;’’ so as to read: 


Sec. 5. That it shall be unlawful for any attorney,claim agent,or any other 

rson to demand or receive a fee greater than $10 for services rende: in be- 
fair of a claimant under this act, which shall not be demanded or received until 
such claim is allowed. F 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MITCHELL. [also offer the following amendment, to be added 
to section 5: 


And any person violating the provisions of this act shall be subject to the pro-. 


visions of section 5485 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


That simply applies the existing penalty to this section. 
The amendment was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to know how section 6 reads. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 6. That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed so far as 
the same relates to this act or to pensioners under this act. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I have an amendment to offer, but the Senator 
from Michigan desires to offer an amendment to the first section. 

Mr. CONGER. Before the amendment of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, which is a long one, is offered, I move to strike out, in line 
20 of section 1, the words which the committee recommended to strike 
out: 


And provided , That this act shall not apply to any person not a citizen 
of the United 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan. 
The amendment was to 


Mr. MITCHELL. Nowl ropose amendments as additional sections 
to the bill, which I send to the desk. 
The amendments were read, as follows: 


Sec. 8. That every person specified inthe several elasses enumerated in sec- 
tion 4693 of the Revieed Statutes of the United States, and the amendments 
thereto, who served in the military or naval service, as mentioned in said sec- 
tion, for the of three months during the war of the rebellion, and has an 
honorable d rge therefrom, and who is or shall become disabled from any 
cause not the result of his own gross carelessness, disreputable conduct, or vicious 
habits, and shal! also be dependent upon his own labor for support shall, upon 
making due proof of the facts, under such regulations as ma rescri by 
the proper authority, be placed upon the list of pensioners of the United States, 
and be entitled to receive a pone during the continuance of such disability at 
a rate riionate to the degree thereof and such pension shall commence at 
the of filing an oo therefor. The rate of pension granted 
under this section, which sha)] be for total incapacity to perform any manual 
labor. shall be $24, which is paar inate divisible upon that basis for any less 
cogree of disability : Provided, T no person entitled to or receiving an in- 
valid pension under existing laws, or such as may be hereafter enacted, grant- 
ing pensions for disabilities contracted in the military or naval service of the 
United States and in line of duty, greater than that provided for herein, shali 
receive the benefits of this act. Butany a for invalid pension hav- 
ing an application therefor pending, or who hereafter file his application 

h pension, may, by declaration over his own cigustum. at any time, elect 
to prosecute his said claim under this act or under the general laws; and his 
—s when allowed, if prosecuted under this act, shall commence from the 

of such election. 

Sec. 9. Thatall widows or minor children of soldiers and sailors who, as such, 
are now receiving, under existing laws, or , the sum of $8 per 
month, by reason of the death of such soldiers and rs in service or from a 
disability contracted in the military or naval service of the United States, and in 
line of duty, sinee the 4th day of , 1861, shall, from and after this date, be 
entitled to and receive the rate of $12 per month in lieu of said rate of $8; and all 
such widows or minor children who shall hereafter be found to be entitled to 
the rate of $8 per month under existing laws shall be entitled to and receive the 
rate of $12 in lieu of said rate of $8. 

Sec. 10, Thatif any invalid pensioner pensioned for a disability contracted in 
the military or naval service of the United States, and in the line of duty, has 
died or shall hereafter die, leaving a widow or minor children under 16 years 
of , or both, at the date of the death of such pensioner, such widow aad minor 
children shall be held to be entitled, in the order of succession named, to an 
original pension in their own right, under existing laws, without being required 
to prove that the death of such pensioner was due to his mili or naval serv- 
ice of the United States, and shall receive the rate now allo by law, except 


person of the 
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that such as may be found to be entitled to $8 per month under existing laws 
shall receive in lieu thereof $12 per month, , : 

Sec, Ll. That pension granted such widows on account of such minor children 
shall be continued without limit as to age, whenever it shall appear that such 
minors are of unsound mind or physically helpless, so as to render them inca- 

ble of earning a ce: Provided, That such widow retains the care, 
perm and control of such minors; and in the event of the death or remar- 
r of such widow, or abandonment by her of such minors, then the pension 
and additional ion shall be continued to them in their own right, without 
limitas toage, during the continuance of such disability, payable to a duly con- 
oe That in considering the claims of dependent parents the fact and 
cause of death and the fact that the soldier left no widow or minor children hav- 
ing been shown as required by law, it shall be necessary only to show by com- | 
petent and sufficient evidence that such dependent parent is without other 
present means of comfortable support than his or her own manual labor, or the 
contributions of others not legally bound for his or her support; and such as 
may be found to be entitled to $ a month under existing laws shall receive in 
lieu thereof $12 a month from the date of this act. 3 , 

Sec. 13. That in all applications under the general pension laws, including | 
this act, where it appears by record evidence thatthe applicant was regularly 
enlisted and mustered into the service, that fact shall be sufficient prima facie | 
evidence of soundness at the time of his enlistment, but such presumption shall | 
be subject to rebuttal by record or other competent evidence. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I have no desire whatever to detain the Senate 
with a single remark. These amendments are important, but I think 
they are clearly understood and I am quite willing myself that we have 
a vote without debate. [‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment | 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania to add the sections just read. 

Mr. SLATER called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. < 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). I 
an paired with the Senator trom South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

Mr. WALKER (when Mr. GARLAND’s name was called). My col- | 
league [Mr. GARLAND] is paired with the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
EpMUNDs]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I should vote ‘‘nay”’ 
if I were not paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. | 

Mr. JONAS (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- | 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. If he were here, I should vote 
ay ” 

Mr. CONGER (when Mr. PALMER’S name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. PALMER] is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 

The roll-call was concluded. : 

Mr. HILL. I am paired on this question with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Grsson]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the negative). I voted, forget- 
ting at the moment that I was paired with the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. PALMER]. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. Sasrn] is paired with the 





Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If my colleague were 
here, he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. CULLOM. I was instructed by the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
VOORHEES] either to pair him on this amendment or announce that he 
would vote for the amendment if he were present. In the absence of 
a pair I make that announcement. 





The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 27, as follows: 

YEAS—31. 
Aldrich, Dolph, MeMillan, Platt 
Allison, e, Mahone, Plumb, 
Blair, Hale Manderson, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, mn, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Cullom, Lapham, Morrill, Wilson, 
Dawes, Logan, Pike, 

NAYS—27. 
Bayard, Farley, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Gaoue, McPherson, Slater, 
Call, Gorman, Maxey, Vance, / 
Cockrell, Groome Morgan, Vest, 
Coke, Hampton, Pendleton, Walker, 
Colquitt, Jackson, Pugh, Williams. 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Ransom, 

ABSENT—IS8. 
Anthony, Edmunds, Hill, Sabin, 
Brown, Garland, Hoar, Van Wyck, 
Butler, Gibson, Jonas, Voorhees. 
Camden, Harris, Lamar, 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Palmer, 
So the amendment was to 


Mr. MITCHELL. One formal amendment is made necessary by the 
adoption of this amendment. In section 2 of the bill, line 1, after the 
word *‘under,’’ I move to insert ‘‘ section 1 of;’’ so as to read: 

That pensions under section 1 of this act shall be at the rate of $8 per month. 

Otherwise all those entitled to pension under the first section would 
be entitled to $8 a month, whereas they would be entitled under the 
latter to a disability pension according to the actual disability. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the bill as amended, say five hundred 
copies, be printed, and if that provision is made I shall move that the 
Senate adjourn. I want to see the bill as amended before I am called 


upon to vote for or against it. 
XV—344 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to receiving at this 
time the motion proposed by the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope an hour will be fixed when we shall have 
a vote without further debate, as this has been already debated. " 

Mr. HARRIS. So far as I am concerned, I shall not be prepared to 
vote upon the bill until I see it printed as amended, and I therefore 
desire that the bill shall be printed with the amendments agreed to in 
committee. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think myself the request is a reasonable one if 


| the Senator has not had an opportunity to see the amendments; but at 


the same time, as the debate is all exhausted and the amendments prob- 
ably are all in that will be offered, I think we ought to have an agree- 
ment to have a voteon the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to print. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, of course at this time in the evening in 
this atmosphere I do not propose to debate the bill. I simply want to 
say, in justice to myself and on my own account, that I shall not vote 
for it as amended. 

The State of Missouri furnished three regiments to the Mexican war. 


The pending question is on the motion 


| Two of them were mustered into the service and fought the battles of 


Bratito and Sacramento; in the latter battle General Doniphan with 


| 1,086 men defeating 6,000 Mexicans, capturing their batteries with cav- 


alry and giving to military history an expedition which is without a 
rival in ancient or modern times. Those troops marched nine hundred 
miles, captured Santa Fé, Socorro, and Albuquerque; took the whole 
of New Mexico, and while Taylor and Scott were covering the Ameri- 
can arms with imperishable renown in one portion of Mexico they were 
gaining laurels equally as great and glorious upon the soil of New 
Mexico. 

Mr. President, these men are scattered over Missouri, or the rem- 
nants of them, old, impoverished, a great many of them, and pressing 
me with solicitations to vote for this bill. I can not and will not vote 
for this bill amended as it is now. 

The amendment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] adds 
$50,000,000 to the pension-roll as soon as the claims can be adjusted. 
Since I have been in the Senate—and I propose to speak plainly—there 
has been a pretense upon the part of certain Senators that they desired 
to pension the Mexican war soldiers, I say deliberately a pretense, be- 
cause whenever this bill has come up to the issue of a passage it has 
been not shot down in fair and open fight and honorable parliamentary 
warfare, but it has been assassinated and bled to death with amend- 
ments, and the reason of it is, in my judgment, because the Mexican war 
was a Democratic war and fought under a Democratic administration. 
The Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS] in the opening of this debate 
stated the animus which has prompted many Senators upon this floor, 
in my judgment, in regard to this whole measure when he declared 
that the Mexican war was waged in order to extend the areaof African 
slavery, that it was a war of conquest; and he announced in the begin- 
ning of the debate that that was his opinion in regard to it. 

Mr. President, if any war was ever waged under the instinctsof blood 
and natural affection and the irresistible decree of manifest destiny it 
was that Mexican war. The area of Texas had been settled up by 
American citizens, and it was just as impossible to prevent Texas from 
becoming a part of this Union as to keep out the State of Missouri or 
the State of Kansas or any other State. Our people, blood of our blood 
and bone of our bone, had fought a war with Mexico, and had achieved 
their independence. There was notan American citizen, and especially 
in the Southern States, from whose loins these men sprang, that had 
not prayed for them and invoked the blessing of God upon their heroic 
enterprise. So soon as Texas had achieved her independence and had 
applied to the Amcrican Union for admission, Mexico commenced « se- 
ries of insults and outrages upon American citizens that could have but 
one result. . If the American people had then folded their arms and al- 
lowed Texas to have fought out that issue by herself they would have 
covered themselves with eternal and merited ignominy and. disgrace. 
Texas was admitted as a member of the Union, and so soon as she was 
admitted American arms occupied the land between the Nueces and 


| the Rio Grande. 


In addition to the wrongs and outrages perpetrated upon our citi- 


} zens Mexico declared war, and then there could be but one result—?tlx 
| arbitrament of arms. 


That was the cause of the Mexican war, and 
whatever might have been the opinion of patriotic Americans in regar:: 
to the cause of the war, there could have been, and should have bee:), 
but one course after that war was declared. It is true that the great 
Whig party, in which I was reared, seized upon the Mexican war as 
pretense for declaring that it was waged for the Democracy to exten:i 
slavery and to add another tothe list of Democratic States. Mr. Clay, 
the great leader of the Whig party, whom I was taught to revere anil 
love above any mortal man, threw down the gage of battle in the Hall. 
of Congress on this question, but after the war had been declared th: 
great Whig families of Kentucky leaped to the front and poured owt 
their best blood in defense of the American flag. Mr. Clay's favorite 
son fell fighting at the head of his regiment at Buena Vista with Mc- 
Kee by his side. Mr. Webster's son and Ben Hardin’s son were sol- 
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diers in that war, and the immortal answer of the American general, 
Taylor, to Santa Anna was given to him from the lips of Thomas L. 
Crittenden, now on the retired-list of the United States Army, which 
yas echoed in the words of the whole American people, ‘‘ General Tay- 
lor never surrenders.’’ Sir, the Whig party in Kentucky, in Tennes- 
see, and in the other States of the West was true to the flag. It was 
not so everywhere. It was not so in Massachusetts, which furnished 
to the war one regiment, that commanded by Caleb Cushing, not raised 
in Massachusetts, but raised principally in the city of New York. 
Massachusetts was against the war, and I do not wonder that her Sen- 
ator on this floor moved amendments to this bill with the distinct and 
outspoken purpose of destroying and preventing its passage. 

Mr. President, we are told that this bill establishes service pensions, 
and that therefore it ought not to be passed as it came from the House. 
Were not service pensions given after fifty or forty years to the soldiers 
of the Revolution and the soldiers of the war of 1812? Was not the 
first legislation to provide for those who were disabled by wounds or 
by sickness in the war of the Revolution and the war of 1812; and 
afterward were not service pensions given to those soldiers and vet- 
erans? Why not apply the same principle now? Thirty-six years 
have elapsed since the close of the war with Mexico. The youngest 
soldier who then went in defense of his country’s flag is to-day in the 
vicinity of 60 years of age, if not more. Why is it that we hear now 
this clamor against service pensions? 

But we are told in some quarters that we establish a precedent and 
that if we vote now to give service pensions to the Mexican war vete- 
rans we shall soon be called upon to give service pensions to every man 
who fought in the last war between the United and the Confederate 
States. Mr. President, I have never doubted that the time would 
come when every man who bore a sword or musket in that war would 
receive a pension from the country. It is the legitimate consequence 
of our legislation; it is the logical sequence of what we have done here- 
tofore. But is there any necessity now for this class of legislation? 
Do the events surrounding us call on us to give these pensions now to 
the soldiers of the last struggle? Nineteen years only have elapsed 
since the closeof the war between the United and Confederate States. 
When seventeen years more have elapsed, and when the men who went 
to the front, their hearts full of enthusiasm and courage for their coun- 
try, come to the age of 60 years, as have these Mexican war veterans, 
then, if Iam here in the providence of God, I pledge myself to give 
them the same bounty from this Government that I propose now to give 
the soldiers of the war with Mexico. I never doubted that that principle 
would be announced. Thirty-six years have elapsed—thirty-six years 
instead of forty—but, as the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN ] said 
to-day, in the war with Mexico our men, unacclimated, unused to the 
habits of people in a tropical climate, going from the temperate zone, 
came back with enfeebled and weakened constitutions and have dragged 
out their lives in lingering disease. 

Oh, Mr. President, let us understand it. The argument is with those 
who say that the soldiers in the war with Mexico should be pensioned, 
but political prejudice is against us, and the object of the Republican 
party now in this Senate is to put Democratic Senators in such a posi- 
tion by amendments to this bill that if we vote against it on account 
of the amendments, in the coming canvass we shall hear that we are op- 
posed to pensioning the soldiersof the Union. Sir, I have said on this 
floor, and I repeat it again, the country that would not pension the men 
who have been disabled by shot and shell and saber-stroke in her de- 
fense, or who were enfeebled by disease contracted in her service, or 
who after years are found with the decrepitude of age—the country 
that would not pension these men ought to be blotted out from the 
map of Christendom. Isay it again, and I haveso voted, and I expect to. 

1 am in favor of pensioning the soldiers of the Union according to the 
legislation we have established as a precedent and according to the rules 
of justice and of gratitude; but let us apply the same rale, let us not 
spend time here in a political canvass at the expense of the old, decrepit, 
and worn-out Mexican war soldiers. But, sir, I will not establish a 
different rule from that established heretofore by the laws of Congress. 
I will not be forced to vote for the amendments that are put upon this 
bill, and in reply to those of my constituents who come to me with 
trembling limbs and in rags, perhaps, and ask my reason for this vote, 
I will point to the unjust and partisan legislation of the majority of 
this body. 

Mr.CONGER. Mr. President, I had indulged the hope that weshould 
pass through the discussion ofa pension bill without attempting to arouse 
party feeling er partisan feeling, or withoutreference to the kind or char- 
acter of wars in which these soldiers might have been engaged. We 
had passed almost through it until the Senator from Missouri charges 
upon the Repulicans of this side of the House that they make amend- 
ments here in favor of the soldiers of the war of the rebellion and dis- 
criminating to some extent against the soldiers of the Mexican war, as 
he says, because that was a Democratic war and the war of the rebellion 
was a Republican war. 

Mr. VEST. I did not say that. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator said the opposition to one of the clauses 


of this bill in regard to Mexican war soldiers was because that was a 
Democratic war. 
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Mr. VEST. I said that. 

Mr. CONGER. I say the other. 

Mr. VEST. Ah! I did not sayit. 

Mr. CONGER. The only possible inference there can be, the only 
possible reason for dragging in a partisan view of this question is the 
contrast between a Democratic war anda Republican war; and I take 
occasion to call attention to it, that on this pension bill the first and 
only time in which partisanship has been appealed to in any of the 
provisions of this bill is that the Republicans are charged with oppos- 
ing some of the provisions of the bill because it would favor men who 
were engaged in a Democratic war, stopping there, when we are en- 
deavoring to have incorporated in this bill some provisions for those 
glorious men who were e in carrying on a Republican war; and 
there I am willing to let it stand before the country, the charge and 
the answer and the judgment. y 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent was given to en- 
tertain the motion made by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS} 
that five hundred copies of the bill with the amendments be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to say that I want the bill printed with the 
amendments agreed to in italics, so that we can distinguish all the 
amendments agreed to in Committee of the Whole from the textof the 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those directions will be given if the 
motion beadopted. The question is on the motion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. We are ey eee to get through with this 
bill to-night. The motion of the Senator from Tennessee contemplates 
laying it over until to-morrow. I hope we slall be able to come to a 
unanimous understanding that a vote shall be taken at a certain time 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection myself to agreeing to take the 
vote without any further debate at any hour that may be named after 
the bill is printed with the amendments. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is best, I think. ; 

Mr. PLATT. There will be no difficulty about that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. HARRIS. Now I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRISON. Before that is done—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope we shall have unanimous consent—— 

Mr MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent that a vote may be 
taken upon the bill without debate to-morrow at 1 o’clock. 

Several SENATORS. Say 2. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Well, say 2 o’clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. Unless some Senator desires to debate the ques- 
tion further I hope an earlier hour will be named. I desire to call up 
the legislative appropriation bill to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Say 1 o'clock. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The understanding is without debate. 
only require the time to call the roll. I will say 1 o’clock. 

Mr. PLUMB. If we are to have no debate why can we not take the 
vote now? The Senate is as full as it will be to-morrow. 

Several SexaToRS. We want to see the bill in print. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Pennsylvania asks 
that the vote be taken on the bill at 1 o’clock to-morrow. Is there ob- 
jection to that proposition? 

Mr. ALLISON. On the bill and amendments ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the whole question. 

Mr. MAXEY. I object to that. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then I hope Senators will remain here and insist 
on the passage of this bill to-night. It has been stated here repeatedly 
that there is a purpose on this side of the Chamber to defeat legislation 
which shall carry pensions to the Mexican war soldiers. For myself 
I deny it; for this side of the Chamber I deny it, and I know there is 
no such purpose in the mind of any Senator on this side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Was objection made to the under- 
standing to have a vote at 1 o’clock to-morrow ? 

Mr. MAXEY. There was objection made. 

Several SENATORS. No objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was no objection in the hear- 
ing of the Chair. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have already stated that I object, and I do it for 
the reason that the bill as it stands now will require some explanation 
of some votes at least. I propose to place myself in a position to give 
any explanation I think proper. 

Mr. HARRISON. I donot think any one will object to an explana- 
tion of a vote. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have no disposition to argue the bill and have not 
had for ten days, because I have seen its fate clearly and unequivo- 
cally for ten days past; but I can not consent to have a vote taken until 
I put on record my reasons. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest then, if the vote is taken at 1 o’clock, 
the Senator will have an opportunity to make his explanation before 1 
o'clock arrives. I hope he will not object toan hour being named, and 
so arranging that he will have an opportunity to make his explanation. 


It will 
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Mr. MAXEY. I only speak for myself. I propose to do that, and 
I have no doubt there are others who would like the same privilege 
that I claim for myself. : aan 

Mr. JONAS. If we are not to have the time to state our objections 
and give our reasons, we might as well vote now as when the bill shall 
be printed. I do not care t reading the amendments if I can not 
have an opportunity of explaining my views in relation to them before 


I cast my vote. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objections have been made to the un- 


—— roposed. 

Mr. SE BLL. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania that the 
bill be taken up to-morrow after the morning business, under the five- 
minute rule, and that unanimous consent be given to take a vote at 2 
o'clock, or not later’than 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does th¢ Senator from New Jersey 
make the ae: : 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent to that arrangement. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. I mean now as I have meant 
from the beginning of this contest to pension the Mexican war soldiers ; 
and inasmuch as politics have been sandwiched into this little contest, 
I think we might as well go on with it now. I shall object to any 
proposition that comes up except that which a majority of the Senate 
can carry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia objects. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. CONGER and others called for the yeas and nays. 

The on and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and therefore decline to vote 
upon my own motion. 

Mr. JONAS (when his name was called). 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. If he were 
present, I would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] on the bill. 

The roll-call was concluded. 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the Sen- 


I am paired with 


Mr. WALKER. My colleague [Mr. GARLAND] is paired with the 


Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs]. 
The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—26. ; 

Beck, George, Lamar, Slater, 
Jali, rman, Mahone, Vanee, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Maxey, Vest, 
Coke, Hampton, Morgan, Walker, 
Colquitt, Jackson, Pendleton, Williams. 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 
Farley, Kenna, nsom, 
NAYS—29. 

Aldrich, Dolph, Logan, Platt, 
Allison, Frye, McMillan, Riddieberger, 
Blair, Hale, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Wilson. 
Conger, In i Mitchell, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Morrill, 
Dawes, m, Pike, 

ABSEN T—21. 
Anthony, Edmunds, Jonas, Sherman, 
Bayard, Garland, McPherson, Van Wyck, 
Brown, Gibson, Palmer, Voorhees. 
Butler, Harris, Plumb, 
Camden, Hill, Sabin, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Saulsbury, 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask Senators on both sides of the Chamber to come 
to some agreement respecting the vote on the bill. I think the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee, that the bill ought to be printed 
with the amendments, isa very proper one; but if we are to finish the 
business of the session we must facilitate the passage of all the bills 
which are inevitably bound to pass. Of course this is one of them; it 
will pass in some form. 

Now, I to the Senate to take the suggestion of the Senator 
from New ersey, that to-morrow morning after the usual routine busi- 
ness shall be over the bill shall be taken up, and under the five-minute 
rule, or if that is too short, I will say under the ten-minute rule, that 

on both sides of the Chamber shall have an opportunity of 

the question until 2 o’clock, and that then voting shall begin 
upon the bill and amendments. If that can be done I am willing to 
postpone the consideration of the legislative appropriation bill for that 
purpose, as I see the importance of getting this bill out of the way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MAXEY. 


I think the Senator from Iowa will bear me out, 


from the time of my service with him, that I am not in the habit of | ness. 
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I was one of those who made objection to the pro- | 
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boring the Senate with long speeches about anything. I say what I 
have to say in a very few words and in strict accordance with the rules 
in discussing any question. But here is a measure which came from 
the House to the Senate for one single purpose clearly defined on the 
face of the bill. It seemed apparent before the 3d day of this month 
that the bill was to stand or fall upon its own merits. Almost every 
speech that had been made up to that time was in that direction. Some 
of the most prominent and distinguished members of the Republican 
party said that they desired to take up the bill and pass it as it came 
from the House, without amendment. 

To-day an amendment which was placed upon the bill upon the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, as I can catch it, for I de not 
profess to understand it thoroughly, revolutionizes the whole bill. The 
Mexican pension bill, which was the bill brought to us, becomes insig- 
nificant as compared with the amendment which has been puton. The 
effect of that amendment, if I understand it correctly, may be such 
that gentlemen who expected to vote for the bill as it came from the 
House can not vote for the bill as it is now amended. 

I do not care to be placed in a false position. I propose to cast my 
vote fearlessly and independently, but: at the same time I claim the 
right to give the reasons for the faith that isin me. The ten-minute 
rule is proposed. I can say as much as I care to say in ten minutes, and 
I presume others can also. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I trust 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
his objection. 

Mr. MAXEY. 
minutes. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 
Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Virginia will withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Not just now. 
moment possibly. I hope, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia re- 
tain the floor? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir; I merely wish to make a state- 
ment and possibly to withdraw my objection. 

I was going tosay that in objecting to the proposition made by the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey I did so because I thought I saw on both sides of the 
Chamber an indisposition to vote upon the bill at any fixed hour. 1 
have heard a great deal here about the service that these men rendered 
in Mexico, something about burning sands. and disease and all that. 
It does seem to me that if there be anything in the bill it is that we 
p-opose to pension the Mexican war soldiers, and that we might re- 
main here a few hours to pass a bill to give them that pension which 
they earned while they were undergoing all those hardships in Mexico. 

I am opposed to anything like politics in a matter of this sort. I 
have voted here conscientiously forsuch amendments as I thought ought 
to be put on the bill. I have voted against such amendments as I 
thought ought not to be put upon the bill. Now, we have it in such 
a condition that all Senators who mean to pension the Mexican war 
soldiers can in my judgment (I will be pardoned if my judgment is 
faulty) vote for it. To wait until to-morrow without an agreement is 
simply again to say that the Senator from Iowa shall have the privilege 
to call up his appropriation bill, and the Mexican pension bill shail ga 
over as it has been going over for three or four weeks. 

Now, if the Senator from Iowa is willing to say that to-morrow we 
shall take this bill up and that it shall take precedence even of appro- 
priation bills, I shall withdraw my objection; but I am earnestly in 
favor of passing this bill in the condition in which it is, to give pen- 
sions to the soldiers of the Mexican war. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Virginia that I have 
already stated (perhaps he did not hear what I said) that if we could 
come to some agreement now about the bill so as to get it out of the 
way to-morrow within a reasonable time I should not urge the appro- 
priation bill until this bill was disposed of. ThereforeI suggested that 
we take the bill up in the morning immediately after the routine busi- 
ness and continue the discussion under the ten-minute rule until 2 
o’clock and then have a final vote on the bill and amendments without 
further debate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If that agreement can be had I ain cer- 
tainly ready to accept it for one. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
made by the Senator from Iowa. Is there objection ? 
Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator state it again? 
that I understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That immediately after the routine business to- 
morrow morning we shall proceed to the consideration of this bill, al- 
lowing ten minutes’ debate to each Senator who desires until 2 o’clock, 
and that then we proceed to vete on the bill and amendments without 
further debate. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is, allowinga consideration of amendments to 
the bill in the morning ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Immediately, I should say, after the routine busi- 





The Senator from Texas withdraws 
Yes, sir; I do, understanding that I can have ten 


I objected to the proposition made by the 


I shall withdraw it ina 





The Senate has heard the proposition 


I do not know 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
made by the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. MORGAN. I think that in consideration of the other public 
business that has to be performed before Congress adjourns we had better 
make that arrangement, but I do it under protest. The bill as it now 
stands has not been considered by any committee. The Senate has not 
had any opportunity todiseuss it. I donoteven understand the amend- 
ment. I heard itread at the desk, but my hearing is not quite accurate 
enough to catch everything in a bill, and I do not know all the feat- 
ures of this measure. It seems to be a political movement, and I sup- 
pose it is intended to be nothing else but a political movement. 

I should be glad that the Senate would take even alonger time than 
has been proposed to consider it; but inasmuch as we must close this 
session of Congress very soon, inasmuch as we owe that to the country, I 
believe, as a principle of duty, and inasmuch as the Senate have voted 
down my proposition to postpone the consideration of the bill until 
December, so as to make way for other important legislation, I shall 
consent to the proposition, the understanding being that we shall com- 
mence the morning to offer and debate amendments at the close of the 
routine morning business. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, I speak of the routine business, as presenting 
petitions, &c. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
ments at 3 o’clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought the Senator said 3. 
will enlarge the time until 3 o’clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will say 3 o’clock. I will give Sena- 
tors further opportunity for debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa modifies the 
proposition. Is the proposition understood, that immediately after the 
routine morning business to-morrow this bill shall be taken up; that 
ten minutes be allowed to each Senator, and that at 3 o’clock the debate 
shall be closed, and that the voting shall begin on the amendments 
and the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Without debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without debate after 3 0’clock. The 
Chair hears no objection to that understanding. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I move that the Senate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


Is there objection to the proposition 


I understand. 
And reports of committees without debate. 
And that we close debate on the bill and amend- 


At 2 o’clock I stated. 
Did you say 2? 


I hope the Senator 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 23, 1884. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Joun S. Linpsay, D. D. 


The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SPANISH GOVERNMENT PUBLICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from ‘the Secretary of 
State, referring to publications of the senate of Spain presented to the 
House of Representatives; also, transmitting a note from the minister 
of His Majesty the King of Spain in relation to the exchange of publi- 
cations of the two Governments; which was referred to the Cominittee 
on the Library. 


CROATAN LIGHT-HOUSE, NORTH CAROLINA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Light-House 
Board concerning the removal of the Croatan light-house, North Caro- 
lina, to Eightfoot Knoll, and recommending an appropriation therefor 


at the present session; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


WATER SUPPLY, WASHINGTON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attorney- 
General, recommending an extension of the period in which claimants 
under the act of July 15, 1882, chapter 294, ie dates for an increase 
of the water supply in Washington, may sue in the Court 
of Claims; which was referred to the Committee on one District of Co- 
lumbia. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
NICHOLS, on account of sickness. 


J. BR. HASKELL. 


By unanimous consent, the Committee on Military Affairs was oa 
leave to have printed the petition and papers in the case of J. R. Has- 
kell, for the use of the committee. 


JUNE 23, 


BUSINESS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. ROSECRANS. By direction of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs I present and ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The’SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on the evenings of the first and second days after the passage 
of the sundry civil bill the House shall take a recess at 5 o’clock, to reassemble 
at 8 o’clock for the sole purpose of considering bills from the Committee on 


Ee Affairs and Senate bills on the Speaker's table the subjects-matter of 
which have been considered by the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the bills to be considered will be named. 

Mr. DUNN. What length of time is this order proposed to con- 
tinue? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. For two evenings only. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the regular order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of States and Terri- 
tories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions. Under this 
call resolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legislatures are 


in order for reference; also resolutions of inquiry addressed to the heads 
of Departments. 


JAMES ROACH. 

Mr. SEYMOUR introduced a bill (H. R. 7381) for the relief of James 
Roach; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGET ROACH. 

Mr. SEYMOUR also introduced bill (H. R. 7382) granting a pension 
to Bridget Roach; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

CAPT. PETER J. WELSCHBIELLIG. 

Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. 7383) to rerate the pension of 
Capt. Peter J. Welschbillig; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE MARTIN. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 7384) to increase the pen- 
sion of George W. Martin; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES N. RICHARDS. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 7385) granting a pension 
to James N. Richards; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA M. BYERS. 

Mr. WARD also introduced a bill (H. R. 7386) granting a pension 
to Eliza M. Byers; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES AGNEW. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. 7387) for the relief of 
James Agnew; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ELZA RUCKER. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 7388) forthe re- 
lief of Elza Rucker; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

N. G. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 7389) for the benefit of N 
G. Alexander; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN BURNAM. 

Mr. HALSELL also introduced a bill (H. R. 7390) fur t!-e benefit of 
John Burnam; which was read a first and second time,  - ed to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TIMOTHY MURPHY. 

Mr. MORSE introduced a bill (H. R. 7391) granting a pension to 
Timothy Murphy; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ANN LITTLE. 

Mr. MORSE also introduced a bill (H. R. 7392) granting nsion 
to Ann Little; which was read a first and second time, re: ferred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GULF AND SHIP ISLAND RAILROAD. 

Mr. MULDROW presented a memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Mississippi, in favor of the extension of land grants to aid in 
the continuation of the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

PAYNE AND THOMAS C. WOOD. 


Mr. GRAVES (by Mr. ALEXANDER) introduced a bill (H. R. 7393) 
for the relief of Payne and Thomas C. Wood; which was read a first 
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and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 
F. E. PEABODY. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, introduced a bill (H. R. 7394) grant- 
ing a pension to F. E. Peabody; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN Q. GAULT. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, aiso introduced a bill (H. R. 7395) 
granting a pension to John Q. Gault; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. re 
; FISHERIES ON ATLANTIC COAST. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (H. R. 7396) for the protection of fish- 
eries on the Atlantic coast; which was read’a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. To what committee does the gentleman desire this 
bill referred ? 

Mr. KEAN. The bill is a copy of a bill originally introduced in the 
Senate. It was there referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and afterward, when the Committee on Fish and Fisheries was ap- 
pointed, tothat committee. I suppose it should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on — Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Docs it in any way affect the relations between 
the United States and any foreign nation? 

Mr. KEAN. That is what it is supposed to do. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM B. HARTLEY. 

Mr. HARDY introduced a bill (H. R. 7397) for the relief of Will- 
iam B. Hartley; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and 
ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H. TUCKER. 

Mr. HARDY also introduced a bill (H. R. 7398) for the relief of 
George H. Tucker; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, 
and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES TAYLOR AND OTHERS. 

Mr. SLOCUM introduced a bill (H. R. 7399) for the relief of James 
Taylor and others; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY TO STREET RAILROADS. 

Mr. SLOCUM also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 273) author- 
izing the President to grant privileges of constructing street railroads 
the right of way near government land; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

APPRAISEMENT OF IMPORTED MERCHANDISE. 


Mr. HUTCHINS introduced a bill (H. R. 7400) to amend the laws 
— the appraisement of imported merchandise; which was read 
a first second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MINTHORNE TOMPKINS AND OTHERS. 
Mr. HUTCHINS also introduced a bill (H. R. 7401) for the relief of 
Minthorne Tompkins and others; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 
* HENRY CARY WEIR. 
Mr. BEACH introduced a bill (H. R. 7402) for the relief of Henry 
Cary Weir; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


CITIZENS OF MACON COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA, 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 7403) for the relief of sundry 
citizens of Macon County, North Carolina; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES G. HICKEY. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 7404) granting a pension to 
James G. Hickey, late of Company G, Third Tennessee Infantry; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

LIBRARY OF SURGEON-GENERAL’S OFFICE. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 274) to print 
additional of volume 4 of the Index Catalogue of the Library of 
the S ’s Office; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN HOLLINS M’BLAIR. 
Mr. MURRAY introduced a bill (H. R. 7405) for relief of John Hol- 


lins McBlair; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


| 
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GEORGE LEMON. 

Mr. McCORMICK introduced a bill (H. R. 7406) for the relief of 
George Lemon, Company G, Fourth Regiment United States Infantry ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. FRANCES REA. 


Mr. PATTON introduced a bill (H. R. 7407) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Frances Rea, mother of John J. W. Rea; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM GIBSON. 


Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 7408) for the relief of Com- 
mander William Gibson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

CLERK OF COMMITTEE ON ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. MUTCHLER introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 275) relating 

to the salary of the clerk of the Committee on Accounts; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Accounts, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN P. STAUSELL. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, introduced a bill (H. R. 7409) for the 
relief of John P. Stausell, of Chester County, Tennessee, late private 
Sixth Tennessee Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE OVER TENNESSEE RIVER. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7416) to 
give the assent of Congress for the construction of a bridge by the Nash- 
ville, Jackson and Memphis Railroad Company over the Tennessee 
River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS F. PURNELL. 


Mr. HANCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 7411),for the relief of 


Thomas F. Purnell, of Austin, Tex.; which was read a first and second 
time. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House this bill should go 
to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. HANCOCK. It relates to matters connected with the Depart- 


ment of Justice, and I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


The motion was agreed to, and the bill was accordingly referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


FUNDING UNITED STATES DEBT. 


Mr. HANCOCK also introduced a bill (H. R. 7412) to authorize the 
funding of the entire bonded debt of the United States in 2 per cent. 


fifty-year bonds, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time. 


Mr. BELFORD. I call for the reading of the bill. 
The bill was read at length. 


The bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and 
ordered to be printed. 
Some time subsequently 


Mr. BELFORD asked and obtained unanimous consent that the bill 
be printed in the RECORD. 
The bill is as follows: 


A bill to authorize the funding of the entire bonded debt of the United States in 
fifty-year 2 per cent. bonds, and for other purposes. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au- 
thorized to receive at the Department of the Treasury of the United States, from 
time to time as they may be presented, any interest-bearing bonds of the United 
States outstanding at the date of the passage of this act, and to issue in exchange 
therefor an equal amount in bonds of the United States bearing interest at 
the rate of 2 per cent. per annum, payable on the Ist day of January, April, 
July, and October of each year; the bonds so issued to be exempt from the pay- 
ment of all taxes or duties of the United States, and from taxation in any form 
by or under State or municipal authority, and to be and become due and pay- 
able fifty years from and after the date of their issue: Provided, Thatthere shall 
be set apart from the revenues of the Government and annually applied to the 
purchase of said bonds a sum equal to one-half of 1 per cent. of the amount of 
such bonds shown by the monthly statement of the public debt of the United 
States issued by the Department of the Treasury on the Ist day of July of each 
year to be outstanding on that day, together with an amount equal to the interest 
annually accruing thereon; the whole amount represented by the bonds so pur- 
chased to constitute a sinking fund in the Treasury of the United States to be 
set apart for the final redemption of the bonds issued by authority of this act 
when the same shall become due and payable: Provided further, That nothing 
in this act shall be construed to authorize any increase of the bonded indebted- 
ness of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That the Treasurer of the United States shall be, and hereby is, const !- 
tuted commissioner of the sinking fund thus created, whose duty it shali be, 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, to super- 
vise and control the purchase of said bonds in the manner and to the extent 
herein authorized, ond to keep a correct and detailed record of each purchase, and 


annually report the result of his operations to the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
shall transmit the same to Congress. 

Sec. 3. That authority to carry the provisions of this act into effect, by such 
regulationsand forms as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, conferred 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sec. 4. That all laws or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed, 
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RILEY H. SMITH. 

Mr. GOFF introduced a bill (H. R. 7413) for the relief of Riley H. 
Smith; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The call of States and Territories was then resumed and concluded. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of States and Territories. 
If there is no objection, the Chair will recognize gentlemen who were 
not in their seats when their States were called for the introduction of 
bills and joint resolutions for reference. 

There was no objection. 

WILLIAM MOSS. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a bill (H. R. 7414) for the re- 
lief of William Moss; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


JABEZ CHAMBERLAIN. 
Mr. PEEL introduced a bill (H. R. 7415) for the relief of Jabez 


Chamberlain; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
ELLEN CHABOT. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill (H. R. 
7416) for the relief of Ellen Chabot; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 

STEPHEN SAUER. 
fr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, 2lso introduced a bill (H. R. 7417) for 
the relief of Stephen Sauer; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
MARIA SPILLEN. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, also introduced a bill (H. R. 7418) for 
the relief of Maria Spillen; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS 0. ROBINSON. 

Mr. CONNOLLY introduced a bill (H. R. 7419) granting a pension 
to Thomas O. Robinson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE OVER THE CUMBERLAND RIVER. 

Mr. McMILLIN introduced a bill (H. R. 7420) to give the assent of 
Congress to the construction of a railroad bridge by the Cincinnati, 
Green River and Nashville Railroad Company over the Cumberland 
River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

J. C, AND R. L. YUILLE. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, introduced a bill (H. R. 7421) for the relief 
of J. C. and R. L. Yuille, of Mobile, Ala.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ALEXANDER HALL. 


Mr. RIGGS introduced a bill (H. R. 7422) to increase the pension of 
Alexander Hall; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, 

SAMUEL D. HARPER. 


Mr. HEPBURN introduceda bill (H. R. 7423) for the relief of Samuel 
D. Harper, of Humiston, Iowa, late private Company K, Thirtieth Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM SEAMANS. 

Mr. HANBACK introduced a bill (H. R. 7424) for the reliefof Will- 
iam Seamans; which was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN R. FARRELL. 


Mr. COLLINS introduced a bill (H. R. 7425) for the relief of John 
R. Farrell; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ECLECTIC INSTITUTE AND SANITARIUM. 


Mr. MOULTON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7426) to in- 
corporate the National Eclectic Institute and Sanitarium of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; ~vhich was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee gx the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by a unanimous 
vote of the Committee on Appropriations to ask to suspend the rules 
and pass, after reading and a debate of fifteen minutes on each side, 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; but I have been directed by the 
committee to allow to be offered some seven amendments, the principal 
being that reported, as we are advised, by the unanimous vote of the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, relating to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


the pay of district attorneys, assistant district attorneys, marshals, 
clerks of courts, and incidental expenses in relation to carrying on 
judicial proceedings i in the Federal courts. 

Another amendment which I desire to submit to a vote of this House 
is in relation to payment to the heirs of Mr. Herron, of Louisiana, and 
Mr. Updegraff, of Ohio, formerly members of this House. 

Another amendment | provides for one month’s extra pay to the House 
employés—the same provision which has been adopted in the sundry 
civil appropriation bill for three years past. 

Another amendment is in relation to the authority asked by the Sec- 
retary of War to sell certain arsenals now of no use, and to cover the 
money received therefor into the Treasury of the United States. 

Another amendment is te pay Mr. Courts, clerk of the Committee on 
Appropriations, for services rendered to a commission created by law to 
make examination with a view to the equalization of the salaries of 
Senate and House employés. 

I believe the other two amendments are clerical. I will only add 
that there is printed in the bill a proposition that hereafter no speeches 
not delivered shall be printed in the Recorp. The committee, deem- 
ing that this provision would cause objection to the motion which, as 
I have said, I submit by the unanimous voice of the committee, have 
agreed to strike that provision from the bill. 

Mr. BELFORD. I give notice to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations that I desire to move an amendment to the section of 
this bill relating to miscellaneous objects, so as to appropriate $500,000 
to the construction and maintenance of a home for disabled soldiers of 
the confederate army. Does the gentleman intend to allow me to offer 
that amendment ? 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman submitted that pro’ 
House and it was referred to the committee. 
bill. 

Mr. 

Mr. 
mine. 

Mr. BELFORD. What did thegentleman say ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I say the way to accomplish the gentleman’s ob- 
ject is for the House to determine. ‘. 
Mr. BELFORD. Very well. I desire tooffer thisamendment. I am 
aRepublican. I havemade this proposition in the interest of the South. 
You have 72 Democratic majority; and you are afraid to consider it. 

I object to unanimous consent. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. BELFORD). 

Mr. BELFORD. No; I will not. 
for a month. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do I understand the gentleman from Colorado to 
object to this motion, made under the unanimous instruction of the 
Committee on Appropriations? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the last remark of 
the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. BELFORD. I have simply asked for the consideration of a 
proposition coming from a Northern and Western Republican which 
Southern Democrats are afraid to consider. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not risefor the purpose of making ob- 
jection; but on page 45 of this bill there is a provision in reference to 
the Tenth Census, proposing to close up the whole census business with 
an appropriation of $10,000. I am satisfied, from authentic documents 
which I have in my possession, that this sum ought to be increased. I 
ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to make this matter an exception, 
so that I may offer an amendment to this part of the bill and state to the 
House my reasons for it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Individually I favor the proposition of the gentle- 
man from New York; but I have no instructions from the committee to 
admit such an amendment. I will say, however, since the gentleman 
from New York has stated he does not mean to make any objection to 
this motion, thatI will co-operate with him, so far as I may be able, to 
secure before the final passage of this bill the legislation which he seeks. 

Mr. KEIFER. Before this matter is finally submitted to the House, 
some members of the committee on this side desire to make some sug- 
gestions in reference to it. While we assent so far as we individually 
can to the arrangement that unanimous consent be given for the pur- 
pose of suspending the rules and passing this bill, reserving the right 
to submit certain amendments as stated by the chairman of the com- 
mittee, we wish it distinctly understood that the amendment relating 
to salaries of United States marshals and district attorneys is to be con- 
sidered subject to amendment, subject to discussion, and subject to 
points of order, as if it were considered in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. Now, that is as far as I desire to make any 
statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say in reply-—— 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope unanimous consent will be given. 

Mr. RANDALL. My understanding of the recommendation of the 
committee in regard to the amendment to which the gentleman refers 
is that it shall be open to discussion and amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. And to points of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. And to points of order as well. 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes; it is with that understanding. 


ition to the 
It is not inserted in this 


BELFORD. What bill can you put it in, except this? 
RANDALL. That will be a matter for the House to deter- 


Withdraw your objection. 
I will stand and fight this matter 
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| 
Mr. RANDALL. That it shall be considered in the House on these thought it better that the minority should give its assent to the sug- 
ts as in Committee of the Whole House. gestion of the majority of the committee and allow this bill to be passed 
Mr. CANNON. As one of the minority members of the Committee | in the manner proposed, under the suspension of the rules. 





on A jiations I reluctantly gave my consent to the proposition _ Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I concur in the main with the re- 
which is submitted tothe House, namely, that unanimous consent shall | marks made by the gentleman from Kansas, who has just taken his 


be given to move to suspend the rules and pass this bill with the excep- | seat, as to this bill, that it is a reasonably fair bill. I differ with him 
tions named. I say I reluctantly gave my consent after the lapse of | only in this respect, that I think there are some provisions in the bill 
nearly seven months since the Congess convened, which time has been | that ought not to be in it, while my friend thinks there are some omis- 
frittered and wasted in my opinion—time in which this bill could and | sions that should besupplied. I do not agree with him in that respect, 
should have been re and considered under the rules in the ordi- | and think there are provisions in it that would even be subject to the 
nary manner. | point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. If it is important I should hear what the gentle- | There are many reasons why the bill should be disposed of at the 
man from Illinois is saying I only want to say that I have not heard a earliest possible moment, but with the understanding that the seven 
word of it. amendments named by the chairman of the committee shall be allowed 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is important that every mem- to be acted upon separately, to be open for debate and amendment and 
ber on the floor should hear what is said when public matters are | subject to the point of order, as I understand to be the pending proposi- 
under consideration, and he will endeavor to secure order for that pur- | tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. It occurs to me that the 
pose. Gentlemen will resume their seats and stop conversation. better policy is to take the course proposed by him in conformity with 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. the views of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to state in this respect that I am controlled 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to know whether this debate is in | in my action in the matter of not giving this bill in Committee of the 
order ? Whole more thorough and searching examination, by the fact that I hope 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. the House will have the necessary time to take action upon the impor- 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I give notice if there is to be political debate | tant seriesof measures reported from the Committee on the Public Lands; 
indulged in on this matter I shall object to it. and I hope now the House will not wish to adjourn without ample time 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope gentlemen will not bring politics into this | to consider fully and mature the legislation suggested. In view, there- 
matter. fore, of the fact that if the time fixed for adjournment is to be concur- 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is why I am objecting to it. red in, I have agreed to the action proposed here, so that the important 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands an effort is being made on | measures to which I have referred may have ample time for considera- 
the floor to harmonize the views of gentlemen so the motion indicated | tion, which I hope the House will devote to them. 
may be submitted. Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to object to or in- 

















Mr. CANNON. I wish to submit a remark or two, Mr. Speaker, in 
explanation or excuse of my concurrence with the view of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations in asking unanimous consent. Iwas proceeding 
to say that nearly seven months had elapsed since the convening of this 
Congress, in which, in my opinion, this bill ought to have been reported 
and considered under the rules of the House and passed. Neverthe- 
less it has not been, and we have now reached the 23d day of June. 
Members, I believe, on both sides, so far as I have’ been informed, are 
desirous of adjourn and it is feared, and perhaps with considerable 
reason, that if this bill is to be considered in Committee of the Whole 
under the rule, open to amendment and discussion, it will throw the 
adjournment beyond the 3d or 4th day of July. I mustsay I have my- 
self some fear that would be the case. 

I wish to say further, in many respects, in my opinion, the bill is a 
good one. Insome respects I think itis not. I believe in some respects 
it ought to be amended. But I have been willing under the circum- 
stances to give my consent to the proposition, hoping it would bring 
about a speedy adjournment, and trusting elsewhere the bill might re- 
ceive amendments which are proper. 

Mr. RANDALL. In answer to the gentleman from Illinois I want 
to say that this bill contains items requiring great research and study, 
and that I have, and I think the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Appropriations have, given four months of close consideration and study 
to the subject. It is an omnium gatherum bill, and necessarily comes in 
toward the end of a session. Let me further remind the gentleman from 
Illinois that in the first session of the last Congress this bill was not pre- 
sented until the expiration of the fiscal year; in other words, it did not 
come here until after the 30th June, 1883, and that we were therefore 
compelled to pass a general bill continuing the appropriations beyond 
the date of the expiration of the then expiring fiscal year. So that the 
gentleman readily sees we have been perplexed not to the same extent 
they were perplexed, but to the extent that has prevented an earlier re- 
porting of this bill. 

But I rose principally to correct any impression that might be inferred 
from the gentieman’s remark that this bill had not full consideration 
in the committee. On the contrary, sir, it has had the fullest consid- 
eration and study, and I do not think I am transgressing the rule when 
I say I have not heard to the contrary on the part of any member of 
this committee but this was a fair, reasonable, and just bill in the pur- | 
poses and amounts given for the objects included in it. 

Mr. BELFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania one question, whether he will allow me to offer the amendmen 
that I have suggested to this bill? é 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, as one of the subcommittee who partici- 
pated in the preparation of this bill I concur in the statement made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on A i that the subcommittee did devote a great | 
deal of time, attention, and thought to this bill in its preparation. | 
In the main I regard the bill as a reasonably fair one. 

_ There are some things not provided for which I could wish were pro- | 
vided for. There are some appropriations for certain objects which I | 
regard as insufficient for the purposes contemplated. Buton the whole, | 
after careful consideration of it, and in view of the almost unanimous | 
desire, I believe, on both sides of the House, and undoubtedly of the 
entire country, for an early adjournment of this session of Congress, I | 










terfere with the proposition recommended by the Committee on Appro- 
priations whether the proposition I have now to submit be accepted or 
not. But I ask unanimous consent of the committee and of the House 
to beallowed to offer, on the same conditions that the other amendments 
are proposed, the amendment I now send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposition for the infor- 
mation of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall apply the surplus revenues at any 
time in the Treasury in excess of $100,000,000, not otherwise appropriated, to the 
redemption of United States bonds; and when any of said bonds are redeema- 


ble at the pleasure of the Government it shall not be lawful to apply any portion 
of said surplus to the purchase of bonds at a premium. 


Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations did not con- 
sider this matter, not having had it before then. But I join the gen- 
tleman from Illinois in asking the House, and I do this of course not 
under instructions from the committee, but none the less heartily, that 
unanimous consent may be given to have a vote upon this proposition 
subject to the point of order and the other conditions which apply to 
the amendment before suggested. 

Mr. CHASE. The point of order being still reserved ? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Not having clearly understood the amendment 
from the reading, I therefore object for the present. Possibly later in~ 
the day, after an examination of the subject, I may withdraw the ob- 
jection; but I desire for the present to be understood as interposing an 
objection. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. Will it be proper for me at this time to suggest that 
I am heartily in accord with that proposition? [Laughter. } 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I certainly have no desire 
to play the réle.of obstructionist. I recognize, in common with gen- 
tlemen on both sides of the House, the necessity of an early adjourn- 
ment of this session. 

But let us see what is proposed to be done here. We have presente: 
a bill of some 2,00 lines appropriating $21,000,000 in round num- 
bers. Of its contents the House has not been advised. The Com- 


“mittee on Appropriations under the rule bring in their bill, and al- 


though there may be an overwhelming majority of the House disposed 
to increase the appropriations, it can not be done. Practically the 
Committee on Appropriations are absolute in determining for what 
public purposes appropriations shall be made and how much shall be 
made. 

They not only formulate the bill, but they bring it into the House 
and say to us, ‘‘ We propose to ask the House that the question oi 


| amendment shall be wholly confined to the Committee on Appropria- 
| tions; we not only ask you to take the bill so far as thecommittee have 


framed it, but all amendments that are to be offered to it are simply 
those which the chairman of the committee holds in his hand and which 
have been suggested by the committee itself.’’ Now, if we are to take 


| the work of the committee and are to be confined in these amendments 


to the will of the committee, I think we had better adopt the resolu- 
tion which is usually accepted by political conventions—send this bill 
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again to the Committee on Appropriations with all the amendments 
that are suggested to it without debate, and when they have completed 
their work let them bring the bill here and I will vote for it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana object to the re- 
quest which has been made? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I shall not under the circumstances ob- 
ject, out I desire to enter my protest against this kind of legislation, 
this thing of putting upon passage in the House of Representatives the 
mere work of a committee without any opportunity to have the bill 
read or to hear the various items discussed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thebill will beread. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! 1} 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL 
moves to suspend the rules and pass the bill, allowing fifteen minutes 
debate on each side, and allowing the amendments he has indicated to 
be offered and voted on inthe House. As to the amendment to be pro- 
posed as the Chair understands by the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Department of Justice, it isto be subject to points of order and open 
to amendment and discussion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Each of the amendments. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand I was recognized as objecting to the 
proposition offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morrison]. 

The SPEAKER. Yes; that is not before the House. 

Mr. CHACE. I desire to inquire if it is understood that all amend- 
ments are to be subject to points of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to say points of order might be made against the amendment 
proposed in relation to the fees and salaries of marshals, commissioners 
of United States courts, &c. 

Mr. RANDALL. And other amendments. 

The SPEAKER. That will be the understanding. 

Mr. KEIFER. That there may be no misunderstanding, I wish to 
state how I understand this agreement. This substitute for a portion 
of the bill proposed by the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice is, as I understand, to be considered as an amendment, 
but considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KEIFER. Inthe House as in Committee of the Whole, subject 
to points of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. And amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That was the understanding of the Chair. There 
being no objection the motion will be considered as seconded, and there 
will be thirty minutes allowed for debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is part of the motion, that the bill be read. 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthere be noobjection the rules will be considered 
as suspended, and the bill is now before the House under the arrange- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
that there shall be thirty minutes of debate on the bill, fifteen minutes 
for and fifteen against, after which the amendments will be considered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now ask that the bill be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania (interrupting the reading). Inas- 
much as it will take fully an hour to read this bill I ask unanimous 
consent be given that the reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. POLAND. I understand this is to be the only reading of the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox, of New York). It will be 
the only reading ofthe bill. - 

Mr. McMILLIN. I object to the reading of the bill being dis- 
pensed with. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. When he had read the 
paragraphs relating to the Government Hospital for the Insane, 

Mr. BELFORD said: I desire to inquire if an amendment at this 
time is in order—an amendment to come in at the end of the paragraphs 
just read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp). An amendment is not 
in order at t istime. The bill will be read through, after which there 
will be allowed fifteen minutes of debate on each side. 

Mr. BELFORD. I heard it announced by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that certain amendments should be consid- 
ered. I desire to offer my amendment at the end of the paragraph which 
has just been read. If it is not in order now, I wish to inquire when 
it will be in order, if in order at all. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis not in order at this time. The 
bill will be read through. . 

The Clerk resumed the@eading of the bill. When he had read the 
following paragraph, on page 62, 

To purchase additional grounds at or near Philadelphia, Pa., for a national 
cemetery , $15,000, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, said: T-wish to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations a question in regard to this item. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 


from Missouri that nothing is in order at this time except the reading | 


of the bill. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Is it not in order to ask a question for : 


information? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not at this time. After the reading 
of the bill is completed there will be allowed fifteen minutes for debate 
on each side, and then the information which the gentleman desires can 
be elicited. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I wanted to ask the chairman if this 
item providing for the appropriation of money for purchase of ground 
for cemetery purposes in his own city is not new legislation and not in 
the line of retrenchment, the points raised by him that excluded the 
items from the deficiency bill for street improvements around public 
buildings at Saint Louis. An objection would have excluded this, but 
I will not make it. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. When he had read the 
following paragraph, on page 83, 

And no speech or portion of a speech or remarks shall be printed in the Recorp 
that shall not have n delivered upon the floor of Congress in open session, 

Mr. RYAN said: I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the 
committee to the provision which has just been read, that no speech or 
remarks shall be printed in the RECORD that have not been delievered 
upon the floor of Congress. I understood that that was stricken out of 
the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. After the reading of the bill is completed I will 
move to amend it in that particular. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is being read as reported by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. The proposed amendments will be disposed of 
afterward. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6526) making an appropriation for the completion of 
the sewerage system of the District of Columbia. 


|/SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7380) mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. , Under the agreement made by unanimous consent 
there is to be allowed thirty minutes for debate upon this bill, fifteen 
minutes to be occupied by those who desire to speak in support of the 
bill and fifteen minutes by those who desire to oppose the bill, after 
which the amendments will be considered in their order. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire the consent of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations to submit a request in reference to a clause to 
be found on page 77 of this bill, which reads thus: 

That hereafter the Public Printer is required to print not more than one 
volume each year of the decisions and opinions of the First awe of the 
Treasury Department, with such explanatory matter as he may furnish, and to 
furnish to him not more than one hundred copies of each volume. 

I desire to say that that clause is in exact accordance with the pres- 
ent law so far as it authorizes the printing of one volume each year, 
and it in no sense changes the present law except that it gives to the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury one hundred copies to be distributed 
by him. It does not reduce the number to be printed, and leaves 1,900 
copies undi of. I wish toask unanimous consent to strike that 
whole clause out of the bill, because it does not reduce the number to . 
be printed, and as I have said does not change the existing law in any 
respect except that it gives the First Comptroller of the Treasury one 
hundred copies of each volume. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLman], 
who drew this clause will agree with me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The intention is not to print more than 100 copies. 

Mr. RANDALL. And that is what thisaccomplishes. The original 
act provides for printing 9,000 copies. This proposes to continue the 
printing to the extent of 100 copies only. Another clause at the end 
of the paragraph in relation to public printing repeals all laws incon- 
sistent with this bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. Undoubtedly, so far as they are inconsistent. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman wants to make it any plainer—— 

Mr. KEIFER. Weeither ought to provide specifically that a certain 
number only shall be printed or we ought to strike out this entire para- 
graph. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am willing that unanimous consent be given to 
insert a proviso that there shall be printed only 100 copies, to be given 
to the First Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Mr. KEIFER. Under the present Jaw each member of Congress is 
entitled to 14 copies for distribution. This paragraph does not change 
the law in that respect, and I do not want to change it. I do not, 
however, see the necessity of putting this clause in the bill and allowing 
9,000 copies to be printed, and leaving 1,900 copies undisposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The intention of the committee was to limit the 


publication to 100 copies of each volume, and one volume per year, the 


100 copies to be for the use of the Treasury officials, to be distributed 
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by the First Comptroller himself. The intention of the committee 
was not to publish any more than that number. 
Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman will agree with me that this does 
not affect the number to be printed. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I am stating now what was the purpose of the 
committee, which was to limit the number to 100 copies, for the use of 
officials. 


Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman will agree that that is not accom- 
plished by this clause, will he not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am afraid it is not. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it is; but still I am willing to make it 
plainer, if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] or the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] will suggest words to make it so. 

Mr. KEIFER. I do not consent that the limitation of the number 
shall be 100 copies in all. I thought it best to have the whole clause go 
out by unanimous consent. r 

Mr. RANDALL.. I shall object to that. ican see no reason for 
printing 9,000 copies of that book. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is of no value in the world. 

Mr. RANDALL. If any gentleman wants the fifteen minutes in op- 
position to this bill I am now ready to yield. I do not desire to occupy 
any time now myself in the advocacy of the bill. [Afterapause.] No 
one seeking the floor, I will submit an amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me two min- 
utes? 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to know what the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] proposes to do with his time? 

Mr. RANDALL. I will yield fifteen minutes tothe gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. RYAN], to be disposed of as he sees fit. 

Mr. CHACE. Is that the fifteen minutes in advocacy of this bill 
which was to be controlled by the other side? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no ‘‘ other side’’ en this bill. 

Mr. RYAN. I will yield five minutes of the time to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL] yields fifteen minutes of time in support of the bill to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN]. I suppose those who desire to 
oppose the bill will be entitled to the rest of the time allowed for de- 
bate 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands, according to the arrange- 
ment made by unanimous consent this morning, and which was an- 
nounced by the Chair, that fifteen minutes’ time is to be allowed to 
those who desire to support the bill and fifteen minutes to those who 
desire to oppose it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania, as I un- 
derstand, yields fifteen minutes in support of the bill to the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, Mr. Speaker, it is hard to arrive at a dis- 
tinction in this matter. I have yielded fifteen minutes to the gentle- 
‘man from Kansas as the minority member of the subcommittee. Of 
course the other fifteen minutes I shall control in my own right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will thefifteen minutes now to be occupied exhaust 
the time for discussion on this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not in accordance with 
the understanding. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir, and it is not to be executed in that way. 
If there be gentlemen here who want to occupy fifteen minutes in op- 
position to the bill, it is not my purpose to deprive them of the oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. RYAN. I yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire in the five minutes yielded 
to me by the gentleman from Kansas to give the reasons why I objected 
to the consideration of the amendment the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MorRISON] sought to offer to this bill. As I understand we 
have in the Treasury unappropriated about $150,000,000. Of this sum 
$75,000,000 or $80,000,000 is silver. The result of the gentleman’s 
amendment would be immediately to force from the Treasury in gold 
all the available funds in excess of $100,000,000, leaving there—the 
bonds are to be redeemed in gold—$75,000,000 or $80,000,000 silver and 
$20,000,000 or $25,000,000 in gold Under the operation of the amend- 
ment, as gold and silver come into the Treasury the gold will be 
forced out to redeem the bonds and into the hands of the bondholders, 
leaving only the’silver remaining. To that I am opposed, and that is 
one of the grounds-of my objection. 

Another objection is, that under the provisions of the gentleman’s 
amendment this excess above $100,000,000 must be used in retiring 3 
per cent. bonds, thereby striking at the basis of the national-bank cir- 
_ culation and the national-bank system. If, in carrying out such a meas- 

ure, money were to be saved by the Government, I could not perhaps 
defend this objection, but so far as concerns all the bonds which are the 
basis of the circulation of the national banks, the interest to the Gov- 
ernment is only 2.10 per cent. Under the phraseology of the amend- 
ment redemption must take place and no purchases can be made, though, 
as I understand at the rates at which other bonds are sold in the market | 
to-day, the Government can buy them and save interest at the rate of 
2} per cent. While there might be this saving on the part of the Gov- 
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ernment by purchasing bonds rather than redeeming them, yet for some 
reason, which I do not understand, redemption is to be forced. 

Mr. MORRISON. The gentleman will allow me a moment. I was 
not in my seat when he commenced his remarks 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have but five minutes. 

Mr. MORRISON. I desiretoknow whether the gentleman has with- 
drawn his objection ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have not. 

Mr. MORRISON. ThenI must object to this debate. The amend- 
ment is not before the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The latitude allowed in the consideration of general 
appropriation bills permits the statement which Iam making. This 
bill is being discussed as in Commitee of the Whole, and I hope this 
interruption will not be taken out of my time. 

Mr. MORRISON. By reason of the gentleman’s objection the 
amendment is not before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] has expired. 

Mr. CHACE. I submit that this interruption should not come out 
of the gentleman’s time. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morri- 
SON] has occupied the time of the gentleman from New York with a 
matter extraneous to the question before the House and not introduced 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The interruption occupied haif a 
minute. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand the Chair to say that I have oceu- 
pied five minutes? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I never knew time to fly so swiftly. [Laughter. ] 
If the gentleman from Kansas will give me one minute more? I desire 
only to say that I am most emphatically opposed to considering legis- 
lation which may be so serious in its consequences in the form of a rider 
upon a general appropriation bill, to receive only scanty consideration 
coming here in this manner at this late day in the session, and so far as 
I know without having been submitted to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury or having been considered by a committee. In the amounts of 
money I have stated I have not the figures before me, but I doubt not 
I have closely approximated to correct amounts. I believe the effect of 
the gentleman’s amendment will be a forced retirement of national- 
bank currency, and this is not the time to give the country experimental 
legislation. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. MORRISON. I desire to say a word or two in reply to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Morrison]. 

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, I was not in my seat when the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] commenced his remarks, and 
have heard but little of what he has said with reference to the amend- 
ment which I proposed and was prevented from making because of 
his objection. From what I did hear of what he said I am led to be- 
lieve that he misapprehends the purpose of the proposed amendment. 
Its object is simply to reach the surplus in the Treasury. 

The reply to the House or statement recently made by the Secretary 
of the Treasury shows that there was then, March 5, money in the 
Treasury amounting to $498,735,509.14. A part of this sum is held for 
the redemption of the notes of national banks which have failed or for 
which the Government is otherwise liable. Other large sums are in 
the Treasury for specific purposes, and all these go to make up the aggre- 
gate amount stated and are to be deducted from this aggregate to as- 
certain the surplus. When so deducted the surplus is found to be about 
$150,000,000. This sum is unappropriated and is not held for any trust 
orfor any specificobject. The only legitimate purpose for which itis now 
kept inthe Treasury is for the redempticn or payment of Treasury notes 
which may be presented for payment. 

To create this surplus or reserve fund it will be remembered by 
those who have given attention to the subject the then Secretary sold 
bonds amounting to $95,000,000, some bearing interest as high as 5 
per cent., and this sum has been since increased from the current reve- 
nues to about $150,000,000. It was first called a resumption fund, 
then a reserve fund, and now surplus. 

In conversation with the Secretary of the Treasury but a few days 
since he stated the sum then in the Treasury for this purpose or sub- 
ject to this use to be $147,000,000. This amendment, Mr. Speaker, en- 
acted into law, will declare that this is $47,000,000 too much; that 
$100,000,000 in the Treasury is entirely sufficient, and more than suffi- 
cient, to answer the purpose, especially when we remember that lying 
behind this sum is authority vested in the Secretary of the Treasury to 
sell bonds bearing as high rate as 5 per cent. interest te obtain money 
to redeem these notes at any time when the money found in the Treas- 
ury is not sufficient. With such powerand authority to use the credit 
of the Government vested in the Secretary of the Treasury $100,000,000 
isample. It is more than sufficient, but out of abundant caution I do 
not propose to go below that sum. 

The gentleman from’ New York rests his objection to the amendment 
proposed by me in part upon its alleged interference with the rights, 
privileges, or franchises of the national banks. The amendment has 
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no such purposes and is not aimed at the banks. Its purpose is to take 
from the Treasury nearly $50,000,000 held there for no necessary pur- 
pose and under no other law than the discretion of the Secretary, and 
apply it to the redemption of interest-bearing bonds. It is offered in | 





the belief that all the money in the Treasury not appropriated to or 
held for any specific use or purpose in excess of $100,000,000 for a re- 
serve redemption or resumption fund is not needed in the Treasury, and 
should be applied in the payment of our bonded debt, that $1,500,000 
may be saved in interest. 

The amendment I offer to make has another purpose, which is to 
make it unlawful for the financial officer of the Government to go into 
the market and buy at a high premium bonds not yet payable while 
there are still outstanding interest-bearing bonds of the Government 
which it has the right to redeem at par. We have now outstanding 
more than $200,000,000 of 3 per cent. bonds which the Government has 
the right or option to pay without premium. 

These, Mr. Speaker, are the sole purposes of the amendment I ask 
to be allowed to make. It applies to the public debt and is not offered 
with a view of affecting the banks—that is another question orsubject 
to be considered and treated by itself. Of course I understand that 
when the 3 per cent. bonds are paid off or redeemed other bonds of 
which $1,000,000,000 will be still unredeemed must be used as a basis 
for banking, and this may in some degree affect some banks but not 
the banking system. We can not afford to tax our people that money 
may gointo the Treasury and then keep it there to increase the profits 
of the banks or of individuals while by paying it out we may reduce 
our interest expenditure and increase our savings. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to put an inquiry to the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. MORRISON. I have no objection, if my time has not expired. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish to say to the geptleman from Illinois that 
I entirely agree with him. The present Secretary of the Treasury has 
had the power to do what this amendment prohibits; that is, to gointo 
the market and buy bonds at a premium, but he has not done it. He 
has instead redeemed the public debt wherever it could be done, and 
his conduct in that regard is the strongest approval of the proposition 
submitted by the gentleman from Illinois. z 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman’s time has not expired, allow 
me to make a single inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope I will be permitted to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. MORRISON. I do not object if I am allowed to yield for that 
purpose. 

Mr. RYAN. I now yield two minutes to the gentlemen from New 
York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to take up 
much time beyond asking to have printed something in relation to the 
clause as to the census on page 45 of this bill. It seems to have been 
the idea of the Committee on Appropriations to wind up the census 
business with $10,000. By some misadventure of this committee they 
were not in full possession of the subject. Iam glad to say from the 
promise of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that 
under other conditions he will assist to have this business wound up 
wisely and according to existing law. 

Now, sir, this census has cost less than was expected. The appro- 
priations up to the beginning of the next fiscal year are only $5,000,000. 
It will be shown by the papers I present with these brief remarks that 
it is the cheapest census ever taken in this country. It is cheaper than 
the one of the preceding decade. 

If the $10,000 only be appropriated it will hardly pay for the sala- 
ries of the superintendent and the chief clerk and the little rent and 
other miscellanies which may be required. 

We have only printed thus far seven of the large quartos of 1,000 
pages each and the compendium. The eighth volume is now in the 
hands of the Printer and stereotyped. The ninth is all composed, and 
there are others to be printed and almost ready. We know what isdone 
or to be done under the bill we passed here and now before the Senate. 

All will be finished by the 1st day of October, and we must have to 
do that an adequate sum, which I hope will be provided in an amend- 
ment in accordance with the suggestions contained in letters which I 
will append: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 21, 1884. 


Dear Sir: I learn that the House Appropriations Committee, after a consid- 
eration of the estimate submitted by this office for the expenses of continuing 
the work of the Tenth Census in the next fiscal year, has settled u the sum 
of $10,000 therefor, and that this sum will be reported in the sundry civil bill 
instead of $75,000, as submitted by me in estimate for this Loyal roe 

If this action of the committee shall meet the approval of the all 
work on the Tenth Census must cease on the Ist ximo. The sum thus con- 
cluded upon is based upon nothing in the knowl or experience of this office, 
and unless it is intended as an expression of the j ent of the Appropriations 
Commitee that the report of the Tenth Census should not be completed and 
published, I am wholly at a loss to understand its ee. 

The sum of $75,000 was submitted by this office under date of April 17, 1884, 
as the estimated amount required for the completion of compilations and con- 
tinuation of the publications of the Tenth Census in the next fiscal year. It is 
now my deliberate judgment that this sum represents the minimum required 
for the purpose indicated if continued in the most economical mauner. With 
any less, such a reduction of ferce will be essential as to seriously cripple the 





















onareee of the work ; with only $10,000 the entire force must be dispensed with 
m July |. For although with the consent of the Secretary of the Interior I 
have already arranged for a removal! of the locale of the force to another build- 
ing at a reduced rental of $2,600 per annum, nevertheless the rent with the sal- 
aries of the Superintendent and chief clerk would exhaust the appropriation, 
leaving not one dollar for clerks, watchmen, or laborers. All work at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office in the publication of the census volumes would have 
to cease, except the completien of the printing of the matter for the eighth vol- 
ume of the quarto series, the revised proofs of which in its entirety are in the 
hands of the Public Printer. 

Parts of succeeding volumes are in type, but no further progress could be 
made by the Public Printer without the preparation of additional copy by this 
office, and for that work no force could be employed. It is needless to add that 
the provisions of House bill 7071 directing the printing of additional copies of 
the compendium and of certain monograph reports, which bill has passed the 
House and has been reported favorably to the donate from the Census Commit- 
tee in that body, would be rendered wholly inoperative should this proposed 
reduction obtain. 

Only by the most rigid economy could the additional expense imposed by 
this bill upon this office in the revision of matter for a second edition in addi- 
tion to the completion of tabulations, &c., and other matters for original vol- 
umes yet to issue, be met by the appropriation of the full sum of $75,000 which 
had been submitted in estimate before the above bill was introduced. 

If it is the purpose of the honorable Committee on Appropriations to herewith 
conclude the report on the Tenth Census, and such purpose meets the approval 
of the House and Senate, I defer without further comment. In such case pro- 
vision should be made for the final disposition of the vast mass of schedules and 
other material which have been gathered in the preparation of the report. If, 
however, it is contemplated by ro honorable bodies that this magnificent re- 
port shall be completed and published, I most respectfully but most earnestly 
submit that the proposed appropriation will be utterly inadequate to the accom- 
plishment of the contemplated result. 

Very respectfully, 
GEO, W. RICHARDS, 
Acting Superintendent. 
Hon, 8. 8. Cox, M. C., 
Chairman Census Committee, House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., June 23, 1884. 

Six: I trust that you will not deem me obtrusively solicitous about the item 
of one for this office for the next fiscal year if I venture to submit a 
few observations additional to those contained in my letter of the 21st instant. 
But asI had no opportunity to present in —_ the case of this office to the 
honorable Committee on ep pe am led by the action of that com- 
mittee to infer that the condition of our work may not have been fully under- 
stood when dealing with the estimate submitted by me of the sum required for 
the work on the Tenth Census in the next fiscal year. 

I have heretofore had the honor to represent to you and to demonstrate by 
the figures that the preparation of the report of the Tenth Census has been an 
economical exercise of an administrative function, and that by comparison with 
preceding censuses it has been relatively the cheapest ever undertaken, the 
actual cost per capita having been only 1 cent more than that of the Ninth Census, 
while in accuracy, scope, and value of results it is unique, and its extraordinary 
and unexampled statistical merit has been cordially recognized by every prom- 
inent country, not even excepting its own. c 

The total amount of appropriations for this work to date is $5,000,000, of which 
sum $2,316,595 were paid for enumeration, leaving $2,683,405 which has been ex- 
pended in the compilation and tabulation of the general statistics of popula- 
tion, agriculture, manufactures, &c., and on the reports of special nts to 
whom were confided certain investigations as provided by the acts of March 
3, 1879, and April 20, 1880, and for all contingencies, rent, office furniture, &c.—a 
not at all extravagant expenditure when considered in the light of the valu- 
able results thereby attained. 

The entire report, if completed, will occupy from fifteen to eighteen quarto 
volumes of about 1,000 each; of these seven volumes, ting about 
7,000 , have been published. Volume 8 has been stereotyped, and the full 
edition is now being printed as rapidly as the facilities of the Government Print- 
ing Office will permit. Volume 9 is almost wholly composed, and parts of other 
volumes of the series have been put int) , and are otherwise in various stages 
of advancement. The compilations for the remaining volumes have been com- 
pleted except for the — relating to churches, schools, and libraries, defect- 
ive, dependent, and delinquent classes of the ulation, and the statistics of 
mortality. These would all be completed by dctober 1 proximo were there no 
interruption in our labors. The other work of preparing all remaining matter 
for press would consist wholly of casting copy, proof- ing, and revision, with 
such work as might be ——s of the draughtsman in connection with the maps 
and other illustrations which illumine the various reports in the several volumes. 

In addition to the above unfinished work on the matter yet unpublished the 
House has passed a bill, No, 7071, to which I referred in my communication of the 
2ist instant, authorizing the publication of additional ee the Compendium 
of the Tenth Census, together with separate editions of various monograph re- 
ports, and directing that all necessary corrections of errata in former editions of 
any of the same shall first be made by the Superintendent. This bill has been 
—‘emed reported in the Senate and may reasonably be expected to become a 

aw. 

To complete the work of the Tenth Census as provided by the act of March 3, 
1879, to continue the labor necessitated by the act of August 7, 1882, and to carry 
out the provisions of the House bill 7071 will require, I again respectfully submit, 
not less than the sum of $75,000 in the next fiseal year. To estimate less would 
do violence to my best j ent, based upon a matured experience of the con- 
dition and uirements of the office and with due regard to the necessity and 
propriety of the most exacting economy. 

To appropriate $10,000 only would be to incur an expense in that sum for which 
no definite advance could be hoped. Such a sum would meet the rent of the 
office and enable me to discharge my responsibilities as custodian of the records 
besides paying the salary of the Superintendent, but the personnel of the office 
would otherwise be wholly abolished ; the constant demands for statistical data 
or other information could meet with no response; the functions of the Public 
Printer in his relation to this work under the provisions of the act of August 
7, 1882, would be wholly suspended, and the work on the Tenth Census in its 
various stages would neither be completed nor definitely terminated. 

I therefore venture the hope that you, who are yourself so familiar both with 
the general character and value of this t work and with the requirements 
of this office, may be able to represent the matter to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and to the House in such light that a further consideration of the esti- 
mate already submitted by me may be had, and that the sum therein asked, 
based as it was upon an anxious and scrupulous study of the situation, may re- 
ceive = approval a = House. 

ery respectfully, 
. GEO. W. RICHARDS, 
Acting Superintendent. 
Hon, 8. 8. Cox, M. C., 


Chairman Census Committee, House of Representatives. 
Mr. RANDALL. In reply to the gentleman from New York I wish 
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to call his attention to the law of last year, which appropriated $100, - 
000 for the work of taking the census and closing the bureau. Of 
course Congress ought to have understood what they were about, and 
it was supposed the appropriation of $100,000 would be sufficient to 
finish the work and close the bureau; but instead of that—and that is 
the evil which seems common to all these bureaus—they come back 
after that appropriation of $100,000 and ask for another appropriation 
of $75,000. 

The committee in considering the matter were willing to go to the 
extent of the Superintendent's salary for another year, even though 
that was to cease according to law on the 30th of this month, and allow 
$10,000 additional for continuing the Superintendent and employing 
the clerks for another year—or 1 think there was no limitation as to 
time, though it was suggested in the committee, or rather it was put in 
up to the 1st of November; that is to say, we allowed from the 30th of 
the present month to the Ist of November to cofhplete the work that 
should have been completed on the 30th of the present month. That 
is the reason the committee went that far. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
allow me just a moment out of his time, as I propose to support his 
bill, I wish to say simply this, that of the $5,000,000 appropriated for 
this purpose $2,316,595 were paid for enumeration, leaving $2,683,405 
to be expended in the compilation and tabulation of the general sta- 
tistics of population, agriculture, manufacturing, &c., and in the re- 
ports of the special agents. And here is just where the trouble came 
in: these special agents, ereete, extended the work perhaps too far. 
But they are very useful, in fact indispensable, not merely for our legis- 
lation, but for social science and for general information and for gen- 
erally advertising our country at home and abroad. 

I think if the matter be fully understood, as it will be, we may have 
a provision in this bill to satisfy the gentleman from Pennsylvania and 
the committee of which he is the head to accomplish the objects to 
which I have referred. 

Mr. RYAN. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Rhode 
Island [Mr. eae) 

Mr. CHACE. Nothing but the fact that we have wasted seven 
months of time already would justify me in not opposing the passage 
of this bill in this manner. 

But I notice in the bill a few items to which the country ought to 
have its attention called; and, first, that this committee make no ap- 
propriation for carrying on the Territorial court of the Territory of 
Utah. The last os bill appropriated for this purpose $26,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will answer that, with the gentleman’s permis- 
sion. 

Mr. CHACE. Not out of the short time allotted to me. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can answer it so quick that there will be no time 
lost. The gentleman from Illinois, from the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice, provides for that in his substitute. 

Mr. CHACE. But that amendment is not reported by this commit- 
tee and is not a part of this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the House will agree to that proposition. 

Mr. CHACE. But suppose it is not adopted. It is a curious pro- 
vision for the Appropriations Committee to make, depending as it does 
upon an amendment from another committee not yet introduced. 

Mr. RANDALL. We will make the provision in another way if it 
is not pee in the manner suggested. 

_ Mr. CHACE. The interestof the country centering on this question 
is very great, and provision should be made for it. 

The next item which I notice is a provision for the inspection of cat- 
tle for export, a reduction of $40,000. There the committee have at- 
tacked another great interest of the country. 

The next item is the provision for the Coast Survey, whichis a benefi- 
cence to thecountry; they havestricken off $149,000. And, finally, for 
public ae one half a million dollars’ reduction. To this latter 
clause I wish to call special attention, for all through this session it has 
been almost impossible to get a copy of a bill or a report because the 
Public Printer has not been provided with sufficient means for that pur- 


Mr. RANDALL. . I can explain that too in a moment, and also in 
reference to the Coast Survey. We give to the Coast Survey $501,000. 
Last year it was $555,000, a reduction of $54,000. But we increase 
the surveys of the States under the Geological Survey to $240,000, or 
over $100,000, thereby giving a large part of the Coast Survey work to 


the Geological Survey. Practically we have increased the survey 
$110,000 in this bill. 
Mr. CHACE. I find by the report which the gentleman furnishes 


himself with this bill that it is $149,000 less. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is wg some confusion created in the 
— of the gentleman by the fact that last year they had $100,000 for 
a vessel. 

Mr. COOK. I wish to ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment 
if it does not come out of the time of the gentleman from Kansas. 

_ Mr. RYAN. I can not yield in the short time that I have remaining 
if it comes out of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it would have to come 
out of the time of the gentleman from Kansas. 
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Mr. COOK. I shall not ask to consume any of his time then. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, there are some matters relating to this bill 
to which I desire to call the attention of the House. We have usually 
in the sundry civil bill heretofore made provision for maintaining the 
revenue-cutter service on the coast of Alaska. No provision is made 
for this service in this bill. It was omitted upon the theory that the 
Territorial government recently provided superseded the necessity for 
this revenne-cutter service. That is a misapprehension, and itis of the 
utmost importance to our interests along that coast—the otter-hunting- 
ground interest and the seal-fishing interest—that we maintain that 
service; and I desire now merely to call the attention of the House to 
the subject. And in that connection I desire to print a letter which I 
have just received from the chief of the revenue-marine division which 
sets forth the necessity for it: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, REVENUE-MARINE, June 23, 1884. 


Sir: Respectfully referring to your request to be furnished with any reasons 
which exist why the service of a revenue-cutter should be maintained in Alas- 
kan waters as hitherto, notwithstanding the establishment by recent act of 
Congress of a Territorial government for that Territory, 1 beg leave to invite 
your attention to the fullowing facts: 

1. This vast region, with its immense number of islands, its numerous inlets, 
bays, and harbors, offers facilities for the introduction of smuggled goods unri- 
valed by any part of the coast of the United States. The establishment of a 
local government, by opening up portions of this country to settlement, wil! 
render greater protection necessary than hitherto even. There are many par- 
ties already engaged in smuggling rum into Alaska. Were the cutter with- 
drawn this practice would be greatly increased. 

2. The seal fisheries furnish a revenue to the Government of over $300,000 per 
annum. The cutteraffords the only protection to these interests. Were it with- 
drawn these seal fisheries would be soon destroyed through the indiscriminaie 
killing of these animals by unauthorized persons who annually visit Alaskan 
waters in vessels fitted out for unlawful trading and hunting. 

3. The Indians of the Aleutian Islands depend for subsistence upon the hunt- 
ing of the sea otter, which furnishes a very valuable fur. These animals are 
carefully guarded by the natives from extermination. Were huntersallowed to 
hunt them in the usual way they would soon disappear and the Indians be 
thrown upon the Government (whose wards they are) for maintenance. The 
eutters protect the otter-hunting grounds against access by unauthorized per- 
sons. , 

4. Illicit traders in rum and fire-arms annually frequent the northern waters, 
within the Arctic, as well as those of the Aleutian Archipelago, debauching the 
natives and introducing disorder and lawlessness. The cutters hold these in 
check and are the only means of arresting the evil. 

5. The cutters afford the only relief to the large American whaling fleet which 
annually visits the Arctic waters north of Alaska. Within three years one hun- 
dred and fifty shipwrecked people have been brought down from the Alaskan 
waters by the revenue-cutter. Should the revenue steamer be withdrawn there 
remains no relief to the hardy whalers whose vessels are crushed in the deso 
late ice- fields of the northwestern seas of the continent. 

6. Sitka, where the capital of the Territorial government is to be, is 700 miles 
from Kodiak, where one of its judges is to reside, and 1,300 miles from Ounalaska, 
where another will be stationed,and more than 2,000 miles from the northern 
borders of the Territory. There are no lines of steamers or other means of com- 
munication between the ports of this,as we may say, fragmentary government, 
save the revenue steamer. Remove the cutter,and each Territorial judge be- 
comes as isolated as if in mid-ocean. 

7. None of the duties enumerated can be performed by any other means should 
the revenue-marine steamer be taken away. In my judgment all these duties 
are essential and ought not to be intermitted fora single season. 

8. Finally, the establishment of a Territorial government in Alaska will give 
more work for a vessel of the revenue marine rather than less. I do not see 
how the new government can be made effective without the use of vessels in 
putting it into operation and maintaining communication between its poris. 

For thirteen yearsI have given much attention to Alaskan matters, and it i+ 
my judgment that no money of the Governmentis better spent than that used in 
the maintenance of a revenue-marine steamer in the waters of Alaska. Its 
withdrawal now would be unwise and injurious to the public interests in iny 
opinion. 

I might call other facts to your attention did time permit. 

lam, respectfully, yours, 





E. W. CLARK, 
Chief Revenue Marine Division 
Hon. THomas RYAN, 
Appropriations Committee, House of Representatives. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. As thegentleman from Kansas has very 
limited time I desire to ask him a ‘question before he takes his seat. 

Mr. RYAN. I have but a moment. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It is a short question. 

Mr. RYAN. Very well; put your question. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri. The gentleman from Kansas is speak- 
ing on behalf of the Republican party of this House in advocacy of this 
bill. I find in it a clause which puts a special premium on convict 
labor by providing that in Montana the labor of convicts shall be util- 
ized as much as possible in the conduct of the work there authorized 
Am I to understand that he favors that item ? 

Mr. RYAN. Iam not speaking in any partisan sense. 
business bill and not one ofa partisan character. 
to be drawn into a political discussion. 

I desire to call attention to another feature of the bill. That is in 
regard to the surveys of the publiclands. The estimates were $600, 000. 
This bill carries but $300,000. For the current year we gave $425,100. 
Now, I submit that inasmuch as it costs $174,000 to maintain the 
machinery for making these surveys, it is not good business policy to 
refuse to appropriate the amount needed to survey the public lands 
The idea of giving $300,000 to survey the public lands and $174,000 to 
maintain the necessary machinery is, to say the least of it, absurd from 
a business standpoint. 

I desire also to call attention to the fact that this bill carries no pro- 
vision whatever for maintaining the National Board of Health. It is 
in effect to abolish that board. 


This isa 
I do not propose now 
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I desire to call attention to another thing. We are paying large rents 
for buildings for offices for our pension work. We have in process of 
construction a pension building. Weare told officially that it will take 
$266,000 to complete that building. We are asked to make that appro- 
priation and we refuse to appropriate a single dollar. 

I desire also to call attention to the appropriation for the State, War, 
and Navy building. We are told that it will takea million and a half 
to complete that building, and we are asked to make an appropriation 
of that sum in three equal annual amounts—$500,000 this year, $500, - 
000 next year, and $500,000 the year after. Instead of giving the 
$500,000, as we ought to do now, we appropriate but $350,000, thus 
delaying the completion of that building and protracting the necessity 
of paying large rents for public offices for the transaction of the public 
business, 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time remains for debate? 

The SPEAKER. Six minutes, the Chair is advised. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield all but one minute of my time to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PorrEr]. 

I desire to say in the one minute I have for myself that the appro- 
priation made for the survey of public lands in this bill is $300,000. 
That is the full amount of the appropriation made in former years until 
the year 1881. Up to that time and including that year $300,000 alone 
was appropriated. Two appropriations of $400,000 have been made 
since. The committee thought it wise to go back to the system of ap- 
propriating $300,000, and accordingly recommend that sum in this bill. 

I do not agree with the gentleman from Kansas as to the propriety 
of hastening the survey of those lands. I think that until our system 
of disposing of the public lands should be perfected so as to cut off 
the frauds which are depriving the actual settlers of their just rights, 
until that is accomplished, the survey of the public lands should virtu- 
ally cease. 

Mr. RANDALL. 

The SPEAKER. 
at this time ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Not now; but after the remarks of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Porrer]. 

Mr. POTTER. I rise to say a word in reference to theappropriation 
for enabling the Executive Departments of the Government, those named 
upon page 34 of the bill, to participate in the proposed exhibition at 
New Orleans. I find $500,000 appropriated to enable these Depart- 
ments to attend that exhibition. 

Eighty thousand dollars for the War Department. I should like to 
know to what use for the benefit of the country this $80,000 is to be put 
by the War Department in attending that exhibition. Is it for the dis- 
play of guns’ Is it for the display simply of material of war? For 
what purpose should this amount be appropriated to the War Depart- 
ment to attend this exhibition ? 

Forthe Navy Department, $60,000. A similar question may be asked 
as to this. 

For the State Department, $10,000. For the Fish Commission $100, - 
000. For the Department of the Interior, including the Bureau of Ed- 
ucation, $165,000. 

I would like to ask upon what ground, and for what reason, this enor- 
mous appropriation for the purposes of this exhibition isto be justified. 
If every interest in this Government is to be treated in a similar way, 
we may be asked, and shall be during the next year, for a dairy exhi- 
bition or a cheese exhibition, that all the Departments of the Govern- 
ment shall be sent there to make whatever expenditure theyshall see 
fit, and at least $500,000 appropriated. We may be asked for an ap- 
propriation for a cattle exhibition in the same way, and so on with 
all material interests of this country. 

I deny, sir, that there is any need of this or thatany good can come 
from this vast expenditure to enable these Executive Departments to 
attend in ever-so-great pageantry this exhibition or any other exhi- 
bition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This was done at the Philadélphia exhibition. 

Mr. POTTER. I know that it is said we did the same thing at Phila- 
delphia. But, sir, that exhibition at Philadelphia was at the close of 
the first one hundred years in our history. It was a proper time to 
make such a display. It was a national exhibition. We paused then 
to take notice and ask the world to take notice of the progress of this 
Government, its establishment, its history, and its vast accomplish- 
ments. 

If this is to be repeated for every State fair that takes place in this 
Union, I can only say that we will have entered upon a new eraof ex- 
penditure to which there will be no end. I protest against the pro- 
priety of any such expenditure as this. 

Mr. RANDALL. In reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PoTreR] I want to say that the exposition at New Orleans is to be a 
great international exposition, embracing, as I hope, all the countriesof 
the western hemisphere. More, it celebrates the centennial of the first 
exportation of cotton from this country, that great staple of the South, 
and for these reasons our liberality is invited toward it. 

It istrue that money was given to the Centennial Exposition at Phil- 
adelphia. Why not give money to the centennial exposition in the 


I ask to have one minute. 
Does the gentleman desire to take that one minute 
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Southern sectionof our country? The benefits resulting from the money 
given and loaned to the Centennial Exposition at Philadelphia reaped by 
the mechanism of our country can not be estimated in mere dollars and 
cents. I hope that not only will there be no other gentleman found to 
condemn this appropriation than the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PoTTER], but that it will meet the cordial response of the people of the 
United States. 

Now, as to the question of the employment of convict labor. The 
gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS] appeared before the com- 
mittee and asked an appropriation of $25,000. I have his proposition 
here. The committee directed that an appropriation of $15,000 be 
placed in the bill for the purpose desired byhim. Perhaps no other 
member the committee than myself is responsible for the insertion 
of that c..use. I will say, however, that while it was put in as re- 
quested by the gentleman, it never entered my mind that it was going to 
be used to promote the employment of convict labor in competition 
with free American labor in any part of the country. If such is the 
case, I should be quite willing that it go out of the bill by common 
consent. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I am astonished that sucha little matter has cre- 
ated so great a commotion. | do not think that this provision is at all 
deserving of the criticism of the gentleman from Saint Louis. This 
is no proposition for a competition between convict laborand the labor 
of mechanics. There is no labor contract involved in this matter. It 
is simply this: the United States penitentiary at Deer Lodge has not 
half capacity to hold the prisoners confined in it. They are so crowded 
in the one wing of the building now erected that it is unhealthy and 
indecent. The officials in charge of this prison so report. 

But they have neglected from time to time to submit proper esti- 
mates in detail to the Department of Justice of the probable cost of 
completing this penitentiary according to the original plan. The De- 
partment having no datadid notsubmit any estimates—has not done so 
for some years. Therefore, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL] has said, I introduced a bill. I thought by Sebns the 
convicts to build their own walls and cells I would be more likely to se- 
cure an appropriation. I wanted about $40,000, but consented to ac- 
cept $25,000 for this year. By utilizing the labor of the convicts this 
would come near to building the central hall and the other wing of the 
building. The committee has granted $15,000 for this year and au- 
thorized the building to be completed in accordance with the original 
plan. Iam thankful for this. I do notstand for the clause in regard 
to the labor of the convicts. I am told that it is unnecessary; that 
they can be employed without this direct authorization. But if it is 
stricken out, then the appropriation ought to be raised. Twenty-five 
thousand could be used this year, and a similar amount next year 
would, if properly expended, complete the prison in shape. Iam 
glad to have the Government committed to its completion, and regret 
that the committee had not such official estimates before it as would 
justify it in giving the amount I asked for. I submit the following 
correspondence with the Department of Justice: 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., June 23, 1884, 

Sir: The Committee on Appropriations have reported in sundry civil bill in 
favor of completing the United States penitentiary at Deer nee Mont., in ac- 
cordance with the original plans. Committee grants $15,000 for this year’s work 
for the reason that there is no official estimate er more. Has the Uni 
States marshal transmitted any estimate to your Department for the action of 
this Congress? Please answer, as bill will be considered to-day. 

Respectfully, 

MARTIN MAGINNIS. 
To the honorable ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, June 23, 1884. 
Hon. M. MAGINNIS : 
The records of this De 
cost of United States pen 
marshal during this session. 


ent do not show the receipt of any estimate as to 
tiary at Deer Lodge, Mont., from the United States 


©. CLAY, Chief Clerk. 


The SPEAKER. The time for general eee the bill, under 
the arrangement agreed to by the House, has exhausted. 

Mr. BEACH. I ask consent to print some remarks in the RECORD 
upon this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that unanimous consent be given for any 
gentleman to print in the RecorD such remarks as he desires upon this 
bill or its amendments. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 

Several MEMBERS. Do not object. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I do. 

Some time subsequently Mr. O’ NEILL withdrew his objection. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no further objection, leave will be 
granted as requested. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to inquire within what period of time this 
printing is to be done? 

The SPEAKER. No time has been indicated. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It seems to me that there should not be an open 


permission given to print remarks until the end of the next session of 
Con: 


gress. 
Mr. CHACE. I object to it. 
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M. HISCOCK. I hope there will be no objection, but that some 
time shall be fixed within which the privilege shall be exercised. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the proposition is not be- 
fore the House. 

Mr.RANDALL. By instructions of the committee I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. COOK. I rise to a,parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COOK. Is it in order now to ask unanimous consent to offer an 


amendment making an appropriation for expenses in contested-election 
cases? 


The SPEAKER. There is an amendment already pending, offered 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. COOK. Will it be in order after that? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize thp gentleman at some 
time to ask consent. 


The amendment offered by Mr. RANDALL was read, as follows: 


On page 47, in line 1140, strike out “ $33,000" and insert ‘ $9,000,” in the clause 


making an on for fuel, light, clothing, &c.,for the Freedmen’s Hos- 
pital and Asylum. 


Mr. RANDALL. That is to correct a mistake. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.RANDALL. By instructions of the committee I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


After line 1244, at the end of page 51 of the printed bill, insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to sellat public auction, 
after due advertisement, and at prices not less than those fixed by the board of 
appraisers in each case, the following arsenals, namely: aaa eny arsenal, 
Pennsylvania; Augusta arsenal, Georgia; Indianapolis arsenal, Indiana; Ken- 
nebecarsenal, Maine; and Watertown arsenal, husetts; and the money 
so received, after paying necessary expenses, to be covered into the Treasury. 


Mr. RANDALL. I call attention to the following communications 
from the War Department, showing the necessity for this amendment: 
War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, February 9, 1883. 
Str: In reply to your telegram asking my opinion as to the expediency of 
selling or d of any of the arse of the United States, and, if so, what 
arsenals, I have the honor to state that the proposed legislation on this subject 
was suggested by this Department. After a conference between the Chief of 
Ordnance and myself, [am of opinion that the Allegheny arsenal, Pennsylva- 
nia; A arsenal, Georgia; Indianapolis arsenal, Indiana; Kennebec 
arsenal, e¢; Watertown arsenal, Massachusette, and Waterviiet arsenal, 
New York, are no longer of use to the United States, and that it would be in the 
interest of economy, and for thé good of the military service, to dispose of them. 
Aside from their being no longer of use, such disposition would do away with 
the expense of repairs and maintenance, and would permit a desirable concen- 
tration of officers of the Ordnance Corps at the large arsenals which it is con- 
sidered desirable to retain and keep in an efficient condition, namely, the Be- 
nicia arsenal, California; Rock Island arsenal, Illinois; the Springfield armory, 
Massachusetts; and Frankford arsenal, Pennsylvania, besides a few ordnance 
depots, which are used merely for storage in convenient locations. 
1 have the honor to be, very res) lly, your obedient servant, 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, Secretary of War. 
Hon. T. J. HENDERSON, 


Chairman Commitice on Military Affairs, House of Representatives. 


Wark DEPARTMENT, Washington City, March 3, 1884. 

Sm: In connection with our conversation touching the expediency of selling 

ord ng of any of the arsenals of the United States, I have the honor to in- 

rewith for your information a copy of a letter addressed by me, under 

date of February 9, 1883, to Hon..T. J. HENDERSON, then chairman ofthe Com- 

mittee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, giving the views of this 
Department upon the subject. 

‘There appear at this time no reasons for any modification of the views therein 
expressed, except in the case of the Watervliet arsenal, New York, which has 
been recommended by the board of officers created by the naval appropriation 
act of March 3, 1883, as a suitable site for the location of a Government foundery 
for the man ure of heavy ordnance. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, Secretary of War. 


on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. By instructions of the committee I offer the amend- 
ment which I now send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 74, after line 1793 of the printed bill, insert the following: 

To pay J. C. Courts for clerical services rendered to the House members of 

the joint commission to consider the question of the salaries of the officers and 
Tesh aon the House and of the Senate, authorized by the act of March 3, 


Hon. 8. J. RANDALL, 
Chairman 


The amendment was to. 


_Mr. RANDALL. By instructions of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions I move an amendment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, to come 
in after the amendment just adopted. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

To enable the Clerk of the House to pay to the officers and employés of the 

House of epee nntares borne on the annual and session rolls on the 30th day 


of June, 1884, one month’s pay, at the rate of compensation then paid them b 
law, which sum shall be immediately available. 9 f 


Mr. SHELLEY. I ask that the Capitol police be included in that 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
ment. 


Mr. RANDALL. I want to say that the committee submits this 
amendment because a similar provision has been included in the sun- 


I desire to reserve all points of order on the amend- 





dry civil appropriation bills for the last three years. I desire to have 
the point of order determined before the debate on the merits of the 
question is entered upon. 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will withdraw 
the point of order and let the House vote upon the proposition. 

Mr. KELLEY. May I ask whether this amendment covers those 
who were officers of the House during the last session? ; 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It does not. 

Mr. KELLEY. If this is based on the precedents of three or four 
former sessions why should it not include the officers of the last session ? 

Mr. RANDALL. They weregiven this extra pay at the last session. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I ask that. the Capitol police be included in this 
amendment. 


Mr. RANDALL. I have no instructions in regard to extending the 


amendment to the Capitol police. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN } 
desire to say anything on the point of order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it has been said that such a provision 
as this has been contained in three previous appropriation bills. It is 
not assumed that any law has authorized this appropriation. On the 
other hand, the salaries of all these gentlemen employed by the House 
are amply provided for by law, and those salaries are ample without 
the necessity of any additional compensation to be voted at the end of 
each session. Propositions of this kind have been allowed heretofore 
upon the theory that they would equalize the pay of House and Sen- 
ate employés. But we find asa fact that the Senate amends these 
propositions so as to include its own employés. You can not expect 
this provision to go through without its being enlarged to cover Sen- 
ate employés as well as those of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Hasit not been the object of these appropriations 
to cover the mileage or traveling expenses of those employés who come 
here from a distance? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I never heard an appropriation of this kind put 
upon any such ground. Gentleman must remember that this mode of 
increasing salaries is a modern invention; it never occurred till a few 
years ago. If you go back even to the Forty-fourth Congress you will 
find no such appropriation. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I feel certain that this extra compensation has 
been voted regularly for a longer time than that, because I have been 
here longer; and I know the appropriation has been made ever since I 
have been here. ~ 

Mr. HOLMAN. It isa very pleasant thing for us to appropriate 
money for gentlemen who are in daily association with us, and it is 
very ungracious to oppose such appropriations. But there is no pro- 
vision of law authorizing this expenditure of the public money, and if 
I should fail to oppose an appropriation of this kind affecting our im- 
mediate associates or friends I should feel myself more derelict in the 
discharge of my duty than if the appropriation related to those em- 
ployed in other branchesof the public service. Hence I feel it my duty 
to make the same point of order here which I should make if an ap- 
propriation of $45,000 were proposed for persons employed elsewhere. 
I think that my friend from Kentucky [Mr. THompson], if this were 
a proposition to give $45,000 to some other employés of the Govern- 
ment, would promptly raise the point of order. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I would like to ask my friend from Indiana one 
question. In the long session of the last Congress did he not make a 
speech in favor of this very thing and aid in securing its passage? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I never did. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I think the REcoRD shows you did. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman does not think so, I think. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I think I do; and Iam informed by the librarian 
that the record so shows. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What librarian? 

Mr. THOMPSON. The librarian back there [pointing to the Hal! 
library], who has just read the REcoRD. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, sir, it is a mistake. 

Mr. THOMPSON. The speech of the gentleman was made in the 
long session of the last Congress. 

Some time subsequently 

Mr. HOLMAN asked and obtained unanimous consent to print in the 
RECORD, in connection with his remarks, the following from the de- 
bate upon the sundry civil appropriation of the last session of Congress 

Mr. Hovsez. I move to amend by inserting after the amendment last adopted 


the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“To enable the Clerk of the House to pay to the officers and employés of the 
House of Representatives borne on the annual and session rolls on the 3d day of 
March, 1883, one month's extra pay, at the compensation then paid them by law, 
which sum shall be immediately available,” 

Mr. Hiscock. I make a point of order against this amendment. 

* = a x e * se 

Mr. Hotman. I desire to say a word on the point of order. 

Mr. TownsHEND, of Illinois. Let me remind my friend from Indiana of the 
fact that this same proviSion was put into the sundry civil appropriation bill in 
the Forty-sixth Congress at the instance of the present Speaker of the House of 
Representatives. There is, therefore, more than one precedent for it. 

Mr. HoLMAN. So far as the history of this proposed legislation is concerned, 
I wish to say the practice of paying a month’s additional compensation is of 
recent origin. There is no law for it, and my recollection is it does not go be- 
yond the Forty-fifth Congress. Furthermore, it has been confined heretofore, 







































































D902 ____ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 


according to my memory, to the first session of a Congress, upon the grourid the 
session employés are employed for quitea long period and have a large amount 
of business to do, and therefore such a provision ys the long session is not un- 
reasonable. That is the argument heretofore used for granting such extra 
month's pay during the long session of Congress. When the annual employés 
of Congress are only employed for a period of three months, it is now proposed 
by this amendment, as l cedetned to give them an additional month’s 
pay; for this applies to theannual employ és as well as to the session employés. 

Mr. McMruuin. Ita »plies to both. 

Mr. HoLMaN. Yes; I understand that it applies to both. It applies, then, to 
the best-paid employés of the Government as all know,and to those who are 
employed for only a period of three months at this short session. That is the 
proposition, togive them an extra month’s pay. Point to any instance where 
this has been done as to the regular employ 
it has been done during the long session on account of the large amount of work 
done. It is now proposed to adopt a new rule and apply it to the shortsession. 
So far as my memory extends, Mr. Chairman, this is without precedent. 

So, Mr. Chairman, there can be no pretense that there is either law or prece- 
dent for this, if 1 am correct. I certainly have not been able to find any, and I 
do not think any has been cited by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentieman from Indiana say that there is no prec- 
edent for the payment of this extra compensation at the close of a short session 
of Congress 

Mr. ais My recollection is that it has been confined entirely to the 
Forty-fifth Congress and since, and even then to the long session instead of the 
short session. 

The Cuarrman. The Chair remembers that there used to bean extra percent- 
age allowed. If there has been no precedent the Chair will take the responsi- 
bility of ruling upon the question ; but declines to rule where the House has set 
a precedent, and prefers to submit the matter to the judgmentof the comm 

Mr. House. Mr. Chairman, in the short session of the Forty-sixth Congress, 
if Lam not entirely mistaken, a resolution in all respects similar to this was 
passed, and included also both classes of employés. I think that will be found 
to be the case on examination. 

The CuarrmMan. The Chair will submit the question to the committee: Shall 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee be held to be in order? 

The question was taken. 

Mr. Hotman. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 48. 

Mr. Ho_man. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. Hiscock. | hope the gentleman from Indiana will not make that point 
now; let us get through with the bill. 

Mr. HoLMAN. With the understanding that we can have a yea-and-nay vote 
on this in the House I will not insist upon it. 

Mr. Hiscock. You would be entitled to a vote in the House, this being an 
amendment to the bill, if you have a sufficient number to:call the yeas and 
navs. 

The CuarrMan. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist upon the point of | 
order’ 

Mr. Hotman. I withdraw it. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair finds upon an examination of the rec- 
ords that on two occasions heretofore an amendment similar to this— 
the Chair thinks in precisely the same language—has beeti offered and 
a point of order made against it; and in both instances the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, by a very large vote, held the 
provision to be in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; but does that action of the Committee of 
the Whole establish a rule for the control of the House? It must be 
apparent, Mr. Speaker, there is no law authorizing this item. 

The SPEAKER. Ofcourse the Chair is not absolutely bound by any 
decision of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, al- 
though such a decision is certainly entitled to very great respect when 
the question has been discussed and decided by that committee, con- 
sisting as it does of the same members that compose the House itself. 
In order to preserve uniformity in the rulings upon this question, the 
Chair thinks he ought to admit the amendment and allow the House 
to vote upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And hold thatthere isa law authorizing this appro- 
priation, that it comes within the third section of the twenty-first rule ? 

The SPEAKER. The provision seems to have been held in order 
heretofore upon the ground that it had been included in an appropria- 
tion bill and was the law at least for that year. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move to amend the amendment by 
adding the provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows - 

That all officers and employés of the House who were employed 6n the 3d 
day of December, 1883, mals es have ceased, or who shall salet to the Ist day 
of February, 1884, cease,to be so employed, shall be paid a sum equal to one 
month's pay at the rate ‘they were severally receiving on the 3d day of Decem- 
ber, 1883; and an amount sufficient for this purpose is hereby appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated ; and the same to be 
immediately available. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say that I am not authorized by the com- 
niittee to accept that asanamendment. The House may. I alsodesire 
tosay that these officers, just as wenow provide by that proposition com- 
ing from the committee to which reference is made by the gentleman 
irom Iowa, did receive on the 4th of March last one month’s additional 
pay. - 

Mr. HISCOCK. Itis also true that we have always been accustomed, 
I think, with but one exception—— 

Mr. VALENTINE. And that is the time the Democrats came inat 
the Forty-fourth Con ; 

Mr. HISCOCK. We have always been accustomed to make this 
allowance, | think, and it comes within the same point of order. 

The SPEAKER. No point of order has been made on it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is in accordance with the general custom. 

Mr. RANDALL. _I will allow it to be voted on, as far as I can. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say distinctly I have no doubt this side of the 
House will always be willing to reciprocate. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’"] 


of this House for a short session. | 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Does that include the Capitol police’ 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair will have theamendment again reported. 
The Chair appeals to gentlemen on the floor to preserve order. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN 4 ed a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 15. 

So the amendment of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I move to amend by adding after the words “‘ses- 
| sion rolls’? the following, ‘‘and the Capitol police.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. If any part of this is in order the whole of it is. 
I suppose the amendment is germane to the original proposition. It 
is an ungrateful thing to make the point of order against any employé 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point of order? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Alabama 
on the point of order. 

Mr. SHELLEY. I have noremarks to make, but will leave the Chair 
to decide. 

The SPEAKER. The Capitol police are not employés of the House. 
They are a different class entirely. It would be just as germane to in- 
crease the salary of the Secretary of State or the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury on this as to increase the salary of the Capitol police. The point 
of order is sustained. 

Mr. McCOID. In the amendment just adopted the date 1st day of 
February is fixed. I move to strike out ‘‘ Ist’’ and insert ‘‘ 15th,’’ be- 
cause there are two officers I know of who ceased to serve after the first 

of February. and before the 15th, and it would be unjust to exclude them 
| from that provision. I know the committee who reported the bill did 
| not intend to do so, nor did the gentleman who offered the amendment. 
It is simply a c of the date to when these officers ceased to serve. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 21. 

So Mr. McCorp’s amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL’s amendment as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam directed by the committee to strike out, on 
page 83, the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

i 
op that Ghall not have boon Gallvered upon the oor of Congres in open ost 
sion. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 102, noes 17. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 





Mr. MORRISON. I move, on page 74, to insert the following amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is important it should come in at the proper 
place. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. MORRISON. I move the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

74, after line 1798, insert— 


© pay Charles H. Evans, Treasury clerk, for services rendered on the re- 
quest of the Ways and Means Committee, $114. 30.” 


Mr. MORRISON. The following letter explains the amendment: 


TREASURY DEPARTM ENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., June 21, 1884. 
Sir: In reply to your inquiry I have to inform you that the sum of $52.75 was 
deducted from rex, salary on account of twelve days’ absence in February, and 
o- the sum of $61.55 was deducted from your ry on account of fourteen 


eect LLL LLL LL 


s’ absence during the month of March, the total amount of such deductions 
3 0. The uction was made at the appointment-room of the Treas- 
partment. Subsequently I called upon the Secretary of the Treasury in 


erence to this matter, and stated to him that I had approved the pay-roll 
allowing you the amounts deducted _~ the theory thatthe work which you 
were doing at the Capitol was helpful to this office. In other words, that if 
you had not ne there to do the work it would have been sent to me, and I 
should have to employ you and probably one or two other clerks upon it. 
But the Secretary took a different view of the case. He seemed to think that 
= the Ways and Means Committee had the benefit of your services they ought 


——e rovide for your compensation. This, of course, determined the case so far 
er *hacetiley,, 
nly, 
JOSEPH NIMMO, Jr., Chief of Bureau. 
To Cuas. H. Evans, Lo 
Bureau of Statistics, Department, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I send up a further amendment to the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

After the amendment just adopted insert : 


“To pay to the heirs of the late Andrew J. Herron, a member-elect to the 
Fort th Co 


$6,000. 
Sea ace and children of J. T. Updegraff, a member-elect to the 
Forty-sig ith Congress, $6,000." 


Mr. HOLMAN, 
amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to inquire, if we are to go back to pay 
these parties, if there is not a third case which would also come under 
the same terms? My recollection is that there were three cases of that 


I believe the point of order will lie against this 


kind, and if so provision should be made for each of them. 
The SPEAK The Chair understands the gentleman from Indi- 


ana to raise the question of order. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order against the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. What point of order does the gentleman raise? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe there is no law authorizing the appropria- 
tion. I think the last Congress and the Congress before the last, and 
perhaps both the Forty-sixth and Forty-seventh Congresses, made ap- 
propriations of this character. But I believe that no appropriation of 
this kind has been made, except perhaps in two instances, unless the 
member for whose family the appropriation was recommended had be- 
come a member of the Congress during which the appropriation was 
made. 

I am aware, sir, that the temper of the House and the disposition 
manifested to-day to extend somewhat broadly the powers of Congress 
in the appropriation of the public money renders the raising of a point 
of order against such a provision as this rather an ungracious task. 
Jut I can not be unmi 1 of the fact, nor can any other member, of 
the rules adopted for our guidance. I think they had better be adhered 
to when we find ourselves brought face to face with questions of this 
character not directly in the line of our dutiesas legislators. I believe 
the rules had better be adhered to in all cases as a guide to the delib- 
erations of the House when it is called upon to take action with refer- 
ence to a particular subject-matter. 

For myself, I am not able to perceive any power resting in Congress 
or any authority under the rules for any such legislation as that pro- 
posed to be ingrafted upon this bill. Therefore I make the point of 
order against it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware of any law authorizing 
any such payments to be made. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, it is proper to say that there have been 
various precedents set by the action of the House in regard to cases of 
this kind, and to those I desire briefly to call the attention of the Chair. 

The first case that occurred arose on the death of Mr. Schleicher, of 
‘Texas, in the Forty-fifth Congress. He died during the last session of 
that Congress, and a joint resolution was passed by unanimous consent 
in that Congress by which the payment of the remainder of his salary 
was directed to be made to his widow and children, and recommend- 
ing to the Forty-sixth Congress, to which he had been elected, that 
there be paid to his widow and children the salary for the entire term 
of the Forty-seventh Congress. He died before his term began in the 
Forty-sixth Congress. When that matter came up in the Forty-sixth 
Co no point of order was made against it. 

The SPEAKER. So the Chair supposes; and hence it is not a prec- 
edent, as the gentleman will perceive. 

Mr. LEWIS. I am aware of that; but I wish to call the attention 
of the House to other cases. 

The next cases were those of Mr. Fernando Wood and of Mr. Farr. 
These occurred during the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress. 
Mr. Wood died during the Forty-sixth Congress, at the end of the last 


session of that Co: but had been re-elected to the Forty-seventh 
Congress. He died therefore before his term of service in the Forty- 
seventh Congress began. So also was the case with Mr. Farr, who died 


before his term, 

When the sundry civil appropriation bill was reported in the Forty- 
sixth Congress an appropriation was made to pay the families of these 
two gentlemen $6,000 each. Points of order were made against both 
provisions. Both points of order were submitted to the House for its 
action, and were overruled in each case. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] himself participated in the discussion of that question 
on that occasion, and the House on both occasions specifically over- 
ruled the point of order. 

The next question of this character arose during the last session of 
the Forty-seventh Congress. The committee had reported in favor of 
paying Mr. Updegraff, of Ohio. The point of order was made in that 
case, and expressly overruled by the House. An amendment was of- 
tered by my predecessor [Mr. Robertson] proposing a like amount to 
be paid to the heirs of Mr. Andrew J. Herron, and the point of order 
was again overruled. ; 

I state these facts, and the REcoRD, which I have before me, will bear 
me out with reference to them, merely to show that the point of order 
was overruled in several distinct cases precisely similar to these: in the 
cases of Mr. Wood and the widow of Mr. Farr, and also in the case of 
Mr. Schleicher, though, as I have said, no point of order was raised in 
the latter case. ‘The point of order was also raised in the Forty-seventh 
Co: on these two particular cases and overruled. 

hen the discussion took place in the Forty-seventh Congress upon 
— two cases the appropriation was stricken out of the sundry civil 

u 
{Mr. MiLLER], wherein he made the point of order that it was not 
competent for the Forty-seventh Congress to make an appropriation to 
pay a member of the Forty-eighth Congress. The pointof order, how- 
ever, was distinctly overruled by the House on the occasions to which 
I have referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to see the REcorD to which 
the gentleman from Louisianarefers. [Afterapause.] ‘The Chair finds 
upon an examination of the proceedings of the House upon questions of 


the motion, I believe, of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 


have decided the amendment was in order, and in some cases that it 
wasnotinorder. The judgment of the Chair is that such amendments 
are not in order, because there is no law. authorizing these expenditures 
so far as the Chair is aware. And in that state of the case where there 
is no authority for decision either way the Chair feels he ought to exer- 
cise his own best judgment in the matter, and holds the amendment 
to be not in order. 

Mr. LEWIS. Let the question be submitted to the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair would be very glad to have it submitted 
to the House because of the different ways in which the House has de- 
cided this question. The gentleman from Louisiana appeals from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. REESE. Before the House votes upon that I should like to 
have read an amendment to the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The vote of the House will decide whether the 
proposed amendment of the gentleman is in order. 

Mr. BAGLEY. I move to lay on the table the appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair. 

The motion to lay the appeal on the table was agreed to; and ac- 
cordingly the decision of the Chair stood as the judgment of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. The last amendment to be acted upon is that pro- 
posed by the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Jus- 
tice. Before entering upon that I desire to obtain some understanding 
as to the limit of debate. And I have this suggestion to make, that 
there be thirty minutes’ debate on each side; five minutes to each of 
six members on the respective sides. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the last point of the gentleman’s sug- 
gestion ? 

Mr. RANDALL. That there be one hour of debate—thirty min- 
utes for and thirty minutes against—under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. KEIFER. I suggest to the gentleman to make it half an hour 
for general debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well; I will make it half an hour. 
weather is greatly in favor of the shorter time. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to say when the amendment is offered I wish 
to make a point of order against the whole amendment. But I suppose 
the understanding allows us to make the point of order against each 
paragraph of it while the amendment is under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands all points of order thatcan 
be made against the amendment are reserved. 

Mr. RANDALL. Any right to make points of order which exists 
under the rules is by the termsof the agreement in no manner impaired, 
except that the proposition is to be considered in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then it is to be taken up by paragraphs and each 
paragraph made subject to a point of order. Now, I do not believe— 
though I am not advised on the point—that gentlemen desire to discuss 
this amendment in general debate at all. I think all the discussion 
might be under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. That was my proposition; that there should be 
an hour for debate—thirty minutes to be given to six gentlemen on 
each side in periods of five minutes each. 

Mr. KEIFER. But if the amendment is to be discussed under the 


The 


| five-minute rule why provide for general debate ? 


| 





Mr. RANDALL. 
minute rule at once. , 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a very important measure—the adjusting 
of these salaries. There isa reasonable amount of time at our disposal. 
I suggest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania to permit debate to pro- 
ceed a reasonable time before he seeks to close debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. My anxiety is to have a vote on this bill before ~ 
‘we reach an adjournment for dinner to-day; and I will tell gentle- 
men why I wantit. The weather is excessively warm; and it is de- 
sirable the bill should go to the Senate in the morning; and no one 
wants to come back here to-night with the thermometer where it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state it has already been the prac- 
tice in considering questions in the House as in Committee of the Whole 
for the previous question to be ordered by the House. That is the only 
way to close debate. When debate is proceeding under the five-minute 
rule in the Committee of the Whole the committee can rise and close 
debate inthe House. But whena billis being considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole, the only way to close debate is to order 
the previous question when the debate has.run a reasonable time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am willing debate should continue on this amend- 
ment until 5 o’clock, and that then the voteshall be taken on the amend- 
ment and the final passage of the bill. That would bring us to about 
6 o’clock, if the House desires that length of time for debate. But I 
did think that one hour of debate, allowing five minutes to each mem- 
ber speaking pro and con, would be sufficient. If the House wishesa 
longer time [am quite content to follow the wish of the House in every 
particular. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. RANDALL. 


Very well; let the debate proceed under the five- 


Call the previous question at half past 4. 
I am willing it should be called at half past 4. 
It is suggested by the gentleman on my right that 


this character that the decisions in the Committee of the Whole House | the previous question on the amendment and the bill shall be called at 
on the state of the Union have been both ways. 





In some cases they | half past 4. 


4 
tal 





0004 


Mr. KEIFER. We do not desire to agree tothat. There are oneor 
two amendments, I think, which ave to be offered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not object to the amendments being offered. 

Mr. KEIFER. Any such order as is suggested might cut those off. 
I think we might get through in the time suggested without making an 
order now. 

Mr. RANDALL. ThenI simply give the notification that at half 
past 4 o’clock I shall call the previous question. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. On page 55 of the bill there is mention made of 
‘“‘Atlanta.’’ There are twelve Atlantas in the United States, and I want 
to insert the word ‘“‘Georgia’’ after the word *‘Atlanta.”’ 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that amendment will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELFORD. I took the floor some time ago, but was crowded off 
my feet by the pre-eminent privilege of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. I have an amendment which I desire to offer. 
I desire to inquire whether I have the right to offer it or not as an amend- 
ment to the pending proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment now about to be read will be sub- 
ject to amendment. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire then to offer an amendment so that 11 
may be before the House and pending for consideration. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is understood that we do not agree that either 
the amendment sent up by the gentleman trom Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
or the one to be proposed by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BEL- 
FORD] is in order. 

The SPEAKER. Of ccurse not;. they will both be subject to the 
rules of the House. 

Mr. BELFORD. The amendment I want to offer is not the one you 
gentlemen are afraid of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask for information whether points of 
order are to be made upon each clause of the amendment as reached 
or are they to be settled now in reference to all of the clauses? If the 
points of order are to be made now, I would like to have them sug- 
gested, for I am authorized by the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice, in case points of order are made against the 
substitute, to so modity it as to leave out those portions which the 
committee concede to be subject to points of order. 

Mr. BISBEE. It is my purpose to make points of order against the 
whole amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that all points of order 
have been reserved. 

Mr. KEIFER. Points of order are to be made against each separate 
paragraph. 

Mr. SPRINGER. As you reach them? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes. 

Mr. CHACE. The gentleman can‘not curtail the right of members 
to raise points of order as they may choose. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Florida [Mr. BIsBEE] reserves 
all points of order against the entire amendment, and also reserves the 
right, which he has under the rules of the House, to make points of 
order against each paragraph as it is read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No pointof order can be pending until the amend- 
ment has been read. ° 

The SPEAKER. The amendment has not yet been offered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, owe of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, bills of the following titles: - 

A bill (H. R. 3961) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé 
Railway Company right of way through the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6871) making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending J une 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the 
following title; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 28) to confirm the status of John N. Quackenbush as a 
commander in the United States Navy. 


2 EERE 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. The Army appropriation bill has just been returned 
from the Senate with sundry amendments. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Appropriations to recommend that the amendments of 
the Senate be non-concurred in, and to ask that the bill, together with 
the Senate amendments numbered, be printed. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendments to the bill (H. Ri, 
6861) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and non-concurred in; and the bill, together with the 
Senate amendments numbered, was ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
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the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2228) to remove certain burdens on the American mer- 
chant marine and encourage the American foreign carrying trade. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments, in which the 
concurrence of the Honse was requested, the bill (H. R. 4411) to amend 
section 101 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, so as to allow 
the chairman of a subcommittee of either House to administer oaths. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7380) mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for oth er purposes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that the gentleman from Florid; 
[Mr. BIsBEE] proposes to make points of order against the entire 
amendment which [ have been instructed to offer. 

Mr. BISBEE. I will do so at the proper time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have been instructed by the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the Department of Justice to move to amend the bill 
now under consideration by striking out all that portion from line 
1720 to 1763, both inclusive, and inserting in lieu thereof that which I 
send to the Clerk’sdesk. I will state that by direction of the commit- 
tee I have stricken from the substitute as printed such portions as they 
concede to be subject to points of order under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The portion of the bill proposed to be stricken out is as follows: 


JUDICIAL, 
United States courts: 


For expenses of the United States courts: For anes the expenses of the 
Supreme Court; the circuit and district courts of the Un States, including the 
Districtof Columbia; of the jurors and witnesses, and expenses of suits in which 
the United States is interested ; of the prosecution for offenses committed against 
the United States; for the safe-keeping of prisoners; for defraying the expenses 
which may be incurred in the enforcement of the act approved February 28, 1871, 
entitled “‘An act to amend an act approved May 30, 1870, entitled ‘An act to en- 
foree the rights of citizens of the United States to vote in the several States of the 
Union, and for other purposes,’ ’’ or any acts amendatory thereof or supplement- 
ary thereto, namely, those stated in the following itemized list : 

For fees and expenses of marshals and deputies, $639,000. 

For payments of district attorneys and their assistants, $335,000. 

For fees of clerks, $170,000. 

For fees of United States commissioners, $110, 000. 

For fees of jurors, $410,000. 

For fees of witnesses, $510, 000, 

For support of United States prisoners, $310,000. 

For rent of United States court-rooms, $50,000. 

For expenses of bailiffs; furniture; for payment of expenses of district judges 
who may be sent out of their districts, in pursuance of law, to hold a circuit or 
district court, and other miscellaneous expenses, $325,000. 

For the supportof convicts: For support, maintenance, and transportation of 
eonvicts transferred from the District of Columbia, and for the necessary trave!- 
ing expenses incident to the collection of criminal statistics, to be disbursed by 
the authority of the Attorney-General, $10,000. 


The substitute proposed for that portion of the bill was read, as fol- 
lows: 
JUDICIAL, 
United States Courts: 


For expenses of the United States courts: For oes the expenses of the 
Supreme Court, the circuit and district courts of the United States, including 
the District of Columbia; of the jurors and witnesses, and expenses of suits in 
which the United States is interested; of the prosecution for offenses commit- 
ted against the United States; for the safe-keeping of prisoners; for defraying 
the expenses which may be incurred in the enforcement of the provisions of 
title 26 of the Revised Statutes, or any acts amendatory thereof or supplement- 

y thereto, namely, those stated in the following itemized list: 

“her salaries of United States marshals, $219,000. 

For salaries of marshals’ clerks and chief deputies, $110,000. 

For expenses of marshals, namely: For transportation to attend courts, post- 
age on process, and for fees and ex of deputies, and of sheriffs and con- 
stables acting as deputies,as provided by law, and for pay of special deputy 
marshals under title 26 of the Revised Statutes, $300,000. 

For payment of salaries of United States district attorneys and their assistants. 
and for transportation of the district attorneys to attend courts, $350,000. 

For compensation of special assistant attorneys or counsel employed under 
authority of law, $25,000. 

For fees of clerks, $160,000. 

For fees of United States commissioners and justices of the peace acting as 
United States commissioners, $100,000. 

For fees of jurors, $400,000. 

For fees of witnesses, $500,000. 

pe — port of United States prisoners, including necessary clothing and medi- 
eal aid, 000, 

For rent of United States court-rooms, $50,000. 

For pay of bailiffs, criers, and for janitors, watchmen, and interpreters, ex- 
perts, and stenographers, whose employment is authorized by the Attorney- 
General; expenses of district judges who may be sent out of their districts to 
hold a court; furnishing and collecting evidente where the United States is a 
party in interest; meals for jurors, when ordered. by the court; compensation 
for jury commissioner, $ for each day actually and necessarily emplo , not 
exceeding three days for any one term of the court; and other miscellaneous 
expenses, $325,000. 

‘or the support of convicts: For support, maintenance, and transportation of 
convicts transferred from the District of Columbia, and for the necessary trave!- 
ing expenses incident to the collection of criminal statisiics, to be expended 
under the direction of the Attorney-General, $10,000. 

For providing a uniform system of book-keeping for court officials, to be ex- 
pended under direction of the Attorney-General, $10,000. 

Sec. 2. That United States marshals shall hereafter receive annually for their 
services the following salaries, ly monthly: Southern district of New 
York, $6,000; Northern New York, husetts, Eastern Pennsylvania, Dis- 
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trictof Columbia, Southern Ohio, and California, $5,000 each ; land, Western | be allowed such compensation as:may be just and reasonable, but not exceeding 
Eastern Missouri, Kentucky, Northern Ohio, No rnand South- | $2.50 a day and actual and necessary traveling expenses, in lieu of fees and mile- 

ern Kansas, and Western Texas, $4,000 each ; New | age. All accounts for such service shall be stated in items and verified by the 

Hampshire, V Rhode , Delaware, Nevada, Southern Florida, Con- | person performing the service, and genres as a separate account by the judge 

necticut, Northern , and Southern Mississippi, $2,000 each; and all | who may make the order requiring the same. 

other marshals shall be a salary of $3,000 a year. Sec. 7. That district attorneys of the United States shall hereafter be paid 


All money collected by marshals on process in behalf of the United States, and | monthly for their services the following annual salaries, in lieu of all fees, al- 
all costs for fees and expenses of marshals taxed against parties other than the | lowances, and salary now authorized by law: Southern NewYork, $8,000; North- 
United States, shall be collected by the marshals and be paid intocourt; andatthe | ern New York, Massachusetts, Eastern and Western Pennsylvania, District of 


end of each quarter the shall render a return of the moneys socollected | Columbia, Northern and Southern Ohio, Eastern Missouri, Northern and South- 
to the Attorney-General, with receipts from the clerks of the courts for the sums | ern Illinois, and California, 95,000 each; Maryland, Kentucky, Kansas, Eastern 

as herein which returns shall be verified by the oath of the mar- | Louisiana, Northern Georgia, Western Arkansas, and Western Texas, $4,000 
shal; and if this tis not received by the Attorney-General within thirty | each; New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, Delaware, Nevada, Southern 


days from the close of the quarter, no further payments shall be made the | Florida, Connecticut, Northern Mississippi, and Southern Mississippi, $2,000 
marshal on account of salary until such statement is received. Upon applica- | each; and all other United States district attorneys shall be paid each a salary of 
tion to him for service, the marshal, before service is made, shall exact a deposit | $3,000 a year. , ; : 
for the costs thereof in all cases not brought by the United States, except in In all proceedings, civil or criminal, including prize and revenue cases,where 
suits brought under chapter 3 of the Rev Statutes, for w: of seamen, | fees or compensation of any kind are now by law authorized to be taxed against 
wherein the if not collectible from the parties to the suit, shall be charged | and paid by the United States for services of district attorneys or their assist- i 
> the marshal, clerk, and district attorney in their acéounts against the United | ants, no feesor percentages or commissions shall be charged or allowed on that i 
, and shall be adjusted and paid by the accounting officers in the same | account. In all cases, civil or criminal, including prize and revenue cases, where 
manner as costs in cases brought by the United States. 1 he shall fail to exact | services are performed by district attorneys or their assistants,and the costs 
such t he shall be responsible for the amount to the United States. are taxed against other parties than the United States, the amount of such costs 
It be the duty of marshal to scrutinize the bills of the deputies, | or fees for such service shall be collected and paid into court. United States 
sheriffs, or constables, or whoever may be employed to serve process, and when | district attorneys shall, under the direction of the Attorney-General, attend to 
he finds the same to be correct and in accordance with law he shall y the | the interests of the United States in every suit or proceeding in which the United 
same; but in cases where he deems it advisable for his own protection S may | States is concerned, in any of the courts of the United States or in the courts of 
withhold 25 per cent. of the amount until the said bills have been audited and | any State, or attend to any other interest of the United States in their respective / 
allowed at the Treasury ; and when so allowed he shall pay the amount found | districts. y 
due each in full. At the close of each term of court the marsha! shall make up Sec. 8. That the district attorneys, marshals, and clerks shall be allowed, 
his accounts for all fees and disbursements and submit the same to a circuit or | once for each term of court, the actual amount paid by them for transportation 
district court, in accordance with the provisions of the act lating fees and | in going to and returning from the piace where the court may be held in the 
costs, approved February 22, 1875, which shall be examined and passed upon by | district, the itemized accounts for such transportation to be made out and veri- 
the court at each term before its adjournment. fied as hereinafter provided in other cases where transportation is allowed. > 
Sec. 3, That there may be allowed each United States marshal one clerk and | District attorneys shall also be allowed the actual amount paid by them for 7 
one chief deputy, whose salaries shall be paid as provided in section 2 for the | necessary transportation to and from their places of abode to places where 
yment of marshals. The salaries shali be $1,800 a year in each of the follow- | criminal examinations are held, or from one such place to another. 
ng districts: Northern New York, Southern New York, Massachusetts, Eastern Src. 9. That the fees earned by the clerks of United States courts, the supreme 
Pennsylvania, District of Columbia, Southern Ohio, Kentucky, Northern [lli- | and disirict courts of the Territories, and the courts of the District of Columbia 
nois, and California. for services in civil and criminal cases and in naturalization cases, and for mak- 
In other districts the salary shall be determined by the Attorney-General, but | ing out, certifying, or authenticating all papers, and in bankruptcy proceed- 
shall not exceed $1,200 per annum in any case. No clerk or chief deputy shall | ings, and for duties of masters in chancery, or as special commissioners or ref- 


be a ted in any district unless the Attorney-General shall deem such ap- | erees by order of the court, or taking or authenticating depositions, issuing cer- 
poin it necessary for the efficient performance of the public business. tificates admitting attorneys to practice, and in all matters of any name and 

In all districts where courts are held at more than one place at which grand | character incident to their office or by virtue or authority of the court, and as 
jurors are im the Attorney-General may, in his discretion, allow the | United States commissioners, if holding said office, shall be included in their 


marshal a clerk or chief de — (but not both) at such place, in addition to the | semi-annual returns to the Attorney-General ; and it shall be the duty of the 
one hereintofore autho , if the business of the office requires it, at a salary | Attorney-General to decide what expenses may be paid by such clerks out of 
not to exceed $1,000 a year. the surplus emoluments of their offices. At the end of each quarter they shall 
The Attorney-General shall provide a uniform system of book-keeping and | make out an itemized statement of all costs paid into court in United States 
returns, and furnish books and blanks for this purpose to United States mar- | cases, showing what disposition has been made of the same and in what cases 
shals. It shall be their duty to keep all the accounts, books, and papers of their | they accrued, and submit the same to the district court, who shall examine the 
respective offices in such manner as may be required by regulations prescribed | same, and cause such clerks to subscribe an oath to the correctness of each and 
by the Attorney-General, and.to perform such other duties as such regulations | every item in such statement. If the judge approves such statement as correct, 
may require. ‘ All books, papers, and accounts relating in any way to official | he shall indorse his approval thereon in writing, and the clerk shall thereupon 
business shall remain in the office of the marshal and be transferred by him to | transmit said statement tothe Attorney-General. The clerks of the circuit and 
his successor in office, and shall be open at all times to the inspection of parties | district courts, of the supreme and district courts of the Territories, and of the 
interested, supreme court of the District of Columbia shall not receive annually exceeding 
It shall be the duty of the chief deputy marshal to assist the marshal in attend- | $2,500 each for their services; and where one person is clerk of both the circuitand 
ing upon the sessions of the court, and to perform all other duties required of | district courts, such clerk shall not receive for services in both capacities a sum 
him by the marshal of the court. exceeding Sa pow annum, except the cierks of the district and circuit courts 
No officer of the court shall uire payment from any juror or witness for | for the southern district of New York, who may each receive $3,500 annually for 
stating his aceount for expenses of transportation or for administering oath to | their services. From the fees and emoluments earned and so reported by such 
the same; and it shall be the duty of the marshal to examine said bills before | clerks no one of them shall be allowed an amount exceeding the maximum 
paying the same, and to strike out improper charges if any are made therein. | herein provided; and after deducting the payment of deputy clerks, of office 
¢ marshal’sclerks, the chief deputies, and other deputies shall be appointed | expenses, and any other allowances authorized by the Attorney-General, the 
by the Attorney-General, upon the recommendation of the marshals of the re- | balance of such fees and emoluments, if any, over and above the said maximum 
— districts; and their oaths of office shall be filed in the Department of | amount, shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States according to the 
ustice, and they shall be of character, and be able to read and write in the | provisions of section 844 of the Revised Statutes; which payments shall be as- 
lish ,2nd be subject to removal for cause by the Attorney-General, | certained at the Treasury Department upon quarterly returns to the First Au- 
by the court, or marshal: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed | ditor of all fees earned during each quarter, to be made under oath and approved 
as in any way repealing or modifying sections 2U21, 2022, 2023, 2024, and 3689 of | by the court; and upon failure to make said quarterly and semi-annual re- 
the Revised Statutes, nor of any other of the visions of title 26 of the Revised ports within thirty days thereafter, the clerk shall be summarily removed by the 
Statutes, nor of any acts amen ry thereof.or supplementary thereto. judge, upon the request of the Attorney-General. 
Sec. 4. That deputy marshals shall be appointed in the manner provided in Sec. 10. That the judges of the circuit and district courts of the United States 
the section for such localities in the district as the judge of the dis- | and the judges of the Territorial courts shall divide each district into commis- 
trict or it courts may authorize and require for the efficient transaction of | sioners’ districts, consisting of one or more counties or parishes, and they shal? 
the business of the United States courts of such districts in each locality, but | appoint one or more United States commissioners in each commissioner's dis 
their powers shall not be limited by the locality for which they are appointed. | trict, as may be required for the efficient and economical execution of the laws. 
° shall perform the duties of a deputy marshal unless appointed and | Such commissioners shall have jurisdiction only of such offeases as are commit- 
qualified in the manner herein provided, but district or circuit courts may ap- | ted in their respective districts, except in cases of change of venue or where no 
| mag upon the recommendation of the marshal, any sheriff or constable hold- | qualified commissioner resides in the commissioner’s district where the offense 
com $ as such under State authority, to serve the writs or execute | was committed who is in the district and physically able to perform his duties, 1 
the processes issuing out of the courts in such district, after having been duly | and except also in cases of offenses against the postal laws ofthe United States, 
a deputy by order of the court. In all casés where precticable | in which the jurisdiction shall remain as now provided by law. 
it shall be the duty of the marshal to send writs and processes of court’by mail United States commissioners shall receive for their services such fees as are 
to the deputy marshal residing in the ieeelity where writs are to be | now allowed by law, exvept that in all criminal cases heard by them they shali 
or processes to be executed, or to the sheriff or constable appointed to | only be allowed $1 for issuing process to arrest and $1 for a recognizance or bond 
serve the same in such locality, whose duty it shall be, after service, to return | for court, including affidavits of justification of suretiesand acknowledgments ; 
such writ or process by mail tothe marshal; and in no case shall fees be charged | and forall other writs and processes issued, for all oaths administered, for docket- 
orallowed for traveling between points where writs or processes were sent by | ing, hearing,and trying the same, and for all services performed the sum of $, 


Z 


mail, or where it was practicable to send them by mail. The fees now allowed | and no more, for each case; but where two or more charges are preferred not 
by law for niarshals for serving writs and processes shall hereafter be allowed | requiring separate trials against any person at the same time, the commissioner 
to the officers the same, except for committing and discharging prison- | shall be allowed only fora fee in one case, In preliminary examinations, where 
ers; and the clause in section 829 of the Revised Statutes prescribing 50 cents | there is probable cause of guilt, the commissioner shall bind over the accused, if 
for the same is repealed. No fee for serving process shall be paid to a | he shall give the bail required, to appear for trial before the court in his district 
chief deputy. G when actually necessary, may be employed to assist | which may be held nearest the place where the offense was committed ; and if 
marshals, ffs, or constables in charge of prisoners and witnesses | he can not give the required bail, the commissioner shali commit him for trial 
commissioners or justices of the peace, but not more than two before the | to the nearest jail where such prisoners can be safely and economically kept, 

same officer shall be employed on any one day. and shall in both cases transmit all the papers in the case to the clerk of the 
Src. 5. That deputy marshals, she and constables whileserving court proc- | United States court to be held in said district nearest the place where the offense 
esses shall be allowed for public conveyances the amountactu- | was committed at which court grand juries are impaneled, and the clerk shall 


ally paid therefor, which shall be stated in an itemized account, and shall not | notify the district attorney thereof; but any accused person who may be com- 
the usual amount charged for such transportation. For traveling where | mitted in default of bail may, upon the order of the judge, be removed to and 
there is no public ae they shall beallowed 10 cents per mile each way, | tried at that place in the judicial district where the court will be held next after 
and for serving writs proéesses the fees provided bylaw. Thecostsshallin | his commitment. : 
each case be indorsed in items on the back of the writ when the return is made. Justices of the peace shall receive the same fees as United States commission- { 
Sec. 6. That the circuit or district courts of the United States may, in cases of | ers for services incriminal cases. Their accounts shall be verified by oath and , 
where the necessary processes of the courts can not be promptly ex- | forwarded to the United States attorney of the district,to be submitted to the 

the marshal or his deputies so as to secure the ends of justice, | court for approval. 
enter an order of record requi the marshal or one of his deputies, or a per- It shall be theduty of commissioners and justices of the peace to examine and 
asspecialdeputy marshal by the court for that purpose, to perform | certify to the marshal for payment bills of witnesses for transportation and at- 
& particular service or execute a particular writ; and forsuchservice there shall | tendance. 


XV—345 





































































































































































































































































































































2906 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JUNE 23, 
























The judges of the Territorial courts, United States district attorneys, and United 
States marshals and their deputies, when required to use any publicconveyance 
in the discharge of their respective duties, shall be allowed the actual amount paid 
for transportation, not exceeding the usual fares on such publicconveyance, and 
no more. All accounts rendered for such transportation shall be verified by 
oath of the person making the same; and he shall state in such oath that hedid 
not use for any part of such transportation a pass or pay a less fare than that 
stated in the account. 

Accounts for the transportation of prisoners and guards by public convey- 
ances shall be rendered for such sum as was actually paid for such transporta- 
tion, not exceeding the usual fare; and vouchers verified by oath shall in all 
cases accompany such accounts. 

Sec. ll. That United States marshals shal) hereafter be allowed their actual 
expenses in the following cases, namely : 

For transporting prisoners in any State or Territory, or from one State or Ter- 


ritory toanother, on any public conveyance, the amount actually paid for trans- 
portation of themselves and for each prisoner and necessary guard, but not ex- 
ceeding the usual fares. Where free transportation is used no charge whatever 
shall be madecr allowed. If reduced transportation is secured, this fact shall 
be stated, and the actual amount paid shall be charged in the account, and no 
more. 

The amount actually and necessarily paid for meals of themselves, prisoners, 
and necessary guards while in transitu, not exceeding 50 cents per meal. 


The amount actually paid deputy marshals and guards for their services, not 
exceeding $2 per day. 

For travel in going to serve or returning from serving any process, warrant, 
attachment, or other writ, including writs or subpcena in civil or criminal cases, 
the actual amount paid for transportation on all public conveyances,and no 
more, the account to be stated as in case of transporting criminals; and for each 
raile actuatly traveled to serve any such process as aforesaid where there is no 
public conveyance, 10 cents per mile going and returning. 

For all travel required of them by law on any public conveyance oor shall 
be allowed, in all States and Territories, the actual amount paid,as herein pro- 
vided,and no more; and for every mile actually traveled where there is no 
public conveyance, 10 cents per mile each way. 

All allowances for travel by public conveyance and meals are not to be con- 
strued as compensation, but as reimbursements for actual and necessary expend- 
itures in the discharge of official duties; and all transportation provided for in 
this act shall be computed by the nearest practicable route. 

All allowances for mileage and transportation on public conveyances in ex- 
cess of the amount actually paid are hereby declared illegal; and no credit 
shall be allowed to any of the disbursing officers of the United States for pay- 
ments or allowances in violation of the provisions of this act. An affidavit that 
the account is justand true in all respects, and that the expenses charged therein 
were actually and necessarily incurred, must accompany each bill. In all cases 
the account must contain the items of expenditure. The Attorney-General 
shall prescribe forms, rules, and regulations for presenting all accounts of court 
pone to all of which forms shall be attached the oaths to be taken and sub- 
seribed. 

Sec. 12. That hereafter jurors and witnesses in all of the States and Territo- 
ries shall receive their actual and necessary expenditures for transportation 
when using any public conveyance, in lieu of mileage, but not exceeding the 
usual fares; and when there are no public conveyances they shall receive the 
mileage now allowed by law for travel to and from court; and witnesses shall 
receive $1.50 a day, and jurors shall receive $2 a day during actual attendance at 
any court or courts and for the time necessarily occupied in going to and re- 
turning from the same. 

Sec. 13. That the provisions of this act shall apply to all the States and Ter- 
ritories and to the District of Columbia. 

All acts or parts of acts granting double or increased fees to marshals, deputy 
marshals, clerks, or district attorneys, in any State or Territory,are hereby re- 

led, and the general laws prescribing fees are hereby re-e: as to such 
tates and Territories, except as herein modified or amended. 

That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after the 30th day of June 
1884,except that those portions relating to the appointment, jurisdiction, and 
compensation of commissioners and deputy marshals shall take effect thirty 
days after the passage of this act. And all acts and parts of acts inconsistent 
with this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. BISBEE. I makea point of order against the entire amendment 
upon the following grounds: First, that it contains subject-matter not 
germane to the pending bill; second, that it does not on its face retrench 
expenditures; and third, that it is obnoxious to clause 4 of Rule 
XXI, which provides that no bill or resolution shall at any time be 
amended by annexing thereto or incorporating therewith the substance 
of any other bill or resolution pending before the House. 

I shall assume that the subject-matter of this proposed amendment 
is well understood. I desire briefly to call the attention of the Chair 
to the new legislation which it contains. It proposes to vest in the 
Attorney-General very large additional powers. On page 6 of the pro- 
posed amendment is a provision to vest in the Attorney-General the 
power to determine under what circumstances a United States marshal 
shall have a chief deputy or a clerk. ,Under existing law the marshal 
appoints his own chief deputy as well as his general deputy. 

The amendment further provides that the Attorney-General shall 
provide a uniform system of book-keeping and returns, and shall fur- 
nish books and blanks for this purpose to the United States marshals; 
and the sum of $10,000 is appropriated to execute that provision of 
the proposed amendment. To that extent expenditures are increased 
upon the face of the amendment. 

On page 8 of the amendment it is proposed to authorize the Attor- 
ney-General to appoint all the marshals, clerks, chief deputies, and 
other deputies, upon the recommendation of the marshals of the re- 
spective districts. 

That, Mr. Speaker, is not germane to any portion of the bill under 
consideration. It proposes to grant the Attorney-General new and dis- 
tinct powers, and I think very improper powers. It will not be de- 
nied that the marshal can now appoint his own clerks and deputies; 
and I think it will be generally agreed that he should at all times have 
the power to do so. 

Again, section 4, page 8, goes on to provide— 

That deputy marshals shall be appointed in the manner provided in the fore- 


going section for such localities in the district as the judge of the district or cir- 
cuit courts may authorize and require for the efficient transaction of the busi- 








ness of the United States courts of such districts in each locality, but their powers 
shall not be limited by the locality for which they are appointed. 


There, Mr. Speaker, is another very material amendment to the ex- 


isting law. Under existing law the discretion is left with the marshal 
to appoint as many deputies as in his judgment are necessary for the 
efficient transaction of the business of the court. This amendment pro- 
poses to leave that matter to the discretion of the court itself. 


The amendment goes on further and provides the qualifications of 


such deputies. It also makes material changes in the existing law 
with reference to the service of process or writs. 


Again, in section 6, page 10, there is a very material change in the 


law. It is there provided that circuit and district courts shall be the 
judges of the emergency which may make it necessary to appoint an 
additional regular deputy. 


In brief, the point is that this amendment proposes to grant not only 


to the Attorney-General but also to the circnit and district courts 
largely-increased and very important and responsible powers, no por- 
tion of which has, in my humble opinion, any relevancy whatever to 
the bill under discussion or is germane to it in any sense. There are 
other provisions of the bill liable to objection upon the same ground, 
which I will not read. 


My last ground of objection, Mr. Speaker, is that there is another 


bill, there are two other bills, pang before committees of this House 
involving the same subject-matter. 

bills providing for salaries of district attorneys and United States mar- 
shals. I have not those bills before me and can not now give their 
numbers; but it will not be denied that such bills have been intro- 
duced and referred to appropriate committees and are now under con- 
sideration by such committees, 


refer to the distinct and separate 


I also call attention, Mr. Speaker, to a paragraph on page 225 of the 


Digest: 


Whenever any portion of a proposition reported or submitted is out of order 


(either as an entirety or by way of amendment) it is sufficient ground for the 
rejection of the entire proposition. 


I think it is perfectly clear that several parts of this amendment, 


particularly those parts clothing the Department of Justice with ad- 
ditional powers, enlarging the jurisdiction of the district and circuit 
courts, and depriving the United States marshals of authority which 
they now have under existing law, are not germane to this bill and 
ought not to be permitted to come in by way of amendment. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. BisBEE] bases 


his point of order upon three grounds, which I will dispose of in the 
order in which they have been stated. The first is that there are in 
this amendment certain provisions not germane to *%e subject-matter 
of the bill. In this position I do not agree with the gentleman. In 
the first place this amendment is an appropriation for the expenses of 
certain officers, district attorneys, marshals, &c., and these legislative 
provisions all relate to those officers. Of course they are germane tothe 
subject-matter. 


Mr. CHACE. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHACE. Is it not a fact that these fees which this amendment 
proposes to legislate out of existence are paid by the parties litigant, 
not by the Government? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; they are paid by the United States. 
Mr. CHACE. I think the great majority of them are paid by the 


es. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; these are all fees paid by the Govern- 
ment for Government business, and there are appropriations here to 
pay them. The amounts appropriated are for sums to be expended by 
the United States in criminal prosecutions in which the Government 
isa party. It is true that if we reduce the fees for service of sub- 
peenas in civil as well as criminal cases the litigants in civil suits will 
of course get the benefit of the reduction. But the change is made 
here because the Government pays such fees in cases in which it is a 


rty. 

Mr. BISBEE. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. BISBEE. I did not before state, but I intended to make the 
point, that the committee from which this amendment is reported has 
no authority over such amatter. I make that point now so that the 
gentleman may have the benefit of it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All right. 

The next ground on which this point of order-rests is that the pro- 
posed amendment embodies the substance of two bills now pending in 
this House. All I have to say on this point is that if there are two 
bills pending in the Houseembodying the substance of t::1is amendment 
1 have not read those bills and do not know from the veading of them 
what they contain. If I have incorporated, therefore, the substance 
of any other bill in this proposition I do not know it. Iam sure it can 
not be so with reference to the bill in relation to the salaries of mar- 
shals and district attorneys. The bill which has been indicated is not 
the substance of this amendment and it is not bottomed upon it, as I 
have never read that bill and could not have incorporated the substance 
of it here. 

Mr. BISBEE. I can tell the gentleman what they are, if he wishes. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I prefer to have the text of the bill itself and not 
any statement as to its substance. If the gentleman has the text of 
the bill and will hand it to me I will look at it. 

The.amendment must embody the substance ofthe other bill. It is 
not as to their being on the same subject to which the rule is directed, 
but it must be the substance of the other bill. 

As to the question whether the committee has jurisdiction of the 
matter, I will state in answer to that that under the rules of the House 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice is re- 
quired to act on the very subject-matter covered by this substitute; and 
also at the beginning of this session the subject was referred specific- 
ally to the committee of which I am chairman by that part of the 
President’s relating to court expenses. But as an individual 
I would have had the right to offer it, and thep it would be subject to 
some additional points of order. It comes under the general jurisdic- 
tion of the committee under the rules of the House, and besides has been 
specially referred in the President’s message, which recommended to be 
done that which the committee has reported. I will read from that 
message of the President: 

So, too, should the laws which regulate the compensation of district attor- 

marshals. 


neys and They should be paid wholly by salaries, instead of in part 
by fees, as is now the case. 

The would prove to be a measure of economy, and would discourage 
the institution of needless and oppressive legal proceedings, which, it is to be 
feared, have in some instances been conducted for the mere sake of personal 


This proposition was referred to the committee on the recommen- 
dation of the President this should be done. Report was made on that 
reference. 

Now, as to the question of legislation. Of course, Mr. Speaker, this 
is new legislation. The rule is not directed against new legislation, 
but that new legislation must be germane to the subject and must re- 
trench expenditures. 

First, it is in order by coming from the committee of which I am 
chairman. Now, does it retrench expenditures? To show it does I 
have only to refer to the amount appropriated in the bill. And allow 
me to say here that the Committee on Appropriations I believe were 
agreed this substitute should be proposed. They are in favor of it so 
far as I know, and therefore did not prepare that portion of the bill I 
move to strike out with a view of having it remain as an appropriation 
bill for this purpose, but merely for the purpose, as I understand, that 
this amendment might take the place of it. Hence, in order to de- 
termine the actual amount of reduction this bill provides, you are to 
look to the expense which this committee is bound to appropriate for, 
and it appropriates less by several hundred thousand dollars than the 
face of the bill. So if the amendment is not received the bill must be 
recommitted to the Committee on Appropriations in order that it may 
take time to prepare a provision on this subject which will embrace all 
the items. 

On page 12 of the report which this committee submitted, number 
1779, the clerk of the Committee on Appropriations prepared a table 
which is here printed. It shows that the amounts appropriated and 
the deficiencies which must be supplied and have been supplied in the 
deficiency bill will amount to $3,318,800. The amounts appropriated 
in this bill for the ensuing year amount to $2,799,000. This shows a 
reduction of $519,000 for the ensuing year below the actual expenses 
of the courts for the current year. 

The gentleman has pointed out provisions of legislation here which 
he says are obnoxious tothe rule. As to the appointment of deputy 
marshals and several others pointed out, the law as it stands provides 
the machinery for incurring court expenses and authorizes the expend- 
iture provided for the current year of $3,300,000. In order to be en- 
abled to reduce the appropriations for this service it was incumbent upon 
the committee to reduce the machinery under existing law by which 
these large expenditures have been incurred in the past. This is just 
what the legislation here proposes to do and nothing else. Every pro- 
vision can be traced to a proposition which reduces and changes the 
machinery authorizing these unlimited expenditures. 

It does reduce expenditures. The President has said in his message 
to Congress that if a bill of this kind should be reported it would be a 
measure of economy. The Attorney-General has also furnished a let- 
ter to the committee in which he states it would be a measure of great 
economy to adopt these provisions of legislation. But in addition to 
that the committee of which I have the honor to be chairman is con- 
vinced it would be not only a measure of economy but one of justice 
to the — this country. And that economy will appear more 
clearly even than it does upon the terms of the bill itself. 
During the whole winter we have been engaged in an investigation as 
to the manner of the incurrence of these various expenses in the past, 
and have intimation of great abuses which have occurred in the ex- 
penses of the courts all over the country. 

This legislation provides a remedy in the judgment of the committee, 


- they believe that it is within the rule, as providing such changes in 


of the courts by which these various expenses are in- 
curred as will enable the Government to be run upon the sum here 
— namely, more than half a million dollars less than the sum 
it heretofore cost. That will be the result, if these changes are 
made, in our judgment. 


a great confusion. 








Now, of course it must be apparent that you can not apply to each 
item of this appropriation bill the particular legislation without making 
It was therefore suggested that the appropriations 
should follow one after the other in the substitute, which they do, and 
after these expenses were provided for there should then come the legis- 
lative provisions which were necessary in order to make it possible to 
have the appropriations and make the changes provided therein. 

It may be objected by some that so much legislation should not be 
put upon an appropriation bill. I concede that to be true if it were 
upon any other subject-matter. But in this particular case it must be 
regarded as an exception. 

We are changing the manner of providing for the payment of the 
services of United States marshals, United States attorneys, and clerks 
of the United States courts. Now, if you change the manner of making 
payments you must change also the manner of making the appropri- 
ations for that service, and that change can only take place simultane- 
ously with the bill itself. 

There is no other mode by which you can accomplish the result, and 
hence the necessity for doing it on an appropriation bill, and the same 
bill which makes the change. For my own part I should have pre- 
ferred a separate measure, but if you inject this legislation into the 
next year’s appropriation you can make all harmonize with the new 
appropriation, and all of the machinery of the courts will be based upon 
the change which is found necessary. Here it will be in harmony 
strictly with the appropriation made, and will save the amount of 
money specified in the report of the committee. 

In view of these facts, and after a most careful and thorough consid- 
eration of every item contained in the appropriation, I am of the opinion 
that it is not obnoxious to the point of order, and that it should be 
overruled. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to hear the gentleman upon 
one point which he has not touched. The gentleman makes an argu- 
ment to show that the adoption of the proposed substitute would re- 
trench expenditures. But it has always been held, the Chair thinks, 
that in order to bring a proposed amendment within the rule, so as to 
admit it, it must be shown upon the face of the amendment itself, as 
compared with the bill to which it is offered as an amendment, that it 
does retrench expenditures. In other words, it is not sufficient to show 
as a matter of argument that it will ultimately result in a saving of 
expenditures. It must appear upon the face of the amendment itself 
that it is a saving of expenditures. 

Now, the gentleman has not stated how much is appropriated in that 
part of the bill proposed to be stricken out, nor has he stated how much 
is proposed by the substitute; and there is nothing upon the face of the 
bill or the substitute to show, except by adding together the various 
items contained in each, which the Chair has not had an opportunity 
of doing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I supposed that the Committee on Appropriations 
did make their bill correspond with the expenditures of the current 
year, and hence based the estimate which appears upon the report of 
the committee upon the actual expenditures of the current year, which 
would be decreased some $500,000 if the substitute should bé adopted. 
But I have been informed that the Committee on Appropriations took each 
item appropriated here when they were considering the appropriations 
they would make and added $10,000 to each, so that the Chair will 
perceive each item of the substitute has been decreased $10,000 as com- 
pared with the bill, and the amount covered by the bill is just that 
much greater than the substitute. That was done with a view to make 
itin order to move this substitute by the Committee on Appropriations, 
and merely as a formal amendment coming from them. The substi- 
tute would reduce the amount covered by the bill something. like 
$60,000, I think, on its face. 

Mr. FORNEY. One hundred and sixty thousand dollars. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam informed by the gentleman from Alabama 
that it would be a reduction of $160,000 in the aggregate amount ap- 
propriated by the bill. But the amount is actually much greaterif you 
shall be compelled to recommit the bill, according tothe amount of the 
current year’s expenses. If you reject this substitute the expendi- 
ture would be $500,000 greater, which would have to come into the bill 
afterward. But $160,000 is the difference in the amounts covered by 
the bill. That is simply nominal however, as I have said, and was put 
in by the Appropriations Committee themselves that it might be more 
than was appropriated by this substitute, so as to make it in order. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. The amount of the saving is not ma- 
terial, provided it does reduce the expenditures, in order to bring it 
within the rule. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, it is not material; for any reduction would 
bring it within the rule, although on the face of the bill I think it is 
$160,000, while in reality it is much greater. 

Mr. BISBEE. I have obtained the bills to which I referred in my 
argument. They were introduced and referred to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, and can be examined by the Chair. There are two separate 
bills introduced by the gentleman from Alabama[Mr. HERBERT]. One 
relates exclusively to the feesof United States marshals of all the States 
and all the Territories, and relates also to the fees of deputy marshals. 
The other bill is exclusively with reference to the pay of district at- 
torneys. There is still another bill, introduced by the gentleman from 
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Tennessee [Mr. Hovuk], which covers the compensation both of mar- 
shals and United States attorneys. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is utterly impossible to reach the conclusion 
that this amendment would retrench expenditures. There are certain 
officers whose appointments depend upon the discretion of the Depart- 
ment of Justice. Certain clerks and certain deputies are appointed by 
the Attorney-General, and within certain limits the number to be ap- 
pointed rests in his discretion. They are paid a certain salary; some 
of them a fixed salary; others, salaries to be determined by the Attor- 
ney-General himself. Therefore it is utterly impossible to say, not- 
withstanding this amendment may appropriate a little less money than 
the bill itself—it is impossible to say that the obligation that may be in- 
curred under this amendment will be less than under existing law. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, I call attention to section 10 of this bill. That 
section provides— 





That the judges of the circuit and district courts of the United States and the 
judges of the Territorial courts shall divide each district into commissioners’ 
districts, consisting of one or more counties or parishes, and they shall appoint 
one or more United States commissioners in each commissioner’s district as 
may be required for the efficient and economical execution of the laws, 


The section further provides, which I shall not read, what the juris- 
diction of those commissioners shall be. Here is a new law granting 
to the district and circuit courts not only new and distinct powers which 
they do not now possess, but also the very considerable and important 
power of defining the Territorial jurisdiction of these commissioners. 

I would like to have the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
or any other gentleman point out what part of the bill reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations has anything on this subject; or, in 
other words, in what respect section 10 of this bill is germane to the 
pending bill reported from the Committee on Appropriations. 

I will not dwell further on the pointof order. The gentleman from 
Illinois has not been able to show, and it seems to me utterly impos- 
sible to show that these several sections taking away power from the 
United States marshals and granting additional powers to the district 
and circuit courts and to the judges thereof and to the Attorney-General] 
can in any possible way be germane to this bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In regard to the commissioners the bill appro- 
priates $110,000, and the substitute $100,000; actually it is less than 
that. In order that the commissioners should not incur the | ex- 
penses they have heretofore incurred, the provision was inserted limit- 
ing their jurisdiction to particular localities, so that there would not 
be the vast amount of costs that have heretofore been incurred. And, 
further, it provides they shall haveso much allowance in each case instead 
of an allowance per day. I think, according to the practice, they have 
tried one case a day, running up large bills of costs in each case. Ac- 
cording to the investigations of our committee, instead of $15 and $20 
commissioner’s fees in each case, the amount would be reduced to seven 
or eight dollars. And it was to cut away the old machinery, and geta 
system that would cost less, that the committee have proposed this 
change. 

Now, as to this being the substance of pending bills, the gentleman 
from Florida has handed me, in the first place, the bill of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] which covers ten printed pages and 
classifies marshals in every State of the Union. It is a very long and 
elaborate bill on the subject of marshals’ pay. This bill is not the sub- 
stance of that bill in any sense whatever. The other bill is thatof the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houk] for the compensation of United 
States marshals, the House bill No. 1498. It provides— 

That from and after July 1, 1884, the compensation allowed United States mar- 
shals shall be an annual salary of $3,500, &c. 

That is not the substance of this bill at all in any sense of the word. 
There is nothing, therefore, on that ground for the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Illinois send those bills 
up to the Chair? ; 

Mr. HERBERT. The bills are long, and it would take the Speaker 
some time to examine them. Before he looks into them I desire his 
attention to the difference between this proposed amendment and each 
of those bills. 

In the first place, the bill relating to the abolishing of salaries of 
marshals introduced by myself proposes simply to abolish fees of mar- 
shals in all cases in which the United States is a party. That is as 
far as the bill goes. This amendment proposes to abolish all fees, the 
fee system entirely, so far as marshals are concerned. In relation 
to the compensation there is a similar difference. Not only are the 
amounts of the bill introduced by myself and in the amendment pro- 
posed here by the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Justice different in very many cases, but they proceed upon entirely 
different principles. The bill introduced by myself proposes to com- 
pensate them for everything and made no allowance to them what- 
ever for transportation. The amendment of the committee proposes 
to allow them transportation from court to court and from their homes 
to the court. I think that is all I need say in relation to that bill. 

The bill in relation to the salaries of district attorneys also proceeds 
upon a different idea. In my bill, which the gentleman from Florida 
has referred to—and so far as I have been able to look at it the bill of 

the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houk] I think will be found on | 
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examination to be a copy of mine—the bill introduced by myself pro- 
poses to abolish the fee system, it is true, so far as district attorneys are 
concerned. In that point the bill and amendmentare similar. Buta 
bill that simply went to that extent and no further, that provided no 
more of compensation, would be, to say the least of it, incomplete. It 
would be ruinous. It would pro hac rice put a stop tothe operation of 
the Government if you provided no mode of compensation. 

The compensation fixed in my bill is in lieu of everything else, mak- 
ing an allowance for transportation from court to court or from home 
to court. I call your attention to these fundamental differences sim- 
ply. There are many other differences between these bills and the 
proposed amendment. I think I need not go any further than to say 
that this amendment is not substantially the same in any part of it as 
either of these bills, so far as the rule is concerned. 

I think that the test of the matter might be made in this way: would 
the one bill and the other necessarily command the support of the same 
legislators? A member might be willing to vote for the one, where 
the fixed compensation was in lieu of everything, and not vote in favor 
of the other. But I will not dwell on this branch of the matter further, 
for it seems to me that I have answered completely the objection on 
that point. 

In relation to the question whether the proposed amendment will 
reduce expenditures, I know that the rule is that the amendment must 
on its face appear to reduce expenditures. But what is meant by the ex- 
pression ‘‘onits face?’’ Suppose, Mr. Speaker, that you werea judge, 
and that I demurred to pleadings; the substance of my demurrer being 
that the plea or complaint to which I demurred was defective on its 
face. How are you to arrive ata conclusion? How are you to decide 
that the plea is defective for the reason which I give? If you area 
judge, you are necessarily remitted to what you know judicially; that 
is, to the law bearing upon such a case upon the point raised by me. 

So by analogy when the question is whether the amendment on its 
face reduces expenditures, one mode of determining the question is to 
look at it as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has done, to 
see if the amount proposed in the amendment is less than the amount 
proposed in the bill. But another way is to bring to mind those things 
which you, not judicially, but I will use an equivalent term, which 
you officially know. : 

Now, I think you as Speaker of this House, and all the members of 
this House, whether in point of fact they do actually know what were 
the expenditures of this Department of the Government last year, are 
presumed to know it, just as a judge, although he may not know the 
law that is in the books, is presumed to know it. We have here pub- 
lished documents, published by our order, published for our informa- 
tion. They are always officially before us, and we do officially know 
that the expenditures for the items embraced in this amendment were 
last year under the old system many tens of thousands of dollars greater 
than they would be under the new system here proposed. If so, then 
the point of order is not well taken on that ground. 

The gentleman has pointed out several paragraphs here to which he 
takes exception. He raised his objection to the whole amendment. 
Now, the whole amendment itself is a system, and he can not take a 
line or a half a line, a paragraph or a half a paragraph, and say that 
that line or that paragraph is not e, or does not within itself re- 
duce expenditures. That line or that paragraph to which he objects 
must be taken into consideration together with the whole amendment. 
If the whole amendment is germane, and if the whole amendment 
does, as this undoubtedly does, whether tested by either rule, retrench 
expenditures, then the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, let us have the ruling of the Chair. That ie 
all the I wish to make. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read clause 3 of 
Rule XXI, which seems to be the most important clause in connection 
with this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


8. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill,.or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any ex iture not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appro ms for such public works and 
Nor any provision in any such bill or 

law be in order, such 
ae erg to the su shall retren: 
uction of the num 
duction of the com of any person paid out of the 
States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the : Provided, 
That it 1 be in order further to amend such bill upon the of the com- 
mittee havi urisdiction of the 


Tote of such amendment, which 
poy g germane to the su r of the bill, shall retrench ex- 
pen . 


The SPEAKER. There is no question but what the amend- 
ment will change existing law. Still, if it is germane to the subject- 
matter of the bill and retrenches expenditures it is in order, unless it 
be out of order for the other reason stated by the gentleman from Flor- 
ida [Mr. BisBex], thatit isthesubstance of another bill, or of other bills, 
now i the House. Those other bills have been sent to 
the Speaker’s desk and have been examined by the Chair as carefully 
as the limited time allowed him would permit. 

It is also true that the proposed substitute embraces some of the pro- 
visions contained in the pending bills. For instance, it abolishes fees 
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heretofore paid to United States marshals and substitutes salaries in 
lieu of them, which is the same thing done in the bill introduced by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Houk], although the amounts are 
different. There are also one or two provisions similar to those con- 
tained in the bill introduced by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HERBERT]. But the Chair that under the rule the fact that an 
amendment offered embraces one or possibly more features of some 
other bill pending is not sufficient of itself to exclude it. It must con- 
tain the substance of the pending bill in order to make it objectionable 
under the rule. 

So far as the Chair has been able to give this matter consideration 
he is not able to see that the proposed amendment does contain the 
substance of the other bills or the substance of either of them. 

While it is true that the proposed amendment will change existing 
law, it is also true, as the Chair believes, that if will retrench expendi- 
tures. When the Chair is called upon to decide whether or not an 
amendment upon its face-retrenches expenditures, which seems to he 
the rule heretofore followed, he must of course compare the provisions 
of the amendment with the existing law, if there be one, making perma- 
nent ssorrerenre for the purpose stated, or in the absence of any ex- 


isting law making such a he must compare it with the 
appropriation proposed to be made in the bill to which the amendment 
is offered. 


In this case there is no statute making permanent appropriations for 
these 
the a t with the provisions of the bill for the purpose of deter- 
mining whether or not there is a reduction of expenditures. The Chair 
supposes that there issuch a reduction from the statement made by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], as well as from the statement 
made by a member of the Committee on Appropriations, which have not 
been controverted, that the amendment appropriates about $160,000 
less than the amendment proposed to be appropriated in the bill as re- 


Then, is the amendment germane? It certainly relates to the same 


subject-matter to which the bill relates; that is, the compensation of 


attorneys, commissioners, marshuls, deputy marshals, clerks, and other 
officers of the United States courts. 

It may be that there is some new legislation in the amendment which 
is not actually necessary in order to effectuate the reduction of expendi- 
tures; but upon such an examination as the Chair has been able to give 
it appears that all the new legislation in regard to the duties of these 
officers in the discharge of their official functions is just such legisla- 
tion as is to accomplish the reduction of expenditures. 

eno reading of thissubstitute by sections it should appear that 
there is some section or clause changing existing law and not necessary 
to accomplish the retrenchment of expenditures, a point of order might 
still be made against that partof theamendment. Itis true that where 
any of an amendment, which is an entirety, is out of order, the 
whole amendment is outof order. But where an amendment embraces 
various distinct propositions, each of which is complete in itself, the 
fact that someone of those propositions may be out of order does not 
exclude all the other provisions of the amendment. It is only where 
the different provisions are necessarily dependent one upon another that 
the rule excluding the whole amendment applies. The Chair there- 
mse eee the point of order made against the amendment as a 
whole. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now ask that an agreement be made to fix 5 
o’clock as the hour at which the vote shall be taken on this amendment, 
—— amendments as may be offered toit and on the passage of the 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania proposes that 
at 5 o’clock the previous question shall be ordered on thisamendment, 
=e — other amendments as may be offered, and upon the passage 


Mr. KEIFER. It may happen that some amendments which we 
desire to submit can not be offered by 5 o'clock. I do not know that 
me eg to wishes to extend the debate. 

ALL. I thought I was proposing this arrangement with 
the assent of the gentleman. 

Mr. KEIFER. We do assent; but we do not want to be cut off from 
offering amendments. So far as debate is concerned I do not want to 
occupy any time at all. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish to inquire whether this amend- 


ment will be read by paragraphs so as to give opportunity for offering 
amendments. 


Mr. RANDALL. So far as I am concerned I do not wish to cut 
off any amendments. But I want to cut off debate. 

Mr. KEIFER. We have no objection. 

Several MemBERs. Let us vote now. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want the House to vote on such amendments as 
may be submitted, so as to get the proposition in the best possible shape 
and in entire harmony with the voice of the whole House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I believe in this amendment. I think 
it as a whole a very excellent one. But I believe that the salary which 


it proposes to allow to the district attorney for the district of Indiana is 
too low by $500. I would like to move an amendment to make the 


salary of this officer $3,500. 
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Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to allowing any amendment 


to be voted upon. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I suggest that by unanimous consent general de- 
bate be now closed and the amendment be read by paragraphs. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that. But I want to cut 
off all debate—general and under the five-minute rule—at 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. Is it understood that the Clerk shall read this 
amendment by sections ? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I ask unanimous consent that general debate be 
considered as closed now. 

The SPEAKER. General debate was closed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think there is no necessity for any general de- 


bate. 

The SPEAKER. None is asked for. 

A MEMBER. And none is in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think we can reach a conclusion upon this ques- 
tion by 5 o’clock, if we proceed at once to vote upon amendments, al- 
lowing brief explanations as we goon. ButI do not think it neces- 
sary that the whole of this substitute should be again read. If there 
are any amendments to be offered let them be offered now. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to have my proposition submitted. 
I desire the previous question, so as to close debate at 5 o’clock, not to 
cut off any amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Suppose the gentleman allows the matter to run 
along without fixing any limitation just now. There is perfect good 
faith on this side of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe that nine-tenths of the House will vote 
for the amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Suppose the gentleman allows the matter to run on 
for five or ten minutes. When amendments are offered let brief expla- 
nations be made and votes be taken, even if the proceeding should goa 
little beyond the hour of 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The only way to limit debate on these amend- 
ments will be by ordering the previous question, and that can be done 
on each amendment whenever desired. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to close debate at 5 o’ clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania gives notice he 
will close debate at 5 o’cluck. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move we dispense with the reading of the bill 
by sections and let gentlemen propose their amendments and we can 
then act on thém in their order. 

The SPEAKER. [If thatis satisfactory the Chair will now recognize 
get tlemen to offer their amendments. The Chair hears no objection. 
They will be considered in order. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I have an amendment to offer to the third 
section. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen who have amendments to the first sec- 
tion will be recognized first. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I move, in line 4, page 4, after the 
word ‘‘ eastern,’’ to insert the word ‘‘ western;’’ and in line 6 to strike 
out ‘‘ Western Pennsylvania.’’ I offer that amendment for the purpose 
of making the salary of the marshal of the western district of Pennsyl- 
vania the same as that of the marshal of the eastern district. He does 
as much work, has as much labor to perform, and should be paid the 
same salary. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That isone of the amendments I have offered, and. 
I will only supplement what my colleague has said by saying that he 
does more work, as is shown by the records. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Attorney-General recommends it shall be the 
way it is here. 

Mr.SPRINGER. We thought that the city of Philadelphia with al} 
its maritime jurisdiction imposed upon the marshal, he ought to havea 
larger salary. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’ 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 72. 

So Mr. MILLER’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out these words: 

Southern district of New York, $6,900; Northern New York, Massachusetts, 
Eastern Pennsylvania, District of Columbia, Southern Ohio, and California, 
$5,000 each; Maryland, Western Pennsylvania, Eastern Missouri, Kentucky, 
Northern Ohio, Northern and Southern Illinois, Eastern Louisiana, Kansas, and 
Western Texas, $4,000 each; New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, Dela- 


ware, Nevada, Southern Florida, Connecticut, Northern Mississippi, and South- 


ern Mississippi, $2,000 each; and all other marshals shall be paid a salary of 
$3,000 a year. 


And in lieu thereof to insert the following: 


Southern district of New York, $4,000; Northern New York, Massachusetts, 
Eastern Pennsylvania, District of Columbia, Southern Ohio, and California, 
Maryland, Western Pennsylvania, Eastern Missouri, Kentucky, Northern Ohio, 
Northern and Southern Illinois, Eastern Louisiana, Kansas, and Western Texas, 
$3,500each ; New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, Delaware, Nevada, South- 
ern Florida, Connecticut, Northern Mississippi,and Southern Mississippi, $2,000 
each; and all other marshals shall be paid a salary of $2,500 a year. 


Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention to the fact that as the bill stands 
now you will pay the marshals of the Territories $400 more than you 
pay the governors. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Four hundred dollars more. The salary of the gov- 
ernor of a Territory is $2,600, while that of the marshal is $3,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is it not true that in one case the man’s time is all 











oo 10 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JUNE 23, 





taken, and in the other it is not? One is dress parade and the other 
is business. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. You pay a judge of the Territory $3,000, and the 
marshal is paid the same salary. My proposition is that the highest 
salary shall be $4,000 for the southern district of New York; that the 
more important districts after that shall be $3,500, and that the smaller 
districts shall be $2,500, and the latter would embrace my own. These 
are salaries in harmony with the generally large and ample salaries 
paid by the Federal Government. And I hope the House will not at 
the outset in abandoning the fee system adopt the extravagant salaries 
of the substitute of my friend from Illinois. I trust economy will be 
regarded in allowing reasonable compensation to these employés of the 
Government. It is not necessary I should urge on gentlemen on this 
side of the House to put these salaries at a reasonable rate; and I sub- 
mit those I propose are ample and beyond the range of those paid in 
my own State for corresponding service. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 41; noes 83. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No guorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope my friend will not make that point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope thegentleman will not come then with such 
extravagant salaries. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HoLMAN and Mr. SPRINGER were appointed as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 41, noes 127. 

So the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inthe third line of this section 2I move to amend 
by striking out ‘‘six’’ and inserting “‘five;’’ so that it will read: 

Southern district of New York, $5,000. 

The question was taken. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 113. 

.So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not press the point of no quorum, though I 
regret to see an increase of salary placed upon an appropriation bill in 
the absence of aquorum. I will move now to strike out in line 6, page 
4 of this bill, the word “‘five’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ so that it will read: 

Southern New York, Massachusetts, Eastern Pennsylyania, District of Colum- 
bia, Southern Ohio, and California, $4,000 each. 

The question was taken. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 118. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 

TheSPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 
voted the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. HOLMAN were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported —ayes 24, noes 156. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I move to insert in line 8, 
page 4, after the word “‘Tlinois,’’ the word ‘‘Indiana.’’ That will 
put the salary of the marshal for the State of Indiana in the four- 
thousand-dollar class. [Cries of ‘“‘ Vote!”’ “‘Vote!’’] Allow me to 
say it is by the proposed amendment fixed only at $3,000. Indiana 
is a judicial district, and there is but one judicial Uistrict in the State. 
That State contains a population of over 2,000,000 people. ‘The district 
court is held at four different places: at the city of Fort Wayne, at In- 
dianapolis, at Evansville, and at New Albany. It certainly does more 
business than the southern district of Illinois and a number of others 
which are included in the four-thousand-dollar class by this substitute. 

I believe in the principle of this amendment—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
whether the bill itself does not give a deputy to the marshal at each of 
these places at a salary of $1,000 per annum. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not know as to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it does. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have not examined in regard to that 
point; but the fees of the marshal of that district now amount to $6,000 
a year, and this is a reduction of 50 percent. While I believe that the 
fees system is debauching to public and political morals and indorse most 
heartily the idea of making all of these officers salaried officers of the 
Go vernment, I think we ought at least to givea just com tion to 
these men, and $4,000 compensation to the marshal of the State of In- 
diana is not certainly more than enough. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to say to the gentleman from In- 
diana, in response to his remarks, that nearly every salary in this sub- 
st tute is a reduction, no matter what others may say; and that weare 
not raising salaries at all by the adoption of the substitute. 

Mr. BROW NE, of Indiana. I have not so intimated. But it is 
fixed here in Southern Iliinois at $4,000. Now, I think the salary of 
the marshal for the district of Indiana should certainly be equal to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not making that statement with a view of 
reflecting upon what the gentleman from Indiana says, but I'am only 
saying it for the purpose of defending the point, or answering an inti- 
mation that salaries have been increased in some places. I repeat that 
there is no increase, but on the contrary a reduction of salaries by this 
substitute. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Justice to Indiana demands this in- 
crease, and I hope it will he granted. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker decided that by the sound 
the noes prevailed. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not want to delay proceedings, but 
I shall ask a division on this vote. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 87. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I wish to offer as an amendment to this section that 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 8, of section 2, after the word “ Kansas,” the word “ Iowa.” 


Mr. STRUBLE. I wish tosay simply that there are two districts in 
Iowa, the northern and southern districts. The courts are held in three 
places in each district. I therefore ask the adoption of this amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the previous question upon the section and 
all amendments new pending. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman propose to cut off amendments 
to be offered ? 

Mr, RANDALL. I do not want to prevent the offering of amend- 
ments, but simply to close debate. 

Mr. KEIFER. We want to offer some additional amendments in 
good faith. 

Mr. McCOID. I desire to say a word on this amendment. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
demands the previous question upon the section and the pending amend- 
ment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE]. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York. 
this section. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered on the 
section. Are there any amendments to be proposed to the third sec- 
tion ? 

‘ir. KEIFER. I move to amend by inserting in line 7, page 6 of 
the bill, afterthe words “‘ District of Columbia,’’ the words *‘ Northern 
Ohio,’’ so that it will read *‘ Northern Ohio, Southern Ohio,’’ &c. 

I desire to say a single word. This clause of section 3 provides that 
for the marshal’s clerk and chief deputy the salary shall be $1,800 
each in certain districts named. The district of Northern Ohio in- 
cludes the cities of Cleveland, Toledo, Sandusky, and others along Lake 
Erie. It is the more important of the two districts of Ohio; and it is 
the one where the most business is done of a maritime kind. It is as 
large as the southern district. I live in the southern district and have 
no interest except to equalize these matters. Courts are held at Cleve- 
land and at Toledo, and it is necessary to keep up a double establish- 
ment for a marshal’s office. This is simply putting the northern with 
tbe larger business of the two on a par with the southern district. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire tosay that if I am not mistaken the whole 
of this scheme of salaries has been fixed after an examination of the re- 
ceipts for ten years of the various offices throughout the country. 

Mr. KEIFER. This relates to the clerks of marshals, not to the 
marshals themselves. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. McCOID. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 3, line 7, after the word “‘ Kentucky,” insert the word “ Iowa.” 


Mr. McCOID. Mr. Speaker, Iowa isin the eighth circuit, which is 
composed of eight States. That State does 33.4 percent. of the whole 
business of that whole circuit of eight States. In that circuit is Kan- 
sas; and when the committee provided a salary for marshals they put 
Kansas in the list of $4,000 salaries and left Iowa unmentioned, which 
brings it into the class of $3,000 salaries. That shows that the com- 
mittee did not consider this question upon the amount of business done 
for the last ten years. If the committee had fixed the salaries of mar- 
shals upon the business done they would not have put Kanavs in the 
$4,000 class and Iowa in the $3,000 class, because Iowa does 33 per 
cent. of the business of the whole eight States. 

For that reason I say the amendment voted upon a few moments 
in reference to the salaries of marshals was not properly and justly 
treated. That amendment offered by my colleague ought to have been 
adopted. And now I say, in order to remedy that defect in the bill in 
some measure, we should put Iowa in this list of salaries of $1,800 
for deputies and clerks. That will compensate, in some measure, for 
the other amendment not having been adopted. There are in that 
district three places where each marshal must attend a court and do 
all the business connected with the court. I to the 
House to give this amendment fair consideration, the other amendment 
not having been adopted. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. McCorn, there 
ae 46, noes 88. 

a count not being called for) the amendment was not 


agreed to. 
Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. [I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 


I desire to offer an amendment to 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 3 by inserting after line 32 the following: 

“* Any person who steals, takes away, falsifies, mutilates, or otherwise alters, 
destroys, or conceals any book, record, or paper by law required to be in the cus- 
tody of the marshal, or who counsels, aids, or abets such stealing, taking away, 
altering, enemy mutilating, destroying, or concealing of any such book, rec- 
ord, or ‘ be guilty of a felony, and, on conviction thereof, shall be fined 
not casei $1,000 or imprisoned at iabor not exceeding three years, or both) 
in the discretion of the court.” 

Mr. RANDALL. That is right. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is not that in the bill now? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in the substitute as offered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I conceded that that was subject to the point of 
order and left it out. 

The amendment of Mr. VAN ALSTYNE was agreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is an amendment to section 3 which I sent 
up some time ago. I ask a vote upon it, although I presume I may as 
well accept the inevitable. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment of Mr. HoPpKINs, as fol- 
lows: 

Insert in line 7, page 6, after the words “ Eastern Pennsylvania,” the words 
“ Western Pennsylvania.” 

Mr. HOPKINS. The object of this amendment is to make the salary 
for Western Pennsylvania the same as for Eastern Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move the previous question on the section. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Are there any amendments to the fourth section? 

Mr. BISBEE. I desire to offer an amendment to section 3. 

TheSPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered on section 3. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. BISBEE. I do not think it is the intention of the gentleman 
in charge of the bill tocutoff amendments. I supposed the object was 
only to cut off debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was the House that did it, and not the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest that gentlemen have leave to print their 
amendments, with such remarks as they desire to make upon them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I movethe previous question on sections 4, 5, and 
6, as there are no amendments, I believe, to be offered on these. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The House then proceeded to consider section 7 of the amendment, 
the first paragraph of which is as follows: 

Sec. 7. That district attorneys of the United States shall hereafter be paid 
monthly for their services the following annual! salaries, in lieu of all fees, allow- 
ances, and salary now authorized by law: Southern New York, $8,000: North- 
ern New York, Massachusetts, Eastern and Western Pennsylvania, District of 
Columbia, Northern and Southern Ohio, Eastern Missouri, Northern and South- 
ern Illinois, and California, $5,000 each; Maryland, Kentucky, Kansas, Eastern 
Louisiana, Northern Georgia, ‘Western Flori a,and Western Texas, $4,000 each; 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, Delaware, Nevada, Southern Florida, 
Connecticut, Northern Mississippi, and Southern Mississippi, $2,000 each; and 
all other United States district attorneys shall be paid each a salary of $3,000 a 
year. 

Mr. HUNT. I move to strike out the words ‘‘ Eastern Louisiana’,”’ 
after the words ‘‘ Northern and Southern Ohio,’’ and to insert the 
same words after ‘‘ Western Missouri;’’ so as to transfer the district 
attorney for Eastern Louisiana from the four-thousand-dollar class to 
the five-thousand-dollar class. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. I move to insert between the words ‘‘eastern”’ 
and ‘‘Missouri’’ the words ‘‘and western;’’ so as to provide that the 
district attorneys for the eastern and western districts of Missouri 
shall receive $5,000 each. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move to amend by inserting after 
the word ‘‘ Kansas’’ the words ‘“‘ southern district of Iowa;’’ so as to 
bring the district attorney for the southern district of Iowa into the 
four-thousand-dollar class. The last report of the Attorney-General 
shows that there was more business done in the southern district of 
— than in the two States of Massachusetts and Pennsylvania com- 

ined. 

The amendment was not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 75, noes 104. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move to amend by striking out of the two- 
thousand-dollar class ‘‘Northern Mississippi and Southern Missis- 
sippi;’’ so as to have them come within the three-thousand-dollar class. 

I offer this amendment in order to equalize the compensation of offi- 
cers of the Government who perform likeservice. The bill as it stands 
will operate unequally. For example, it fixes the compensation of dis- 
trict attorneys of Georgia, Maryland, Louisiana, and California at from 
$3,000 to $5,000, although the earnings in those districts are but a trifle 
more than the earnings in Mississippi. On the other hand, it gives 
the district attorneys of Florida, Delaware, and Nevada, for example, 
the same pay as is allowed the district attorneys in Mississippi, though 
the business of these districts does not average more than half as much. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the paragraph under considera- 
tion by striking out all after the words “ now authorized by 


law ’’ and inserting that which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Southern New York, $6,000; Northern New York, Massachusetts, Eastern and 





Western Pennsylvania, District of Columbia, Southern Ohio, Eastern Missouri, 
Northern and Southern Illinois,and California, $4,500 each; Maryland, Ken- 
tucky, Kansas, Northern Ohio, Eastern Louisiana, Northern Georgia, and West- 
ern Texas, $3,500 each; New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Isiand, Delaware, 
Nevada, Southern Florida, Connecticut, Northern Mississippi, and Southern 
Mississippi, $2,000 each; and all other United States district attorneys shall be 
paid each a salary of $5,000 a year. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now call the previous question on sections 7, 8, 
and 9 of the proposed substitute. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Before that motion is put I ask unani- 
mous consent to put on record the fact that I would have offered an 
amendment if I had had the opportunity. [Laughter ] 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Amendments to section 10 are now in order. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I move to amend by inserting, after the 
second paragraph of section 10, the following: 

Provided, That all such preliminary examinations shall be held and conducted 
by the officer authorized to hold and conduct such examinations who resides 
nearest the place where the offense is alleged to have been committed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope the House will give a little attention to an 
amendment which I desire to offer to the second paragraph of section 
10. It is to insert, after the word ‘‘ judge,’’ in line 40, the words ‘* on 
the application of the accused; ’’ so that it will read: 

But any accused person who may be committed in default of bail, may upon 
the order of the judge, on the application of the accused, be removed to and tried 
at that place in the judicial district where the court will be held next after his 
commitment. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is right. 

Mr. HAMMOND. That is right. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that is right. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I do not think it is right. It is optional 
with every person accused to give bail or not. A person who has com- 
mitted a crime may make up his mind not to give bail, and will remain 
in confinement for an indefinite period of time. Perhaps there is but 
one term of court during the entire year within the locality where he 
was arrested, and unless the accused shall apply for the removal of his 
cause, under this amendment, there will be a continuance for the whole 
year. The amendment takes away from the court the control of its 
own business. . 

Mr. KEIFER. I think the House understands the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to offer an amendment: after line 31 of 
section 10, to insert, after the word ‘‘ committed,’’ the words ‘‘ having 
jurisdiction thereof;’’ also to insert, after the words ‘‘ United States 
court,’’ in line 35, the words ‘‘ having jurisdiction thereof;’’ so that 
it will read: 

In preliminary examinations, where there is probable cause of guilt, the com- 
missioner shall bind over the accused, if he shall give the bail required, to ap- 
pear for trial before the court in his district which may be held nearest the 
place where the offense was committed having jurisdiction thereof; and if he 
can not give the required bail, the commissioner shall commit him for trial to 
the nearest jail where such prisoners can be safely and economically kept, and 
shall in both cases transmit all the papers in the case to the clerk of the United 
States court having jurisdiction thereof to be held in said district nearest the 


place where the offense was committed, at which court grand juries are impan- 
eled. 


Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is clearly implied in the section as it now 
stands and is not necessary. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is clearly implied, I think, but if any one 
deems it necessary to insert those words they will do no harm. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ELLIS. I desire to offer an amendment to correct a very great 
abuse which has occurred within my experience. Itis to add to the 
second paragraph of section 10 these words: 

And no commissioner or justice of the peace, acting as such, shall demand or 
receive from any accused party any costs or fee in any criminal procedure 
until the final conviction of the accused by the verdict of a jury,when such fees 
may be taxed as costs, 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right; I have no objection to that. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman does not mean to confine his amend- 
ment to cases of conviction by the verdict of a jury? Suppose that the 
man pleads guilty. 

Mr. ELLIS. Then have it ‘‘after conviction.” 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman should strike out the words ‘‘ by the 
verdict of a jury.”’ 

Mr. ELLIS. I will modify my amendment as suggested. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from Texas, 
which has already been to, comes in at the same place as that 
now se in the amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 
ELLIs]. 

Mr. ELLIS. At the suggestion of other gentlemen I modify my 
amendment so that it shall be inserted after the word ‘‘ approval,’’ at 
the end of line 47. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move toamend the amendment by striking out 
the words ‘‘ by verdict of a jury.’’ ’ 

Mr. ELLIS. I have already modified my amendment by striking 
out those words. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. I now call the previous question upon this sec- 
tion and all amendments thereto. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment of Mr. ELLIs was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are certain sections which my colleague on 
the committee [Mr. VAN ALSTYNE] desires to offer as amendments. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I move to amend by inserting what I send 
to the desk as a new section, to follow section 12: 

Sec. 13. That section 365 of the Revised Statutes shall be so amended as to read 
asfollows: 

“Spc. 365. No compensation shall hereafter be allowed to any attorney or 
counselor at law for services unless employed and retained by the Attorney- 
General for a purpose authorized by law, and then only on thecertificate of t 
Attorney-General! that such services are actually necessary, and that the same 
can not be performed by the Attorney-General or Solicitor-General or the other 
officers of the Department of Justice, or by the district attorneys, which certifi- 
cate shall be filed of record in the Department of Justice and in the court where 
such services are to be rendered, before such special assistant attorney or coun- 
sel is authorized to appear for or represent the United States; and before sh 
special assistant attorney or counsel can receive any compensation for his serv- 


ices he shall file with the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
a copy of such certificate ofthe Attorney-General, and a statement of the account 
and the amount actually due such attorney or counsel. No compensation or 


remuneration shall be allowed any such assistant or attorney for traveling or 
other personal expenses incurred in or about the performance of his duties as 
such special assistant attorney or counsel, and no compensation shall be allowed 
under this section to any person or firm in excess of $10,000 during any one year.” 

Mr. KEIFER. I think this is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is subject to a point of order; but I ask the 
gentleman to withdraw the point. The provision is for the purpose of 
regulating the appointment of special counsel. 

Mr. KEIFER. If I should withdraw the point, it will be renewed. 

Mr. BISBEE. I insist on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. RANDALL. Inowcall the previous question on the substitute 
as amended. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I desire to offer a further amendment—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraw 
the call for the previous question to allow this amendment to be 
offered? [Cries of *‘ Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are two other sections which were agreed 
upon by the committee, but were not included in this substitute as 
offered because they were subject to a point of order. I think, how- 
over, no point of order will be made upon these other two ae 
and it will take only a moment to dispose of them. One of these pro- 
poses to make it perjury for any one to swear falsely in a case where 
an oath is authorized to be administered under a regulation prescribed 
by the head of any Department. The provision is recommended by 
’ the Attorney-General. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
DALL] has demanded the previons question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not think he desires to cut off these two 
amendments. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the substitute as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL, I now call the previous question on ordering the 
bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understood this morning that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania obtained unanimous consent to move to suspend the rules 
in order to pass this bill, the right being to consider certain 
specific amendments. It seems to me the only thing he can now dois 
to make his motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair this morning stated that in the absence 
of objection it would be considered that the rules had been suspended 
and the bill was before the House for consideration under the arrange- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KEIFER. I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to apoint oforder. This morning whencon- 
sent was asked to consider this bill it was stated that seven amend- 
ments should be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
I submit that while the gentleman from Pennsylvania can cut off de- 
bate he can not cut off the proposition of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. VAN ALSTYNE] to amend. 

The SPEAKER. It has always been held that when the House is 
considering a matter as in Committee of the Whole the previous ques- 
tion may be ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Only for the purpose of cutting off debate, not to 
cut off amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must remember that under the 
agreement made this morning by unanimous consent only certain 
amendments were to be allowed to be voted on. Now the gentleman 
from New York pro one not included inthat list. All the amend- 
ments upon which the right to vote was reserved have been disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I stand corrected. 

Mr. RANDALL. Before the question is put on ordering the 
question I desire to that I consent to an amendment striking out, 
on 7 of the bill, the words ‘‘and that the labor of convicts shall 
be utilized as much as possible in the conduct of the work.”’ 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the amendment indicated 
by the gentlemen from Pennsylvania will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 


Mr. RANDALL. I now renew the demand forthe previous question 
on the engrossment and third ing of the bill. 

The previous question was , and under the operation thereof 
the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was ingly read the third time. 
act RANDALL demanded the previous question on the passage of 

e bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move to recommit the bill with in- 
structions to report it back with an amendment to make the salary of 
the district attorney of the district of Indiana equal to that of the dis- 


trict attorney of the southern district of Illinois. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let me include the district attorney of 


Kentucky. 


ky 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask for a vote on my motion. 
The motion to recommit was di . 
The question recurred on the passage of the bill; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 181, nays 35, not voting 107; as follows: 


to 


YEAS—181. 
Adams, G. E. Ermentrout, MeMillin, Stevens, 
Aiken, Follett, eegeary. Stewart, J. W 
Alexander, Foran, Millard Stone, 
Arnot, Forney, Miller, 3. F. Strait, 
Atkinson, Funston, Mills, Sumner, C. A. 
ley Garrison, Mitchell, Sumner, D. H. 
Ballentine, Geddes, Morrison, Taylor, J. M. 
Barbour, George, Muldrow, am. 
Barksdale, Glascock, Murray, orton, 
Belmont, Greenleaf, Murphy, Tillman, 
Blanchard, ll, Mutchler, Townshend, 
Bland, Hammond, Neece, Tucker, 
Brainerd Hancock, Nelson, Tully, 
Breckin: > Hardeman, Nutting, Turner, H. G. 
Brewer, F Hardy, Oates, Van Alstyne, 4 
roadhead, Hatch, H. H. Ochiltree, Vance, 
Brown, W. W Hatch, W. H. O’Ferrall, Van Eaton, ; 
Buchanan, Hemphill, O'Neill, J. J. Wadsworth, 
Budd, Henderson, D.B. Parker, Wait, 3 
Burnes, Henderson, T.J. Patton, Wakefield, 
Cabell, Henley, Pierce, Wal v ; 
Caldwell Herbert, be ard, i 
Campbell, Felix Hewitt, G. W. Perkins, Warner, Richard : 
er, Hiscock, lps, Washburn, 
Cannon, Hitt, Poland, Weaver, 
Carleton Houseman, Post, Wellborn, 
Cassidy, Howey, Pryor, Weller, 
Clements, Hunt, Pusey, Wemple 
Connolly, Hutchins, u, ite, Milo 
ve, Jones, Rankin, ilk 
Co . Jones, J. H. Ray, Ossian 
Crisp, Jones, J Reese, Wilson, James 
Culberson, D.B. Jordan, Rigg, Wilson, W. L. 
Curtin, Kean, Roc ll, Winans, E. B. 
Cutcheon, aa ens. wee John, 
Davis. L. H. Laird, Ryan, Wolford, 
Dibble, Lanham, 8, Wood, f 
Dibrell, Lawrence, y. Woodward 
Dowd, Lewis, Seymour, Worthington, 
Du » Lovering, Shelley, Yaple, 
Duin, Lewry, Singleton, York, 
Eaton nae. Skinner, T.G, Young. 
on MeCome: Sprices. 
Ellis, McCormick, i 
NAYS—35. ‘ 
Beach, Ellwood, McCoid, Skinner, C. R. ’ 
Bennett, Everhart, O’ Hara, Smalls, 
Bisbee, nback, O'Neill, Charles Smith, 
Browne, T. M. » er, 
. He % Peters, nson, 
Clay, Holman, Potter, Taylor, J. D. 
Cullen, Holmes, Price, er, 
Davis, G. R. Horr, 7. >. w. White, J. D. 
Davis, R. T Houk, rtson, 
NOT VOTING—107. 
Adams, J. J Davidson, Hurd, Pegzee. 
Anderson, Deuster, Jam bone, 
foes. ley, $ ° Ranney, 
ne, M ohnson, 4 
Belford, Socteinee, Jones, J.T. a 
Blackburn, ley, Robinson, J.8. 
Blount, pee N, Kellogg, Robinson, W. E. 
Boutelle, Evins, J. H. King, Rogers, W. F 
Bowen, Ferrell, K » Rowell, 
Boyle, Fiedler, oom Russell, 
Breitung. Findlay, Lamb, Shaw, 
Brewer, J. H. Finerty, Le Fevre, Snyder, 
Brumm, 2 Libbey, Steele, 
Buckner, Gibson, Long, Stewart, Charles 
Burleigh, Goff, Lore, . 
Calkins, Graves, ’ 
Campbell, J. M. Miller, 8. H. Struble, 
Campbell, J. E. Guenther, Milliken, bott, 
y, . Money, Taylor, E. B. 
Cobb, ynes, Morgan, 
Collins, Hewitt, A. 8. Morrill, Valen 
Converse, Hill, Morse, Warner, A. J. 
Hoblitzell, Moulton, Whiting, 
Cox, 8, 8. colton, Muller Willis, 
Cox, W. R. i Nicholls, Wise, J. 8. 
Culbertson, W. W. H \ Paige, 








1884. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





the roll-call the following pairs were announced from the 
cies desk 


On all questions 

Mr. beset, with Mr. BLACKBURN, until further notice. 

Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, with Mr. CALKINS, until further notice. 
Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. STEELE, until further notice. 

On all political questions: 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BARR, until further notice. 

. GIBSON with Mr. Gorr, until further notice. 

. HiLy with Mr. MILLIKEN, until further notice. 

. MorsE with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, until further notice. 
. REAGAN with Mr. BruMM, until further notice. 

. MULLER with Mr. ANDERSON, until further notice. 

. Evins, of South Carolina, with Mr. LAcEy, until farther notice. 
. DAVIDSON with Mr. HAYNEs, until further notice. 

. BUCKNER with Mr. KELLOGG, until further notice. 

. TOWNSHEND with Mr. THoMAs, until further notice. 

. LE FEVRE with Mr. Rosprnson, of Ohio, until further notice. 
Mr. RoGErs, of New York, with Mr. Hooper, until further notice. 
. PAIGE with Mr. Evans, of Pennsylvania, until further notice. 
. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH, until further notice. 

. DOCKERY with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, until further notice. 
. CONVERSE with Mr. STRAIT, until further notice. 

. MATSON with Mr. LIsBEy, until further notice. 

. CLARDY with J. S. WIsE, until further notice. 

. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH, until June 25. 

. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. KETCHAM, until June 30. 

. BLOUNT with Mr. KAsson, until June 24. 

. LAMB with Mr. Lone, until June 28. - 

. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Lore, until June 23. 

. GRAVES with Mr. MORRILL, until June 26. 

. BOYLE with Mr. LAWRENCE, until June 24. 

. J. J. ADAMS with Mr. LAIRD, until June 25. 

For to-day: 

. FYAN with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 

. KLEINER with Mr. Hotton. 

. Cook with Mr. HARMER. 

. GREEN with Mr. VALENTINE. 

. FERRELL with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

. STOCKSLAGER with Mr. STRUBLE. 

. Payson with Mr. SHaw. 

. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. Devust&éR with Mr. GUENTHER. : 

. FINNERTY with Mr. JEFFORDs. 

. MORGAN with Mr. BINGHAM. 

. WILLIS with Mr. REED. 

. ENGLISH with Mr. McComas. 

. Hewitt, of New York, with Mr. BAYNE. 

. LoRE with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

. TOWNSHEND. Iam paired with my colleague, Mr. THoMAs; 
but understanding we did not differ on this question, I have voted. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ac gy and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
CRESZENTIA FRANK. 

Mr. MORRISON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
7427) for the relief of mtia Frank and minor children; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate iu upon its amendments to the bill (H. 
R. 6861) making ap’ for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending Fane 30, 1885, and for other purposes, disagreed to 
by the House of “Representatives, and asked a conference of the two 
Houses on the votes thereon, and had appointed Messrs. 
LoGAN, PLUMB, RANSOM managers on the part of the Senate at 
said conference. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted, as follows: 

To Mr. BRAINARD, for ten days, on important business. 

To Mr. MorGAN, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Lowry, for the remainder of the week, on account of impor- 
tant business. 


To Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, for three days, on account of 
business. 


And then, on motion of Mr. eae 4 of Arkansas (at 6 o’clock and 
10 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the ann tafased. ap Allows 


By Mr. GHAM: Petition Soaked merging the United States 





Coast and Geodetic Survey into the Navy and Interior Departments. 
Also, a petition establishing a national cemetery near Philadelphia—sev- 
erally to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. CARLETON: Petition of William Sanborn Post, No. 98, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Michigan, by Frank 
Whipple, Edwin 8. Petit, and Stephen H. Avery, committee, asking 
Congress to grant one huAdred and sixty acres of land, &c., to soldiers of 
the late war, &c.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of Thomas O. Robinson, fora pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Engineers’ Club of Phil- 
adelphia, relative to the United States Coast Survey—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of Jefferson Long, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Paper relating to the bill for the relief of B. H. 
Coussz—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and 
Back Pay. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of John Burnam—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of W. M. Jackman, clerk, and all the 
other county officers of Jefferson County, Indiana, and many leading 
citizens, asking for a pension for George Ralston—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of 15 members of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, praying for the establishment of a national cemetery at 
Philadelphi-—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of Creszentia Frank, for a pension 
for herself and minor children—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OHARA: Papers relating to the claim of Benjamin F. Par- 
rott—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Resolutions of Samuel Simonson Post, No. 
226, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, relating to 
pensions, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers relating to the pension claim of James Agnew—to the 
same committee. 

Also, papers relating to the claim of Eliza Rucker—to the same com- 
mittee. 

By Mr. VANCE: Papers relating to the claims of sundry citizens of 
Macon County, North Carclina—to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Petition for the reliefof James Casteel—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 24, 1884. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HuNTLEY, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Mayor S. H. 
Ferguson and 204 other citizens of Hot Springs, Ark., praying for the 
passage of an act confirmatory of the awards of the Hot Springs Com- 
mission, and to settle titles to property on the reservation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presents a memorial of 
the Engineers’ Club of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the 
passage of the bill to merge the United States Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
vey into the Navy and Interior Departments. The Chair does not re- 
member what reference has been made. of similar memorials. The 
memorial will be laid on the table, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present the petition of allarge number of sol- 
diers of Richland County, Ohio, praying for the passage of certain bills 
in accordance with reports prepared by their comrades of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, the substance of which has been embodied in 
the pending bill now under consideration. I move that the petition 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I present a memorial of the Diamond Match 
Company, manufacturers of every variety of matches, and also clay and 
wood pipes, of Akron, Ohio, remonstrating against the of a bill 
in regard to the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States. I move 
that the memorial be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I present a memorial of the Engineers’ Club of 
Philadelphia, remonstrating against the transfer of the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey from the Treasury to the Navy and Interior Departments. 
I move that the memorial be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair presented a memorial 
from the same club a few moments ago upon the same subject, which, 
on account of the state of public business, was laid upon the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well; if that is the proper disposition to be 
made of the memorials. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will lie on the table. 









9914 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
port favorably the bill (S. 2339) to authorize the appointment of acom- 
mission of naval architects and marine engineers to examine and report 
upon new designs for steamships, and to ask that it may be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations with a request that it be made an 
item in the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Commerce will 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and it will be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1627) granting a pension to Flavia A. Haskell, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the hill (S. 
1220) for the relief of Michael O’Brien, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2543) granting a pension to James Roden, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 4846) granting a pension to Mary E. Seymour, widow of Charles 
J. Seymour, a deceased soldier, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam also directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 137) for the relief of Betsey A. Mower, 
to submit an adverse report thereon. This lady is the widow of Major- 
General Mower. The bill proposes to grant heran incre e of pension 
from $30 to $50 per month, she being the widow of an officer of high 
rank and in indigent circumstances. The majority of the committee 
report adversely to the bill, while the minority are in favor of its pas- 
sage. I ask the bill be placed on the Calendar, and that the report be 
printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be entered, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 


the bill (S. 1338) for the relief of Betsey A. Mower, reported adversely 
thereon. ' 


Mr. PLATT. 
ported favorably. 

Mr. BLAIR. The House bill has not been reported favorably. The 
minority of the committee are in favor of the passage of the bill and it 
has been placed on the Calendar. I move that the Senate bill be post- 
poned indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1628) anthorizing and directing the sale of the 
real estate and riparian rights now owned by the United States at Har- 
per’s Ferry, in the State of West Virginia, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2300) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to Nathan Myrick, 
Joseph and Charles M. Dailey, William H. Forbes, and Louis Roberts 
& Co., or their legal representatives, citizens of the United States, for 
supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota sub- 
sequent to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, 
and providing for the payment thereof, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 786) for the relief of William W. Thomas, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1631) to increase the pension of Mathew O. Regan, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 3623) granting a pension to Sarah E. Price, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom wus referred the bill 
(S. 2217) granting a pension to Sarah E. Price, reported adversely 
thereon, and moved that it be postponed indefinitely; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 3294) granting a pension to Emma A. Porch, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 4141) for the relief of Mrs. Rebecca J. Pierce, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1398) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Bolar, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1430) granting a pension to Sarah C. Hall, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2419) granting a pension to Robert Nutt, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 


I understand the House bill in that case has been re- 
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ferred the bill (H. R. 3613) granting a pension to Ira McNair, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Hé also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 1998) for the relief of William J. Sawyer, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON. Iam di by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6767) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Virginia Zeilin, to submit an adverse report thereon. I[ 
was requested to ask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar with the adverse report of the committee. , 


Mr. HAMPTON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2064) for the repair of Fort 
Marion, at Saint Augustine, Fla., and the inclosure of the grounds at- 


tached to said fort, to report it back, and to request that it may be 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations. I beg leave to call the 


attention of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to this 


report. The Committee on Military Affairs recommend the passage of 


the bill, but think that the proper disposition of it would be to refer it 
to the Committee on Appropriations, as it involves an appropriation, so 
that it may be placed as an item in the fortification appropriation bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Military Affairs 


will be discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and it 


will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, if there be no 


objection. 


Mr. COLQUITT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 439) granting a pension to Bridget Sherlock, 


submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill’ * 


was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1971) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine H. Glick, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs to report back the petition for the relief of John McNaughton, 
presented by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON], and to ask to 
be discharged from its further consideration. The committee report 


against granting the prayer of the petitioner, on the ground that Con- 


gress has already passed a general law for the correction of the records 
in the muster 6f officers. 


The report was agreed to. 


Mr. HARRISON. I also report back from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs the petition of George Johnson, of Detroit, Mich., ‘* pray- 
ing compensation for wrongs, injuries, and losses suffered by him in 
consequence of the illegal and wrongful action of the military author- 
ities during the war of the rebellion.’’ The petitioner claims that he 
was wrongfully drafted and mustered into the service, and asks com- 
pensation for the injury that resulted to his business, and also for the 
mortification which he suffered in being taken as a drafted man when 
he had before volunteered and had been rejected by reason of physical 


disability. The committee are of opinion that we can not compensate 
him for these injuries. As to the other matter of which he complains, 


that he is unjustly marked as a deserter, we think that under existing 
law he is entitled to relief from that charge, upon proof of the fact 


stated, upon application to the Secretary of War. The committee re- 


port therefore adversely to the prayer of the petitioner. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks that 
the prayer of the petitioner be denied. That order will be entered if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 267) ting a ion to James King, reported 
it without amendment, submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 999) granting a pension to James King, reported adversely thereon; 
and it was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 4234) granting a pension to Mary Ullery, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 314) for the relief of John W. Cummins, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 1569) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord, widow of Maj. 
Gen. E. O. C. Ord, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
re thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1900) oss pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 1237) granting a pension to Solomon K. Ruggles, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 645) granting a pension to Solomon K. Ruggles, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was poned indefinite y. 

Mr. GARLAND. The Committee on the Judiciary have instructed 
me to report an amendment to the bill (H. R. 1682) providing for two 


additional associate justices of the supreme court of the Territory of 





1884. 
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Dakota. I ask that the amendment may lie on the table and be printed, 
to be*called up when the bill is brought before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be entered if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2321) for the relief of Bessie 8. Gilmore, reported it 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on the Library, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. 2246) to provide for the purchase of 
additional land for the uses of the public building in the city of New 
Bedford, State of Massachusetts, reported it without amendment. 


NATIONAL BANK OF MIDDLETOWN, PA. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance to re- 
port back favorably the bill (H. R. 6021) to authorize the National 
Bank of Middletown, Pa., to change its locationand name. I amalso 
directed, as this is a House bill and will take no longer at any time to 
pass it than to read the bill, to ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. _ 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a bill (S. 2340) to amend section 5406 of the 
Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. LAPHAM. [ask that this bill lie on the table for the present. 
At the proper time I shall call it up for the purpose of submitting some 
remarks upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.GARLAND in the chair). The bill 
will lie on the table subject to be called up by the Senator from New 
York. 

Mr. LAPHAM introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 95) for the print- 
ing of extra copies of the report of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections in regard to alleged outrages in Danville, Va. ; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

MRS. MARY ROSS. 

Mr. SAWYER submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to Mrs. Mary Ross, widow of James Ross, deceased, late an em- 
plows of the Senate, the sum of $161.50 for funeral expenses, out of the contingent 
fund, 


HOUR OF DAILY MEEEING. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I offer the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the daily hour of meeting of the Senate for the rest of the present 
session be 11 o’clock a. m., unless otherwise ordered. ; 


I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to consider the resolution 
at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the resolu- 
tion over. 

Mr. SHERMAN subsequently said: My colleague [Mr. PENDLETON ] 
objected to a resolution offered by me a few moments ago in regard 
to the time of the morning meeting of the Senate. He desires to with- 
draw that objection, and I hope the Senate will consent to the passage 
of the resolution. 

I ask unanimous consent to consider it now. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] asks unanimous consent that the resolution offered by him be 
now considered. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the daily hour of meeting of the Senate for the rest ofthe present 
session be 11 o'clock a. m., unless otherwise ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? TheChairhearsnone. The question 
is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


DISTRICT TAXES AND EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. MORGAN. I desire to call up from the Calendar two resolu- 
tions that I offered some time since, Nos. 675 and 676 in the Order of 
Business on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves | 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Order of Business | 
675, being a resolution directing the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to report to the Senate the aggregate amount collected from 


Is there objection to the present con- 





taxation for each of the fiscal years from 1875 to 1884, inclusive. 
there objection ? 
the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to call up in connection with it the next res- 
olution, which relates to a similar subject. They are really designed 
to be one resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can hardly entertain a 
motion to have two resolutions before the Senate at the same moment 
of time. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I shall offer it as an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate 
and the Senator from Alabama proposes an amendment to it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the resolution be read at length. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be read, and then 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. MorGAN 
June 2, as follows: 


Is 
The Chair hears none, and the resolution is before 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to 
report to the Senate the aggregate amount collected from taxation for each of 
the fiseal years from 1875 to 1884, inclusive, in each of the four quarters of the 
city of Washington, in Georgetown, and in the county of Washington outside 
of said cities. Also, the aggregate amount expended in each of said six divis- 
ions for each of said ten years for street improvements of all kinds, including 
the replacement of wood, stone, and macadam pavements, hew pavements, 
laying sidewalks, regulating, grading and filling up streets, repairs to concrete 
pavements and macadam roadways, parking, for permit work, and for repairs 
to streets, avenues, alleys, county roads, suburban streets, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the resolution the fol- 
lowing: 

Also a statement of the taxes that have been assessed against each of the rail- 
road companies in the District of Columbia, whether operated by steam or other 
power, for each year since 1874, and the amount of taxes collected from each of 
said companies for each of said years, and the amount remaining uncollected, 
if any, for each of said years. 

Mr. MORGAN. After the word ‘‘assessed’’ I move to insert ‘‘or 
special assessments made.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. In the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment can be so modified 
by the mover. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be reported as modified. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported as 
modified. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the resolution: 

Also a statement of the taxes that have been assessed or special assessments 
made against each of the railroad companies in the District of Columbia, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS. There is no objection, so far as I am advised, to the 
information that is called for in the resolution. A large proportion of 
what is called for is already found in the printed annual reports of the 
commissioners of the District. I should like to make a single sug- 
gestion to the Senator, and that is that the present form of govern- 
ment was established in 1878. Prior to that time a different system of 
administration prevailed. I suggest to the Senator whether it would 
not be wise and accomplish all the results he desires to attain, and 
spare a great amount of labor which is perhaps unnecessary and certain 
to be very difficult, to fix the date at 1878. 

The commissioners, in speaking with me upon this subject, advised me 
that prior to 1878 it would be exceedingly difficult and practically im- 
possible, without the employment of a very large clerical force and 
the investigation of scattered and segregated volumes of records, item 
by item, to furnish this information; it would require computation 
and calculation. 

If the Senator would be willing, I should like, in the interest of 
economy and what I also think would be a rough kind of justice, to 
hold the commissioners responsible for what has occurred since the 
present District government was established; and I would suggest to 
him that the year 1878 be substituted for the year 1875. 

Mr. MORGAN. I believe I haveno objection to that. 
is a reasonable one, perhaps. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendmentof the Senator from 
Alabama will be modified accordingly, striking out ‘‘ 1875’’ where it 
occurs and inserting ‘‘1878”’’ in lieu thereof. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to add to the resolution the following: 

Resolved further, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be re- 
quired to report to the Senate a statement of the receipts and disbursements on 


account of the water department, or water fund, for each year from 1878 to 1834, 
inclusive, stating the amount received from each separate source, and when, 


The Senator from Alabama offers an 


The question is on agreeing to the 


The request 


where, and for what purpose the money has been expended. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to this 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1340) to establish and 
maintain a bureau of labor statistics. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6861) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by the Senate on the di ing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. WILLIAM H. Forney of Alabama, 
Mr. RICHARD W. TOWNSHENDof Illinois, and Mr. J.WARREN KEIFER 
of Ohio managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5377) for the allowance 
of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the United 
States Treasury Department; asked a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. GrorGE W. 
GEpDpDEs of Ohio, Mr. Joun B. StoRM of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Jona- 


THAN H. Rowk tt of Illinois managers at the conference on the part of 


the House. 
MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 5667, known as the Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Was there an agreement to take up the Mexican 
pension bill after the morning business, or at 2 o’clock? 

Mr. HARRIS and Mr. INGALLS. After the morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands from the 
RECORD that the agreement was to take the bill up immediately on the 
conclusion of the call for resolutions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I do not wish to interfere with it. I was 
about to suggest that we dispose of the ion cases on the Calendar 
and to take up the Mexican pension bill at 2 o’clock; but if there was 
an agreement entered into, I do not wish to interpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5667) granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other pur- 


poses. 

Mr. HARRISON. I see that an amendment is necessary in order to 
conform the first section to a change made in the early part of the sec- 
tion. I move to strike out these words in line 18 of that section: 

Although their term of service may have been less than sixty days. 

So that it will leave the clause to read: 


And to such other officers and soldiers and sailors as may have been person- 
~ named in any resolution of Con for any specific service in id wars, 
and the surviving widows of such o' rs and enlisted men. 


Mr. HARRIS. What print has the Senator from Indiana? The 
print of this morning? 

Mr. HARRISON. The print of this morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not find that in line 18. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana proposes 
an amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1 of the reprinted bill, line 18, after 
the word ‘‘ wars,’’ it is proposed to strike out: 

Although their term of service may have been less than sixty days. 


Mr. HARRISON. It will be seen by Senators who have the bill 
before them that this includes all those who were specially noticed by 
resolution of Congress. It is simply a formal amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
pro} by the Senator from Indiana. : 

. HARRISON. I think we should also strike off the } et 
in ‘‘ wars,”’ so that it shall be “in said war.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana to strike out the 
words which have been read. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
to amend in line 18 by striking out the letter ‘‘s’’ at the end of the 
word ‘‘wars.’’ If there be no objection that amendment will be con- 
sidered as to. Itis to. 

Mr. EY. Mr. President, on the 4th of March last House bill 
5667, ‘‘ granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, 
and for other purposes,’’ was read twice and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. It remained in the control of the committee until May 8, 
when it was repotted with amendments, something over two months 
after its reference. As it came from the House df Representatives 
it was simply a bill to pension the soldiers of the Mexican war, and 
for no other purpose whatever. After that long delay and consid- 
eration it came trom the Committee on Pensions back to the Senate 
simply and purely a bill to pension the soldiers of the Mexican war. 
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No soldiers of any other war were named. The committee reported 
some amendments, but those amendments had special reference to the 
bill as it came from the House. 

The House bill showed on its face that it was a recognition by the 
representatives of the people of the great services which had been ren- 
dered to the country by those who had served in the Mexican war. It 
was a limited bill in amount. It gave $& a month, and that $8 went 
to the highest officer in the Mexican war and the drummer boy alike. 
There was no distinction in that bill on account of rank. All were 
treated upon the same exact level. 

It was reported back from the Pensions Committee of the Senate, 
and so it went on until yesterday, when an amendment was placed 
upon the bill on the motion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson] 
which materially changed the original purpose of the bill as it came 
to us. 

That amendment applied the doctrine of pecuniary need or want to all 
those under 62 years of age, but removed it from those who had passed 
thatage. Then an amendment was offered by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
conhe Tile MITCHELL], emb sections 8, 9, 10,11, 12, and 13 of 
the bill as it has been reprinted and as it comes before us this morning. 
That amendment entirely revolutionizes the structure and purpose of 
the bill as it came to us from the House and as it came to us from the 
Senate Committee on Pensions. It takes in an unknown number of 
beneficiaries who served in the latewar. It places them upon the pen- 
sion-roll upon a differentand higherrateof pension to that fixed for the 
soldiersof the Mexican war; it increases the pension of all those who are 
now pensioned at the rate of $8 a month up to $12 per month, and for 
total disability it authorizes a pension of $24 per month and corre- 
spondingly for disability less than total. Not a paper from the Com- 
missioner of Pensions or from any source, no statement from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, accompanies that amendment—nothing to show 
to what extent that bill, if enacted, will take money from the Treas- 
ury. Nothing whatever came with that amendment to enlighten the 
Senate on the subject; no discussion, nothing illustrative of the amend- 
ment. 

This amendment having been read, which is substantially a new and 
independent bill, not germane to the bill we were considering, totally 
dissimilar in every regard save that they both relate to wars, but differ- 
ent wars, unaccompanied by any es whatever to throw light upon 
it, the Senator from Pennsylvania : 

Mr. MrrcHe.w. I have no desire whatever to detain the Senate with a single 

. These amendments are important, but I think they are clearly er- 
stood, and I am quite willling myself that we have a vote without debate. 

And then came a cryof ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘Vote!’ Noneof the friends of 
the Mexican pension bill made such a call, because they wanted light 
on the subject of these amendments. Noman, not even the chairman of 
the Committee on Pensions [Mr. MITCHELL], gave us any light on the 
subject; we had none from any source whatever. The cry of “ Vote!”’ 
“Vote !’? came, and the vote was taken; and then the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who is not regarded in this Senate or else- 
where as a man dull of comprehension, made this modest request: 

So far as I am concerned I shall not be prepared to vote upon the bill until I 
see it ted as amended, and I therefore desire that the shall be printed 
with amendments agreed to in committee. 

And then came an effort to get the vote, in spite of that statement 
made by the Senator from Tennessee, and afterward an attempt to fix 
the vote for to-day at 1 o’clock and without debate. I objected. . It 
seems that my objection could not be heard by the ding officer 
but I made myself heard. I objected because I t that, this bill 
having been revolutionized and matters placed on it which were not in 
Gn eladanl Vill Giek.an. we belt bal uo penile ity 
stand the purpose and extent of the amendment), we had a right to 
look into it. Afterward it was agreed that we might have ten utes 
each to explain our eon to-day. 

Mr. President, it been stated that the Mexican war was unjust, 

of the discussion it seems to me that there has 


1 Arista, one of the most accom) soldiers of 
army, in command of the flower of army upon American soil, 
and the battles of the 8th and 9th of May, 1846, and the defense of 
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Fort Brown were upon American soil. There had been no invasion of | artillery attracted more attention than all else beside. They were 
Mexico by the United States, and it is a perversion of history to say so. | the guns which O’Brien had abandoned at Buena Vista when he had 

But, sir, after the battles of the &th and 9th of May and the siegeof | fought them down to the muzzle and had no more men to handle 
Fort Brown, upon soil within the territorial jurisdiction of the Union, | them. Then these pieces were captured by overwhelming force. They 
the army of occupation became, and properly, an army of invasion, as | were recaptured at Contreras, and a shout went up to the blue arch of 
it was right to become, and in September, 1846, the battle of Monterey | heaven from the gallant men who recaptured them. Then on the 
was fought, and there Taylor met Ampudia in that fortified city, with | evening of the same day of the 20th of August was fought the battle of 
its Bishop’s Palace fortified, and the Black Fort and Fort Teneria, and | Churubusco, or rather three distinct battles at the same time, all how- 
the city itself honeycombed with port holes, and it and its great forti- | ever bearing on each other, and after a few days’ rest Molino del Rey 
fications defended by an army almost double in number that of Taylor. | was won on the 8th September, 1847, and then the assault upon the 

It was a desperate battle, but victory again perched on the Stars and 


heights of Chapultepec, and then that terrible march along the aque- 
— ducts leading to the garita de Belen and the garita de San Cosmé, and 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. According to the understanding of 


the entrance of the city was reached on the evening of the 13th of Sep- 
yesterday the Senator’s ten minutes have expired. 


: tember. A city of 200,000 inhabitants captured by an army of gallant 
Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Texas will be allowed to | Americans less than 10,000 in number, a city defended at every point 


| and with an army led by that famed commander Antonio Lopez de Santa 
Anna within its walls of 30,000 men! Wonderful! History does not 
present a parallel. 

The siege-guns of our forces were placed to enfilade the streets, and 
all during that night until 3 o’clock in the morning the shells and 
slot could be heard from those heavy guns as they sped their way 
hurtling down the streets toward the grand plaza crushing walls, 
sweeping and destroying everything in their frightful course. At 3 
o’clock in the morning the city authorities formally called upon Gen- 
eral Scott and notified him that the city had been evacuated by the 
army, and delivered to him the keys of the city, on that morning of the 
14th of September, and when the sun shone clear in that cloudless sky 
the Stars and Stripes in a foreign land were raised by our soldiers over 
the Palace of Mexico, and as the glad folds flew out to the breeze, the 
shouts went up to heaven’s blue dome from those who had victoriously 
carried that flag; and thus virtually ended the war. 

I pass by the subordinate movements of that war, and I call your 
attention hurriedly as I have done, for want of time, to the grand 
achievements I have mentioned. After the capture of Thornton, on the 
16th of April, 1846, there waS nevera retreat nora defeat of the Ameri- 
can forces. There was a fighting army which entered the City of Mexico 
with less than 10,000 and captured that city of 200,000 people fortified 
at every point and defended by an army of 30,000, and that army of 
10,000 brave Americans dictated the terms of peace from the capital of 
Mexico. 

Such is history and the truth of history. Mr. President, when this 
glorious news came back to the States, peans of praise were sung to those 
men who had accomplished such grand results. I challenge any man 
to point out its equal inall theannalsof history. Take the campaigns 
of Pyrrhus, of Alexander, of Julius Cesar, of Napoleon Bonaparte, and 
there is not in all the annals of history an account of any war conducted 
with such strategic skill, with such practical intelligence, such tactical 
knowledge, or with such uniform good conduct and without a retreat or 
a defeat, fighting always from three to five times their numbers, p»y- 
ing for all supplies, robbing noone. These gallant soldiers returned to 
their country, and when they came back received ovations every where. 
They were young and full of life; they thought they had done their 
country a service. So they were received, and they brought back and 
gave to their country a flag unstained by one act of dishonor, borne by 
an army of heroes, bearing the title deeds to an empire, which they 
freely gave their beloved country. 

Mr. President, the representatives of the people have recognized the 
obligations of the Republic to her soldiers in Mexico on many occasions, 
and have sent bills here more than once, passed by the people’s repre- 
sentatives, but they have not passed this body. At lasta bill was 
brought here in compliance with the expressed will of twenty-eight 
States, and with some amendments met the approval of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions and was reported back favorably. No one else but 
these soldiers and their widows was mentioned. Here in the Senate at 
this late hour of the session that bill is materially and essentially 
amended, and upon the motion of the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions, without a word of explanation, a demand is made for an im- 
mediate vote, and we who were not willing to vote without explana- 
tion and at once will be charged with opposing pensioning soldiers of 
the Mexican war! 

Sir, if the soldier of the Mexican war is entitled to a pension it is 
because of the service he rendered the country, and he is entitled 
to be placed upon the same dead level equally and exactly with the 
soldier of any other war. He obeyed his Government when he took 
up arms in its defense. His life is as dear to him in a war which you 
may not think just, as the life of a man in another war you think just. 
The Government, not the soldier, proclaims war. It is his to obey. 
And yet here on the face of this bill as now amended, we have an in- 
vidious distinction, broad, clearly marked, that the soidier of the Mexi- 
The engineers made their way under shot and shell, supported by | can war must content himself if pensioned to $8 a month, while the sol- 
our troops, and sketched the fortification of Contreras with all its guns | dier of another war gets $12 under like circumstances. The soldiers of 
and the routes of approach, and on the morning of the 20th of August | the Mexican war may have contracted disease, as many have done, which 
that magnificent assault was made upon Contreras which in a few mo- | has doubled their once manly forms. They have been dragging along 
ments after it resulted’ in the capture of that fortification, all | wearily through life.’ Under no state of case do they receive more than 
their guns and their munitions of war; and among all that prize | $8 a month, but under like circumstances the soldiers of the later war 
of war on that day, with great field-guns, two little guns of field | get $24 per month. If oneis entitled, the other is entitled. Why this 


























roceed. 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not a matter of rule. Itisa 
matter of understanding. The Senator from Texas is entitled to the 


oor. . 

Mr. MAXEY. I thank the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MoRRILL] 
for the courtesy of hisrequest. I was endeavoring to speak in the brief- 
est possible manner, and I will continue to do so. After that battle of 
Monterey came on the battle of Buena Vista, February, 1847, where 
Antonio Lopez de Santa Anna had collected with a rapidity rarely 
equaled by a general of this or any other age an army of 20,000 men, 
and confronted General Taylor, who had only 5,000 men, at what we 
call Buena Vista, and what they call La Angostura. The resultwe all 
know. That little band of 5,000 men, handled with skill and valor by 
capable officers, and fought by men of courage, struck down the Mexi- 
can army of 20,000; and then the war was practically changed from the 
line of Taylor across to that which General Scott was establishing, his 

urpose being to proceed to and take Vera Cruz and fight into the very 
Con of Mexico, capturing its capital. Landing at Vera Cruz early in 
March, 1847, his line of circumvallation was rapidly formed. On the 
next morning—he landed his troops at night—he began forming the 
line, the right resting-at Sacrificios, the left at Vergara, and thus Vera 
Cruz was embraced between our Army by land and our Navy by sea, 
and there was no succor that could reach the Mexicans at Vera Cruz. 
Scott could have taken Vera Cruz at any time by assault after his line 
was formed, but at heavy loss, for Vera Cruz was a walled city, fortified 
strongly at every point. A merciful man always to his soldiers, Scott 

referred to pursue the slower course, and he took that city with a tri- 
fling loss unparalleled in history. It was a battle of science and of 
siege gums. 

Passing rapidly from Vera Cruz up the National Road toward the City 
of Mexico, he stormed, on the 17th and 18th of April, 1847, what were 
regarded by the Mexicans as the impregnable heights of Cerro Gordo, 
commanded in person by Santa Anna, who had rapidly recovered from 
his defeat at Buena Vista,organized 2 new army, largely superior to ours 
in numbers, and confronted Scott at Cerro Gordo. There the Mexicans 
went down, and the flag of the Union floated proudly from the citadel 
heights of Cerro Gordo, which had been commanded by Santa Anna in 
person. 

Rapidly moving on from Cerro Gordo toward the capital, halting 
part of his command at Jalapa, he pushed a column forward and took 
the strong fortress of the castle of Peroté, and moving on to Puebla, 
halted his army there to rest and recruit and wait for re-enforcements 
and gather information for the advance to the City of Mexico. In the 
early days of August, 1847, he moved his army on toward the City 
of Mexico. No man who was in that column will ever forget that 
narrow inverted crescent which connected the snow-capped mountains 
of Popocatepetl and Iztaccihuatl, and the magnificent sight which 
burst upon his vision when he reached the summit of that ridge. There 
below lay the valley of Mexico, with its lakes and vines and orange 
and lemon groves, and its villages and churches, and in the distance 
the beautiful capital of Mexico, with its 200,000 people, its windows 
shining like burnished gold in the glitter of the bright, cloudless sun of 
the beautiful morning. The army entered the valley of Mexico, and 
as they passed out of view every road behind them was destroyed by 
the enemny. Moving on as if to enter the City of Mexico by the Pefion 
Causeway, Scott are made a détour of Lake Chalco and camped at 
the villages of San Augustin and Oxomilcho, and on the 19th of August, 
— threw a portion of his column in front of Contreras and opened 

re 


Between our army and the rear of Contreras there were great bodies 
of molten lava thrown out by volcanic eruptions of Popocatepetl and 
Tztaeccihuatl, obstacles which appeared to render crossing impossible, 
and yet Scott’s army did cross that pedregal and reached the rear of 
the fortifications at Contreras. 
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distinction? Why pension the Mexican soldiers at all, if you are un- 
willing to place them on the same footing as others rendering no greater 
obedience to their country’s call than they have? 

Sir, it may be said that there are but few of these old men left. All 
of them put together placed in one single Congressional district of my 
State would not change the result of an election if they were all to 
vote alike. Thereare butfewofthem. The time was in history when 
they were heroes. The time has come when it appears to be a mark 
of disgrace in the eyes of some people to have served in that war. They 
think the war was unjust. There is a Providence which overrules na- 
tions as well asmen; and when you come to look at the grand results of 
that war, you find that there has been devoted to Christian civilization, 
and to political liberty, a grand empire which before it came into our 
possession, was the home of the wild beast and the still wilder savage. 

That war was not begun by the United States, and this Government 
had a right to enter into articles for the annexation of Texas, recog- 
nized by all the leading powers of earth as independent, and so recog- 
nized by this Government years before annexation. We had the same 
right to defend Texas after annexation that we had to defend New 
Orleans after the Louisiana purchase when Jackson hurled defiance 
at Packenham and his cohorts with their battle-cry of ‘*‘ Beauty ahd 
booty !’’ Neither belonged to the country when the Union was formed; 
both were obtained afterward; and by that grand acquisition of Louisi- 
ana, which was denounced by many as unholy and unjustifiable, Chris- 
tianity and civilization broadened their borders, and the whole world 
is better for it; and so it is as to that great country brought in by the 
Mexican war. 

Sir, the question is, are these men entitled toa pension? If entitled 
to it they are entitled to as much as anybody else, and should receive 
exactly under like circumstances the same pension that others receive. 
If they are not entitled, strike them down and give them nothing. 
One or the other course should be pursued. Sir, being one of the sur- 
vivors of the Mexican war myself, my sympathies and affections are 
naturally with the men with whom I stood for near two long years 
upon a foreign soil, upholding,as best I knew how the flag of my 
country. My sympathies are with them, and I have been an advocate 
in season and out of season of a bill pensioning these soldiers. 

We knew measurably well what that would cost. But here comes in 
an amendment to the bill, an amendment as it is called, butasubstan- 
tial, independent, and distinct measure, wholly dissimilar in all regards 
from the bill that came to us, except that both propose to grant pen- 
sions—that is all—but in a different way; for the pension given to the 
last is different and higher than that given to the first. There is no 
justice, there is no reason, there is no fair dealing in that. 

And, sir, the bill as amended we must now act upon. I regret to be 
compelled to say that I have believed for the last ten days that what 
has come to pass would come to pass. I have believed for more than 
ten days that this bill, so far as its original p was concerned, had 
its fate sealed, and sealed in a caucus the deliberations of which are un- 
known: to this side of the Chamber; that it was the design and purpose 
that this bill should not go through unless it was so handicapped as to 
foree Democrats in the position of appearing to be against a bill which 
they were really in favor of, because being now amended we can not take 
part and reject the rest. We musttake itnowallornone. That, in my 
mind, was the object and purpose, and so I have said nothing for more 
than ten days about this bill one way or the other, until yesterday even- 
ing I stated my objection to this plan of forcing a vote without the poor 
privilege of explanation. 

Mr. President, if the amendment which the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia offered and which has been adopted is just and fair and right in 
itself, why did not the Committee on Pensions report it, and why did 
that not come before the body as an independent measure? Who has 
ever heard in the entire history of this country of a measure brought in 
upon a sudden without debate, without an explanation, which would 
cost the Government of the United States untold millions of dollars, 
and a vote attempted to be forced upon it at once? Sir, there is some- 
thing more than this sudden desire to help these people of the late war. 
There is something beyond that. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to correct 
the statement that the Committee on Pensions had not reported this 
amendment? A bill substantially the same as the amendment moved 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania was reported from that committee 
and is on the Calendar. 

Mr. MAXEY. Yes; I have heard that by a strictly party vote in 
committee a bill which the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLomM] had 
offered, and which was sent to the Committee on Pensions, was reported 
back hy that committee. That bill was offered as an amendment to this 
bill by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr.VAN Wyck]. That went down. 
If that went down, why should not this godown? If it is the same 
thing, letus take a vote on it, and as the Senate has put its seal of con- 
demnation upon that, or rather as it was withdrawn after much debate, 
why should it put its imprimatur on this? There is no reason for it. 
Let us know the facts. Wedo not know them. We have been told 
that there is something that will throw some light on this somewhere, 
accompanying some amendment not adopted, or now before the Senate. 
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That is not the way to present it. The light ought to be shed upon 
this amendment which has been voted on this bill and let the Senate 
and country know what the cost will be, let the Senate know whether 
or not those intrusted with pensions favor it; let the Senate know what 
the Secretary of the Treasury thinks will be the burden upon the Treas- 
ury. Let us know the facts; let those who favor this measure, put on 
by way of amendment, explainit. None of this is vouchsafed to us, and 
we are called upon to act without information. Without a word of com- 
ment, without a ray of light on the measure, we hear the call from ene- 
mies of the Mexican pension bill as it came to us, ‘‘ Vote !’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’ 
** Vote !”’ 

But the Senator from Pennsylvania says he is not opposed to it. Sir, 
the Senator may think that he is speaking with absolute sincerity, and 
I would not deny his words, but how often men are deceived. I pre- 
fer the action to the word, and the action does not speak friendship to 
the bill. That gentlemen may vote for the bill as it is I doubt not, but 
not because it gives a pittance to soldiers of the Mexican war. 

I have said more than I intended, Mr. President. I thank the Sen- 
ate very kindly for their courtesy extended to me in prolonging my 
time. Ihavenow placed on record the reasons why I can not support the 
bill handicapped by incongruous amendments having no just relation 
to the bill sent to us by the representatives of the people. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President—— 


BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
a message from the House of Representatives communicating its action 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the labor statistics bill, 
so called, the title of which,will be read and the action of the House 
of Representatives on the report of the conference committee. 

The Curer CLerk. A bill (H. R. 1340) to establish and maintain 
a bureau of labor statistics. 

In House oF REPRESENTATIVES, June 24, 1884. 


Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the d reeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 1340) to establish and maintain a bureau of labor statistics. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I submit the report of the conference committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island re- 
ports from the conferees on the part of the Senate on the bill now laid 
before the Senate. The report will be read. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I submit to the Senator whether that is proper 
at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will first be read. Itis 
the duty of the Chair to lay it before the Senate underthe rule. Then 
the Chair will state the question. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1340) to establish and maintain a 
bureau of labor statistics, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 12 of saidamend- 
ments, after the word “Interior,” insert the words “ upon the recommendation 
of said commissioner ;"’ and Senate agree to the same. 

NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
H. W. BLAIR, 
T. F. BAYARD, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
M. A. FORAN, 
JOHN J. O'NBILL, 
DARWIN R. JAMES 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The rules of the Senate provide that 
reports of this character may be placed before the Senate at any time, 
and that they shall be then considered unless objection be made, and 
if objection be made the question shall be taken without debate whether 
the report shall be then considered. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this report? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I haveno objection at all except that the agree- 
ment was made yesterday that we should continue the consideration of 
the pension bill until 3 o’clock, and that debate should then cease. If 
unanimous consent is given that this agreement is not obviated by the 
consideration of this matter I have no objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. _I will withdraw the report if there is any objection. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection? TheChair hears 
none. The question is on agreeing to the report of the committee of 
conference. 

The report was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House i to the amendments of 


disagreed 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5377) for the allowance of certain claims 
reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury De- 
partment, asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. GzorGE W. GeppEsof Ohio, Mr. JoHN 
B. Stor of Pennsylvania, and Mr. JONATHAN H. RowELt of Illinois 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
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MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5667) granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of 
the Mexican war, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose of 
making a speech, for further discussion of this question would be ab- 
solutely fruitless; but I desire to give the reasons which will justify 
me in the vote that I shall cast when the bill comes to its final action. 

No man can accuse me of a want of loyalty and fidelity to the Mex- 
ican war soldiers. They were the companions of my boyhood, and 
I cherish in the kindest recollection my service with them. They are 
my first love, and they all are to me like brothers. When I say that I can 
not support this outrageous bill which is an insult to those old veter- 
ans, I am required to give the reasons which govern me in that vote. 

It has been perfectly eee that the Republican majority of this 
Senate had the power, whenever they chose to exercise it, to kill this 
bill either by a direct vote on its merits or by weighing it down with 
such amendments as they knew would be rejected by the House. Itis 
perfectly clear that if the vote had been taken before the Chicago con- 
vention was held, and before the caucus of the Republican party in the 
Senate some days ago, the bill as it came from the House would now be 
the law of the land. If this measure is defeated, as I see it is certain 
to be, for in my judgment it is as dead as a door-nail as a bill to pen- 
sion the Mexican war soldiers, it is because of the action of the Repub- 
lican Senators. In this bill as it stands now amended the Mexican war 
soldiers have not one per cent. interest, and there are provisions in the 
amendments which are a positive insult to these old veterans. 

Everybody said a few weeks ago that this bill was bound to pass, 
and many test-votes were taken which showed that it would pass, but 
the Chi convention was held and a resolution was passed there to 
open es aes for arrearages of pensions, and forthwith a caucus was 
held and the result was an amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] providing for arrears, but the Senate yesterday 
voted it down, voted down the resolution of the Chicago convention, 
ay, sir, yesterday the Senate did that; but immediately afterward 


they voted on the resolution of the caucus of the Republican party of 


the Senate. They voted down the resolution of the Chicago conven- 
tion, they voted down the people as they expressed themselves in the 
convention, but they struck the chord of the caucus, and some men 
whom I thought were the bravest, the boldest, and the most honest I 
knew have been dragooned by the party lash into a denial of their 
opinions upon the floor of the Senate. Even my distinguished friend 
from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN], now the candidate of that party for the 
Vice- Presidency, who I thought if there was a brave and honest man 
on the face of this earth who was afraid neither of man nor devil it 
was he, has shrunk back and been driven from his sense of public duty 
to obey the behests of a party caucus. 

You were not able to defeat these old Mexican veterans by s, vote on 
the floor of the Senate, but you called a caucus to doit. Shades of 
Sumner, Morton, Thad. Stevens, and all] the great leaders of the Repub- 
lican party inthe palmy days of its power and glory! with scorn and 
contempt look down upon your successors now in the lead of the great 
party which you organized, engaged in this miserable little business of 
making war upon a handful of old soldiers. Call a caucus of Republi- 
cans to defeat the just claims of these old war-worn, weather-beaten, 
and poverty-stricken soldiers who in the prime of their young manhood 
offered their lives in defense of their country’s honor and carried its 
flag in triumph over a hundred battlefields! You have a caucus to 
rob them of their pensions. You would not have done this, these 
amendments would not have been proposed or pressed, if you had 
thought there would be any danger of their passing the other House. 
You hope by some parliamentary tactics, by parliamentary maneuver- 
ing, to throw upon the Democratic party ‘the responsibility of the de- 
feat of this measure. You know you could doit. You want to do it 
now, and you want to place the Democrats in the position of opposing 
both the Union and the Mexican war soldiers. 

Well, you may make the most of that, but I for one tell you that I 
intend to vote against the measure. It contains on its very face pro- 
visions that are insulting to the Mexican war soldier. One amendment 
' to this bill proposes to pension all the widows and orphans of the Union 
soldiers, but none for the widows of Mexican soldiers. It proposes to 
raise the pension of the widow of the Union soldier from eight to twelve 
dollars a month, but ‘‘turkey’’ is not said once to the widow of a Mex- 
ican soldier. Oh! say the gentlemen, the widow of the Mexican sol- 
dier does come in for a pension. Ay, she does if she was married to 
him forty years ago, before he was discharged from the service. Every- 
body knows that ninety-nine out of one hundred of the young men who 
went into the Mexican war were bachelors, and there will not be fifty 
Mexican soldiers’ widows who will ever come in under the provisions 
of this bill. The boy got married after he came home thirty-five or 
forty years ago; and although the widow of the Mexican soldier may 
have been such for thirty-five years, yet under this bill she can not be 
placed aS ion-roll. 

Mr. E Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir; I will allow you. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the Senator whether when it 
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was proposed to extend that provision to the Mexican pension billon my 
motion, the Senator and all that side of the Senate did not vote against 
it? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator knows perfectly well why all amend- 
ments were opposed here; his leader, Generai LoGAN, the Senator from 
Illinois, rose in his seat and denounced any attempt to put on an amend- 
ment at all, and said we must take the bill as it came from the House 
and not make any amendment to it. Why did you not put it back 
on the bill when you had the whole matter in your charge? You have 
been voluminous in your amendments. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator asks me I will respond at this 
time if he will allow me. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I made the proposition in good faith. The Sena- 
tor voted against it and it was voted down. If the Senator reflects he 
knows perfectly well that the same proposition is not in order again; 
but if the Senator will make it I will support it. I think the laws 
should be liberalized in that respect. I believe it is unjust to that 
class of women who were married, especially those married soon after 
the close of the war, to men who were engaged in the Mexican war, 
and the Senator knows that the burden of all his talk here is misrep- 
resentation not only of my action but of the action of a large number 
of Senators on this side of the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the Senator mean to be personal in that 
remark ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I intend precisely what I say always when I say 
a thing deliberately like that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS: Ido not hear it distinctly. 
Senator to repeat what he did say, 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator heard it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, I did not hear it all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I stated that the Senator in his remarks had mis- 
represented the position of Senators, myself included, on this side of 
the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ido not take offense at that. 
intend to misrepresent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is no occasion for any offense. I am in 
perfect good nature, though I am very greatly in earnest when the 
Senator attacks the action of Senators on this side in regard to this 
subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I meant nopersonal attack. 

Mr. MITCHELL. My record stands certainly as brightly in favor 
of the Mexican soldiers as that of the Senator, for I have proposed to 
liberalize the act in that respect, and I stand ready to do it to-day. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But he piles upon that amendments so deep and 
so heavy as will bury them beyond the power of resurrection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the Senator has not studied these amend- 
ments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEy in the chair). 
Senator ought not to interrupt the Senator entitled to the floor. The 
Chair must call attention to the rule. A Senator seeking to interrupt 
one speaking must rise and ask permission of the Senator who has the 
floor to interrupt him. The Chair is obbiged, according to the under- 
standing arrived at yesterday, to remind the Senator from Kentucky 
that his ten minutes have expired. The Chair has allowed him to run 
over a minute or two to make allowance for the interruptions. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope there will be no objection to the Senator 
proceeding. We all know how he is interested in the subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I rose, Mr. President, merely to say that I did 
not intend to vote for this bill, and I was going on, to show some of the 
provisions of it which I thought were very unjust to the Mexican sol- 
diers. 

Now it is perfectly apparent that no Mexican war soldier under this 
bill will draw a pension unless he is 62 years of age. That is clear. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I know the Senator desires to understand the 
proposition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
construction of it is. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
regard to this matter. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let me state my position first. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well; butthe Senator says-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Kentucky yield 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Not till I get through with making my state- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania will 
take notice of the Senator’s position. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Here is the proposition: 


Provided, That every such officer, enlisted man, or widow who is or may be- 
come 62 years of age, or who is or may become subject to any disability or de- 
pendency equivalent to some cause prescribed or recognized by the pension 
laws of the United States asa sufficient reason for the allowance of a pension, 
shall be entitled to the benefits of this act. 


There is no existing pension law that recognizes this to the Mexican 
war soldier, and this does not propose to do it. Therefore no Mexican 
soldier will be put on under this bill unless he is 62 years of age. That 


I should like the 


I surely did not 


The 


Here is the provision, and I will show what my 


I should be glad to come to an understanding in 
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is my construction of it. I may be wrong, but it strikes me in that 
way. It does not propose to raise the pension of the Mexican soldier 
drawing $8 to $12. Oh, no! It does not propose to allow the widow 
of the Mexican soldier, if he should die leaving a widow to-morrow 
that he took to his bosom thirty years ago, a pension. Oh, no; all the 
widows and orphans of the Union soldiers will get pensions from the 
Government, but none of the widows and orphans of the Mexican war 
soldiers will get pensions unless the widow was married to her husband 
before his discharge from the Mexican war some thirty-eight or forty 
years ago. What justice is there in that? What an outrage that is 
upon the Mexican war soldier ! 

Then there is another provision in the bill as amended. There are 
now about 6,000 Mexican war soldiers, wounded and maimed and dis- 
abled for service by that war, who have been stricken from the pension- 
roll for disloyalty in consequence of living in the seceding States dur- 
ing the war, and they have never been restored to the roll, although 
they have been pardoned by the Government, although by the general 
amnesty proclaimed and promulgated by the President not only the 
punishment for the offense but the crime itself longago had been wiped 
out, yet there is no provision here to restore these men to the pension- 
roll. 

What justice is there in that? I would scorn as a Mexican war 
soldier to accept this bill. You can not find a Union soldier—I have 
talked since Saturday with more than one hundred of them—and every 
one, from major-generals down to private soldier, denounces these amend- 
ments as being certain to destroy the Mexican pension bill and result 
in no good to them. They all say, ‘‘ Put the old soldiers through in 
their own bill, and let us stand upon our own merits in a separate 
measure coming before the Congress of the country.’’ I have talked 
to several hundred of them during the past week. 

Mr. BLAIR. Allow me to ask aquestion of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. lIask if it would obviate his objections to this bill if in the 
first section applying to the Mexican war soldiers—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let me get through first. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask a question. I call the Senator’s atten- 
tion to a matter which it may be important for him to consider, whether 
it would obviate to any extent his objection to this bill, so that it might 
perhaps meet with his support, if it should be provided in reference to 


‘the rate of pension to ex-soldiers that we should pay to such soldiers and 


widows of soldiers a pension the same in amount as is provided in the 
third and fourth sections of this act for persons who may receive pen- 
sions under those sections. That will place the soldiers of the Mexican 
war and the widows of those soldiers ca precisely the same footing as 
the soldiers of the war of the Union and their widows. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Everybody can see that that is what it ought to 
be in the bill, but you on your side of the Chamber have had the man- 
agement of this thing from the beginning. We never knew what you 
were doing. I had a sort of idea that all the hostility to the bill in 
the body was on the pertof the committee itself. If we judge by actions 
and not from words, we must conclude that the Mexican war soldiers 
have not a friend on the Republican side of the Senate, and they must 
wait until the Democrats get possession of the Government and all its 
Departments before there isany hope of benefiting them. 

I was saying that the Union seldiers whom I have met, of every 
grade from major-general down to private soldier, object to this, and the 
Mexican war soldiers will curse you to the day of their death, and they 
ought to do it. Mr. President, it is wrong, it is an outrage to them to 
longer withhold a just and honorable recognition of the services of 
these old, weather-beaten, war-worn veterans who have carried your 
flag in triumph, whe have plucked from fame the brightest jewels that 
glitter to-day in the crown of the nation’s glory. Do this and you do 
an act of great injustice. It would be a disgrace to the American 
Senate, a disgrace to the American nation which will be resented by 
the American people. 

There are so many incongruities, so many inconsistencies, so many 
injustices in this dill as amended, so many invidious distinctions 
against Mexican war soldiers that I feel that I should be doing myself 
injustice as their friend if I were to vote for it, for every man knows 
that I am their friend. I have pressed this act of justice to them be- 
fore the Senate for five years, in season and out of season, and I have 
done it with earnestness, because I felt interested in these old men, but 
I can not vote for a measure which I believe, if not so intended, will 
result in the defeat of their bill altogether. I say that if these meas- 
ures are persevered in the country will repeal the whole pension laws. 

This bili will put upon the pension-rolls not less than 500,000 ad- 
ditional pensioners. What does it say? It puts on the ion-roll 
all who are or shall become disabled from any cause not the result of 
their own vicious conduct and who rely in whole or in parton their la- 
boror the assistance of others for support. Will not that include every- 
body? Is there a perfectly sound man upon the face of this earth 
years of age? We all know how easy it is to get a certificate of disa- 
bility. t does the word “‘ disability ’’ mean here? A country 
doctor who is paid for his services, and who may get the back-pay that 
the soldier owes him, will certify to disability; and the man’s friends 
and neighbors have heard the old man complain of a bunion on histoe, 
a felon on his finger, of twitches of neuralgia, of spasms of rheumatism 
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or sciatica, of ten thousand ills that flesh is heir to, all of which con- 
stitute a disability to some extent. 

You know that 500,000 men will come in under that amendment. 
As to a man’s being compelled to support himself by his labor, every- 
body does that. All will come in under that, or nearly all, and hence 
I say that this bill will be rejected by Co: ; it will be rejected by 
the country; it is opposed to-day by the Union soldiers, and it is re- 
sented by the Mexican war soldiers. I shall, therefore, if these amend- 
ments be kept on in the Senate, vote against the bill as amended and 
justify myself to the country as best I can. A true soldier is never 
afraid to do right and stand by his convictions, while timid men start 
at shadows. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I desire to get a little information 
from the chairman of the Committee on Pensions if I can have his at- 
tention for a moment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I shall be glad to answer any questions I can. 

Mr. BUTLER. I see by the amendment on page 2— 

That every such officer, enlisted man, or widow who is or may become 62 
years of age, or who is or may become subject to any disability or dependency 
equivalent to some cause prescribed or pee y the pension laws of the 
United States as a sufficient reason for the allowance of a pension, shall be en- 
titled to the benefits of this act. 

What I want to get at from the chairman of the committee is, does 
not that practically exclude every soldier in the Mexican war and 
every widow of such a soldier from the benefits of this act, unless he 
or she is 62 years of age or unless his disability was incurred in the 
line of duty during that war? 

Mr. MITCHE No, Mr. President, I think not very clearly. The 
reference is to the existing law for a definition of the disabilities; cer- 
tain disabilities are now recognized under the existing pension laws, 
and this reference is made to the law in order to define the character 
of the disability. If a man has lost his arm in a thrashing-machine, 
that would be a disability if incurred in the lineof duty, and of course 
it would be recognized by the existing pension law. This would cover 
a case of that kind. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is there anything in the provisions of the pension 
laws as they now exist which entitles a soldier in the Union Army to 
a pension unless that disability can be traced to his duties. 

Mr. MITCHELL. No, there is not. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then that practically excludes soldiers of the Mex- 
ican war from any of the benefits of this act unless their disability or 
dependency was incurred in the line of their duty as soldiers in the 
Mexican war, so that it really and practically does not extend any ben- 
efit to the soldier of the Mexican war unless . or his widow is 62 years 
of age or can trace that disability back to the Mexican war. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think the Senator is mistaken in his construc- 
tion. The reading is very clear, I think: 

Or who is, or may become— 

Any person enumerated in the fore part of the section— 


who is or may become subject to any disability. 


Mr. BUTLER. As a matter of course, “‘disability’’ has a very 
well recognized legal significance, and, as I understand it, a disability 
must be incurred in the lineof duty. So the Mexican war soldier must 
trace his disability or dependency to his duty as a Mexican war sol- 
dier; otherwise he does not get the benefit of this act. 

Mr. GEORGE. Section 8 establishes a new rule on that subject. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not understand that that rule applies to this 
provision of the act. It simply applies to the soldiers of the Union 
Army. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Under that provision a Union soldier who stumps 
his toe or accidentally breaks his arm is entitled to the benefits of this 
act 


Mr. GEORGE. -Allow me to correct the Senator on that subject. 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; but that is my construction of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GEORGE. The amendment adopted yesterday evening reads: 


in every such officer, enlisted man, or widow who is or may become 62 years 
age. 

When he gets to 62 years of age it is certain he is entitled to a pen- 
si 


on. : 
Mr. BUTLER. No doubt about that. 
Mr. GEORGE. Now, it continues: 


Or who is or may become subject to any disability or dependency equivalent 
to some cause A bed or recognized by the pension laws of the United States. 


When this bill is passed, section 8 will be a of the 
of the United States. There is in 

ability to that kind which is ized by the present pension laws of 
the United States. It applies as well to contemporaneous legislation 
as to future legislation, and whatever under the terms of section 1 may 
be at any time the law of the United States as a disa- 


bility fg the M war soldier under section 1. 
Mr. B Let ussee. Ofcourse the Senator is better informed 


pension laws 
1 which limits a dis- 
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about it than I am, as he is a member of the committee I believe; but 
let us see what section 8 says: 

fied in the several classes enumerated in section 4693 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States—— 

Is the Mexican war soldier mentioned in section 4693 of the Revised 
Statutes? 

Mr. GEORGE. No, sir. . 

Mr. BUTLER. It alludes entirely to Union soldiers, as I under- 
stand, and this refers to section 4693 of the Revised Statutes. All 
soldiers drawi ions or who will draw pensions by reason of this 

rovision serv the Army of the United States in the late war. 

Mexican war soldiers are excluded from the benefit of it in terms, 

as I understand. Therefore I say that a natural construction of the 

proviso to section 1 would be that the disability must be traceable to 

an injury resulting from service in the war with Mexico, in the dis- 
charge of his duty in that war. That is my construction. 

Mr. GEORGE. The answer to that is very plain. Insection 1 dis- 
abilities are referred to; they are not defined. The definition must be 
taken from the general laws of the United States, from the pension 
laws of the United States. There is no attempt in section 1 to define 
disability. ‘The whole object of that section is to put the Mexican war 
soldiers as to disability upon the same footing recognized by the pen- 
sion laws of the United States for every other class of soldiers, and no 
other meaning can be given to it. 

Mr. BUT . Iunderstand that. Thatis exactly what I claim 
for it. The word “disability ’’ under the general pension laws means, 
as I have stated again and again, that the injury shall be traceable to 
the service of the soldier in the Mexican war. 

Mr. GEORGE. But in section 8 there is a new class of disabilities 

vided for. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now let me call the Senator’s attention to section 8 
for a moment to show that it has no sort of application to section 1, as 
I understand it: 


Sec. 8. That every person specified in the several classes enumerated in sec- 
tion 4693 of the Re Statutes of the United States, and the amendments there- 
to— 


Now mark the language— 


who served in the military or naval service, as mentioned in said section, for 
the period of three months during the war of the rebellion, and has an honor- 

le Sodoup therefrom, and who is or shall become disabled from any cause 
not the result of his own gross carelessness, disreputable conduct, or vicious 
habits, and shall also be dependent on his own labor for support, shall, upon 
making due proof of the facts, under such regulations as may be seamenibed ber 
the proper authority, be placed upon the list of pensioners of the United States. 

That section refers exclusively to soldiers who served in the war of 
the rebellion, and has no reference whatever to, except to exclude, sol- 
diers who served in the Mexican war. 

Mr. GEORGE. I say that. 

Mr. BUTLER. There is a definition, an extended definition, cf the 
word ‘‘disability ’’ not heretofore given under the general pension laws 
of the United States. I say, therefore, that the practical effect of that 
amendment will be, in my opinion, to exclude every Mexican war sol- 
dier from the benefits of this act, unless he is 62 years of age, or unless 
he can trace his disability back to the Mexican war and his service in 
that war. There is no other construction to be put upon it. 

Now, if the Senator from Pennsylvania, the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, will give me his attention for a moment, in order to 
remove all difficulty on that subject I will propose the following amend- 
ment to that proviso in section 1: strike out all after the word ‘‘ depend- 
ency,’’ in line 28, down to and including the word ‘‘ pension,’’ in line 
31, and insert ‘‘ whether incurred in the line of duty or not;’’ so that 
the proviso will read: 

That every such officer, enlisted man, or widow who is or may become 62 



















years of ,or who is or may become subject to any disability or dependency, 
Se curred in the line of duty or not, shall be entitled to the benefits of 
ac’ 


That makes it perfectly clear, and that I understand carries out the 
idea that the framer of the amendment had in offering it, and there can 
be no objection to it, it seems to me. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator who offered that amendment is now 
in his seat, and if he has given attention I should be glad to have him 
reply. I myself see no objection to the amendment suggested by the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. WILSON. I have just come into the Chamber, and so am not 
aware of what the Senator from South Carolina has said. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I will restate for the information of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa precisely my view of the amendment which, as I under- 
stand, he framed and offered to this bill. It is that under the amend- 
ment as it now stands no soldier of the Mexican war can get a pension 
under it, nor can his widow—but more especially now I am referring to 
the soldier—unless he is 62 years of age, or unless he is disabled in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the general pension laws of the United 
States, which, as I understand, mean that he shall trace the disability 
a . service in that war, and it must have been incurred in the line 

uty. 

Mr. WILSON. That is not the effect of the amendment at all. On 
the contrary, the amendment says in express terms: 

That every such officer, enlisted man, or widow who is or may become 62 years 
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, 


of the service. 
ability which in its effects is equivalent to a disability for which, if in- 
curred in the service, a pension would be granted, he will be entitled 
to receive his pension. 


to su 


of age, or who is or may become subject to any disability or dependency equiv- 
alent to some cause prescribed or recognized by the pension laws of the United 
States as a sufficient reason for the allowance of a pension, shall be entitled to 
the benefits of this act. 


Now, the disability or dependency need not have occurred because 
If the soldier is at the present time subject to a dis- 


Mr. BUTLER. Who is to be the judge of that fact, whether it is 


equivalent or not? . 


Mr. WILSON. The Commissionerof Pensions, who administers this 


law, if it should become a law. 


Mr. BUTLER. Is there any objection to the amendment I have 


just suggested, to strike out all after the word ‘*dependency,’’ in line 
28, down to and including the word ‘‘pension,’’ in line 31, and substi- 
tute ‘‘ whether incurred in the line of duty or not?’’ 
it perfectly clear. 


That would make 


Mr. MORGAN. 
ggest—— 
Mr. BUTLER. One moment, until I get the reply of the Senator 


If the Senator from South Carolina will allow me 


from Iowa. 


Mr. WILSON. What is the suggestion ? 
Mr. BUTLER. After the word ‘‘ dependency,’ 


, 


in line 28, to strike 


out all down to and including the word ‘‘ pension,’’ in line 31, and sub- 
stitute ‘‘ whether incurred in the line of duty or not;’’ so as to read: 


Who is or may become subject to any disability or dependency, whether in- 


curred in the line of duty or not, shall be entitled to the benefits of this act. 


Mr. WILSON. In the preparation of this amendment I have been 


guided in part by the advice of the Commissioner of Pensions, who says 
that in the administration of the existing law the rules are already 
established and perfectly understood under which this would be admin- 
istered if it becomes a law, and that there will be no difficulty what- 
ever in the understanding and administering the terms of this amend- 
ment. 


Mr. BUTLER. _Is there any objection to making it more clear by 
the amendment I have suggested ? 


Mr. WILSON. Ido not think it can be made more clear. Inother 


words, I think this amendment makes it just as broad as it is possible 


to make it, and I drafted it for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER. I then will offer the amendment to the amendment, 
which I suppose is in order, and ask for a vote on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). There is no 
amendment now pending. The amendment to which the Senator from 
South Carolina refers has already been adopted, and therefore is not 
open to amendment until the bill shall be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I reserve the right to move my amendment 
in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can do that. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will state, now that I am on my feet, that if the 
amendment should be adopted I shall vote for the bill. I shall vote 
for it because I believe it will disappoint some of our friends on the 
other side who I think have introduced these various amendments for 
the purpose of defeating the bill for the relief of the Mexican war sol- 
diers. Iam satisfied it was done for that purpose, and for that alone; 
and, for me, I do not intend to gratify our friends on the other side by 
voting against this bill and thereby defeating what little there is in it of 
benefit to the Mexican war soldiers. I shall vote for the bill. I would 
very much have prefered that the amendments should have come up 
in the regular order and have been rested upon their own merits. I 
have voted pretty liberally for pensions for Union soldiers since I have 
been a member of the Senate, and have no objection to continuing so 
to vote. Ithink that the amendment of the bill to which I have called 
attention is unfair; I think it unjust, not that it may not be merito- 
rious in itself, but it has been put on as a rider to the bill for the pen- 
sioning of the Mexican war soldiers for the express purpose of defeating 
that bill, and I do not intend to gratify the movers of the amendment 
by voting against the bill as amended. 

Mr. WILSON. I suppose thatthe remarksof the Senator from South 
Carolina are not intended to apply to the amendments reported by the 
committee and presented by members of the Senate to the Mexican 
pension bill propur, inasmuch as it was entirely in accord with the 
rules of proceeding in this body that those amendments should be 
offered to the text of that bill. I know that from time to time we have 
been served with notice that no pension legislation could pass during 
the present session of Congress except the Mexican pension: bill with- 
out amendment as it came from the House of Representatives. We 
did not propose to be put in any such position as that. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will certainly do me the justice to say 
that I have served no such notice as that on the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. I am speaking of the notice which has been served 
in general from that side of the Chamber to us on this side. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad to vote for any proper pension 
bill for the Union soldiers if it should be brought up in the regular order 
and the regular way. I have said so again and again, and I repeat it. 
As I said a while ago, believing that this was done for the purpose of 
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defeating the Mexican pension bill, I shall vote for the bill neverthe- 
less. 

Mr. WILSON. These amendments have all been in order and have 
been in accordance with orderly parliamentary proceedings in this body. 
They were resorted to in part, so far as I am concerned, because of the 
notice served that there could be no legislation granting pensions to 
Union soldiers during this session of Congress. The Committee on 
Pensions and the members of the Senate on this side of the Chamber 
are perfectly content that pensions shall be provided for the Mexican 
war soldiers; but we are justas earnestin the determination that there 
shall be some provision made for the Union soldiers also; and when we 
were told in express terms that any amendment to the Mexican pension 
bill would defeat action upon it at this session because the House could 
not act with us, we regarded that as notice that any independent meas- 
ure reported to the Senate and passed by the Senate would not be acted 
on and could not become a law. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator a moment ? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. My recollection of the debate is that that notice was 
served by the honorable Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN] not now in 
his seat. The Senator can not certainly charge it to us. 

Mr. WILSON. The honorable Senator from Illinois served no such 
notice, but it did come from several Senators on the other side, and 
notably from the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS] who has 
taken such active interest in this bill. 

Now the Senator from South Carolina says he is content to vote for 
this bill with the amendments, and willdo so. I am glad to know it. 
I am in hopes that every Senator on that side will do the same thing, 
and that when the House shail have acted upon these amendments, as 
I have no doubt it will, as it certainly can, that we shall have pro- 
vided a complete system of pensions, not only for the soldiers of the 
Mexican war, but also for the soldiers and their widows of the war of 
the rebellion who served in the Union Army. 

Sir, there can be no difficulty whatever with reference to this bill in 
the other branch of Congress, and after we have put onan amendment 
to the Mexican.bill, the same mode of procedure in the other House 
that would be required to pass the bill notwithstanding that amend- 
ment will carry it through even with all these amendments, and then 
we have got a system which provides for Union soldiers as well as 
Mexican war soldiers; and that is what we mean to do and what we 
mean to have. 

Mr. FARLEY. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to ask him a 
question ? : 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FARLEY. Has it not been stated in the course of this debate 
that an amendment was offered to the Mexican pension bill, and the 
question was asked by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN] of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] whether that amendment 
was not intended to kill the bill? The Senator from Massachusetts 
the mover of the amendment, who is a prominent Senator and a can- 
did one on that side of the Chamber, answered that such was his in- 
tention. I remember the honorable Senator from Kansas [Mr. In- 
GALLS] in his discussion the other day in reference to this bill referred 
to this very proposition that the Senator from Iowa must avow, that 
the Senator from Massachusetts admitted that his amendment was 
offered for the purpose of killing the Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator states substantially what occurred on 
that occasion. The Senator from Massachusetts is able doubtless to 
take care of himself. What motive he may have had beyond that 
stated I am not to judge; but I do not suppose he hadanyother. But 
so far as this side of the Senate as a body is concerned, no other pur- 
pose has controlled it than to use this opportunity, the only one we 
can have during this session of Congress, to provide pensions for the 
soldiers of the Union Army, and we mean to do it. 

Mr. SLATER. Mr. President, I do not suppose anything that I 
might say on this measure will affect a vote in this body, but I am 
unwilling to allow the bill to without calling attention to some 
things that I think are euuhalowed as @ result of its passage. 

I have been willing all along, since I have occupied a seat in the Sen- 
ate, to provide pensions for the Mexican war soldiers, and have voted 
for the various bills which have been before the Senate for that 


Tpose | . 
on at least two or three different occasions, and have voted for the bill 


now pending up to the present stage; but with the amendments that 
are now adopted by the Senate I can not support it. I think I should 
be derelict in my duty as a Senator here—in that duty which I owe to 
the — of the whole country—in casting a vote this measure; 
and I can not conceive that those who favor this measure with these 
amendments have stopped to consider the effect or calculated the result 
it must have upon the finances of this country. 

By a very decided vote this body declared an extension of 
the arrears-of- pensions act, and very properly in my judgment. They 
evidently foresaw in that oy pea a vast expenditure of money; an 
expenditure on which we at least reasonable and fair statistics to 


govern our judgment, but as to this measure as now amended, except- 
ing in a few points, we have no data and no information as to what it 
cost the country in meney. It is a new feature in our pension 


system, one that has never been recognized in any former pension law 
that I have any knowledge of. It never has been a principle of any 
pension law to pension men for any disabilities not occurring in the 
line of duty and in the service of the United States, unless it be main- 
tained that the pensioning of soldiers of the war of the Revolution at 
a late period and of the soldiers of the war of 1812 at a late period 
might be in some measure construed as coming within the purview of 
the amendments now attached to this bill. 

We do know, Mr. President, that one year ago the annual value of 
the pension-roll was $33,000,000. The increase the present year will 
doubtless show that the value of the pension-roll is thirty-five or thirty- 
six million dollars at the present time. The provision of this bill 
which pensions the Mexican war soldiers will add from five to seven 
million dollars more. That which provides an increase of pension for 
the widows and that class will add four millions more, making in round 
numbers $9,000,000, to be added that we know of, that we can see, that 
is plainly before us, making at least forty-four or forty-five million 
dollars, when those items are added, saying nothing of the necessary 
increase that comes from year to year and which will continue to grow 
for many years to come. 

Besides, heretofore there has been some benefit derived from the 


dropping from the pension-roll under various circumstances by death 
and otherwise of a number, which under the provisions of these 
amendments will be 4 


Instead of the pension stopping, as now, 
others will step in and take them up and carry them along, so thatin- 
stead of decrease by dropping, which seems every year to check the 
increase, we shall not have any decrease, but the increase will go on 
unchecked. 

Beyond these figures, Mr. President, all is speculation, all is uncer- 
tainty. We know that there are 925,000 Union soldiers who, up to a 
year ago, had not made application for pension. At that time there 
had been 679,000 applications. It is safe to say then that at the close 
of the present year, which is now but a few days ahead of us, there 
will have been presented 700,000 pension claims. According to the 
ratio of allowance, there will be 20 per cent. of the 700,000 that will 
be passed upon and disallowed. That would be equal to 140,000. This 
amendment will serve to revive and bring into force all the claims of 
those who are living which have been rejected; thus at least 125,000 
claims that are now on the files of the office which have been rejected 
or will be rejected under the present laws no man can estimate or cal- 
culate what per cent. of the 925,000 will be entitled to come in under 
this amendment. It is adrag-net. It isabsolutely a bill that no one 
can fathom or measure the expenditures it will call for. Any attempt 
at it is but guesswork; and yet if Senators will look around and note 
the condition of those soldiers he may know in his neighborhood and 
among his acquaintances, he will discover that more than one-fourth of 
those 925,000 are disabled in some degree or other and will be entitled 
to go on the pension-roll, so that at least of that number 250,000 will 
be entitled to go on immediately, and the number will be constantly 
increasing from year to year. 

The present rating of each pension claim or pensioner is $106 per an- 
num. Putting it, however, at only $96, or $8 a month, the 250,000 
would make $24,000,000 to be added to the $45,000,000 already referred 
to, saying nothing of the 140,000 rejected cases that are standing upon 
the files of the Department, which would add at the least calculation 
$15,000,000 more. So then, sir, you will have here not merely a 
doubling of the present pension ratings but nearly a trebling of them. 
Any person who will take up this subject and consider it, looking at the 
numbers that must necessarily come upon the n-roll, with the 
number of cases which stand as rejected, and will be rej , and will 
be revived, and the cases that are now filed and which will be allowed 
under laws, will see that if this bill as amended becomes a law 
of the United States it will not be five years until your annual pension- 
roll will exceed $100,000,000. 

Now, sir, with these facts before me, with the certainty that this is 
a correct and fair estimate, in my judgment far below what will be the 
real results of the bill, I can not support it, although I am very de- 
sirious that the Sestony echdemderdd he accorded @ pension, and also 
very desirous that the widows referred to in this amendment should 
have precisely what is there stipulated for them. I might say that I 

ve in the proper quarter that a separate bill for the widows 
reported to the Senate. 

I do not believe that this bill in its present shape 
would have received a dozen votes in thisChamber. There are consid- 
erations which have brought this here that in my judgment ought not 
to weigh with Senators. When theSenator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS]} 
opened his remarks a few days ago, he began with reading a letter that 
he had received from a — a soldier, I believe. in answer to some 
letter I think that the tor had written to him. The letter that 
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yote for it or we will make a Senate that will. The same with the President. | war of 1861 to 1865, as being a part of the results of the war. We 
We are not Democrats or Republicans, but we are soldiers, and we mean busi- 


aonranee | have never yet had any general war that was not followed by a pen- 
: | sion-list; I suppose we never shall have one; and some Senators, in- 

And, Mr. President, during the three years I have served on the Pen- |} cluding the honorable Senator from Kentucky, insist that a pension-list 
sions Committee I have received more than one just such epistle as | is a safety-valve to follow a war, that it is a good institution. If I 
that; and here to-day we have the spectacle of the Républican party, | were opposed to pensions, I should despair in the present state of the 
the Senators on that side of the Chamber, capitulating to this element, | public mind either of dispensing with them or reducing them. 
for that is what it is, and nothing more can be made out of it. Per-| I can not say that I am opposed to pensions. I can not say that I 
haps an in i ight be placed upon that language that would | am opposed toa government expressing its gratitude to its soldiers, after 
be severe, but taking the history of this legislation, taking the circum- | the events of the war have passed, for the services they have rendered, 
stances that are ing around us, taking the action of the Chicago | in the form of compensation to them to enable them to meet the ills 
convention only a few days ago and what has occurred here since, I of advancing age and infirmity. I therefore am willing at any time 
repeat that I am justified in the conclusion that I have drawn from the Northern people demand pensions from the Government of the 
these circumstances that it is a capitulation of the Republican party to | United States to vote them as one of the results of the war which I con- 
this demand of the soldier element. | sider that the people whom I represent have fully and in good faith 

I do not believe that the country will justify it. I do not believe | accepted. I only desire that the people of the North shall have this 
that the country will justify this kind of legisfation. There has come | subject considered by them, through their representatives on this floor 
up here in various ways from all classes of the community the country | and in the other House, under circumstances separate and apart from 
over a demand for retrenchment and reduction of taxation. Put this | political commotion. 
bill on your statute-book and before eighteen months have passed you | 
will be compelled to find additional revenues and new sources of taxa- 
tion. Your revenues will not be adequate to meet the demands that 
will be made upon your Treasury, and you will have to levy new taxes 
to meet it. You will have no means of reducing taxation. Instead 
of a reduction, taxation will have to be increased and its burdens made 
heavier year by year as they go on and more and more of these soldiers 
come upon your pension-roll. 

This is all I desire to say. These are the reasons which will influ- 
ence vote. I must vote against this bill as it stands now. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from 
Pennsylvania for information about this bill as amended. I suppose 
the Senator knows how much this amendment is going to cost the 
country. I should like to have a statement of what the cost is as esti- 
mated by the members of the committee who are advocating the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I stated yesterday that unless the Senate desired 
explanation I had nothing to say in regard to the matter which had 
been generally considered. The estimates made by the Commissioner 
of Pensions were laid before the Senate some daysago. As I went over 
them some days agoI judged that the amendment proposed to the bill 
would increase the annual list perhaps $10,000,000 or $12,000,000. I 
judged that from the statement made by the Commissioner of Pensions. 
But, as I stated then, there is very great uncertainty in regard to esti- 
mates im all cases like this, and he so states in his communication. It 
is impossible for anybody to tell how many of these soldiers in the late 
war who have never applied for a pension may come forward now and 
apply if this bill becomes a law. It is very difficult to have any basis 
upon which to form an estimate. It is only on the general judgment 
of Senators that we are able to act. So far as my own observation 
goes, I think nearly all soldiers who have any present disability have 
already applied for a pension, and that practically this legislation will 
only affect those who have applications on file now undisposed of. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senator whether the phase of the case that 
is now presented, in the amendment which the Senator voted on the bill 
yesterday afternoon, is the same phase in respect of which the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions made an estimate that it would cost $246,000,000 ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is almost precisely the same thing; the wording 
of the section is a little different, not including the arrears. The ar- 
rears, of course, are stricken out by the action of the Senate, or rather 
the Senate declined to adopt that provision. 

I did not, perhaps, correctly hear the Senator’sremark. I supposed 
he referred to arrears. The estimate of the Commissioner of Pensions 





I think that we undervalue ourselves and the people when we make 
a pension law the subject of political differences, when we ring it into 
a political campaign for the purpose of putting men in apparent oppo- 
sition to it because of their supposed party affiliations. That is not a 
just way to treat a soldier. He ought to be pensioned, if at all, not 
because he is a Republican or a Democrat, a white man, a black man, 
or a red man, but because he was a faithful soldier of his country under 
circumstances that require of that country, as an expression of grati- 
tude, to give him a pension in his old age or whenever he becomes de- 
crepit or infirm. 

It has been to me a very painful reflection when I have observed the 
course which has been pursued in the Senate during this debate and 
during the pendency of this bill, whereby this subject has been de- 
prived of every other than a mere political complexion. I have felt 
that the Senate in considering this bill was dealing with some of the 
most sacred things that we are called upon to consider. When a gov- 
ernment comes to express its gratitude to its soldiery it ought to be 
able to do it freely upon the merits of the question, and a sense of 
honor and of duty on the part of the representatives of that govern- 
ment requires that they should take the circumstances into just con- 
sideration aside from all political influences or bias. 

The people of the Northern States, in my humble judgment, have not 
demanded that the pensions proposed in the amendments put upon this 
bill are now due. The committee having charge of this subject, rep- 
resenting the Republican party and the majority of the Northern people, 
have not been able to mature and bring in a bill during this session for 
the purpose included in this amendment. They have delayed to pre- 
pare such a measure until another bill has come up which has been for 
many years before the Congress of the United States, which has been 
before all the Legislatures of the States, and twenty-eight of them have 
instructed in favor of it, and they now suddenly put upon this bill, as 
a rider, this new device, which has not received the sanction of the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Now, sir, I would not like to reproach the Committee on Pensions of 
the Senate, but, in view of the haste with which they bring this meas- 
ure in as a rider upon the Mexican pension bill, Iam compelled to say 
that the country has a right to reproach them with a want of diligence 
and attention totheir interests. Either that committee did not believe 
that the public opinion of the Northern States demanded the passage 
of a bill such as is presented now in the form of this amendment which 
is voted on this bill, or else they have been delinquent in not bringing 
that bill before the Senate as an independent measure and putting it 
upon its passage. 

Sir, if that committee had brought such a bill in and put it upon its 
passage after full deliberation upon it and after they had become able 
to state what its effects were to be upon the country, I, for one, would 
have voted for it. Take the proposition upon its merits, after the com- 
mittee have examined it and after they are able—which they are not 
now—to tell us the effect of it. I, for one, would have been willing to 
vote for it. I would not hesitate to assame on the part of my constit- 
uency that much of a debt that I considered to be due whenever the 
people of the North demanded it at the hands of the people of the 
South, and of the entire country. Iam not going to repudiate that 
debt whenever it is properly stated, in due form, upon a demand made 
by the people of the North through their representatives; and when, after 
fair consideration on their part, they come forward as committees of the 
Houses and assume the responsibility of it, I will not vote against 
it. I have announced my position on this subject on this floor time 
and again, and not only have I announced it but I have voted that 
I was in favor of the pensioning of the soldiers of the late war as a 
debt due from the country whenever the people of the North said that 
it was due. 

Sir, I have been in the Senate for eight years, and I never heard a 
man on the Democratic side state anything else than his willingness to 
vote pensions for the Northern soldiers. Even when the bill for the 
purpose of paying the arrearage of pensions came up in 1879 there were 
but four votes against that bill, and my recollection is that not one of 





























; 
it is Senate bill 2208 in substance. The amendments which I offered 
y' are almost precisely the same as that bill. 
Mr. RGAN. And they are the amendments in respect of which 
the Commissioner ted that they would require $246,000,000? 
Mr. MITCHELL. No, sir; not at all. It is an entirely different 
communication. The communication of the Commissioner of Pensions 
will be found on the fourth of that document, and it is dated June 
while the one to w Senator refers was dated April 1. 
That relates simply to arrears; this communication of the 12th of June 
relates to bill 2208, known as the Cullom bill. 
MORGAN. Now, will the Senator oblige me by stating how 
uch the Commissioner estimates the cost of this amendment? 
MITCHELL. 
as 


Mr. 
Mr. The Commissioner’s estimate altogether—perhaps 
| may as well state the figures—amounts to $12,458,560. 

Mr. MORGAN. A year? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Annual increase. 

Mr. MORGAN. Twelve millionsanda half. Mr. President, I have 
stated heretofore in the Senate, in conformity with the course I have 
observed since I have had the honor of a place in this body, that I was 
willing at any time to vote pensions tothe Union soldiers whenever the 
people among whom they reside, the Northern representatives in this 

and in the other, determine that the time has arrived for their 
being pensioned. I look upon the pension laws, following the civil 
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them came from the late seceding States. I declined to vote on that 
bill. I have seen pension bill after pension bill pass the Senate, appro- 
priation bills for pensions, increase of officers provided for the purpose 
of getting pensions rapidly through the different departments of the 
Government; I have seen individual pensions pressed through this 
body from time to time, and I never yet heard a man from one of the 
seceding States raise his voice against one of them. 

| have searcely ever known in any instance a Senator from the South 
to vote against any of them. The fact is we felt embarrassed by the 
situation to that extent that we have hardly had fair liberty of action, 
but we have thrown the weight of our influence and our votes uni- 
formly upon}the side of liberal pensions according to the demand made 
upon us, and not according to our individual opinions perhaps of the 
justice arrived at in every particular case. That is the true statement 
of our attitude on the subject. Now, the object, of course, in forcing 
this amendment on the bill isa political one; it is to press us to the wall. 
The object is, because we are not satisfied that these pensions are due 
in accordance with the deliberate judgment of the Northern people, to 
make it appear to the country that we are opposed to pensioning the 
Northern soldiers because of the antagonism that we held to them in 
the war of the rebellion. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to. make any improper or invidious re- 
marks, but I will say that that side of the Chamber is represented by 
honorable soldiery, some confederates and some Republicans. I donot 
find in the votes upon this proposition any discrimination between the 
confederates and the Republicans on that side of the Chamber. They 
stand together; they vote any demand that the recent Chicago conven- 
tion has seen proper to force upon this body; they vote solidly, and 
that, too, without the aid of reasonable deliberation by a committee; 
and they vote it in presence of the fact that not one member of thecom- 
mittee can tell us what this bill, as amended, will cost the country. 

We are even appealed to upon the ground of a proper response to gen- 
erous action to vote not only for this particular phase of the case, but for 
one which was broken down yesterday by the joint votes of Democrats 
and Republicans, the arrears measure. 

It was stated by the honorable Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] 
the other day in debate that we on this side had no difficulty in voting 
something like a hundred million dollars out of the Treasury for the 
purpose of educating the poor people of the South, but that when it 
came to voting pensions to the Union soldiers we were not willing to 
vote a cent. That honorable Senator forgot, perhaps, if he ever knew, 
that there are at least some Senators on this side of the Chamber who 
argued and voted against that measure, and who at that time admon- 
ished their brethren on this side, that the account would be thus stated 
against them, and that they would be required to vote anything that 
might come up hereafter on the ground that it had* been paid for in 
advance by the school bill. I do not oceupy thatattitude. Notwith- 
standing my State would get more than a million dollars a year for ten 
years under that bill, I argued against it and voted against it. So the 
argument does not hold good that I, though a Southern man, am under 
a different obligation from any other man on this floor to vote for or 
against the pension bill. 

I represent a tax-paying community, one of the sovereign States of 
the Union. I come from a country that contributes more than three 
hundred millions a year out of a single crop to the actual commerce of 
the country; and while I do not intrude my voice or my opinions in the 
settlement of these pension questions upon Northern men or Northern 
communities, I still have a right to ask the Senate to pause in so rapidly 
increasing the drafts upon the public Treasury until you can ascertain 
whether the people are able to bear it. 

Your present tax laws bear down most heavily upon the substratum 
of society. They bear like the waters do upon the bottom of the sea, 
growing heavier toward the bottom; they bear like the atmosphere does 
upon the bosom of the earth, growing heavier as it comes in contact 
with the soil. Those men who are at the bettom of the great mass of 
taxation raised by tariff and internal-revenue taxation are the men who 
receive the heaviest pressure of the burden. 

We have large classes of men in this country who are exempt from 
taxation. They hold Government securities; they have corporation 
stocks that bring them vast sums of money which are not taxed; they 
exercise illicit pursuits in various portions of the country that impov- 
erish the people always while it enriches the few, but they are very 
lightly taxed. The burden of the tariff taxation rests upon the com- 
mon men of the land, upon the tillers of the soil, the delvers in the 
mines, the hewers in the forests, and the sailors upon the seas. There 
is where the burden is, and as an American Senator I have a right to 
look to both sides of this question and to all classes who are affected 
by it. Ihave aright, and itis my duty, to look to the man who is re- 
ceiving a bounty trom the Government and then to turn my eyes to 
the man who is to be taxed to raise the money to pay it. 

If to-day I could lay this burden of taxation upon those men who 
accumulated their millions during the time that the war was in prog- 
ress by speculations and by Government contracts while they re- 
mained at home and sent their substitutes into the Army, then I would 
be willing to allow the people of the North at any time to price the 
service, and I would vote to pay it. Take your candidate for the 
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Presidency. He was a valiant talker in the war, but he never went to 
the war. He remained at home and accumulated his millions of dol- 
lars, arid his substitute went to the war. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; the substitute did not go. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why did he not go? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. He got a furlough to stay at home. 

Mr. MORGAN. He ought to have gone. At least one o ithe mem- 
bership of that combination ought to have gone. 

Mr. President, if you will lay the heavy hand of the taxing power 
upon the people let it be upon the men who staid at home and hired 
their substitutes and accumulated their millions of money. I shall 
vote with you to make your largesses or your subscriptions of patriot- 
ism to your soldiers, just as much as you want, if you will raise the 
money upon the internal-revenue taxation, which is a war tax and 
ought to be applied to the extinguishment of the debt we owe for pen- 
sions. I shall vote with you to the extent of that war tax if you will 
distribute it properly; and you may take the bounties and distribute 
them among your people as you please; I shall not ask you a question 
about it. 

But when you take for your subject of taxation a man who was in 
the South and in the confederate army, and who was as gallant a man 
as any you eversaw or ever fought, and as honorable, who has lost his 
limbs, his arms, or his eyes, all that he had to toil with, and you tax 
the blanket upon which the poor fellow has got to sleep, and the v 
iron tips upon his crutches as he pulls himself about over the wend, 
and the clothes he has to purchase for his poor wife and his children, 
I have the right to ask you to forbear. When you lay that burden 
upon the woolens that he must wear in winter and the coarse cottons 
his family must wear in summer, when you tax at a large sum the 
iron with which he hoes his little crop, if he is able to limp about to 
work it, or with which he plows it if he can get across his fields, you 
bring the pressure down upon the poor fellow when struggling for 
existence, and I beg you to forbear. 

I ask you in the name of God and humanity to forbear. I appeal 
to the benevolence of the soldier’s heart who shot him down in honor- 
able warfare, and who felt that he was fighting a brave man when he 
shot him, and I say do not make that man forever tributary to pay- 
ing your pensions; do not tax the clothing, the blankets, the shoes 
that he is able to get together for his impoverished family to pay your- 
self a bounty. That man gave you the glory that you boast of by the 
prowess with which he fought you. In the coming campaign, when 
referring to that heroic man from Illinois whostands second upon your 
ticket, and who was a heroic man in Mexico and in the late war, when 
you speak about his plumes—not the white plume of Navarre, worn in 
battle by a substitute, but the red pompon of the soldier, dyed in 
the blood of his adversary—when you come to speak of that in order 
that his heroism may appear in its true colors, you must draw in the 
background of the picture the heroic confederate soldier also to make 
the picture complete; for if the confederate soldier had been a cow- 
ardly, half-hearted, unpatriotic, and untrue man, who would shrink 
from death or run from his flag, John A. Logan’s glory would have been 
confined to his triumphs in his youth on the battlefields of Mexico. 

We areal] Americans, Mr. President. I am proud of the men who 
stood up against us in the war. Whatever other men who did not go to 
the war may think of us, those men are proud of us. There is no dif- 
ficulty in our fellowship. There is no difficulty in our meeting each 
other face to face and debating about the affairs of this country in the 
past or in the future, its honor and its glory, its duty and its rights in 
every particular. No honest confederate soldier will shrink from a de- 
mand made upon him which is one of the real results of that war. 
None of them have ever done it and none will ever doit. Here we 
stand face to face, and I pledge them to this country for the faithful 
performance of every duty. 

As a man who went into the war as a private soldier, who went in, 
as I believed, in accordance with a strict sense of duty, I have the right 
on the floor of the Senate to say to the men who now demand an addi- 
tional $12,000,000 or $20,000,000 or $100,000,000 a year from the peo- 
ple of the United States for pensions to the conquering army, “ Gen- 
tlemen; forbear, and do not tax those men who are at the bottom of 
the wave; do not tax those upon whom all the pressure comes any more 
heavily than you are now doing, but consider what they have done 
and what they have suffered, what they are and what they once were, 
and give them at least a chance in life.’’ Sir, it seems to me that if I 
were a Union soldier and derived a pension from the Government of 
the United States I would starve before receiving it if I knew that it 
had been taxed out of the necessities of some poor wounded, crippled 
confederate soldier who was obliged to pay the tax because he was 
obliged to have subsistence, something to keep his soul and body to- 

ther. 
ies, sir, these are my honest sentiments if I ever expressed them 
in my life, and I should be ashamed of myself if I did not have the 
courage to vote against a bill which is put in here not with the honest 
and real intent of giving pensions to the Union soldiers, but for the 
mere purpose of getting up a make-weight in the pending political 
cam) . Whenever you present a pension bill in good faith, when 
your committee will come forward and indorse it, when your people 
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demand it, when you will discuss it with us uporf its merits, I shall | to the surviving widows of such officers and enlisted men. It is the 


vote for it, but I shall not be d 
may be 
because 


ragooned into voting for it because I 
ut in a false attitude in the mind of any man in the world 
once belonged to the confederate army. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6656) making appro- 
priations to provide for the expenses of the government of the District 
of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 


The message also announced that the House insisted on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the Senate to the bill (S."2243) to authorize foot 
and carriage or railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at Saint 
Paul, in the State of Minnesota, agreed to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. WILLIAM D. WASHBURN of Minnesota, Mr. L. H. WELLER 
of Iowa, and Mr. SAMUEL R. PETeERs of Kansas managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6094) 
ae for the payment of invalid and other pensions 
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 
other p agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 

i ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
JoHN HANCOCK of Texas, Mr. JoHN F. FOLLeErtt of Ohio, and Mr. 
WILLIAM D. WASHBURN of Minnesota managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3961) to grant to the Gulf, 
Colorado and Santa Fé Railway Company a right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. OLIN WELLBORN of Texas, Mr. Rice A. PIERcE of 
Tennessee, and Mr. BIsHoP W. PERKINS of Kansas managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 


FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5377) for the allowance of certain claims re- 
ported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment, and asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the Senate insist upon 
its amendments to the bill and agree to the committee of conference 
asked for by the House of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. CAMERON of 

isconsin, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. GEORGE were appointed. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the bill (S. 312) toau- 
thorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the 
city of Leavenworth, Kans., having been presented to the President on 
the 11th instant, and not having been returned by him to the Senate, 
wherein itoriginated, within ten days (Sundays excepted), as prescribed 
by the Constitution, had become a law without his approval. 

The also announced that the President had on the 24th in- 
stant and signed the following bills: 

An act (8. aa} granting a pension to A. M. Wilson; and 

An act (S. 820) to authorize the Oregon Pacific Railroad Company to 
construct one or more bridges across the Willamette River, in the State 
of Oregon, and to establish them as post-roads. 


MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 5667) granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors 
of the Mexican war, and for other 
Mr. JACKSON. In section 1, 
move to strike out the words: 


As were married to such officers, or soldiers, or sailors prior to the discharge 
of such officers and enlisted men. 


in ce 9 
e 21, after the word ‘‘men,”’’ I 


Who, duly enlisted, actually served fourteen Coxe with the Army or 
Navy of the United States in Mexico, or on the coasts or frontier thereof, or en 
route thereto, in the war with that nation, or were actually e 
in said war, and were honorably discharged, and to such other o' 

ly named in any resolution of Con- 


diers and sailors as may have a pose 
—— any — service in war, their term of service may 
ve been less and the surviving widows of such officers and 


enlisted men: Provided, such widows have not remarried. 
The purpose of the amendment is to give the benefit of the pension 


in a battle 
rs and sol- 


same amendment that was reported by the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair), The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. JACKSON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iask the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] 
to present the amendment which he indicated to the Senator from Ken- 
tuecky [Mr. WILLIAMs] this morning that he would be willing to sup- 
port. I should be very glad if he would offer it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I indicated a willingness on my part to support an 
amendment which should place the soldiers of the Mexican war and 
the widows of such soldiers upon the same ground as to the rating for 
pensions as the soldiers of the late war and the widows of such soldiers, 
upon proof of precisely the same conditions. I should be glad to sup- 
port such an amendment. I have one partially written, but if any 
Senator who is specially interested in the soldiers of the Mexican war 
has one prepared that covers those points I should be glad to support it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have none. I relied on the Senator from New 
Hampshire to prepare one. I think it would be a very just amend- 
ment. I desire to vote for the bill, and expect to do so, and I should 
be glad if anything that looked like an unjust discrimination between 
the soldiers of the Mexican war and any other soldiers of the United 
States were taken out of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senate to the fact that the hour of 3 o’clock has arrived, at which time 
it was agreed by unanimous consent that all debate should cease upon 
the bill and pending amendments. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to call attention to a typographical error 
in the spelling of the word ‘“‘naval’’ in the eighth section, fourth line. 
The ‘‘t’’ should be ‘‘],’’ so as to read ‘‘ naval.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In section 8, line 26, after the word ‘‘ any,’’ I 
move to strike out the word ‘‘such’’ and to insert the same word after 
** for;’’ so as to read: 

But any applicant for such invalid pension having an application therefor 
pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is not strictly in or- 
der now, but will be when the bill is reported to the Senate. How- 
ever, as it is merely formal it can be agreed to by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to amend section 8 as he hasstated. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears no objection, and the amendment isagreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, if in order, I will offer an additional sec- 
tion, which is a mere safeguard. I move to add as a new section: 

Sec. —. That no person shall be entitled to more than one pension at the 
same time under any or all laws of the United States, whether such pension 
shall have been already obtained or shall be hereafter obtained, unless the act 
under which such pension is claimed shall specially so declare. 

The PRESIDING OFEICER. 
on agreeing to the amendment? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suppose it is not in order to debate it, and Ido 
not presume it is necessary. It is merely a safeguard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to add at the end of the second section, follow- 
ing the amendment already adopted to the second section, this addi- 
tional proviso: 

And provided further, That every person who served in the Army or Navy in 
the Mexican war, and the widow of every such person, who are entitled to pen- 
sion under the provisions of the first section of this act, shall be paid at the 
rate provided in section 8 and section 9 of this act, upon making due proof of 
the same facts therein required to be proven in order to establish a right to pen- 


sion under those sections. 

Mr. INGALLS. I rise toaninquiry. What is the rate mentioned 
in sections 8and 9? The amendment is not clear, and I ask the ques- 
tion for information, but not to violate the order about debate. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is pointed out in the sections themselves. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask what is the amount named ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Twenty-four dollars, divisible down to the lowestrate, 
and to a widow $12. It places the two classes of soldiers and widows 
upon precisely the same ground. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
whether he is not confusing this thing? The pension allowed to sol- 
diers of the Mexican war by the provisions of the bill as it-passed the 
House is $8 irrespective of disability. Under the clause the pension 
may not amount to$2. If thisamendment be adopted the whole thing 
is thrown into confusion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The debate proceeds by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. IJtisin the nature of debate, but it is proper I suppose 
since the statement has been made to reply to it. 

A proviso attached to the second section fixes $8 at least as the rate 
for every pensioner of the Mexican war. Myamendment simply gives 
from $8 up to $24, with the same opportunity the Union soldier has, to 


Is the Senate ready for the question 
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the soldier of the Mexican war, and to the widow of the soldier of the 
Mexican war precisely the same as to the widow of the Union soldier 
in all cases of the same class. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senate will give me unanimous con- 
sent to say that the pension to the soldier of the late war is not abso- 
lutely $8; it may not be more than $2, and if thisamendment is adopted 
it gives a soldier of the Mexican war absolutely $8 for any degree of 
disability, and then gives him an opportunity to have more than $8 
under the prov isions of the section referred to, which is not equality 
at all. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I shall be obliged to object to any fur- 
ther debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts ob- 
jects to all further debate. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. BLAIR. The whole section should be read, and the Senator 
would see precisely the force of the whole proposition. 

Mr. PLATT. « The amendment gives persons 62 years old $24. 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no; not at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate has been objected to. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and Mr. ALDRICH answered 
to his name. 

Mr. BROWN. Let the amendment be read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia asks that 
the amendment be again read. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. IfI understand the amendment—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed with the 
call of the roll. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There was so much noise that I could hardly 
hear the amendment. I wanted before the vote to understand what 
the Senator from New Hampshire proposes to accomplish by the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The roll-call had been commenced, 
and was only suspended by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to make aninguiry. Does theamendment 
include striking out the present proviso in section 2? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is added to that. 

Mr. SEWELL. If it does not include the striking out of that pro- 
viso it makes two rates, one at $8 a month—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That isin the nature of argument, 
and no further debate is allowable. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded with the roll-call. 

Mr. HARRIS when his name was called). On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar}. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I waspaired with the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson], but I have transferred that pair to 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iam paired on this question with my colleague [ Mr. 
McPHERSON }. 

Mr. HALE (after having voted in the negative). I wish to withdraw 
my vote, as I am paired with the Senator from Kent [Mr. Breck]. 
I see he is not present. If he were here, I should vote “ nay ’’ and he 
would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will be withdrawn if there 
be no objection. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 
peeerd, oem, ya Ransom, 
ir, arley, ones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Garland, Lamar, . Slater, 
Butler, George, Maxey, Vance, 
Call, Groome, Mo ‘ Vest, 
Dockrell, Hampton, Pendleton, Walker, 
Coke, Jackson, Pugh, Williams. 
NAYS—29. ‘ 
Aldrich, Edmunds, MeMillan, Plumb, 
Allison, Frye, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Harrison, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Morrill, . 
Conger, Ingalls, Palmer, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Dolph, Lapham, Platt, 
: ABSENT— 19 
Anthony, Gibson, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Gorman, io. Sabin, 
Camden, Hale, McPherson, Sewell, 
Cullom, Harris, Mahone, Voorhees. 
Fair. Hoar, Miller of Cal., 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. In section 1, line 21, after the word ‘‘men,’’ I 
move to strike out the words: 


As were married to such officers or soldiers or sailors prior to the discharge of 
such officers and enlisted men. 

Mr. HARRIS. That amendment has already been adopted. 

Mr. JACKSON. It was to on my motion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Allright. Then while I am up, in section6—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
withdraw his amendment to section 1? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; I am told that it has been already adopted. 
In section 6, I move to strike out all after the word ‘repealed,’’ in 
line 2; so as to make the section read: 


That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed. 
My amendment strikes out the words: 
So far as the same relates to this act or to pensioners under this act. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Kentucky that previously to this time the same motion has been 
made and disagreed to, so that a new motion to strike out these words is 
not now in order. It will be in order after the bill is reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. CALL. I move to add as an additional section to the bill the 
following: 

Sec. —. That the surviving soldiers who served for three mc ‘:ths in either the 
volunteer or regular service of the United States in the Black Hawk and Creek 
and Seminole Indian wars, and the other Indian wars between the United States 
and the Indians, whoare dependent upon their manual Jabor for support and are 

disabled, or who have attained the age of 62 years, and the widows and children 
of deceased soldiers of the same classes as the widows and children of the war 
of the rebellion herein provided for, shall receive the same pension and the same 
rate of pension as herein provided for the soldiers of the war of the rebellion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CAL]. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roil. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 21, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Brown, Fair, Maxey, Vest, 
Butler, Garland, ene. Walker, 
Call, George Pendleton, Williams. 
Cockrell, Heuaon, Pugh, 
Coke, Jonas Slater, 
Colquitt, Sehan ‘of Florida, Vance, 

NAYS—31. 
Aldrich, Conger, Ingalls, Morrill, 
Allison, Dawes, Lapham, Pike, 
Bayard, Dolph, Logan, Platt, 
Beck, Frye, M —_ Sawyer, 
Blair Hale, Manderso Sherman 
Bowen Harrison Miller of Cal. Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Miller of N. ae Wilson, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Mitchell, 

ABSENT—24. 
Anthony, Gorman, Kenna, 
Camden, Groome, Lamar, Riddleberger, 
Cullom, Harris, McPherson, Sabin, 
unds, Hoar, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Farley, Jackson, Palmer, Sewell, 
Gibson, Jonesof Nevada, Plumb, Voorhees. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no further amendment be pro- 
ran the bill will be reported to the Seuate. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Would it bein order to move to strike out that 
portion of section 9 which was inserted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order to move to strike 
out any of section 9 which has been inserted by a vote of the Sen- 
ate. It is not in order even to move to strike out and insert. That 
section has been to as an amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It will bein order when the bill is in the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro t e. It will be in order in the Senate. 

The bill was to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Wil! the Senate 
concur in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Before that question is taken I desire to amend 
section 9 by striking out after the word ‘‘ duty,’’ in line 6, the words: 


Since the 4th day of March, 1861. 


If this amendment is adopted it will place all the widows whose hus- 
bands died in the service, or of wounds contracted in the service, upon 
the same footing—thut is, the soldiers of the Mexican war and the war 
of 1812, as well as the late war. 

Mr. INGALLS. Giving them all arrears back to the time of dis- 

? 


Mr. MITCHELL. There are no arrears. 
The PRESIDENT pro The amendment will be read. 


tempore. 
The Cu1er CLERK. In section 9, line 6, after the word “‘duty,”’ it 
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to strike out the words ‘‘since the 4th day of March, 1861;’’ | 








so as to make the section read: | Anthony, Harris, McPherson, Sabin, 
Camden, Hoar, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Sec. 9. That all widows or minor children of soldiers and sailors who as such | Qyjjom Kenna Piumb Sewell 
are now receiving, under existing laws, general or 1, the sum of $8 per | Gipson’ tome ‘Saas Voorhees. 
month, by reason of the death of such soldiers and sailors in service or froma | Gorman Logan, Riddleberger 
disability contracted in the mili or naval service of the United States, and , : . 


in line of duty, shall, from and a‘ this date, be entitled to and receive the 
rate of $12 month in lieu of said rate of $8; and all such widows or minor 
children who shall hereafter be found to be entitled to the rate of $8 per month 
pe ad laws shall be entitled to and receive the rate of $12 in lieu of said 
rate 0 e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania to an amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. In section 8, line 6, after thg word “ rebellion,’’ I 
move to insert the words ‘‘and every person who rendered like service 
in the Mexican war.”’ 

We have by the amendment just adopted provided for the widows. 
This will take care of the soldiers. 

Mr. ALLISON. Debate is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. Insection 8, line 6, after the word “‘ rebellion,”’ 
it'is proposed to insert ‘‘ and every person who rendered like service in 
the Mexican war;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 8. That every poreee specified in the several classes enumerated in sec- 
tion 4693 of the Rev Statutes of the United States, and the amendments 
thereto, who served in the military or naval service, as mentioned in said sec- 
tion, for the period of three months during the war of the rebellion, and every 
person who rendered like service in the Mexican war, and has an honorable 
discharge therefrom, and who is or shall become disabled, &c. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire to an amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RRISON. I should like to hear the amendment read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If itis in order I should like to inquire whether 
that does not give double pensions to the soldiers of the Mexican war. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill provides that no double pension shall be paid 
in any case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This would be inconsistent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I beg leave to say that in section 9 we have already 
provided for the widows of the soldiers of the Mexican war, placing 
them on precisely the same ground as those of the war for the Union. 
This hasthe same effect with reference to soldiers. 

Mr. PLATT. I find that unanimous consent is being given tomake 
suggestions. It strikes me that to insert this amendment where it is 

would do away entirely with the proviso at the end of the first 

section, that the soldiers of the Mexican war should not be pensioned 

who incurred disability ‘‘while in any manner voluntarily engaged in 

or os the late rebellion against the authority of the 
United " 

Mr. MORGAN. May I be permitted to say that the incorporation 
of these two provisions in the same statute does not cause the latter 
one to nallify or repeal the first. They stand together and must be 

together as parts of the same law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSecretary will call the roll on 
to the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
roceeded to call the roll. 

I am paired with the 
If I were not paired, I 


The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
sous (hie Loe, the ~~ yore Seeks to = Senator from Illi- 
nois [Mr. AN]. y colleague [Mr. ANTHONY] is paired with the 
Senator from Sechitene (Mr. Grpson]. 

Mr. McMILLAN. My colleague [Mr. SaBrn] is paired with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If my colleague were 
here, he would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Bayard, Coke Hampton, Pugh, 
Beck, Colquitt, Jackson, Slater, 
Blair, Fair, Jonas, Vance, 
Brown, Farley, Jones of Florida, Vest, 
Butler, Garland, en wee 
Call George, 1 . illiams. 
Cockrell, Groome, Pendleton, 

NAYS—30. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, ham, Pike, 
Allison, Frye, MeMillan, Platt, 
Bowen, Hale Manderson, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis. n, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Miller of N. ¥., Van Wyck 
Conger, Hill, Mitchell, Wilson. 
Dawes, Ingalls, Morrill, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 













ments that have been made. 
bids the paying of pensions to persons—— 


but they lived unfortunately in Southern States. 
in harmony with the whole tenor of the amendments they ought to be 
put on the roll. 
the wounded men off and letting the well men on. 


mous consent that the section of the Revised Statutes be read. 
will be read if there be no objection. 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. ' 
Mr. WILLIAMS. In section 6, line 2, after the word ‘‘repealed,”’ 


I move to strike out the words: 


So far as the same relates to this act or to pensioners under this act. 

So as to make the section read: 
Sxo. 6. That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed. 

I move this amendment to make it in harmony with the other amend- 
Section 4716 of the Revised Statutes for- 


Mr. INGALLS. I do not object to debate if it is to be general. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. No; Ido not makeit general. I simply want 


to state my views. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. INGALLS. That is all anybody else wants to do. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will please be in order. 


The Senator from Kentucky is entitled tothe floor, and must not be in- 
terrupted without his consent. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. There are several hundred merjtorious men who 


were wounded and disabled in the Mexican war, who were on the pen- 
sion-rolls drawing pensions, but by that section of the Revised Statutes 
they were stricken from the rolls. 
deavoring to get back upon the pension-rolls. 
soldiers of the Mexican war on the pension-rolls; and why should we 
keep the wounded ones off? 


Many of them have since been en- 
Now we are putting 


They were not engaged in the late war, 
It seems to me that 
I do not see any necessity in the world for keeping 


Mr. INGALLS. I ask that section 4716 of the Revised Statutes 


may be read at the Secretary’s desk. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 


It 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


SEo. 4716. No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person, or to 


the widow, children or heirs of any deceased person, whoin any manner volun- 
tarily engaged in, or aided or abetted, the late rebellion against the authority of 
the United States. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Nobody wants that to stand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the confusion the Chair omitted 
to notice that this amendment, which had been acted upon as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, was rejected, which left the language to stand as 
part of the text. The present question is on concurring in the amend- 
ments that were made as in Committee of the Whole. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky therefore is not at this moment in 
order. The Chair will first put the question on concurring-in the 
amendments that were made as in Committee of the Whole, after 
which the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky will be in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not understand the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair states that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky is proposed to the text of the bill. 
An amendment of a similar character was proposed as in Committee 
of the Whole and rejected, which left the text to stand. Other amend- 
ments were made as in Committee of the Whole which have not yet 
been disposed of, and those amendments must be disposed of before 
the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky will be in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. After they are disposed of it will be in order for 
me to move the amendment ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it will be in order. 


Mr. BUTLER. I have a similar amendment to offer, and so I shall 
withhold it also. 
Mr. BLAIR. I move to amend the bill in section 8 by inserting, 


after the word “‘ rebellion,’’ in line 6, the words: 


And every m who rendered like service in the Mexican war,who did not 
incur disability while in any manner ee engaged in aiding or abetting 
the late rebellion against the authority of the Uni States. 


So as to read: 


Src. 8. That every person specified in the several classes enumerated in seo- 
tion 4693 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and the amendments thereto, 
who served in the military or navai service, as mentioned in said section, for the 
period of three months during the war of the rebellion, and every person who 
rendered like service in the Mexican war who did not incur disability while in 
any manner voluntarily engaged in aiding or se the late rebellion against 
the authority of the United States, and has an honorable dischurge therefrom, and 
who is or shall become disabled from any cause not the result of his own gross 
carelessness, disreputable conduct, or vicious habits, and shall also be dependent 
on his own labor for Sees, shall, upon making due proof of the facts, under 
such regulations as may be prescri by the proper authority, be placed upon 
the list of pensioners of the United States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire to an amendment 
made as in Committee ef the Whole. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if he does not know that he is either introducing here a double 
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pension or is throwing the bill into inextricable confusion. The first 


Mr. INGALLS. I object to debate 
Mr. BLAIR I suppose I shall be allowed to answer the question. 
Mr. HARRISON I had not yet stated my point. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is in order. It is only the 
inderstanding of Senators that prevents it, and that is by unanimous 
consent 

Mr. BLAIR. I propose to say what it is necessary to say in reply to 
the misapprehension ct the Senator from Indiana. Thissection applies 
only to those who are disabled, and this language taken in connection 
with the rest of the section is not open to the criticism of the Senator 
from Indiana 

Mr. HARRISON. So do the first sections apply only to the dis- 
abled [‘* Question !’’ ‘‘ Question !’’] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. 

The yeas and nays 
the roll 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Che roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 


27> as follows 


I ask for the yeas and nays. 
vere ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


yeas 26, nays 


YEAS—26 


Bayard Coke Hampton, Slater, 
Beck Colquitt, Jackson, Vance, 
Blair, Fair Jonas, Vest, 
Brow: Farley Jones of Florida, Walker, 
Butler Garland Maxey, Williams. 
Call George Morgan, 
Cockrell Groome, Pugh, 

NAYS—27. 


Allison, Edmunds Jones of Nevada, Palmer 
Bowen Frye Lapham, Pike, 
Cameron of Pa.., Hale, McMillan Platt, 
Cameron of Wis Harrison, Manderson, Sawyer 
Conger Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
Dawes Hill Mitchell, Wilson. 
Dolph Ingalls Morrill 

A BSENT—23 
Aldrich Harris Mahone Sabin, 
Anthony, Hoar Miller of Cal., Saulsbury, 
Camden Kenna Pendleton, Sewell, 
Cullom Lamar Plumb, Van Wyck, 
Gibson Logan Ransom, Voorhees. 
Gormat McPherson, Riddleberger, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. If there be no ob- 
jection, the question will be taken on the amendments in gross. 

Che amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. _Insection 6, line 2, I move to strike out after the 


word ‘‘ repealed *’ the words ‘‘so far as the same relates to this act or | 


to pensioners under this act;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 6° That section 4716 of the Revised Statutes is hereby repealed. 


We have now put all the well men on the roll and I do not see why 
we should not allow the wounded ones to come back. That is all I 
have to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. What is the amendment ? 

The PRESIDENT pretempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky is to strike out from section 6 all the words therein after the 
word *‘ repealed,’’ in line 2, the words being, ‘‘so far as the same re- 
lates to this act or to pensioners under this act.”’ 

Mr. CONGER. 
entirely 

Che PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 
read 

Che Chief Clerk read as follows 


Sec. 471¢ 


Let the section be read that it is proposed to repeal 


If there be no objection, it will be 


No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person, or to 
the widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person, who in any manner vol- 


untarily engaged in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the authority 
of the United States 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
to the amendment. 

The Secre tary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

lhe roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VANCE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. RANsoM] 
is paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. If my col- 
league were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Dlinois [ Mr. 
LOGAN ] is paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN]. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. The Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 


The rol! will be called on agreeing 


Iam paired with the 
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CULLOM ] requested me to state that he is paired with the Senato; 


from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—2s. 
Bayard, Fair, Jonas, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Farley, Jones of Florida, Slater, 
Brown Garland, Lamar, Vance, 
Butler, George Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Call, Groome, Morgan, Vest, 
Coke, Hampton, Pendleton, Walker, 
Colquitt, Jackson, Pugh, Williams, 


NAYS—29. 


Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Allison, Edmunds, Lapham, Platt, 
Blair, Frye, McMillan, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Hale, Manderson, Sherman, 
Cameron of Pa., Harrison, Miller of Cal., Wilson, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Miller of N. Y., 
Conger, Hil, Mitchell, 

| Dawes, Ingalls, Morrill, 

ABSENT—19. 

| Anthony, Gorman, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Camden, Harris, Mahone, Sabin, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Palmer, Sewell, 
Cullom, Kenna, Plumb, Voorhees 


Gibson, Logan, Ransom, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BUTLER. Insection 1, line 28, afterthe word *‘ dependency,”’ 
I move to strike out the words: 


Equivalent to some cause prescribed or recognized by the pension laws of 
the United States as a sufficient reason for the allowance of a pension. 


And to insert in lieu thereof— 
| Whether incurred in the line of duty or not. 


So as to make the proviso read: 


That every such officer, enlisted man, or widow who is or may become 62 
| years of age, or who is or may become subject to any disability or dependency 

whether incurred in the line of duty or not, shall be entitled to the benefits of 
this act, &e. 


Mr. MITCHELL. 

Mr. ALLISON. No debate is in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that the object of the friends of this 
amendment is to put the soldiers of the Mexican and Union wars on 
the same footing in this regard, and this amendment appears to do it 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is obliged to hold that 
the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina is not in orde! 
The part of the bill to which his amendment refers has already been 
agreed to asan amendment. It is nota part of the text of the bill 
The amendments made as in Committee of the Whole have been con 
curred in. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withheld my amendment at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who told me, as I understood 
him, that it would be in order to offer it at this time. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from South Carolina misunderstood the 
| Senator from Tennessee. I said to the Senator from South Carolina 
that if he desired to amend the text of the bill it would not be in order 
until the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole had been 
| concurred in, but if he desired to amend an amendment made as in 
| Committee of the Whole it must be done then. I suggest to the Sen 
| ator that he may now move to reconsider the vote by which that par- 
ticular amendment was concurred in, and his amendment would then 
become in order, if the Senate should consent to reconsider. 

Mr. BUTLER. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on page 2, beginning with the word ‘‘ provided,’’ 
in line 25, to the end of the first section, was concurred in. That will 
open the amendment, if agreed to, to amendment. 

The motion to reconsider was not agreed to, there being on a division— 
ayes 24, noes 25. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill isstill oven to amendment 
If no further amendment be proposed the question is, Shall the amend- 
| ments be engrossed and the bill be read a third time? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to make aninquiry. I endeavored to get 
the information without making the inquiry publicly. Iwish to know 
authentically from somebody how much this bill is going to add to the 
annual expenditures of the Government? I made my private inquiry 
and received estimates varying from $12,000,000 to $50,000,000 from 
leading men of the Senate, supposed to be familiar with the subject 
Will somebody give me a more definite answer ? 

Mr. JACKSON. We have had that matter under consideration for 
nearly two months in committee, and have been unable to determine 
It may take $10,000,000 or $50,000,000 or $100,000,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then the bill ought to be postponed fora day, un- 
til we may have an estimate more satisfactory than that. I suggest 
that to the gentlemen who have the bill in charge. I know] am mak 
ing something in the nature of an argument, but I take the responsi- 
bility. We must doit. The bill ought not to be put to a vote with 
this tremendous uncertainty upon it. 

: Mr. MITCHELL. Perhaps after what has occurred I ought to say 


I suggest 
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that an estimate has been made upon the bill substantially as it stands 
hv the Commissioner of Pensions, and that his estimate for the amend- 
ments which have been attached to the Mexican pension bill falls under 
<12.500,000 annual increase. All the amendments made to the bill in 
uidition to the measure as it came from the House fall below $12,- | 
500,000. 

Mr. SLATER. I desire to add to what has been said by the chair- 
man of the Pension Committee that the Commissioner of Pensions also 
savs in relation to a large class of cases, those included under the new 
provisions of the bill, all those who are to be pensioned for disability 
not incurred in the line of service, but occurring since that service in 

ny form or manner that may happen, so that it is not traceable to 
heir own improper actions, no estimate can be made, and he will make 
one. 

fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the amend- 
ments be engrossed and the bill be read a third time ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yesterday I made a motion to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill until the Tuesday after the first Monday in De- 
cember at 2 o’clock. Finding that I am likely to get one more vote in 

support of it, 1 renew that motion. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill until the Tuesday after the first Monday in 
December at 2 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves 
fhat the further consideration of the bill be postponed until Tuesday 
tollowing the first Monday in December next at 2 o’clock in the after- 
noon. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. Leask for the yeas and nays. 

lhe yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. GROOME (when Mr. GORMAN’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. GORMAN] is paired with the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
i OGAN]. While upon the floor I will also announce that the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] is paired with the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). If I were not 
vith the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. HoAR]I should vote ‘‘ yea.’ 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called I was paired with my 
ague [Mr. MCPHERSON ], whois temporarily absent. I have trans- 
erred that pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES] 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
as follows: 


paired 


colle 


6, nays 34; 

YEAS—26 
Bayard, Colquitt, Jonas Slater, 
Beck, Fair, Jones of Florida, Vance, 
Brown Farley, Maxey, Vest | 
Butler Garland, Morgan Walker 
Call Groome, Pendleton, Williams, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pugh 
Coke Jackson Saulsbury, 

NAYS—34 
Aldrich Frye, McMillan, latt, 
Allison George, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Hale, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Miller of N.Y Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Conger Ingalls, Morrill Wilson 
Dawes Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
Dolph Lapham, Pike 

ABSENT 
Anthony, Gibson, Kenna, Plumb 
Camden, Gorman, Lamar, Ransom, 
Cullom, Harris, Logan Sabir 


dmunds, Hoar, McPherson 
So the motion to postpone was not agreed to. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 

to come in as an additional section: 


Th iat from and after the passage of this act all pe 
dall persons hereafter granted a pension, who, while in the military or nava 


Voorhees. 
! offer the following amendment 


persons oO! the nsion-re 


service of the United States and in line of duty have lost an arm or 1leg, shal 
be entitled to a pension of $40 per month; and those who, in line of duty have 
mt a hand or a foot shall be entitled to a pension of $30 per month; and if they 


have 


received a wound or wounds or other disability in addition thereto, the 
~) per month; and all persons who have a leg amputated at the hip-joint, and 
persons who have lost an arm at the shoulder-joint, sh be entitled to $50 
per month; and all persons who have lost an arm and a leg shal) be entitled to 
<2 per month, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
‘Ir. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
(he yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 
Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 
Mr. Hoar]. 
the result was announced—yeas 3, 








nays 44; as follows: 
YEAS—3 
Van Wyck. 


NAYS—4 


Cameron of Pa., Farley, 


Allison, Cameron of Wis., Frye. Hill, 

Bayard, Coke, Garland, Ingalls, 

Beck, Conger, Hale, Jackson, 

Blair, Dawes, Hampton Jonas, 

brown, Dolph, Harrison, Jones of Florida 
Butler Fair. Hawley, Jones of Nevada, 
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Lapham, 
Manderson, 


Mitchell Pugh, Vance 


Morrill Saulsbury, Vest, 


Maxey, Palmer Sawver, Williams 

Miller of N. Y., Pendleton, sherman Walker, 

Miller of Cal., Pike Slater Wilson, 
ABSENT—29. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Lamar, Ransom, 


Anthony, 
Bowen, 
Call Gorman, 


George Logan, 


Me Millan, 
McPherson, 


Riddleberger, 
Sabin 
Sewell, 


Gibson, 


Camden, Groome, Mahone, Voorhees 
Cockrell, Harris, Morgan 

Colquitt, Hoar, *latt 

Cullom, Kenna, Plumb, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time 

The bill was read the 

The PRESIDENT 
times, the question is, Shall it pass ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS called for the yeasand nays, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was 
Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 


third time. 


pro te mpore 


The bill having been read three 


and they were ordered 


called 


Hoar} 


I am paired with the 
I were not so paired, | 


should vote ** nay.”’ 

Mr. McMILLAN (when Mr. SABIN’s name was called My col- 
league [Mr. SABIN] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
(Mr. CAMDEN]. My colleague, if here, would vote ‘‘ yea 

Che roll-call was concluded 

Mr. ALDRICH (after having voted in the affirmative On this 


question I am paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN } 
I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. JONAS. I announce that my colleague [ Mr. Gibson ] 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY] 

Mr. SEWELL. I announce a pair between the from In- 
diana [Mr. VOORHEES] in this bill and my colleague [ Mr. 
McPHERSON ] against it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to announce that my colleague 
LOM | is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 27; 


is paired 


Senator 
favor of 


[| Mr. CuL- 
KENNA] 
as follows 


YEAS—37. 
Allison George, ’ Mahone, Ransom, 
Blair Hale Manderson, Riddleberger, 
Bowen Harrison Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
sutler Hill Miller of N.Y Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Ingalls Mitchell, Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis Jones of Nevada, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Conger, Lamar Palmer Wilson 
Dawes, Lapham, Pike 
Dolph, Logan Platt, 
Frye MeMillan, *lumb, 

NAYS—27. 
Bayard Edmunds, Jackson, Saulsbury, 
Beck Fair Jonas Slater, 
Brown, Farley Jones of Florida, Vance, 
Call Garland, Maxey, Vest 
Cockrell, Groome, Morgan Walker, 
Coke, Hampton, Pendleton, Williams 
Colquitt, Hawley Pugh, 

ABSENT—12 
Aldrich Cullom Harris, McPherson, 
Anthony Gibson Hoar Sabin, 
Camden Gorman, Kenna, Voorhees 

So the bill was passed 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
\ message from the House ARK, its 


of Representatives, by Mr. CL 

Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 7380) mak- 

ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 

year ending June 30, and for other purposes; in which it 

requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
The nnounced that the 


tiscal L885, 


message also a 


House had passed the bill (S. 








7) to grant letter-carriers at free-delivery offices fifteen days’ leave 
of absence in each year 

Che message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 251) pro- 
viding for printing the annual report of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture for the year 1884, asked a conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr 
ALFRED M. ScALES of North Carolina, Mr. W. F. RoGEeRs of New 
York, and Mr. A. HERR SMITH of Pennsylvania managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED 
The bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 


penses of the 
for othe! purposes, was 


mittee on \ppropriati 
k 


rT nt toy } ft) 
ern LOT ne TSsCat 


1=85 


and referred to the ¢ 


June 30, , and 


om- 


yeal ending 


read twice by its title 


DISTRICT 
PRESIDENT pro 


ution of the 
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he tempore The tore the Senat 


House of Representat 


! ves on the re 
of conference upon the bill (H. R. 6656) making 
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nses of 


the government of the District of Columbia for 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. The action 
of the House of Re prese ntatives on the report oft the conferees will be 


read 


The 


the fiscal year end 


ing 


Chief Clerk read as tollows 


Lloust 


That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
H.R making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 


HAY 
of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 
other purposes 


IN THE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 24, 1854 


UMB I present the report of the committee of conference. 
t{ESIDENT pro tempore rhe report will be read 
Chiet Clerk read as tollows 





The PI 
he 
rhe con of 


nittes conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


Senate to the bill (HM. R. 6656) making appropriations to 
r the expenses of the g rnment of the District of Columbia for the 
10, 1885, and for other purposes, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respect- 
ve llouses as follows 
Phat the 
49 4 62. 63. ¢ 
Phat the recede 
ate numbered 1,2. 3,4,5,¢ 
31, 32, 33, 34,35 37 i] 
to the 
Phat the 
numbered 23 
the 
t the same 
Phat tt 
ate numbered 


lieu « 


the amendments of the 


provide ft ove 


fiscal vear ending June 


= recede 30, 


nate from its amendiments numbered 20, 9 


45, 46, 47. 48, 
House to the 


15,16, 17,1 


ts disagreement 


, 12, 13,14 


from 


amendments of the 


Sen 


8, 19,21, 22, 2, & 5, <3 


16, 37, 38 538, 59, 65, 66, 67, and 68, and agree 
Sa tii¢ 
recede from 


anda 


House ts disagreement totheamendment of the Senate 


gree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


1 proposed by said ame ‘oz und the Senate 


st ndm Insert 63,000 





agree 


Hiouse recede from 
24, and 
tthe sum proposed by sa 
agree to the same 

Phat the House 
numbered 40 


to the 
an 
insert * 


its disagreement 
the with 
d amendment 


amendment of 
amendment as follows 
>1bs.000 


the Sen- 
In 


and the Senate 


agree to PiLirie 


recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
agree to the with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


amendment insert ** $25,000;”’ 


and Suite 


the sum proposed by 
to 


said 
the same 


Phat the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 


numbered 43, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed by said amendment insert ** $128,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 51, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed by said amendment insert ** $337,100;"’ and the Senate agree 
to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 


numbered 55, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2 


of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment strike out the word 
‘ private and in lieu thereof insert the word ** fireman ; 


and the Senate agree 
to the 


aunie 


hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 64, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
* That the act entitled ‘An act to protect Holmead Cemetery, in the District of 
Columbia,’ approved March 3, 1879, be amended by adding the word ‘and con- 
vey’ after the word ‘sell;’ so as to make it read, 
the whole of said square ; and the Senate agree to the same. 


Chat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate | 


numbered 71, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the follow- 
ing 

“And when special assessments have been reduced on revision as required by 
law drawback certificates, receivable for all arrears of general taxes due and 
unpaid June 30, 1882, shall be issued to the holders of outstanding lien certifi- 


cates for the interest accrued on the amount of such reduction up to the date of 
the passage of this act.’ 


And the Senate agree to the same 


P. B. PLUMB, 
H. L. DAWES, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOHN F, FOLLETT, 
WALDO HUTCHINS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move the adoption of the report. 
Mr. MORGAN. I should like to hear that reportexplained. I con- 


fess | do not understand anything about it. From the reading at the 
desk I can not get any idea of what changes are made in the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator was present when the bill was discussed 
in the Senate 

Mr. MORGAN 

Mr. PLUMB 
agreement was in regard to the amount to be appropriated for suburban 
streets, where the amount was increased in the Senate by $10,000, mak- 
ing the total $30,000, and that amount is divided, so as to be $25,000. 


I was. 


The amendment in regard to the opening of streets, about which the | 


Senator had something to say at the time the bill was under considera- 
tion in the Senate, is stricken out. 

The amount for the improvement of streets which the Senate added, 
$46,000, is diminished by one-half; that is to say, the amount finally 
mided is one-half the amount added by the Senate 

On the item in regard to the sinking fund for the water-works, in- 
serted by the House and stricken out by the Senate, the Senate recede, 
leaving the amount as tixed by the House. The amount added to the 
bill by the Senate for the purpose of improving the grounds around 
the school-houses is receded trom by the Senate 

Those are the special points of disagreement about which the con- 
currence is as 1 have stated. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senator whether there are any new pro- 
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| revision of assessments for special improvements, and for other purposes 


and the Senate agree | 


sell and convey any part or | 


I can say to him that one of the chief points of dis- | 
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visions inserted in this bill by the conference committee that wer 
passed upon by the Senate? 

Mr. PLUMB. The only provision that was not passed upon by the 
Senate that I recall now was an item which the Senate had stricken 
out in regard to the adjustment of the taxes, the amount to be paid by 
the District of Columbia and the United States respectively, and an 
item in regard to the drawback certificates in connection with su 
issues. The House proposed an amendment to that which was read at 
the desk and which the Senate has acceded to. With that exce 





I do not recall any item which was not directly passed upon a 

Mr. ALDRICH The last clause of the report I should like to have 
read again. 

Mr. PLATT. I was about to ask the same thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last clause will be read agai: 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat ' 
numbered 71, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lie: 


the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the followi: 

And when special assessments have been reduced on revision, as requir 
by law, drawback certificates, receivable forall arrears of general taxes due and 
unpaid June 30, 1882, shall be issued to the holders of outstanding lien certif 
eates for the interest accrued on the amount of such reduction up to the dat 
the passage of this act.’ 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
71 reported 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 12 of section 2, atter the word ‘‘ 
the Senate struck out the following words : 


Now, I should like to have amendment numbered 


veal 


As required by the third section of the act approved June 27,1 


“An act fixing the rate of interest upon arrearages of general taxes and ass 
ments for special improvements now due to the District of Columbia and t 


S79. entit 


So as to make the section read : 


SEc, 2 


That said commissioners shall not make requisitions upon the appr 
priations from the Treasury of the United States for a larger amount during t 


fiscal year 1885 than they make on the appropriations arising from the reven 
of said District, including one-half of all general taxes paid in drawback ce1 
cates during said fiscal year. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senate, as I understand this question, str 

out of the House bill a proviso in regard to the amount of taxes to bh 
| charged by the Treasury officials to the District of Columbia, and t 
conferees undertook to insert in place of that a proviso that went o 
in the Senate upon a point of order that it was new legislation upon an 
| appropriation bill, a subject of an entirely different nature, and 

| amendment which in itself is a very dangerous one, it seems to me, a 
one involving a very large amount of money. I do not 
| the Chair would decide upon a question of order, but it seems to m: 
| very singular that an amendment which would not be in order undet 
the rules of the Senate, and was declared not to be in order under tl 


know 


rules of the Senate, can be reported and made in order by a report of a 
| conference committee. 
| I should like to ask the parliamentary question whether it is in ordet 
| for a conference committee to insert a provision of general legislativ 
upon an appropriation bill which would not. be in order as an amend 
ment in the Senate ? 
Mr. PLUMB. I will say in regard to that in the first place that 
do not think it is the same provision, although I would yield—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. It is the same in substance and, I think, has th: 
same effect. 


| Mr. PLUMB. I will not undertake to differ with the Senator on 
| that, though I do not think itis the same insubstance. Still theclanus 
| was insisted on by the House conferees. I have no particular choice 
about it. 

| Mr. SHERMAN. I thinkthis report had better be printed, together 
| with the last clause that has already been read, so that we shall hav: 
| a chance to look at it. It is very dangerous to allow a committee 0! 


conference to introduce the slightest thing into a conference report 
that has not been acted on by one or other of the two Houses. It is 
against the first rule of parliamentary law, the highest rule of parlia 
mentary law, because if the conferees may take the liberty of doing it 
in any case whatever, I do not care how stringent the circumstances 
may be, it is adeparture from established policy. I remember onc: 
when a very distinguished Senator felt himself very much reproved b« 
cause a conference report was rejected merely on account of some new 
matter having been introduced. In every case where new matter is 
| introduced it ought to be rejected at once, because if-that can be don: 
| in any case—I donot speak of the mere phraseology of the amendments 
| between the two MNouses—as for instance where the amount is $100,000 
in one House and $200,000 in the other, and they make it $100,000.50 
but if they introduced new legislation, new items, it seems to me 
ought to put an end to the report, or at least it ought to be recommitted 
I think, therefore, this report had better be printed and let us look 
| itin the morning. It may be all right. 

Mr. PLUMB. The question as to what is germane and what 
within the jurisdiction of a conference committee is a question that | 
very broad. It is one that arises in every conference. Taking wha 
has been done—I do not say anything about the rules, but taking what 
has been done—I have not the slightest doubt that this was perfectly 

within the jurisdiction of the committee of conference, and it was pro 
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per for them to insert it if it was proper to be in the bill at all. On 
that, of course, no one could wish more fully than I to have the in- 
struction of the Senate. It is a question that will be of great impor- 
tance in reference to what is to occur in the concluding days of this ses- 
sion. because there are numbers of bills now in conference and to go 
into conference on which legislative provisions have been inserted 
which will have been amended by the Senate in whole or in part, and 
which will become the subject of adjustment in conference. 

Now. the narrower the rule which the Senate shall establish the less 
responsibility upon the conferees, and it is a responsibility as far as | 
am concerned that I shall be willing to have the Senate take rather than 
accept it myself. Therefore, as I have nothing myself to offer in regard 
to the point of order, not being posted on such questions, I shall say 
nothing except simply that I hope the Senate, whatever they may do 
about this jurisdictional rule, will so act as to lay down a principle 
yoverning committees of conference generally upon bills to be considered 
during this session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio, as the Chair 
understands, moves that the further consideration of this report be 
postponed until to-morrow, and that the report be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That the report be printed, with the disputed 
clause. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Together with the clause at the end 
of the bill on which a question has been raised. 

Mr. PLUMB. Printing the report will print the last clause with all 
the other clauses, and inasmuch as this is to go over, let the entire report 
be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. And the entire bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; it is hardly worth while to print the whole 
bill. That might create delay. We have the whole controversy pre- 
sented in the report. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it will not add considerably to the expense to 
have the bill reprinted. It is in type yet, I think, and it is in type in 
such a way that a very slight typographical change will enable the 
printer to print it in accordance with the report of the conference com- 
mittee, and I think it would be a very instructive part of the report 

Mr. PLATT. Then the amendments ought to be numbered as they 
are in the conference report. 

Mr. PLUMB. That will be part of the printer’s work. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill 
and Senate amendments and the report of the committee of conference 
will be printed and the matter will be postponed until to-morrow, all 
questions of order being reserved. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments of 
the Senate to the following bills and joint resolutions: 

A bill (H. R. 1076) granting a pension to Miles B. Farlin; 

A bill (H. R. 2346) for the relief of Sarah A. Redmond; 

A bill (H. R. 2400) for the relief of Judith Lauter; 

A bill (H. R. 4411) to amend section 101 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States so as to allow the chairman of a subcommittee of a 
committee of either House of Congress to administer oaths; 

A bill (H. R. 4652) for the relief of Saint Luke’s Protestant Epis- 
copal church, in the District of Columbia; 

{ bill (H. R. 4678) to remove the political disabilities of Henry 
Newman; 

A bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, 
widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick; 

A bill (H. R. 4981) granting a pension to Isabella J. Ramsdell; 

A bill (H. R. 5458) toremove the disabilities of Robert D. Thurborn, 
of Virginia; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 137) for printing the annual reports of the 
Bureau of Ethnology; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 138) for prinfing the annual reports of the 
United States Geological Survey; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 264) to amend a resolution approved Au- 
gust 7, 1882, providing for the publication of report of Public Land 
Commissioner. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL BILL 

Amendments were submitted by Mr. SEWELL, Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, 
Mr. SAWYER, Mr. Bowen, Mr. BLArrR, Mr. FARLEY, Mr. VANCE 
Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MANDERSON (for Mr. CULLOM), Mr. PIKE, Mr 
PLATT, Mr. MAHONE, and Mr. GARLAND, intended to be proposed by 
them respectively to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printe 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on the Library, submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill: which 
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was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed 

AMENDMENTS TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. CALL, Mr. VANCE, and Mr. LAPHAM submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed 


AMENDMENT TO LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILI 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2341) donating condemned can- 
non to Tower Post, No. 17, Grand Army of the Republic, Pawtucket, 
R. I.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives upon the amendments of the 
Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 251) providing for printing the 
annual report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1584 
The action of the House of Representatives will be read 

Che Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In Hovsk OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 24, 18S4 

Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 
oint resolution (H. Res. 251) providing for printing the annual report of the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture for the vear 1884, and ask a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 

Ordered, That Mr. ALFRED M. ScAuLes of North Carolina, Mr. WiLLIA™ I 
RoGers of New York, and Mr. A. HERR SMITH of Pennsylvania be managers 
of said conference on the part of the House. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I mov® that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and agree to the conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HAWLEY, 
Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. CONGER were appointed. 


RAILROAD IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY 


The PRESIDENT prp tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the action of the House of Representatives on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3961) granting to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa 
Fé Railway Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes. The action of the House of Representatives on the 
Senate amendments will be read 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In House OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 24, 1384 

Resolved, That the House non-concur inthe amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 3961) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railway Company 
a right of way through,the Indian Territory, and for other purposes 

Ordered, That Mr. OLIN WELLBORN of Texas, Mr. Rice A. Prkrce of Tennes- 
see, and Mr. Bishop W. PERKINS of Kansas be the managers of the conference 
on the part of the House. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments to the 

| bill and agree to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes thereon. 

The motion was agreed to; and the President pro tempore being by 
unanimous consent authorized to appoint the conferees on the part ot 
the Senate, Mr. Bkown, Mr. SAwyYeER, and Mr. HAWLEY were ap- 
pointed. 

LEGISLATIVE, ET¢ 


Mr. ALLISON I move now that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiseal 
year ending June 30, 1585, and tor other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him 

The motion was agreed to 


\PPROPRIATION BILL. 


ADDITIONAL TERRITORIAI 


Mr. McMILLAN [ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to me to 


JUDGES 


have passed House bill on the Calendar of public importance, to 
which I think there will be no objection. It is House bill 1682, being 
Order of Business 630 

Mr. ALLISON I ask the Senator to postpone that for a little time 
I will vile ld to him later. unless there is some Special reason why he 


wants it now 
Mr. McMILLAN It will be necessary for me to leave the Sen 


presently to be in a commiuttee-room 
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Mr. ALLISON 
Tamme 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the title be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senator from Minnesota asks 
inanimous consent that the pending order be laid aside informally for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1682) providing tor two additional 
iate justices of the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota. Is 
? The Chaif hears none. 

rhe Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill 

Che bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments rhe first amendment was, in section &, line 3, after the 
determine,’’ to strike out *‘any matter or cause in which the 
United States is a party and all causes or matters in admiralty’’ and 


insert in lieu thereof 


Very well; I yield to the if it takes no 


Senator, 


Lisson 


there objection 


word 


All matters and causes that the courtof any district in said Territory now pos- 


SESS 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Che next amendment was to add, as a new section: 


s %. That all offenses committed before the passage of this act shall be prose- 
ted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with the same effect (ex- 
cept as to the number of judges) as if this act had not been passed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND. I am instructed by the Committee on the Judici- 
ary, in reference to the Territory of Washington, to report for one more 
judge there. I send the amendment to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

Che CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert, after section 8, as new 
sections, the following 

Sec. 9. That hereafter the supreme court of the Territory of Washington shall 
nsist of a chief-justice and three associate justices, any three of whom shall 

mnstitute a quorum, but no justice shall act as a member of the supreme court 
in any action or proceeding brought to such court by writ of error bill of ex- 
ns, or appeal from a decision, judgment, or decree rendered by him as 
idge of a district court 
Sec. 10. That it shall be the duty of the President to appoint one additional 
justice of said supreme court in manner now provided by law, who 
shall hold his office for the term of four years, and until his successor is ap- 
pointed and qualified 

Sec. 11. That the said Territory shall be divided into four judicial districts 
and a district court shall be held in each district by one of the justices of the 
supreme court thereof at such time and place as may be prescribed by law. 
Each judge, after assignment, shall reside in the district to which he is assigned 

Sec. 12. That until changed bythe Legislative Assembly of said Territory, the 
first district of said Territory shall consist of the counties of Walla Walla, Co- 


ceplic 


nssociate 


umbia, Garfield, Assotin, Franklin, Adams, Whitman, and Spokane; the sec- 
ond, of the counties of Pierce, Thurston, Mason, Chehalis, Lewis, Pacific, Wah- 
kiakum, Cowlitz, and Clarke; the third, of the counties of King, Kitsap, Jef- 
erson, Clallam, Island, San Juan, Whatcom, Skagit, and Snohomish; and the 
fourth, of the counties of Skamania, Klikitat, Yakima, Kittitass, Douglas, Lin- 


and Stevens 

Sec. ] Phat temporarily 
issociate justices to be appointed under this act is hereby assigned to said fourth 
district thereof, and the time and place as now fixed by the statutes of said Ter- 
ritory for holding court therein shall remain until changed by law. 


colin 


Che amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The numbering of the sections will 
be corrected to correspond, if there be no objection. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read,‘‘A bill providing for two asso- 
ciate justices of the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota, one ad- 
ditional justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Washington, 
and for other purposes Y 

WILLIAM W. DAY. 
Mr. ALLISON 
Mr. VAN WYCK 


ust a 


Now let us proceed with the regular order. 

I ask the indulgence of the Senator from Iowa 
moment, and the unanimous consent of the Senate \ House 
pension bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions unanimously 
and was placed on the Calendar and reached in its order on the Calen- 
dar, when some suggestion was made by the Senator from Kansas as to 
its phraseology, which he supposed was a little indefinite. I called the 
attention of the Senator from Kansas to the phraseology, and he has 
examined it more particularly since then, and I think he will forego 
any objection on that account. Therefore as there was in the first place 
a dependent mother, and five years’ delay in the Pension Office when a 
certificate was issued, but before it reached her she had gone to 

The undiscovered country from whose bourn 
No traveler returns 

Mr. ALLISON. If it leads tono discussion, my friend isso amiable 
that I must yield to him 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I want to save another tragedy. The old gen- 
tleman is near going in the same way, and I should like to have this 
bill passed 

Mr. HALE. Let it go through 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the pending order be laid aside informally and 
that the Senate now consider the bill (H. R. 4188) granting a pension 
to William W. Day Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none. 


and until otherwise ordered by law, the additional |. . ~4- . . . . 
cath aaaahiacaind amo Af. wh | of Business 745, and I will promise the Senate in advance that what | 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to conside; 
the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I think this bill went over perhaps on the sugges 
tion from me when called up on a previous day, as stated by the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska. My objection was not in any manner whatever to 
the bill so far as the beneficiary is concerned, but it appeared to nx 
and upon reading the bill now it still seems to me, that Mr. Day w 
obtain arrears of pension not earned by him, not belonging to him, but 
on account of another claimant whom he could not inherit from, ba 
to the year 1863. 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


the pension laws, the name of William W. Day, father of Cornelius V. Da, 


late a private in Company D, One hundred and fifty-sixth Regiment New York 
Volunteers 

So far the bill is accurate and of course itought to pass. Now, what 
follows: 


And that there be paid to him, at the rate of $8 per month, commencing I 
cember 12, 1863, the amount allowed Abbie A. Day, mother of the said soldier 
Not the mother of the beneficiary but the mother of the soldier 

under pension certificate No. 198859, 


I wish to do no injustice to the claimant, William W. Day, who was 
the father of Cornelius V. Day, but unless the language of the latt: 
part of this act is ambiguous then Mr. William W. Day will draw a 
pension at the rate of $8 a month from 1863 for the entire amount al 
lowed to Abbie A. Day, who, I understand, has recently died. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. The motherof the deceased soldier. Itis merely 


| what was due her. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
to pass over now. 

Mr. INGALLS. I hope the Senator from Iowa will allow me, bx 
cause I do not wish to oppose the passage of the bill, to call the atten 
tion of the committee to see whether it ought not to be amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, let these two Senators arrange that, and call 
up the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. INGALLS. I withdraw all objection to the bill. 
stand in the way of the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BECK. Is this proceeding by unanimous consent ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Proceeding by unanimous consent 
subject to a call for the regular order. 

Mr BECK. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order iscalled for. Th: 
appropriation bill is before the Senate. 


I trust the Senator from Nebraska will allow this 


I will not 


CHESAPEAKE 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 


AND OHIO RAILWAY. 


I ask unanimous consent to take up Order 


state shall be strictly adhered to, there shall beno discussion. If ther 
is a bare suggestion of it I will withdraw the motion. It is a bill to 
allow the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad Company to extend its lines 
up to Old Point Comfort, a bill that has passed the House, has the unan 
mous recommendation of the Military Committee of the Senate, and | 
simply ask the time in which the Chair can put the motion on the third 
reading and passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that the pending order be informally laid aside,and 
that the Senate now consider Order of Business 745, being the bill (H 
R. 4977) to authorize the extension of the Chesapeake and Ohio Rail- 
way Company to a point on the military lands at Fortress Monroe, Vit 
ginia. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
braska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. INGALLS. If there is anything to be done I think the bill ot 
the Senator from Nebraska—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 
request. 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 


Senate. 


I think that is unjust to the Senator from Ne- 


Objection is made. 
Mr. President, allow me to withdraw th« 


The appropriation bill is betore the 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider th 
bill (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending J une 
30, 1885, and for other purposes. ° 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the first reading of the appropriation bill 
be dispensed with, and the bill be read by paragraphs for amendment, 
and the amendments reported by the Committee on Appropriations be 
considered as they are reached in the reading of the bill; and I would 
call the attention of Senators to report No. 760, which contains a dé 
tailed statement of the amendments and recommendations of the Com 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unan 
imous consent that this bill be read by paragraphs and sections for 
amendment and that the amendments of the Committee on Appropria- 
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tions be considered as they are reached. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the head of ‘‘Senate,’’ in line 15, to increase the appropria 
tion ‘for compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others 
receiving an annual salary in the service of the Senate’’ from $258, - 
742.10 to $266,884.60. 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment was, 
in the clause making appropriations for the oflice of ‘* keeper of st 
tionery,’’ before the word *‘ laborers,’’ in line 36, tostrike out ** three 
and insert ‘‘four,’’ so as to read: 
Four laborers, at $720 each 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for clerks to com- 
mittees, in line 64, after ‘‘ public lands,’’ to insert: *‘ clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 76, to increase the appropriation 
for the compensation of the ‘* telegraph operator’’ from $900 to $1,200 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line &1, after the word 
strike out ‘‘acting assistant doorkeeper’’ and insert 
geant-at-arms;’’ so as to read 


**dollars,’’ to 


assistant ser- 


> =O» 


Assistant sergeant-at-arms, $2,592 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 84, to insert 


For one upholsterer and locksmith, $1,440 


Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire whether by changing the title 
or function of the acting assistant doorkeeper to assistant sergeant 
at-arms we change the method of appointment in any way? Does a 
resolution of the Senate authorize the Sergeant-at-Arms to appoint an 
assistant ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not examined that particular question. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have doubt as to whether the existing resolution 
of the Senate authorizes the Sergeant-at-Arms to appoint an assistant 
sergeant-at-arms. I call attention to it now 

Mr. ALLISON. - I will have that question looked into 

Che PRESIDENT protempore 
insert lines 85 and &6. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 93, after the word ** document- 
room,’’ to insert **( AmziSmith)’’; and in line 94, after the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred and sixty ’’ and insert ‘* four hun- 
dred:*’ sco as to read: 


The question is on the amendment to 


For superintendent of the document-room 


Mr. INGALLS. I notice that the name of the present incumbent of 
the position of superintendent of the document-room is inserted as an 
amendment after ‘‘ room,’’ in line 93. I assume that the object and 
purposes of the amendment are to secure the retention of that etticient 
ind accomplished servant of the Senate in the place which 
ong occupied to the entire satisfaction I believe of 
occasion to know his services But I would suggest whether it is not 


Amzi Smith), $2,400 


in innovation that may p ssibly have seriousan l perh ips compli . 
sults hereafter. Suppose for instance that during the recess of the S 
ate some disqualifying accident should occur to tl >ceptleman named 


so that he should become Incompetent to dischurge the duties ot 
suppose that deathshould overtake him: w 
he payment of this salary is to be made to this gentleman by name 
prevent the substitution of an officer in such way as to carry 


ottice 





¢ 


duties of that place and to complete the service of the Senate? 


lhe Senator from Iowa will, of course, appreciate the fact that I m 


this allusion with entire kindness to the incumbent of the ofiic 

this Is an innovation; it Js one that it seems to me is a very danvero 
one I should regret to see the Senate enter upon a course of legislation 
thac would assume, without protest, that it was wise or sagacious po 

to place in these various subordinate positions, for which we hold « 


othicer responsible, men by name who are beyond the reach of diss 
ind for whom substitution can not be made 

I assume that the Committee on Appropriations had some 
tion that has not yet been communicated to the Senate why itis 
to take this course, and I do not rise to object to the amendment 
to say in this peblic manner on the first occasion that it is offered 


} 
aa visable 


out any intimation of dissatistaction with the officer named. and 
glad that it occurs with regard to an oflicer about whom no suspic 
or surmise of discontent can even be assumed to exist. that I think 


the policy is a mistaken one, and | regret that it has been initiated 
Mr. ALLISON. This is not a usual provision, although ther 


quite a number in this bill, and in twoor threeinstances before tw: 
three names have been inserted in this way in appropriation bills 
_ : I 

‘here was some apprehension, I think k] 


I ought to say frankly t 
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Senate that Mr. Amzi Smith might be removed, and it was believed t 
be the wish and purpose of the Senate to retain him as long as he was 
able to discharge his duties 

I appreciate of course the criticism made by the Senator from Kan 
sas that in case of the death of Mr. Smith during the vacation of tl] 
Senate there would not be a head of the document-room drawing a 
full salary. Of course the senior assistant, whoever he may be, would 
at once be in charge of that room, as Mr. Smith has two assistant 

Mr. BECK { will add to what the Senator from Iowa has said that 
I had another reason for voting for this 
was not willing to increase the 


amendment in committec I 
salary of the superintendent of the 
document-room und make it an exception so as to have an increase for 
all time to come. Even if Mr. Amzi Smith should die or anything 
should happen to him, he is such an exceptional officer that I desired 
Salary ol 


to show that we were not making any general increase of the 
that office, but that that man’s services were so special, that without 
making an increase in the 


pay of the oflice for all time to come we 
could afford to give him an addition without making it a precedent 


that officer should always hereafter, no matter who filled the place, draw 
that pay. Ido not think we have given him quite enough for his sei 


ices. I would give him much more if I had my way. 

Mr. INGALLS. I agree with the Senator from Kentucky. I d 
not think the value of the services of this official is properly appreciated 
To any person familiar with the vast archives of this body 
enormous amount of printed matter, extending back tor more that 
acentury, with which some official must be absolutely familiar, so that 
if at any time we require a document ancient, forgotten, for the pur 
pose of illustrating an argument or showing what has been done upon a 
I say the val 
of a man who is familiar with that vast accumulation of ma 
terial can not be overestimated, and I should be very glad indeed tosee 
the compensation of the superintendent of the document-room raised 
to what would be a fair equivalent forthe great service he is constantly 


with the 


subject now before the Senate in days gone by ve of the 


services 


able to render to this body 
1 believe that the intimations which have been made in this debate 


would be sufficient to protect the incumbent in the en ovment of that 
1 


[ think that I express the universal opinion of this body when 


the incumbent is so supereminently ¢ 


omece. 
I say that jualified that it would 


be hazardous and dangerous to remove him. Therefore that obst 


which the Senator from Iowa has pointed out I believe is fanciful, and 
I st suggest the difficulty that arises if we are to go on in different 


appropriation bills placing different officers here in positions trom which 


I 
thev can not be removed by the 





prim ipal otlicer who is re ponsible to 


} 
us tor the administration of the service of the Senate 


Mr. HARRIS 


if he thinks the salary of that particular office 


Will the Senator from Kanses allow me to ask h 
. independent of the pres 
ert incumbent, ought to be increased to this or a larger amount 


Mr. INGALLS I do 





Mr. HARRIS I do not agree with the Senator in that 
Mr. INGALLS I think any man competent to administer that 
office, any man who is able to accumulate the information about t} 
aocumel and records and messages and papers that are on fil 
this Capitol, is worth more than the maximum named in this bill o1 
the amendment 
Mr. HAI Will the Senator allow me to put my questio i 
ttle different form, as perhaps he did gather the ex cle 
? 0 Senator who has bee e two irs 1s 1g 
of the exceptional efficien {the particular imbent« é 
this time: and while I would very willingly vote $2.400 or 33,400 
or $4,400 as a salary to that officer bec se ( us superior ¢ f 
da not h > to t ench a fa reru] 
’ i W » cet I eS é ik ’ +} ‘ ’ i+ 
ess é j I tot il Mon it 
yd , t, ther o other method by 
é 1) weord o | ] i exceptio 
“ s i é t “a tt 
d J t ( the ie! : nd 
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out the suggestions which he has made very properly in reference to 
the increase of salary while the present incumbent holds the office. 
Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator give me the page and line again? 
Mr. DAWES Page 98, line 2390 


And while the office is held by the present incumbent $500 additional 


Chat has been in the bill for several years. I do not myself see the 
force of the objection made by the Senator from Kansas to the naming 
of this person in the bill. If anything should happen to him by which 
he should vacate the office, if he should die or be unable to perform 
the duties, there would be a vacancy, which would be filled by appoint- 
ment precisely as in any other case, and the salary would go to the in- 
cumbent 

Mr. INGALLS. Now I should like the Senator to pause there a 
moment and answer me, if he pleases, this: This item of appropriation 
being payable to Amzi Smith, in case Amzi Smith should die could it 
be paid to anybody else ? 

Mr. DAWES. I have no doubt that the fair meaning is to Amzi 
Smith while he holds that office 

Mr. INGALLS. But the Senator from Iowa says his apprehensions 
are that he is going to be removed and the intention is to keep him there. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not think he could be removed by any officer of 
the Senate under this clause; but I do not doubt that he could be re- 
moved by some other power 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to be misunderstood with reference 
to this officer. I did not say that I had an apprehension he would be 
removed, because on consultation with the Sergeant-at-Arms, who has 
the authority over this officer, he stated to me distinctly that it was 
not his purpose to remove him, but, on the contrary, that he intended 
to allow him to remain as long as he performed the duties. 

Mr. DAWES. That was his statement to the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was his statement to the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. While I have no doubt this fixes him in the office so | 
long, as he desires to stay there during this year, if he desires to stay | 
during the yearand is able to stay, yet if he should die or if he should 
resign the office would be vacant, and the salary would go to the suc- 
ceeding officer when the office was filled in the ordinary way. I donot 
see any objection except to this method of designating officers, and there 
is some force in that objection, but it is resorted to in regard to the 
other branch quite frequently in this bill, and it has been resorted to 
on several occasions before as to other officers. It seems to me it is a 
harmless provision and of great value in this instance. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, Iam not particularly anxious about 
the form which this item of appropriation shall take in this bill, but I 
think the salary ought to be larger than has been reported, and I trust 
that the committee will raise no point of order, if one can be raised, on 
a motion to make the salary of the superintendent of the document- 
room a little larger. The Chief Clerk of the Senate receives $3,000; 
the financial clerk receives $3.000; the minute and journal clerk, $2,592; 
the principal executive clerk and the principal clerk, each $2,592; also | 
the enrolling clerk, and also the assistant doorkeeper and acting as- | 
sistant doorkeeper, each $2,592. Now, it seems to me that the duties 
of that office, whether performed by Mr. Smith or anybody else, are | 
certainly equivalent to the duties of the officers of the Senate who are 
receiving $2,592, and I move to amend by striking out the words “*‘ four | 
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Department, on page 98, it appears that Miss or Mrs. Jennie M. Hunt 
had so endeared herself to that Department or had become so indis- 
pensable to the Postmaster-General or some one of his assistants that 
she was placed in by name at a compensation of $1,000. But as that 
was along toward the close of the bill, the Committee on Appropr 
tions evidently thought that these innovations were becoming thick], 
sown through it, and therefore they struck that out and made an ip 
vidious distinction against a woman, I believe the only one who is 
placed in position by name in the bill. 

If this is to proceed, if in successive appropriation bills the favorites 
of departments and of bureaus are to be selected by name and placed 
in appropriation bills beyond the reach of anything except Congress 
it appears to me that eventually we shall get our public service into 
rather a serious fix. I think it would be well to begin now and place 
our protest on this sort of legislation. I see the Senator from Penns) 
vania is very solicitous to make some motion. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Iam. 

Mr. INGALLS. I will yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After eight minutes spent in executive ses 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 48 minutes p 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, June 24, 1884. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
JOHN 8S. Linpsay, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of yes 
terday, when, 

On motion of Mr. WELLBORN, by unanimous consent, the reading 
of that portion of the Journal relating to the formal introduction and 
reference of bills and joint resolutions was omitted. 

The remainder of the Journal was read and approved. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist upon its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 661 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal yea 
ending June 30, 1885, and agree to the conference asked by the Senat 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on said bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. FoRNEY, Mr. TOWNSHEND, and M 
KEIFER managers on the part of the House at said conference 

BUREAU OF LABOR STATISTICS. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of submitting a 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev 


Mr. FORAN. 
conference report. . 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on t 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1340) to establish and maintai: 


hundred,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘ five hundred and ninety-two;”’ | bureau of labor statistics, having met, after full and free conference have agre: 


so that it will read ‘*$2,592.’’ I think that that would place the super- 
intendent of the document-room on an equality with other officers of 
the Senate as to pay. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WILSON inthechair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 
to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee considered this very carefully, and 
thought the salary proposed was ample. Therefore I trust the amend- 
ment will not be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. INGALLS. I observe in glancing hastily over the bill that, as 
the Senator from Iowa advised me, there has been considerable of this 
kind of legislation inserted. I find on page 9: 

And for the Journal Clerk (H. H. Smith). 


The question is on the amendment 


Therefore Mr. H. H. Smith is placed in his position as an immov- 
able functionary. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is in the House. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then, on page 12, ‘‘second assistant doorkeeper 
(George A. Bacon),’’ and on the next page ‘‘for one employé (John T. 
Chancey),’’ “‘one department messenger (C. W. Combs);’’ and then on 
page 15 comes ‘‘ one chief Official Reporter (John J. McElhone).”’ I 
do not understand why if the House of Representatives are to enthrone 


to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat 
| and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In line 12 of said amendment, after the word “‘Interior,”’ insert the words 
“upon the recommendation of said commissioner ; *’ and the Senate agree to thi 
| same, 


M. A. FORAN, 
J. J. O'NEILL, 
B. R. JAMES, 

Managers on the part of the Hous¢ 
NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
HENRY W. BLAIR, 
THOMAS F. BAYARD 

Managers on the part of the Senate 

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House require a written report to 
accompany each conference report, explaining the effect of the changes 
in the bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think that might be dispensed with in this case, 
the gentleman himself stating the effect of the changes. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that course will be pursued. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FORAN. The only statement to be submitted in connection 
with the report is what is shown by the report itself, that the House 
recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate with th 
change suggested by the House conferees; that is, that the commissone! 
of this bureau shall have the power to recommend the appointment 0! 
the chief clerk and other clerical force. That is, that these appoint- 
| ments be made upon the recommendation of the commissioner. Tis 
was the point made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Hop 
KINS], the author of the bill, who was present when the conference 





their chief official reporter and place him beyond the reach of fate, the 


accomplished and efficient Official Reporter of this body should not be | 


similarly located. It would be very gratifying to me. 
Then in some of the other Departments, notably in the Post-Office 


met, and it was agreed to by the conferees on the part of the Senate 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of th: 

committee of conference. 

The report was agreed to. 
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Mr. FORAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of 
the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION—CHALMERS Vs. MANNING. 

Mr. COOK. I rise to a question of the highest privilege. 
to call up the contested-election case of Chalmers rs. Manning 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. I wish now, Mr. Speaker, to submit the 
views of the minority in that case. 

I hope the motion of the gentleman from Iowa will not be insisted 
upon until the views of the minority have been printed. 

Mr. COOK. I thought they had been submitted some days ago. 

[The SPEAKER. Without objection the views of the minority of 
the committee will be now received and ordered to be printed to ac- 
company the report of the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa now calls up the con- 
tested-election case of Chalmers vs. Manning, which is a motion of the 
highest privilege, for present consideration. 

Mr. COOK. At the solicitation of gentlemen around me I have no 
objection to yielding for a moment to permit the introduction of meas- 
ures that will not lead to debate. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman can not yield conditionally or select 
certain gentlemen to whom he will yield. 


I desire 


Pith Sle 


a Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. I raise the question of consideration at 
¥ this time. 

z The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that there are several mat- 
a ters of quasi-privilege upon the Speaker’s table, which should be dis- 


posed of as soon as possible. 
Mr. COOK. I withdraw the demand for a few moments. 


VENTILATION OF THE HALL. 


Mr. HARDY. I rise to make a privileged report. The Committee 
on Ventilation and Acoustics, charged with the duty of inquiring into 


the present method of heating, lighting, and ventilating the Hall of the | 


House of Representatives, report that they have given thesubject a care- 


ments to be made as to the character and quality of the air of the 
House. The committee herewith submit the arguments and state- 
ments made before the committee and the results of experiments made 
under their direction. I move that the report be printed and recom- 
mitted. 

Phe motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I ask unanimous consent to take a Senate bill 
from the Speaker’s table for the purpose of moving that the House in- 
sist on its amendments and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

Mr. MILLS. It occurs to me the gentleman from Minnesota 
been recognized two or three times to ask unanimous consent, 
others of us have been seeking recognition and failed to obtain it 

The SPEAKER. Several gentlemen desire to call up matters on the 
Speaker’s table, including House bills with Senate amendments, in 
which they desire to move concurrence or non-concurrence. The Chair 


Das 


very much crowded with work, especially when the appropriation bill 
come to be enrolled. It is important that these bills on the Speaker's 


table should be disposed of so that they may go to the Committee on 





a Enrolled Bills as soon as possible. 
Mr. HAMMOND. There are from twelve to fifteen bills with Sen- 
, ate amendments on the Speaker’s table. If in order, I would like to 
. move that the House proceed to their consideration now, my object be- 
ing that the clerical work may be expedited. 
a 


The SPEAKER. 
hour. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I will make the motion after the morning hour 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I suggest to the gentleman from Georgia 
that he ask unanimous consent to do it now. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 


morning hour. 


That motion is not in order till after the morning 


I make that motion. 


The morning hour was dispensed with (two-thirds voting in favor 


thereof ). 


Mr. HAMMOND. 


curring in the amendments. 
Mr. COX, of New York. Is it possible to go to the Speaker's table 
without taking up the bills in their order? 
The SPEAKER. The House bills with Senate amendments are the 
lirst that would be reached. 
Mr. COX, of New York. 
Speaker’s table for the purpose of taking up those bills? 
The SPEAKER. 
proceed to the consideration of business on the Speaker's table; an 





ful investigation and have heard the views and opinions of experienced | 
and competent scientists in regard thereto and have caused experi- | 


while | 


will state that the Committee on Enrol.ad Bills after awhile will be | 


It is suggested that I move to dispense with the 


I now move that the House proceed to the con- 
sideration of business on the Speaker’s table, in order to take up House 
bills with Senate amendments for the purpose of concurring or non-con- 


Can the gentleman move to go to the 
The gentleman can move that the House shall 


the House can cease to consider business on the Speaker's table when- 
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ever it desires todo so. The motion of the gentleman from Georgia 1s, 
that the House now proceed to the consideration of business on the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Perhaps it would be better, instead of submit 
ting it in the form of a motion, to ask unanimous consent to go to the 


| Speaker’s table for the limited purpose indicated. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous con 
sent to proceed to the consideration of business on the Speaker's table, 
for the purpose of disposing of bills that have passed the two Houses 
with amendments. Is there objection? 

Chere was no objec tion. 


SARAH A. REDMOND. 


Che first House bill on the Speaker’s table, with amendments of the 


Senate, was the bill (H. R. 2346) for the relief of Sarah A. Redmond 
The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 
In line 11, after the word * bond,” strike out ‘‘ double the amount as security 


certificate,’’ and insert ** with two sufficient sureties, in 
double the amount as security in the issue of said certificate, and as an indem 
nity to said District against all cost, loss, or damage in consequence of the 
of said duplicate certificate And so as to make the bill read 

Phat the auditor of the District of Columbia be, and is hereby, authorized to 
issue to Sarah A. Redmond a duplicate certificate for one lost or burned, 
bered 18313, class 6, of the board of audit, for $30.94: Provided, That she furnish 
to the auditor satisfactory proof of the loss or destruction of the original cer 
tificate, and that the same has not been paid, and executes to the commission 
ers of the District of Columbiaa bond, with two sufficient sureties, in double the 
amount, as security in the issue of said certificate, and as an indemnity t» said 
District against all cost, loss, or damage in consequence of the issue of suid du 
plicate certificate And said certificate shall be redeemed, as all board of audit 
certificates are, by the Treasurer of the United States, f 
sinking fund of the District of Columbia.’ 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. It appears 
clerical amendment. I move to concur. 
Che amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


for the issue of said 


Issue 


hum 


us commissioner of the 


to 


me that this is merely a 


SAINT LUKE’S PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (H. R 
for the relief of Saint Luke’s Protestant Episcopal church, with an 
amendment by the Senate 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


1552 ) 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: That all taxes, together 

with the interest and penalties, now due and unpaid, for the years 1876, 1877, 
879, and 1880, upon lots 38, 39, and 40, in square 194, in the city of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia, now occupied by the stone church known as Saint 
Luke's Protestant Episcopal church, be, and the same are hereby, remitted 
ANT YY ® . ‘ 
Mr. BAGLEY. I mové to concur in the Senate amendment 
The amendment was concurred in. 


MILES B. FARLIN. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (H. R. 1076) 
granting a pension to Miles B. Farlin, with an amendment by the Senate. 
Che amendment was read, as follows: 


1878, 1 


‘ 


At the end of the bill insert 
sage of this act.’ 


Mr. BAGLEY I move to concur in the Senate amendment 
The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


JUDITH I 


“And pay him # pension from and after the pas 


AUTER. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (H. R. 2400) 
for the relief of Judith Lauter, with a Senate amendment 
The amerdment was read, as follows: 
} In line 6, before ‘‘ dollars,’ strike out ‘‘sixteen”’ and insert “ twelve 80 as 
to make the bill read 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized to direct the payment to Judith Lauter, widow of Anton Lauter, late 

| & private in Company E, First Regiment New York Cavalry, of a pension of $12 
per month, in lieu of the pension of $8 per month which she now receives 

| 

| Mr. BAGLEY. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

| The Senate amendment was concurred in. 

| LOUISA VY. DE KILPATRICK. 

| The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (H. R. 4707) 


granting a pension to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. 
Judson Kilpatrick, with a Senate amendment. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 6, after the word “her,”’ strike out 
brigadier-general of the United States Army” and insert ‘‘a pension at the rate 
of 30 per month;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow 
of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month 


Mr. PHELPS. 
ment. 
The amendment of 


‘the pension of the widow of a 


I move that the House concur in the Senate amend- 


us concurred in. 
RAMSDELL. 

The next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (H. R. 4981) 
granting a pension to Isabella I. Ramsdell, with an amendment by the 
senate. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 4strike out “ Isabella I. Ramsdell”’ and insert 
in line after the word “from,” strike out ‘‘September 

the passage of this act 80 as to read 

* Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is hereby, au- 


the Senate w: 


ISABELLA 


T 


2 v 


‘Isabella J 


24,1877," 


Ramsdell 
5 l and insert 


i 





































































































d and directed to place on the pension-roll, atthe rate of $8 per month, to 


da rom the passage of this act, the name of Isabella J. Ramsdell, on account 
< the death of her husband, David D. Ramedell, a sailor and marine of the 
United States ser ¢ for over thirty years, who died of disease superinduced by 
suid service 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Isabella J. Rams- 
dell 

Mr. JAMES I move to concur in the Senate amendment 

Che amendment of the Senate was concurred in 

HENRY NEWMAN. 

Che next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (H. R. 4678 
to remove the political disabilities of Henry Newman, returned from 
the Senate with amendments 

Che amendments of the Senate were, in line 1, to strike out the word 

political in lines 2 and 3, to strike out the words ‘** the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United States,’’ and to insert in 
lieu thereof the words *‘ section 1218 of the Revised Statutes; ”’ iv lines 
» and 6, to strike out the words ‘* and those imposed by section 1218 
of the Revised Statutes so that the bill will read as follows: 

Be wcled. two-thirds « the House concurring therein That the disa- 
bilities imposed by section 1218 of the Revised Statutes upon Henry Newman, 
now a private in Battery B, Second United States Artillery, in the Army of the 
United States, be, and the same are hereby, removed 

Also amend the title so as to read: *“‘An act to remove certain disa- 


bilities of Henry Newman 
Mr. TUCKER I move to concur in the Senate amendments. 
Che motion was agreed to 


ROBERT D. THI 


Che next business on the Speaker’s table was the bill 
the disabilities of Robert D. 
from the Senate with amendments 


RBORN 


H. R 


Thurborn, of Virginia, returned 


5458 
to remove 


Che amendments of the Senate were to change the name ‘‘ Thurborn”’ 


to Thorburn *’ in the bill and the title. 

Mr. TUCKER [ move that the amendments of the Senate be con- 
curred in 

The motion was agreed to 


CLAIMS ALLOWED IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


The usiness on the Speaker's table was the bill (H. R. tor 
the allowance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers ot 


the United States Treasury Department, returned trom the Senate with 
amendments 


next } 


oid 


Che amendments were to insert on page 71, after line 25, the follow- 
ing 
Mississipp 
ro Julia A. Nutt, widow and executrix of Haller Nutt, deceased, of Adams 


4 inty, the sum of S85.556.17 


{mend the title by adding the words *‘ and for other purposes.’’ 


Mr. ROWELL and Mr. GEDDES moved to non-concur in the Sen- 
ate amendments 

Mr. HOLMAN Would it not be better to refer the billand amend- 
ments ¢ 

Mr. GEDDES Am I at liberty to move to refer the bill and amend- 


ments to the Committee on War Claims ? 
he SPEAKER. The gentleman can make that motion 


Mr. ROWELI Che subject-matter of this amendment has been 
before the Committee on War Claims 

Mr. GEDDES. Only in a general way I move to refer the bill 
with the Senate amendments to the Committee on War Claims 

fhe motion was agreed to 


Mr. GEDDES subsequently said: 1 move that the Committee on 
War Claims be discharged trom the further consideration of the amend- 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5377) tor the allowance of cer- 
the accounting the United States 
My object is that the House shall non-concur in 
the amendments of the Senate and ask a conterence 

SPEAKER It there be no objection the Committee on War 
Claims will be discharged from the further consideration of this bill, the 


the Ser 


ments ol 


tain claim by 


re ports a 
freasury Department 


otticers of 


i ie 


amendments ol ate will be non-concurred in, and a conference 


with the Senate requested 


here being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. GEDDEs, Mr. 
STORM, and Mr. ROWELL as the conterees on the part ot the House. 
REPORTS OF THE BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 

r next business on the Speaker's table was the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 137) for printing the annual report of the Bureau of Ethnology, 
returned from the Senate with amendments 

rhe amendments of the Senate were as follows 

In line 2, after the word *‘ thousand,”’ insert ‘‘five hundred;*’ in line 
» after the word M where it first occurs, insert *‘4th and 5th;”’ 

1 iin 1, strike out all after the word ‘illustrations’? down to and 
including **1383.;°' in line 7, strike out ** two thousand ’’ and insert 
three thousand five hundred and in line 7, strike out ** eight thou- 
sand’’ and insert *‘seven thousand so that the joint resolution will 


read as follows 


Resolved, &c 


That there be printed at the Government Printing Office 15,500 
copies each of ; 


the fourth and fifth annual reports of the Director < Bureau of 


t the 
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| of the Government for the fiscal vear ending June 
| ing out the words * 


| Official Records of the War of the Rebellion in the 


| Ing therefor ~- 










JUNE 24. 


























Ethnology. with accompanying papers and illustrations, and uniform wit} 
preceding volumes of the series; of which 3,500 shall be for the use of the Se; 


7,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for distribut 
the Bureau of Ethnology 


Mr. KEIFER. I move to concur in the amendments of the Ser 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the joint resolut 
H. Res. 138) for printing annual reports of the United States G 
ical Survey, returned from the Senate with amendments. 

The amendments of the Senate were as follows: | 

In line 2, after the word *‘thousand,’’ insert *‘ five hundred ; 
line 5, before the word *‘annual,’’ insert ‘‘ fourth and fifth; | 
1 strike out the words “‘ beginning with the fourth and;’’ in 
strike out **2,000°" and insert **3,500,’’ and in line 6 strike 
*8,000 °° and insert ‘‘7,000;"’ so that the joint resolution will 
as follows 

Resolved, & That there be printed at the Government Printing Offk 
addition to the number already ordered by law, 15,500 copies of each 
fourth and fifth annual reports of the Director of the United States Geolog 
Survey, uniform with the preceding volumes of the series; of which 3,500 < 


be for the use of the Senate, 7,000 for the use of the House of Representat 
and 5,000 for distribution by the Geological Survey 


Mr. SCALES. I move to concur in the Senate amendments 
The motion was agreed to 


REPORTS OF LAND COMMISSIONER. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table was the joint resolu: 


H. Res. 264) to amend a resolution approved August 7, 1882, prov 


| ing for the publication of report of Public Land Commissioner, retur 
| from the Senate with amendments. 


The amendments of the Senate were as follows 
After the word *‘ Interior,’’ strike out ‘*&c.,’’ and insert 
vided in said act;’’ and add to the joint resolution the following 


And also that the regulation for the distribution of the Official Records 
War of the Rebellion inthe act makingappropriations for sundry civilex) 
30, 1854, be amended by su 
until July 1, 1584," and substituting therefor * 


is pl 


until the 
piration of their respective terms of Congressional service.’ 
So that the joint resolution will read, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That joint resolution providing for the printing of addit 


copies of Codified Land Laws and History of the Public Domain of the | 
I 


States, approved August 7, 1882, be amended by the substitution of the 
three in the place of ‘‘two’’ in the proviso of said resolution ; so that it» 
read Phat all copies not ordered to be distributed within three ye 


the passage of this act shall be sold by the 


the Interior 
vided in said act And, 


for the distribution 
act making appro} 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
S84, be amended by striking out the words “ until July 1, 1884,"" and subst 
until the expiration of their respective terms of Congress 


secretary of 


also, that the regulation 


service 


Also amend the title by adding the words ‘‘ and for other purpos 

Mr. SCALES 
curred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 


I move that the amendments of the Senate be « 


AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 
The next business on the Speaker's table was the joint resolu 
H. Res. 251) providing for printing the annual report of the C 
missioner of Agriculture for the year 1884, returned from the »« 
with amendments 
The amendments of the 


** 400.0007 and insert °° 325.000." 


ISs4. 


Senate were as tollows 


in line = 


In line 1 strike 
2 strike out the word **¢ 


missioners’’ and insert ** Commissioner;’’ in lines 4 and 5 strik« 
** 314.000"? and insert **220,000;"’ in line 6 strike out ** 56,000 
insert ‘*85,000;’’ and in line 8 strike out ** 30,000’ and insert ** 20,0 


so that the joint resolution will read as follows 


Resolved, dc 


Phat there be printed 325,000 copies of the annual report of 
Commissioner 


of Agriculture forthe year 1854; 
of the House of Representatives, 85.000 ¢ 
and 20,000 copies for the of the 


Also add to the 


That the 
hereby appropriated out of 


220,006 copies for use of me! 
opies for use cf members of the S« 
us Department of Agriculture 


joint resolution the following: 


Src. 2 $162,500, or so much thereof as may be necess 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap} 


ated to defray the cost of the publication of said report 


Mr. SCALES. I move tonon-concur in the Senate amendments 
ask a committee of conference 


sum of 


Mr. KEIFER. Before that vote is taken we would like to hear s 
reason tor pon-concurrence 

Mr. SCALES Che reason is this: As the joint resolution p 
the House it provided for publishing 400,000 copies of the Agri: 


ural Report, of which 220,000 were for the use of the members ot 
House and 56,000 for the members of the The Senate | 
amendments has reduced the number to be printed by 7: 
and at the same time reduced the number for members ot 
to 220,000 and increased the number for members of the 
85,000. I therefore move non-concurrence and ask for a committ 
conterence 

‘I he 


senate 
»O0OU « 


the H 


penat 


motion was agreed to 
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The SPEAKER subsequently announced as the conferees on the part 
of the House Mr. SCALES, Mr. RoGERs of New York, and Mr. SMITH. 





GULF, COLORADO AND SANTE FE RAILWAY COMPANY. 
[he next business on the Speaker’s table was the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3961) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and 
a Santa Fé Railway Company a right of way through the Indian Terri- 
| tory, and for other purposes. 
q The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 


3 On page 1, after the word “* Kansas,”’ in line 14, insert “the line to be ap 
ee proved by the Secretary of the Interior before work is begun 
f On page 1, strike out the word ** branches,” in line 15 a 

On page 2, after the word “for,”’ in line 3, insert ° such 

On page 2, after the word “stations,”’ in line3, insert “‘ as may be established 
but such grant shall be allowed but once 

On page 2. strike out all after the word * further,” 
cluding line 18, and insert 

Phat no part of the lands herein granted shall be used except in such manner 


in line 13,down to and in- 





and for such purposes only as shall be necessary for the construction and con- 
ia venient operation of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone line ; and when any 
= portion thereof shall cease to be so used, such portion shall revert to the nation 


e of Indians from which the same shall have been taken.” 











af or tr 
yy On page 3, strike out all after the word * referees,’’ in line 2, down to and in- 
By cluding the word “ company in line 6, and insert **to be appointed by the 
3 President 
a! On page 6, strike out all after the word ‘lands,’ in line 18,down to and in 
iy cluding line 20 . : 
a On page &, strike out section 7 and insert in lieu thereof 
%s Sec. 7. The officers, servants, and employés of said company necessary to 
+ he construction and management of said road and telegraph and 1 
og ines shall be allowed to re ie, while so engaged, upon said right o b 
cy subject to the provisions of the Indian intercourse laws and such rules and reg 
lations as may be established by the Secretary of the Interior 
On page 9, at the end of section 9, Insers 


Phat said railroad company shall construct and maintain continually 


id and highway crossings and necessary bridges over said railway w 


fi said roads and highways do now or may hereatter cross said railway’s rigl f 
a way or may be by the proper authorities laid out across the same 

e Mr. WELLBORN. I move that the House non-concur in these 
q umendments and ask a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
* votes of the two Houses. 

i The motion was agreed to. 


Mi 


the conferees on the part 


The SPEAKER subsequently announced the appointment of 
WELLBORN, Mr. PIERCE, and Mr. PERKINS as 
the House. 


2 OATHS BEFORE CONGRESSIONAL SUBCOMMITTEES 
The next business on the Speaker’s table was the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (I. R. 4411) to amend section 101 of the Revised 


Statutes of the United States so as to allow the chairman of a sulk 
mittee of a committee of either House of Congress to administer oaths 


rhe amendments ot Senate were read, as follows: 


‘ol 


+} 
the 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
Any member of either House of Congress may administer oaths to witnesses 
in any matter depending in either House of Congress of which he is a mi t 
iny committee thereof 
Amend the title of the bill so as to read An act to provide for the adn 
tration of oaths to witnesses in matters depending in either House of Congress 
Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the House concur in the amend 


‘ : ’ 
ents just read. 


Che motion was agreed to 


PENSION AP ION BILL. 


the bill (H. R. 6094 


Li ‘ ) t 


PROPRIA 


The next business on the 


Speaker's table was 


inaking appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of 
the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 
purposes. 
The SPEAKER. This bill has been returned from the Senate 
Thessage, whic h will be read. 
The Clerk read as tollows: 
Phe Senate insists on its amendments to Hous AK iking apy 
ns for the payment of invalid and other pensions of e United States 
scal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, disagreed t 
li se of Representatives, and asks a conference w the House on the 3 
re ny votes of the two Houses thereon 
Ordered, That Mr. LoGas, Mr. Dawes, and Mr. Cay be the conferees t 


part of the 
ae Mr. 
ae to the 


Senate 


WASHBURN I move that the House 

amendments of the Senate, to the 

x The motion was agreed to. 

3 The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. HANcocK, 4 
FOLLETT, and Mr. WASHBURN 





1 
S disagre 


insist on it 


contlerence 


and agree 


as the conferees on the part of the 


7 House. 
BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT SAINT PAUI 
4 The next business on the Speaker's table was the bill (S. 2245 
authorize foot and carriage or railroad bridges across the Mississippi 
§ River at Saint Paul, in the State of Minnesota. 
“q Che message of the Senate accompanying the bill was read, as 
lows: 
; Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amendments of the House of Re 
% resentatives to the bill (S. 2243) toauthorize foot and carriage or railroad bridg 
i across the Mississippi River at Saint Paul, in the State of Minnesota, and ask 


conference with the House on'the disagreeing votes of the two H: 
Ordered, That Mr. McMILLAN, Mr. ConGER, and Mr. VEsT be the conferees 
the part of the Senate 


AN ch 
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Mr. WASHBURN I move that the House insist on its amendme 


nts 


and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 


‘he motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. WASHBURN, Mr. 
WELLER, and Mr. PETERS as the conferees on the part ot House 


the 


SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 


Mr. SCALES, from the Committee on Printing, reported back the fol 
lowing concurrent resolution of the Senate with the recommendation 
that it do pass 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring therein That the annual report of 
the Smithsonian Institution for the year printed; and 
printed 16,060 extra copies, of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the Sen 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
Smithsonian Institution 

Mr. SCALES I desire to say one word 
recommended heretofore. The Se 
by the House 500 coples It 
to allow them to have them, and they have takenevery copy themselves. 

The resolution was coneurred in 

Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 


IS83 be that ther rh 
ate, 6,000 


use of 


7.000 copies for the 


This is th number 


reased what was recomme 


same 
nate in nded 


was so late in the session we concluded 


was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table 
Che latter motion was agreed to. 
IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GoOoD 


Mr. MILLS 
Calendar for immediate consideration the 


entitled 


I move by unanimous consent to take from the Houss 
bill (H. R. 6215 


in act (n act toamend the statutes in relation to immediate 











transportation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes approved 
Tune 10. 1880. 

Che bill was read, as follows 

hat sections Jand 6 of the act entitled An actto amend the statutes 
lation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other pt es 
approved June 10, lssi), be and the same are hereby, amended so t 
shallr as follows, namely 

SEK Phat merchandise transported under the provisions ofthis a 
conveyed in cars, vessels, or vehicles securely fastened with locks or s 
inder the exclusive mitrol of the officers of the customs; and merchandise : 








also be transported under the provisions of this act by express compa ) 

passeng trains, in sates and trunks, which shall be of such s characte vi 
descrip ind secured in such manner as shall be from time totime pres i 
by the Secretary snd in casgs where merchandise shall be iniported in |! es 
rr packages too large to be included within the safes or trunks preseri! 
































such merchandise may be transported under the provisions of this act | 
express companics In a& separate compartment of the car, secured in < 
re as sh r i tir to time be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treas 
and merchandise such as 4 newel-iron, serap-iror ron ore, ra l 
on, and sil ur ar es, commonly transported upon platform or flat cars 
be transported under the provisions of this act upon such platform or flat cars 
nel the weight of such me so transported shall be ascert ied in 
ies before shipn and ordina ra l iles may be used for such] 
and inspe rs shall be stationed t proper points a th i f i 
t = i ‘ i Vest vetlii« ‘ ort ilth at the cliscret ar ot the “= 
‘ f the Treasury, and at-the ex ise of the companies, respectivels Ss 
andise shall tb inlace rr transshipped between the p« x of 
4 rl and des ition unless authorized by the regula ao } ws 
f Treasury uses wl iva a difference tl on 
r r where er te bn leat for b land and wate ul igre 
s, or from legal intervention, or when by reason of' the length 
l cars, a it spect cus iS Officers, shall be considered 
saf S a! to pr eed furthe or from low wate é or other 
‘ »>bsatructi« to navigatjon and ! ense sha there © per 
nv bre il packages i merchandise 
5 That r and so destine imediite tra } I 
trans 1 1; Supervisio i tiy fromthe tmyport Ss 
so sp i t ent re ded forin se« f this 
| 1é erm \ . t ul is io lows 
Mr. M e Committ 1 Waysand Means, submitt« ‘ \ 
| t 
The a« J 4s), t end the statutes in relation to the mediate 
insporta ible g $1] des that merchandise consigned to 1 
‘ i i ts specified in the seventh section of said act s1 1 
shipped in ute through the port of first arrival to the port of dé« 
mn. Thea i | des that 
Su mndise shall not t ulen or transshipped between the por 
~ sl and tinal destinatt inless authorized by the reg tions of 
Secretar i sury eases Which may arise fron ad Terence int 
aiire i accidents « , i@valinter non rw re ens 
g 1 thre irs, atte lue inspection by customs ofticers, s 
wider l unsa r unst ble | eed further, or fron w wat 
1 lmave alple batruction to navigation, and in no case sha tl r 
ak wr t orig ial packages of such merchandise 
ie ol f the sto pre a r the transshipment of sa mere} iclise 
: eo iveled is pa v wate and part 
1 1dments are to substitute the words *‘ or where the route is} 
landand w r irriawe n fitth section of the law 
str it sixth section the words vhich the same is 
I ed 4 and = « herefor the vords ~ i 
) section 2 of this act The char 
~ t it ieciiat transportation of goods 
water carriage VW t this ge goods 
- ites i ttee t k the b ‘ ht tol Lane 
~ i re ‘ ts passage 
There w no objection nd the House Calendar was disch rvet 
af , " f of the bill 
l ' s en orae red to he nerossed i d read a thi! it é ! 
he y engrossect t was according read the third time in 
5 \IITUT 1 ¢ t + } } 













































































































































passed ind also n ed that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 
The latter motion was agreed to 
I 4 Ol ABSENCE TO LETTER-CARRIERS. 
Mr. COOK obtained the floor 
Mr. COX, of New York. Ll appeal to the gentleman from Iowa to 


! 


yield to me in order that I may call up from the Speaker’s table for 

action at this time the bill (S. 1727) to grant letter-carriers at free-de- 

livery offices fifteen days’ 
Mr. GLASCOCK 

that purpose 

The SPEAKER 

pos 
Mr 
Mi 


tT) 


n each year. 
I hope the gentleman from Iowa will yield for 


leave of absence 


Does the gentleman from Iowa yield for that pur- 


WILLIS. I hope he will, and that the bill will pass at once. 
COOK I yie ld for that purpose. 
i¢ bill was read, as follows: 


Be enacted, 


tit a4 
ed to 


Ac hat all letter-carriers at free-<ldelivery offices shall be en- 
leave of absence not to exceed fifteen days in each year, without loss of 


pay; and the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to employ, when neces- 


sary, during the time such leave of absence is granted, such number of substi- 
ite letter-carriers asmay be deemed advisable, who shall be paid for services 
rendered at the rate of $600 per annum 
Mr. COSGROVE, I object. 
Mr. WILLIS. It is the only class which is excepted, and I hope the 


gentleman from Missouri will withdraw his objection. 
Mr. COX, of New York. All the clerks in the Departments have 


leave of absence, and there is no just reason why it should be refused to 
these letter-carriers. 


Mr. CHACE. I joinin asking the gentleman from Missouri to with- | 
draw his objection so the bill may be considered and acted on at this 
time 

Mr. COSGROVE, I decline to withdraw my objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. 1 do not think there will be any objection to the bill 


when it is once understood. 

The SPEAKER. 
draw his objection 

Mr. COSGROVE. I will withdraw my objection, Mr. Speaker, un- 
der a promise that there will be a yea-and-nay vote on the passage of 
the bill 

Mr. COOK. All right, I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. COSGROVE, Ll ask for the reading of the minority report on 
that bill 

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill. 

Mr. COSGROVE. The understanding when I withdrew my objec- | 
tion was that the report made by the minority of the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads on the bill (H. R. 2409) granting letter-car- 
riers in first and second class post-offices thirty days’ leave of absence 
in each fiscal year should be read in connection with this Senate bill. 

Mr. WILLIS If printed in the RecorRD, will it not answer ? 

Mr. COSGROVE. No; I wish it read in the hearing of the House. 
It will cost about $200,000 to grant this leave of absence. 

Che AKER. Theclerk will read the views of the minority. 

The Clerk read as follows 


Che gentleman from Missouri declines to with- 


SPI 
VIEWS Ob 


rHE MINORITY 


Phe undersigned, members of your Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, beg leave to submit the following as the views of the 
House bill 2409 

Chis bill has been reported favorably by the majority of this committee 
it becomes a law, a leave of absence of fifteen days will have to be 
n the service annually with pay. There are 


Ininority upon 


if 


granted to 


each tlettler-carrier 


now 


1,085 carriers at $1,000 perannum $1, 4S), 000 

SUl carriers at »)) per annum 757, 30 

» Carriers at SuO per annum 243. 600 

645 carriers at O00) per annum 387, 000 
ANS 


3, 422, 950 
The 


rhis shows an average annual compensation to each carrier of $956.64. 





Postmaster-General will have to supply the places of these 3,888 carriers dur- 
ng their absence, and the substitutes will have to be paid out of appropriations 
ide by Congress. These substitutes are entitled to receive, under existing 
iw, the same rate of compensation now paid to carriers w hose routes they may 
be « ed upon to serve Chis will require an additional appropriation to keep 
up the service as at present constituted of $142,602.97 annually This, it will be 
see does not take into consideration the fact that additional carriers may be 
employed as the service may require, in which case the amount of appropria- 
tion will have to be correspondingly increased by Congress 
It was claimed during the discussion of the Post-Odice appropriation bill at the 
resent session that the amount appropriated for this branch of the service was 
equate and that the carrier system would be rendered inefficient. To pass 
this land make a greater deficiency will certainly not promote the efticiency 
f Ss important branch of the public service. We are opposed to the passage 
of this bill because it is, in our opinion, a bad and dangerous principle to enact 
into the form of law if it become a law it will be the first time, so faras we are 
rdvised, that Congress has by law compelled the head of a Department of Gov- 
ernment to grant a leave of absence to the employés for any stated period re- 
wardiess of the effect such absence will have upon the public service, 
Phe substitutes are not presumed to be as familiar with the routes as the car- 
riers whom they will be called upon to succeed during such absence. The sub- 


stitut 


es can not remain upon any one route for a longer space of time than fif- 

just about a sufficient length of time to become familiar with the 
te—and they must either be sent to take some other route or an entire new 
man will have to be taken as asubstitute. We presume it will be said that these 
substitutes will be limited in number, and that it will be managed by the De- 
partment so as to have experienced men employed as substitutes whenever and 
wherever practicable. This may be true; but we claim a substitute can not be 
kept upon any one route for more than fifteen days in one year 


teen days 
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for work which he 1 

from other employés of the Government, and especially from the clerk ; 

different post-offices throughout the country, who are as meritorious 

riers, and the Government is required by law to pay carriers for twelv« 

service when only cleven and one-half months are required to be rer 

bn ' 
' 


ice requiring no higher qualifications than those necessary to 


equal if not superior qualifications than those necessarily possessed }) 
carriers 


inspection of the table follow 
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The bill is erroneous in principle. It pays an employé in the public se; 
is not expected to perform A letter-carrier 


Is Sing 


lieve letter-carriers are as well paidas any of the employés in the p 
the projx 
harge of their duties 


The clerks in the following-designated post-offices, and who no doult ; 


ees Se eee 


are not any better, if as well, paid as the carriers, as will appea 


ug showing the uverage compensation pau t ' 
both classes of employés in the cities mentioned 
Statement showing the ave ¢ compensation of clerks in the post-offices at N 
Philadelphia, Chicago, Boston, Washington, Baltimore, and the lette 
said citics 
Number Total Average Aver 
Office of clerks CC™pensa- Compensa- comyx 
in office tion for tion for ti 
? clerks clerks carric 
New York, N. Y : S37 $804, 739 $939 $024 
2. Chicago, Il ........ mathe 126 86, 545 OT 
3. Philadelphia, Pa......... ; 18 iS O15 767 
4. Boston, Mass 20 24, 325 ano ~ 
5. Saint Louis, Mo ISS 150, 500 me? 
6. Washington, D.C : . Is 146, 580 Sol ‘ 
7. Cincinnati, Ohio aa 129 115,575 R06 
8. Baltimore, Md 106 16, TOO 913 


We therefore recommend that the bill 


lie upon the table 
Respectfully submitted, 


JOHN COSGROVI 
JNO. H. ROGERS 
SEABORN REES! 
JNO. M. TAYLOR 
JAMES H. JONES 

Mr. COSGROVE. NowlI wish to move an amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is entitled to the floo 

Mr. COSGROVE. I move the following amendment: 

Provided, That no leave of absence shall be granted or substitute em, 
between the 15th day of October and Ist day of April under the 
this bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. If the previous question should be ordered t 
will be thirty minutes of debate allowed under the rules. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Iam willing the House should vote on this 
now, but when it does I think it should do so understandintly I} 
given this matter attention as a member of the Committeeon the Pos 
Office and Post-Roads. Members representing these letter-carriers 
over the country sent in petitions asking for thirty days’ leave of 
I was chairman of the subcommittee having that matte: 
charge. I perused a great number of these petitions and every 01 
them was exactly like the other. They were all printed, I should 
from the appearance, on the same printing machine and sent from t 
same place throughout the country to be signed by these letter-carriers 
and then forwarded toCongress. In my judgment it is in no sens 
expression of the opinion of any considerable number of peopl 
merely the expression of the wish of those who are sought to be be: 
fited by this legislation. 

The bill again is wrong in principle. I believe lam safe in sayin; 
as I assert in this report with other gentlemen who joined me, that 
is the first time as far as I have been able to discover on careful 
amination of the statutes of the United States where any class of e1 
ployés in the public service has been by law placed upon the fre: 
if I may so term it. Here are these three or four thousand employ 
in this particular branch of the postal service asking the passage 
this bill, which seeks to give them fifteen days’ leave of absence with pa 

Mr. HORR. You say there is no authority for the leave ot 
sence-——— 

Mr. COSGROVE. 
izing it. 

I understand the clerksin the Departments get it; butit is thro 
a regulation of the Department simply, and not by law. 

Mr. HORR. It extends to every Department. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Congress has allowed it to stand 
about a quarter of a century without rebuking the Departments 
making that regulation. 

Mr. COSGROVE. That isnot the question atall. I said thatt 
was no law upon the statute-book authorizing it. But if you pass this 
bill why do you not also include the clerks in the different post-ofii 
scattered throughout the country, whose pay is not so great in ma 
instances and whose labors are just as onerous if not more so? | 
facts will show that they receive on an average less compensation 2! 
work more hours per day than the men who are embraced in this! 

It is said that these gentlemen perform their work out of doors 
That is true; I know it. But it is no more laborious than the w 
in the post-offices all over the country, where the men work in over 
crowded quarters, with bad air, and suffer every inconvenience attend 
ing that kind of labor. 


provisions 


sence. 


I said there was no law. Thereisnolawaatl« 
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Another thing that should be remembered: There are thousands of 
men throughout the country who possess as muc h ability as is required 
for the discharge of the duties of these men who are so persisten]y 
urging their claims upon Congress, who have applications upon file 
now in the Post-Office Department, and from whom the Department 
could employ fifteen or twenty thousand men more than the number 
required for this service at a much less salary than they are paying to 
the letter-carriers. I say that they are the best paid men of any branch 
of the public service requiring no higher order of qualifications than is 
necessary to discharge well the duties devolving upon them 

But I started out to say that there are thousands of men throughout 
the country in every way their equal working for one-half the wages 
that these men get,and who must be content with the wages they re- 
ceive or starve; and I see no public reason, | see no patriotic reason, | 
see neither sense nor justice in singling out this particular class and say- 
ing that they shall work fifteen days less than they are paid for, and 
then go and employ three or four thousand substitutes to take their 
places, when it can have no other effect upon the public service than to 
demoralize it and render it less efficient. 

The superintendent of the letter-carrier system, Mr. Gurley, was op- 
posed to this matter, but after he had been pursued by these petitions 
and requests he finally, in the letter attached to the majority report, 
vielded a sort of semi-assent to it; but any gentleman who will sit down 
and carefully read that letter must see that he is of opinion it will only 
demoralize the service. 

Mr. SCALES. May I ask the gentleman a question ? 

Mr. COSGROVE. Certainly. 

Mr. SCALES. I would like to ask what amount is involved in this 
bill. Suppose you have the substitute employés provided here in this 
bill, I would like to know what amount it would cost the Govern- 

ment. 

Mr. COSGROVE. There are 1,985 carriers employed at a salary of 
$1,000 a year, which makes a total of $1,985,000. There are 891 car 


riers employed at an annual salary of $850 each, making a total of 


$757,350. There are 367 employed at a salary of $800, making a total 
of $293,600, and 645 carriers employed at $600 per annum, being 
$327,000, or a total for the 3,888 carriers of $3,422,950. 

Phese 3,888 letter-carriers, if this bill passes, will have a leave of ab 
sence for fifteen days each during the year; and the bill further pro 
vides that the Postmaster-General shall employ 3 
ing these fifteen days in their places. I claim that under the provisions 
of that bill these may be employed at a rate of $1,000 a year each 
The substitutes are entitled to receive under existing law the same 
amount as the parties whose places they take and the duties of whose 
routes they discharge, which will be a total of $142,602.97. But if 
they receive a compensation at the rate of $1,000 a year instead of the 
amounts paid to the various routes to which they are assigned, they 
vill receive a much larger sum—my recollection is abeut $175,000. 

Then, again, under the bill that passed the House some time ago, 
and which the gentlemen upon the other side of the House so persist 
ently resisted, we made no provision whatever for this increase of ser\ 
ce, and I understand that there is no increase on the bill for this pur- 
pose as it passed the Senate. Of that, however, I am not positive 
but the moment we pass this bill it will create a deticiency of on 
hundred and sixty to one hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars 
There is no appropriation out of which to pay this amount, and consé 
quently there must be a deticiency. 

(gain, if this bill passes the leave of absence certainly ought not to 
be granted in the business season of the year; and while I do not know 
and can not say whether these 3,880 men will be all employed by the 
Department just at the time of an election, all know certainly that the 
amendment I have offered ought to be adopted so that it will not place 
that temptation of power in the Department. 

If these 3,888 letters-carriers are to be granted leave of absence about 
he time of an election, and 3,888 te be employed as substitutes, I fear 
that my distinguished friend from New York [Mr. Cox] will find that 
the adder he has warmed will sting him when it comes to November 
next. And I say if this bill is to pass, the amendment I have offered 
ought to be adopted for political reasons as well as for reasons whicl 
should be taken into consideration in regard to maintaining the effi 
ciency of the service. These changes should not be made between 
October and April. If these men who are employed as letters-carriers 
are to have leave of absence they ought to have it in the warm and 
sweltering part of the summer. 

[ have expressed my views upon this bill hastily. I did not expect 
it Was coming up this morning or perbaps I would have been able to 
have presented the matter more concisely. l 


ILask how much time there 
is left on my side? I may want to say something in reply after 


other side has been heard. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I do not propose to debate the question, 
but simply to ask that the majority report be printed in the RECORI 
and to comply with the gentleman’s request for a yea-and-nay 
thank the gentleman from Missouri for withdrawing his objection and 
“iVing us a vote. 
Mr. COSGROVE. . I do not think I have any right to prevent the 
House from voting on the bill. 


380 substitues dur- 


T 
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Mr. COX, of New York. I demand the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that the 


majority report be printed with the minority report in the RECORD. 
There was no objection 
The report (by Mr. SKINNER, of New York 
The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2409) granting letter-carriers and clerks in first and second class post- 
offices thirty days’ leave of absence in each fiscal vear, having had the same 


is as follows 


under consideration, respectfuliy report 


The bill as originally introduced was as follows 
“A bill granting letter-carriers and clerks in first and second class post-office 
& x 7 
thirty days’ leave of absence in each fiscal year 
Be it enacted by the S tte and House of Representatives of the I ed States of 


America in Congress assembled, That all letter-carriers at free-delivery o 
all clerks in first and second class post-offices, shall be entitled to leave of ab 
sence at the rate of thirty days in each year, without loss of pay, i the same 


ip 
conditions now granted to employés in the Post-Office Department 
After a careful consideration of the matter, and much discussion, the commit 


tee agreed to report the bill amended so as to read as follows 


‘A bill granting letter-carriers fourteen days’ leave of absence in each tise 








year 

* Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the I é Niates of 
{merica in Congress assembled, That all letter-carriers at free-delivery offices 
shall be entitled tuo leave of alse e at the rate of fourteen days in each year 
without loss of pay, under such regulations as may be adopted by the postmas 
ters at such offices, subject to the approval of the Postmaster-Gerera 

It will be observed that the billas agreed upon by the « nmittee provides 
simply that a leave of absence shall be granted to letter-carriers to the extent 
of fourteen days in each year, under such regulations as 1 v be adopted by 
the postmasters at free-delivery offices, to be approved by the Postmaster-Gen 
ral The committee believe that this is a just and reasonable concession to a 


class of employvés exceptionally deserving of the favorable consideration 


Congress The duties of a letter-carrier are especially onerous and exactin 
and the compensation they receive certainly not extravagant They are re 
quired to report for duty at6 o'clock a. m.and remain on duty until 6 of 
o'clock p. m., and often until a later hour, in order to complete the work re 
quired of them They are required to be on duty Sundays and |! days 
while other employes of the Government have these days to themselves. If 
the letter-carrier loses a day through sickness or otherwise, whether that day 
be Sunday or a holiday, he must also lose his pay for the day lost His work 
must be done with exact promptness and regularity, and noexcuse for a fa 

n these respects is easily obtained from the public, no matter under what 
cumstances if May occur In rain or shine, s 1or storm, In snow « mud 
must, oris expected to, do his work equally well rhese requirements, the 
committee believe, entitle the carrier to respectful consideration : to the re 


lief asked for by this 
Phe weight of mail which a carrier is obliged to deliver is a matter worthy ot 


notice From forty to one hundred pounds of mail are delivered each « 
each carrier, and oftentimes fifty pounds are delivered in a single trip wit 
number of miles traveled per day by the carrier, exclusi f going to and from 


lice, averages about tifteen miles, and several instances are 


the post-of 





where the carrier walks overgwenty miles per day Phese estimate e based 
1pon results ascertamned by the use of a pedometer by the carriers of the Wash 
ington post- oflice 
In the Engl free-delivery service a carrier is allowed fifte davs le oeach 
vear without of pay When sick, medicine and medical attendance 
provided by the government If a single man,sleeping apartment 
nished him, and if married a cottage is provided at nominal renta Atte 
faithful service of fifteen years he may be retired with a pens and in 
case is he allowed to rema n active ser\ longer than twenty y rs hese 
liberal provisions have helped to secure the best talent and the best service, and 
ire worthy theattention of those who are anxious to see the fre le rv serv 
ice of the United States made as perfect and eflicient as possible j st of 
Kg nting the propose l leave of absence vould not be gre 
On the 16th of January, 18M, there were employed as follows 
1,985 curriers, at $1,000 per year 21. G85. 000 
SOl carriers, at SM) per year 75 “) 
367 carriers,at 800 per year 203. G00 
(45 carriers, at O00) per yea! e S87. OOO 
>, SSS iv ¥) 
Should every carrier employed take advantage of the privilege rht to be 
granted by this bill, namely, two weeks leave of absence, the cost would be one 


twenty-sixth part of the above sum, amounting to $151,652 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the amend 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri 

Phe question was taken; and there were—ayes 79, noes 85 

Mr. COSGROVE I call for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered—47 members voting therefor (more 


than one-filth of the last vote 


Mr. DUNHAM I was not inthe House when the amendment was 


read. I shoule 


| like to hear it 
The SPEAKER The Chair will cause the amendment to be again 
read 


The Clerk re 
P ided 


at} 


the proposed amendment, as follows: 


That no leave of absence shall! be ranted or substitute 


or uployed 
between the 15th dav of October and the Ist day of Apr under the ovVisilons 
of this | i 

The SPEAKER he question is on agreeing to the amendment 
which has just been read 

The question ' t n ind there were veas 109, nays 117. not 
voting vi us Jt Ow 

YEAS—!1 

Aiker l e Cont Eaton 
Alexander I k ge ‘ ig Eidredge 
Arnot I lhead Crisp Ethott 
Bagley Buchanan Culberson, D.B Elis 
Ballentine Ca Curti Englis 
Barbour Carle Davis, L. H Ern out 
Barks e, Cassidy Dibble Ferr 
Be Clements Dibre Pr orney 
Bl ( Dowd 
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Lewis Pryor Turner, Oscar 
Lowry’ Pusey Vance, 
MeMill Randall Van Eaton, 

’ Maybury Rankin, Wallace, 

an Miller, J. F Reese Ward 

V.H Mills R . Warner, Richard 
p Mitchell, Scales, Wellborn, 

Money Seney Williams, 

t Morriso1 Seymour Wilson, W.L. 
‘ta. W Moulton Shelle 7, Winans, E. B. 
tz Muldrow Singleton Winans, John 
an Murray Stewart, Charles Wise,G. D 
kins Neece Stockslager, Wolford, 

se Oates Storm, Wood 
it O Ferra Taylor, J. M. Worthington, 
H Pattor Throckmorton, Yaple 
s K Peel lucker, 
ie Pierce rully, 
a Post Turner, H.G. 
NAYS—l17 
Adams. G. I Geddes Lovering, Skinner,C. R. 
t nson Gilascock, Lyman, Smalls, 
i Got! McAdoo, Smith, 
ont Greenleaf, MecCoid Spooner, 
rere Hanback, McComas, Spriges, 
we Hardy, Millard, Stephenson, 
we F.B Harmer Miller, S. H. Stevens, 
Srowl r.M Hart Milliken, Stewart, J. W. 
srown, W. W Hatch, H.H Murphy, Stone 
judd Henderson, D. B. Matchler, Strait, 
ipbell, Felix Henderson, T. J Nutting Sumner, C. A. 
umpbell, J. M Hepburn Ochiltree, Taylor, E. B. 
nol Hewitt, A.S ©’ Hara Taylor, J.D 
ns Hiscock O' Neill, Charles Thompson, 
re Hitt O'Neill, J. J. Tillman, 
s Holmes Parker Valentine, 
heon, Horr Payne Van Alstyne, 
gai Howey Perkins, Wadsworth, 
s r Hutchins, Peters Waketield, 
gley James Poland, Washburn, 
inham, Johnson, Potter Weller, 
wood, Jones, B. W. Price, Wemple, 
ins, 1. N Jordan Ranney White, Milo 
erhart Kean Ray,G. W. Willis 
ile Keifer Ray, Ossian Wilson, James 
diay Kelley Rice York 
ty Laird Riggs Young 
Lawrence Rockwell 
n Libbey Rowel 
te Lore Ryan, 
NOT VOTING—97 
Adams, J. J Cook Kasson, Rogers, J. H. 
rders« Cox, W.R Kellogg, Rogers, W. F. 
I Culbertson,W.W. Ketcham, Russell 
vine Cullen King Shaw, 
ford Davidson, Lacey, Skinner, T. G. 
wha Davis, G. R. Lamb Siocum, 
ick burn Deuster Le Fevre, Suyder, 
nchard Dockery, Long, Springer, 
punt Dorsheimer icCormick, Steele 
te Duncan, Matson, Struble, 
verd, Dunn Morgan, Sumner, D. H. 
tung Evins, J. H Morrill, Talbott, 
ewer, J.H Fyan, Morse, Phomas, 
im George, Muller, Townshend, 
kne Gibson Nelson, Wait 
rleigh Graves Nicholls Warner, A. J. 
ies Guenther, Paige Weaver 
Haynes Payson White, J. D. 
aldw Hill, Pettibone, Whiting, 
Holton Phelps Wilkins, 
I J.E Hooper Reagan, Wise, J. 8. 
lace Houk Reed, Woodward. 
ardy Hurd Robertson, 
lay Jeffords Robinson, J.S. 
mnvers« Jones, J.T Robinson,W. E. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr 


RAY, of New Hampshire. I ask unanimous consent that the 


reading of the names of members voting be dispensed with. 


Tl 


During the roll-call the following pairs were announced from the 
Clerk’s desk: 


iit 


re Was no objec tion. 


On all questions 

Mr. RUSSELL with Mr. BLACKBURN, until further notice. 

Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, with Mr. CALKINS, until further notice. 
Mr. TALBOT with Mr. STEELE, until further notice. 

On all political questions: 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BARR, until further notice. 

Mr. GIBSON with Mr. Gorr, until further notice. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. Houron, until further notice. 

Mr. MorsE with Mr. Davis, of Illinois, until further notice. 

Mr. REAGAN with Mr. BrumM, until further notice. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. ANDERSON, until further notice. 

Mr. Evins, of South Carolina, with Mr. LACEY, until further notice. 
Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. HAYNEs, until further notice. 

Mr. BUCKNER with Mr. KELLOGG, until further notice. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. THoMAs, until further notice. 

Mr. Le FEVRE with Mr. Rosprnson, of Ohio, until further notice. 
Mr. RoGers, of New York, with Mr. Hooper, until further notice. 
Mr. PAIGE with Mr. BourELLE, until further notice. 

Mr. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH, until further notice. 

Mr. DocKERY with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, until further notice. 
Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. Hovk, until further notice. 
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Mr. 
The 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr. COX, of New York. 


Mr. COSGROVE. 
New York. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
| now. 

The SPEAKER. 
souri [Mr. CosGROVE] rise? 

Mr. COSGROVE. 

The SPEAKER. 


Mr. COSGROVE. 


December. 


Adams, G. E. 
Anderson, 
Arnot, 
Atkinson, 
Bagley, 
Beach, 

| Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Bowen, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brewer, J. H. 
Browne, T. M. 


JUNE 24. 





MATSON with Mr. LIpBeEy, until further notice. 
CLARDY with Mr. J WISE, until further notice. 
YOUNG with Mr RIck, until further notice. 

NICHOLLS with Mr. CHACE, until farther notice. 
MORGAN with Mr. BRAINERD, until further notice. 
following were also announced as paired: 

JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH, until June 25. 
WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. KETCHAM, until June 30. 
LAMB with Mr. Lona, until June 28. 

GRAVES with Mr. MORRILL, until June 26. 

ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. PAYson, until June 25. 
CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. PETTIBONE, until June ‘ 
SKINNER, of North Carolina, with Mr. WAIT, until June 27. 
WILKINS with Mr. REED, until June 27 
CABELL with Mr. DAvis, of Illinois, for this day. 

CLAY with Mr. WHITING, for this day. 

SPRINGER with Mr. BAYNE, for this day. 

BLOUNT with Mr. KAsson, for this day. 

WooDWARD with Mr. NELSON, on this vote. 

DUNN with Mr. JEFFORDS, on this vote. 

RoGceErs, of Arkansas, with Mr. McCorMIcK, on this vote. 
CALDWELL with Mr. BELFORD, on this vote. 
COSGROVE (having voted in the affirmative). 
my vote to the negative. 


The SPEAKER. 








I desire to change 


The change will be made. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

I move to reconsider the vote just taken 
and also move to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

I was on the floor before the gentleman from 








I am entitled to takecontrol of the matter 


For what purpose does the gentleman from Mis 


kant 


To move to reconsider the vote just taken. 
The gentleman from New York has made 
motion, and has also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the tabl 

Mr. COSGROVE. 
Many MEMBERS. 
The SPEAKER. 


eee 





I desire to say 
Regular order ! 
The motion is not debatable. 
New York [ Mr. Cox | moves to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CosGROVE] was not agreéd 
to: and also moves that the motion to reconsider be laid on the tabl 
On that motion I call for the yeas and nays 
The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 3 in the affirmative. 
The SPEAKER. 
not one-fifth of the last vote. 
Mr. COSGROVE. 
The negative was counted, 107. 
The SPEAKER. 
and nays. 
Mr. COX, of New York. 


The gentleman from 


Those voting in favor of the yeas and nays are 30— 





I ask that the other side be counted. 
More than one-fifth have voted to order the } 


I think we can save time by not havin 
the yeas and nays, and I therefore call for tellers on ordering the yeas 
and nays. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cox, of New York, and Mr. CosGRovVE 
were appointed. 
Mr. COSGROVE. 
Mr. COX, of New York. 
Mr. COSGROVE. 


A el ee Tae 


I desire to submit a proposition to the House. 
| hope that the House will hear it. 
Iam perfectly willing to so modify my amend- 
ment as to cover the period between the 1st of October and the Ist of 
It has been suggested by several gentlemen on the other 
side that the amendment so modified would not be objected to. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 











I desire to say that the only trouble 
about any amendment is that it will endanger the passage of the bill 
through the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. 
the yeas and nays. 

The tellers took their places, but without concluding the count, 

Mr. COX, of New York (one of the tellers), said: I withdraw all 
further opposition to ordering the yeas and nays. 
of members have passed between the tellers already to order them. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 99, not 
voting 101; as follows: 


~~ 


Tellers have been ordered upen the demand tor 


A sufficient number 





A? eh ahs 





Brown, W. W. Evans,I.N. 





Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M. 


Hatch, H. H. 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henderson, T. J. 


Hewitt, A.S. 











2A geen amram nanan ert 
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Horr, Murphy, Riggs, Tillman, by a reference to a committee at this time; and I think such wil} he ; 
Howey, Mutchler, Rockwell, Tucker, | I a itable effe Pad ine thi : : 
James. Nutting, Rowell, Valentine. the inevitable ef ect of adopting this motion. 
Johnson, Ochiltree, Ryan, Van Alstyne Mr. COSGROVE. I do not think so. ; 
Jones, B. W. O'Hara, _ Skinner, C. R. Van Eaton, Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to call the attention of the ven 

Jordan, O'Neill, Charles Smalls, Waketield, | tleman fr Mi vd r colleague he C on the Post 

Kean. O'Neill, J. J. Smith, Washburn, t eman from 1 Issouri, my colleague on the ommiuttee on the ost 

Keifer, Parker, Spooner, Weaver, | Office and Post-Roads, to the fact that the provision which he d ires 

Kelley, Payne, Spriggs, Weller, | to ingraft on this bill is not contained in the bill reported by our com- 

Laird, Perkins, Stephenson, Wemple, ae at thi abe There ae sie oe I ss bi ; 

Libbey, Peters. Stevens. White. J.D. } Mittee at this session. 1erefore 1t seems to me that this motion ol 

Lore, Poland, Stewart, J. W. White, Milo the gentleman is ev idently a dilatory motion. 

Lyman, Potter, One, Willis, The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cosqroye) 

McAdoo, Price, Strait, Wilson, James | hs s called for the yeas and navs ne . ee he bill +) 

McCoid, Ranney, Struble, Winans, John 1aS Called for the yeas and nays on the motion to refer the bill to the 

McComas, Ray, G. W. Sumner, C. A. York, Committee on the Post-Oftice and Post-Roads with the instructions he 

Millard, Ray, Ossian Taylor, E. B. Young. has stated 

Miller, S. H. Rice, Taylor, J.D. as stated. 






























eee | The yeas and nays were ordered: there being—ayes 29, noes 109 
a. NAYS—99, more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 
Aiken, Elliott, Maybury, Singleton, The question was taken: and it was decided in the negative—veas 
Alexander, English, Miller, J. F. Springer, 74, nays 148 ae 101: as foll 3 
Ballentine, Ermentrout, Mills, Stewart, Charles (4, Nays , hot voting ; 4S follows 
Barbour, Forney, Mitchell, Stockslager, YEAS—74. 
Barksdale, Garrison, Money, Storm, < p . 
Bennett. Halsell, Morrison, Sumner, D. H. Aiken, Dowd, Lewis, Singleton, 
Bland, Hammond, Moulton, Taylor, J. M. Alexander, Katon, Libbey, cwart, Charles 
Breckinridge, Hardeman, Muldrow, Thompeon, Ballentine, Eldredge, MeMillin, ; Stockslager, 
Buchanan, Hatch, W. H. Murray, Throckmorton, Barksdale, Elliott, Miller, J. F. Storm 
Candler, Hemphill, Neece. Tullv Bennett, English, Mills, Sumner, D.H. 
Carleton, Herbert, Oates. Turner. H.G. Boyle, Forn¢ y, Money, Tay lor, J. M 
Cassidy, Hewitt, G. W. O’ Ferrall, Turner, Oscar | Breckinridge, Green, Morrison, Throckmorton, 
Clements, Hoblitzell, Patton. Vance Buchanan, Halsell, Muldrow, Puliy 
Cobb, Holman, Pierce, Wallace Candler, Hammond, Vates, Turner, H. G. 
Cosgrove, Hopkins, Peel. Ward. Carleton, Hardeman, ©’ Ferrall, Turner, Oscar 
Covington, Houseman, Pryor Warner, Richard ee — — a H. — anes Riel i 
Crisp, Hunt, Pusey, Wellborn, | Vobb, empaill, veel, any aac 
Culberson, D. B. Jones, J. H. Rankin, Williams | Cosgrove, Henley, Pryor, Wellborn, 
Curtin, Jones, J. K. Reese. Wilson, W.L Cov ington, Herbert, ; Reese, Winans, E. B. 
Davis, L. H. Kleiner. Robertson, Winans, E_B Crisp Hewitt, G. W. Robertson, Wise G. D 
Dibble, Lanham. Rosecrans, Wise, G'D Culberson, D. B. Hunt, Scales, Wood, 
Dibrell, Lewis, Scales, Wolford, — | Curtin, Jones, J. H. Seney, Yaple 
Dowd, Lovering, Senevy, Worthington Dibble, Kleiner, Seymour, 
Eaton. Lowry, Seymour, Yaple. , Dibrell, Lanham, Shelley, 
Eldredge, MeMillin, Shelley, NA YS—148. 
NOT VOTING—101. | Adams, G. E. Follett, Lyman, Smith, 
Adams, J.J. Cox, W.R. Jeffords, Reagan. Anderson, Foran McAdoo, Spooner, 
Sarr, Culbertson, W.W. Jones. J. T. Reed. Arnot, Funston, McCoid, Spriggs, 
Bayne, Cullen, Kasson, Robinson. J.S Atkinson, Garrison, McComas, Springer, 
Belford, Davidson. Kellogg. Robinson W E Bagley, Geddes, Millard, Stephenson, 
Blackburn, Davis, G. R. Ketcham, Rogers, J. H Beach, George Miller, S. H. Stevens . 
Blanchard, Deuster, King. Rogers. W. F Belmont, Glasscock Moulton, Stewart, J. W 
Blount, Dockery, Lacey, Russell. Bin Gof! Murphy, Stone 
Boutelle, Dorsheimer, Lamb, Shaw. Bisbee Greenleaf, Murray, Strait 
Boyle, Duncan, Lawrence, Skinner,.T.G | Bowen, 3 Hanback, Mutchler, Struble 
Brainerd, Dunn, Le Fevre. Slocum , Brewer, F. B Hardy, Neece Sumner, C. A, 
Breitung, Ellwood, Long Snyder. Broadhead, Harmer, Nutting, Taylor, E. B. 
Broadhead, Evins, J. H. McCormick, Steele,’ Browne, T. M Hart Ochiltree, Taylor, J. D 
Brumm, Fyan, Matson, Talbott | Brown, W. W. Hatch, H. H. O'Hara, Thompson 
Buckner, Gibson, Milliken, Thomas | Budd, Henderson, D.B. ©’ Neill, Charles Pillman 
Burleigh, Graves, Morgar Townshend | Caldwell, Henderson, T. J. O'Neill, J. J. Valentine, 
Burnes, Green, Morrill,’ Wadsworth.” Campbell, Felix Hepburn, Parker, Van Alstyne, 
Cabell, Guenther, Morse, Wait , | Campbell, J. M Hewitt, A.S Payne, Van Eaton, 
Caldwell, Hancock, Muller, Warner A.J | Cannon, Hiscock, Payson, Wadsworth, 
Campbell. J. E, Haynes, Nelson, Whiting , Collins, Hoblitzell, Perkins, Waketield, 
Calkins, Henley, Nicholls, Wilkins. | Connolly, Holmes, Peters, Wallace, 
Chace, Hill, Paige Wise. J s | Cook, Horr, Poland, Ward 
Clardy, Hitt, Payson, Wood. a Cox, 8. S. Houseman, Post, Washburn, 
Clay, Hooper, Pettibone, Woodward | Cutcheon, Howey, Potter, Weaver, 
Connolly, Houk, Phelps : | Dargan, Hutchins, Price, Welle: 
Converse, Hurd, Post. | Davis, L H. James ; Pusey, Wemple, 
Cook, Hutchins, Randall. | Davis, R. T. Jones, B. W. Rankin, White, J. D. 
. ° : : Dingley, Jones, J. K Ranney, White, Milo 
So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. | Dorsheimer, Jordan, Ray, G. W. Williams, 
The following additional pair was announced: | Dunham, Kean, Rice, Willis 
Mr. CALDWELL with Mr. PHELPs, for this day. Ellis Keifer, Riggs, Wilson, James 
The bill was a. i ’ ; , . : | Ermentrout, Kelley, Rockwell, Wilson, W. L. 
e | was t len ordered to a third reading, and was according]ly Everhart, Laird, Rosecrans, Winans, John 
read the third time. Ferrell, Lawrence, Rowell. Wolford, a 
Mr. COX, of New York. I call for the previous question on the rae ae ring one r,C.R — 
ss i Ms . 8 ° é iy, covering, SkKinn ° ° ° ork, 
Te ot the bill. ; Finerty, Lowry, Smalls, Young 
le previous 28 7as Te j , a 
— fosonote sic ye orde red. Ell NOT VOTING—101. 
Se ee + I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is it now in | Adams. J.J. Culbertson, W.W. Johnson. Ray, Ossian 
order to move to commit this bill to the ¢ ommittee on the Post-Office | Barbour, Cullen Jones, J.T. Reagan, 
and Post-Roads with instructions ? | Barr, Davidson, Kasson, Reed, 
The SPEAKER It is | Bayne, Davis, G.R. Kellogg, Robinson, J.S. 
Mr. COS 2R a ae . . s Belford, Deuster, Ketcham, Robinson, W. E, 
mar. GROV E. I move that the bill be referred to that com- | Blackburn. Dockery, King Rogers, J. H 
mittee with instructions to report it back with an amendment provid- | Bland ae “ti Laneb a 
irr 4 caene: alll « sa : ; 5 ; sland, yunn, amb, tussell], 
a that the leave of absence and the employ ment of substitutes under need Ell aaa Le Fe vre a : 
the provisions of this act shall not be between the Ist day of October Boute le, Evans, IN. Long Skinner, T.G 
and the Ist day of December.”? On this motion I call for the yeas and | Brainerd, Evins, J. H. McCormick, Slocum 
nays. : Breitung, Fyan, Matson, Snyder 
a : ae + ae , ; ; Brewer, J. H Gibson, Maybury, Steele, 
Mr. W HI] PE, ot Kentucky. I desire to inquire of the gentleman | Brumm Graves Milliken, Talbott 
‘rom Missouri whether the bill on this subject reported during this ses- — eink He aa nt ~ ie 
8 r Ct : . 5 surleigh, ncock, organ, Townshend 
sion from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads contains ina z eee ae Moreill, poe . 
the provision which he wants to have ingrafted on this bill ? Cabell Hi Morse. Wait 
Mr. COSGROVE. | am willing that this bil] should be reported | Calkins, ; Hitt Muller, Warner, A. J 
back at once Campbell, J. E Holman, Nelson, Whiting 
q S oan , Cassidy, Holton Nicholls, Wilkins 
: Mr. Ct IX, of New York. It was agreed between my friend from | Chace. Hooper, Paige Wise, JS 
Missouri and myself that the yeas and nays should be taken on the ; sandy, oe _ ene, Woodward 
assage of the bil] — ; Ys a ans 
; Mr. COSGR an Convers Hurd, Pierce 
—— GROVE. I expect to have the yeas and hays on that ques- | Cox, W. R. Jeffords, Randall, 
10n. ; 
a ce So the motion of Mr. CosGrovt to commit the bill with instruetior 
Mr. COX. of New York. But I would not like to have the bill killed 


to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads was not vreed te 
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The following additional pair was announced 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. RA f New Hampshire, en this vote 

Che SPEAKER pro re (Mr. HATCH, of Missouri Che ques- 
tion is now on the passage of the bill, on which the yeas and nays have 
} } 


Mr. COX, of New Y« | hope my friend from Missouri [ Mr. Cos- 


GROVE] will not insist upon the yeas and nays on this question We 
have already had a test-vote several times. I appeal to him to with- 
draw the call in order to save time 
Mr. COSGROVI So far as Lam individually concerned I care noth- 
rabout having the is and nays on this question. But several gen- 
t men ha requested me to adhere to the agreement that we should 


iwsand nays, and I would not like to withdraw the demand. | 


Mr. COX, of New York The order for the yeas and nays can be 
wated b inanimous consent 
Mr. COSGROVI I shall not ask unanimous consent 


Mr. COX, of New York l ask unanimous consent that the agree- | 
t for taking the yeas and nayson the passageof this bill be vacated. 
Chere being no objection, it was ordered accordingly 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to know in what respect this 
bill differs from the one reported by the Committee on the Post-Oftice 
und Post-Roads of this House \s I understand, the two bills are the | 
same; and this ought to be passed if we are going to stand by our com- 
! te Cries of ** Regular order !"’ | 
Che bi is passed 
Mr. COX, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 





b is passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
( the t 
Che latter motion was agreed to 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

\ message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. 
kt. 6021) to authorize the National Bank of Middletown, Pa., to change 
its location and name 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 


port of 


committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses upon the bill (H. R. 1340) to establish and maintain a bureau 
t lo} 


th 
1 
0 STATISTICS 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOLLETT. I present the following privileged report 
Che Clerk read as follows 


rhe committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6656) making appropriations to 
provid the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 


fiscal year et and for other 


agreed to recommend and do recomme 


ding June 30, 1885 having met, after full 


nd to their re- | 


purposes 
und free conference have 


lHliouses as fo 





spective ws | 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 20, 30, 39, 45, 46, 47, 48, | 
49, 60, 61, 62, 63, 69, and 70 | 
Chat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- | 
ate numalbe 11,2,3,4, 5, 6,7. 8, 9,10, 11, 12, 13,14, 15, 16,17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 25, 26, 27, 28, | 
) $2, 33, 34,35, 36, 38, 41.42.44, 50, 52, 53, 54,56,57, 58,59, 65, 66, 67,68, and agree | 
to the sam | 
Phat the [louse recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate | 
numbered ind agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of | 
| 


the sum proposed by said amendment insert ** $263,000 and the Senate agree 


he Suine 
That the 


House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 


numbered 24, andagree to the same withan amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed by said amendment insert ** $468,000 and the Senate agree | 
to the same 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate | 
numbered 40, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of | 
the sum proposed by said amendment insert ** $25,000;"’ and the Senate agree 
tothe sa 

rhatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment ofthe Senate 
numbered 43, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed by said amendment insert ** $128,000; and the Senate agree to 
the same 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbere > and avree tothe 
the sum proposed insert © 3337 
rhatthe H 

} 


numbered 


to tn 


same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
1Oo and the Senate agree to the same 

from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
amendment ollows: In line l0of the matter proposed 


serted by said amendment strike out the word “ private’’ and in lieu 


muse reced 


Wwithan 





thereof insert the word “ tireman and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 64 and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

That t vet entitled ‘An act to protect Holmead Cemetery, in the District of 

Columbia,’ approved March 3, IS79, be amended by adding the words‘ and con- 
vey ifler the word ‘sell;’ so as to make it read, ‘sell and convey any part 
or the whole of said square 

And the Senate agree to the same 


Phat the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 





numbered 71, and a e tothe same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the following 
And where speci issessments have been reduced on revision, as required 
by law, drawback certificates receivable for all arrears of general taxes due and 
unpaid June 30,1882, shall be issued to the holders of outstanding lien certificates 
! the interest accrued « the amount of such reduction up to the date of the 





' 
i this 


act 
And the Senate agree to the same 


passage 


JOHN F. FOLLETT, 

WALDO HUTCHINS, 
Managers on the part of the House 

Pr. B. PLUMB 

H. L. DAWES, 

F. M LL, 


COCKRI 


Managers onthe part of the Senate 








| auditorin | 


|} sewer by 


| ers, in reference 








JUNE 24. 


The SPEAKER The Clerk will now read the statement whic] 
the rule provides shall accompany all conference reports. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagre« 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 60 
making appropriations for the expenses of the District of Columbia for the 
cal year ISS, submit the following written statement in explanation of the ef 
of the action recommended on each amendment in the accompanying cont 
ence report 


On amendments 1, 2 


and 4: Provides for a messenger at S480 and increas: 
the amount for contingent « xpenses in the office of the commissioners to 32.5% 
On amendments 5, 6,and 7: Provides for one clerk at $1,000 an: 
So) ench, in lieu of one messenger in the assessor's office at 3600 
On amendments 8, 9 ll,and 12: Provides for a chief clerk to act as deput 
erk at $1,400, for one additional $1,200, and $1 tx 
erk-hire in the auditor's office 


two clerks 


Ww 
eu of a clerk at 
for temporary « 
amendment 13: Inserts the following 

‘For temporary clerk-hire to enable the auditor to bring up the books and 
range the accounts of his office and to audit the books of 
to be immediately available 

On amendments M4, 1), | 17,18, andi9: In the engineer's office, prov 
three clerks at $1,200 each; that the fees collected by the inspector of gas a 
meters and by the harbor master shall be paid into the Treasury to the cr 
the United States and of the District in equal parts; for one assistant inspe 
of plumbing, at $1,000, and for necessary oflice expenses of the inspector of 
and meters, 3600 

On amendment 20: Strikes out the following 

And the sum of $85,000 appropriated for the Boundary-street intercept 

the act approved July 1, 1882, is hereby reappropriated and mad 

ivailable for iting the work under the contracts heretofi 





the collector, $14 





des f 








mediately prosec 





made for its expenditure or such future contracts as shall be made therefor 
On amendments 21, 22, and 23: Appropriates $263,000 for works on sund 


avenues and streets, and corrects the total stated in a paragraph 
On amendments 25, 26, 27, and 28: Provides for a blacksmith at $240, and 
hostier and ambulance driver at$l2v0 each for the Washington Asylum 


On amendments 29 and 30 Appropriates 322 forthe Ref 
School. 








(AtTor subsistence 


On amendment 31: Appropriates $2,000 for heating apparatus and for furnis 
ing new building forthe National Association for Destitute Colored Wome 
Children 

Onamendments 32, 33, 34, 35, and 36 
the bill, and inserts the following 

That the appropriation of $,000 made by the act making appropriations t 
provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia fo 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1583, and for other purposes, approved July 1, 18s 

for the erection of a building on the grounds recently purchased by the Ge 
man Protestant Orphan Asylum Association of the District of Columbia 
the German Orphan Asylum Association of the District of Columbia, prov 
that the asylum shall contribute an equal sum for this purpose,’ and continu 
and made available for the same purpose and subject to the like condition f 
the fiscal year 1884 by the act approved March 3, 18835, be, and the same is hereby) 
reappropriated and made avilable, without condition, for the uses of the ins 
tution, in the discretion of the board of directors 

On amendments 37 and 38: Provides that the report of the District commissio 

to the institutions of charity, shall ! 
mendations as the commissioners may deem proper concerning the necessit 
for such institutions, together with a plan for their organization and manag 
ment and estimates of appropriations necessary for their maintenancé 

On amendments 39, 40, 41, 42, and 48: Appropriates $25,000 for current rep 
to county roads and suburban streets ; $22,000 forcleaning and repairing lat 
sewers and basins, and $3.0) for repairs to pumps. 

On amendments 44, 45, 46, 47, and 48: Leaves the paragraph containing the | 
visions for street lighting just as it passed the House, except that provision 
made to replace lamp-posts that are old, damaged, and unfit for use 

On amendments 49, 50,51: Provides for ten lieutenants of the police force: 
$1,320 each, and one driver at $320. 


Makes verbal 


yrrections in the text 





also include such re 


On amendment 52: Inserts the following 
‘To purchase, if on due trial found useful and necessary, twenty Gamew 


at 


at 


alarm telegraph and telephone police stations, $000, or so much thereof as may) 


be necessary 

On amendments 53,54,and 5: Fixes the pay of firemen at §780 each, and p 
vides that the commissioners shall deduct $1 each month from the mont 
pay of each fireman, which sum so deducted shall be kept as a firemen’s ré 
fund, under the control of the commissioners, and shall be used for the relie! 
any fireman who by accident, while in actual performance of duty, shall beco 


so permanently disabled as to be discharged from service therefor, and in cas 


of his death, leaving a widow or children under 16 years of age, for their re 
Provided further, That such relief shall not exceed for any one fireman or 
family the sum of S40 per month 

On amendment 5}: Inserts the following 

“To pay Rezin W. Darby the amount due him on his contract for remode 
the Georgetown town hall and converting the same into a fire-engine ho 
$1,658.61. And the amount which shall be received from the sale of the Geo 
town fish-wharf, authorized by the act of March shall covered 
the Treasury of the United States.” 

On amendments 57,58,and 59: Fixes the salary of the clerk of the police co 
at 32.000 

On amendments 60, 61,62, and 68: Leaves the provisions touching the pu 
schools and school building just as it passed the House, except that the num! 
of new buildings to be erected is not fixed 

On amendment 64: Inserts the following 


3, IS83, be 


“That the act entitled “An act 


| protect the Holmead Cemetery, in the District of Columbia,’ approved Ma: 


3, 1879, be amended by adding the! words ‘and convey,’ after the word ‘ s¢ 
as to make it read ‘sell and convey any part or the whole of said square 

On amendments 6 and 66: Provides for the purchase of ambulance, hor 
and harness, and pay of a driver, $1,200, for the Health Department 

On amendments 67 and 68: Inserts the following: ‘* That allappropriations 
contingent expenses made by this act shall be expended under the dire 
and in the sole discretion of the commissioners of the District of Colun 
but such expenditures shall be accounted for in the Treasury Departme 
other expenditures forthe District, anda detailed statement of such expt 
tures shall be reported to Congress in accordance with section 193 Revis 
Statutes of the United States 

On amendments 69 and 70: Leaves the provisions affecting the water 
partment just as the bill passed the House. 

On amendment 71: Inserts the following 

* And where special assessments have been reduced on revision as requ 
by law, drawback certificates receivable for all arrears of general taxes d 
unpaid June 30, 1882, shall be issued to the holders of outstanding lier 
cates for the interest accrued on the amount of such reduction up to the 
the passage of this act 


The aggregate of the bill as agreed upon and whichis payable from the rr 
| ury is $1,686,743.27, being a reduction under the amount as it passed the 5 
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of $34,420, an increase of $9,451.29 over the bill as it passed the House, and 
953.96 decrease under the law for the current year. 
JOHN F. FOLLETT 
WALDO HUTCHINS 
Managers on the part of the House 


ate 


o 


13 


Mr. FOLLETT. Mr. Speaker, the explanation which has just been 
read is complete so far as the action of the conference committee is con- 
cerned, and I move the conference report be agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask my colleague to yield to me a minute. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not sign this conference report, Mr. Speaker, 
and my reason for not doing so was on account of Senate amendment 
numbered 71, from which the Senate receded with an amendment I 
did not believe the matter agreed to in conference was properly befor: 
it. as it was neither in the House bill nor in the bill as it passed the 
Senate. Prior to the meeting of the conference I had not given the 
subject investigation, nor have I been able to do so since sufficiently to 
have a fixed opinion as to its merits. I presume the gentlemen who 
have signed the conference report have done so. It was, however, 
sufficient for me, not believing it to be a matter properly in conference, 
to withhold my signature from the report. 

Phe conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. FOLLETT moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
of the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

rhe latter motion was agreed to. 


EVENING SESSION FOR COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. ROSECRANS. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs to ask that this resolution which I send to the desk 
be read, and unanimous consent requested to put the same upon its 
passage. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution wil 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House shall take a recess at 5 o'clock this afternoon to re 


assemble at 8 o'clock for the sole purpose « f considering bills from the Com: 


tee on Military Affairs and Senate bills on the Speaker’stable, the subject-mat 


ter of which have been considered by the Committee on Military Atfairs 


} 
i 


be read, after whit h the Chair 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present cousideration of 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ROSECRANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Mr. Speaker, I perceive that the resolution 
which I sent up a few moments since, by an error of the Clerk in copy- 
ing it, omits to make provision for an evening session to-morrow rhe 
intention of the committee was to ask that two evenings be set apart 
for this business. I therefore ask unanimous consent that the resolu- 
tion as adopted be modified so as to provide for the same order to-mor- 
row afternoon. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the modification suggested 
by the gentleman from California ? 

Mr. KEIFER. I think it had better stand for the present as it is 
There may be some other business of importance for to-morrow even- 
ing. Ido not object to the session to-night of course which has been 
agreed upon. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. The difficulty is to get recognition 

ZUNI INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. OURY. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs to report, with favorable recommendation, a resolution of 
inquiry referred to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged report, which the Clerk wi 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs,to whom was referred House res 
Hs, have considered the same, and report the same back with the recommie 
tion that it be adopted, 

The committee find some person or persons have laid claim to a port ) 
the Zuni Indian reservation in the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico 
and that it isnecessary to haye all the information in the Interior Depart 
in order to ascertain what legislation, if any, is necessary to settle any disputes 
questions of title to lands on said reservat on, as we las to furnis the ¢ 
tee on Expenditures with desired information in the prosecution of its labors 





The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution reported back 


by the committee. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of tne Interior be requested to fur sh the House 
of Representatives with « opies of all reports, correspon: 


on file in the Interior Department relating 





to the allewed el ns of 


to a portion of the lands of the Zuni Indian reservatic ithe Territories 
Mexico and Arizona and the restoration of such lands to said reservat 
“iso to inform the House what action the Department has taken in the 


Ses 


Mr. VALENTINE. 





Does that require unanimous consent ? 
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The SPEAKER. It isa privileged report from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COBB. I call up the regular order, which is the unfinished 
business 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I gave notice some time ago that I would 
call up the Chalmers-Manning contest, but I find the minority on that 
side has not had its views printed; and, yielding to their request, | 
allow the case to go over until to-morrow, and will then call it up 
again. 

Mr. WILLIS. I wish to make an inquiry as to whether it would 
be in order to move to go into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order if the House declines to « 
sider the untinished business. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I ask permission to make a statement, which 
will not exceed perhaps a quarter of a minute. 

Mr, COBB. I will consent to that if the gentleman will allow m« 
the same length of time to make a counter-statement. 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

I desire to say that under instructions from the Committee on Eduea 
tion Over six months ago we reported a bill, which is in Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. Nearly three months ayo 


the Senate passed an educational bill lam req lired by that com 


} 


mittee and shall endeavor to obtain consideration of one orthe other of 
these bills, but I do not desire from morning to morning to occupy the 
time of the House with an endeavor to secure their consideration If 
then, the House will by a yea-and-nay vote give me my instructions in 
the premises I will abide by that decision, and I will ask a yea-and- 
nay vote whether it is the pleasure of this House to take u 
sideration one of these educational bills 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Whvyean not we do that now by unan 
Imous consent 7 [Cries of ** Regulat order'’’ ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky was permitted to 
make a brief statement upon condition that the gentleman from In 
diana should have the same privilege 

Mr. COBB. I desire to state, Mr. Speaker, that this land-grant ques 
as importantgis any we have betore us. The late conven 

publican party indorsed the forfeiture of the land grants 
R And the educational bill, too. 
} And the educational bill, too, as I am intormed So 





ittce on the Publie Lands isconcerned we have worked 
} 





at this business, and have presented a number of } 
tor the consideration of the House which we are in hones of reach 


and passing at this session 


Mr. VALENTINE. By what right is this debate going on? 
. 


he SPEAKER. By consent of the House. Consent was given to 


the gentleman from Kentucky to make a statement on condition 


ll 
| 
that the gentleman from Indiana who called up the unfinished busi 


ness might also make a brief statement 


Several MEMBERS Regular order! 
Mr. EATON I do not want a quarter of a minute or a quarter of 
an hour in which to make any statement But I think the untinished 


business is the bill reported by the Committee on the Law respecting 
the Election of President and Vice-President: and I therefore propose 
to eall up that bill 


The SPEAKER. ‘There is pending as untinished business a report 
from the Committee on Public Lands, a bill to repeal the pre-emption 


) 
laws and the timber-culture laws to which various amendments have 


heen offered and on which the previous question has been ordered ; 
there is alsoan unfinished report from the Select Committee on the Law 
respecting the Election of President and Vice-President to which 


ous amendments have been offered andon which likewise the previous 


question hes been ordered But the report from the Committee on 
Public Lands comes tirst It was unfinished business having priority 
when the other bill was taken up As soon as that is disposed of, the 
billto whichthe gentleman from Connecticut refers will be the regular 
order as untinished business 

Mr. WILLIS I raise the question of consideration against the un- 
finished business, my purpose being to ask the House to take up for 


The question 1s, Will the Hlouse proceed to t] é 





Col leration of the unfinished business, being the bill reported by ile 
Con ttee on Publie Lar 2 

Mr. KEIFER. Has the previous question been ord 

The SPEAKE!I It has been ordered on the amendments and en 
erossmit i third reading of the b 

Mr. KEIFER d rt ve ich if the question of « deration 
can ‘ y i bill o7 ch the pre jue i has been 
reer 

ihe Sit KEI Che ¢ I some doubts It } en the cu 
ym of the House to take up a 1s unfinished business bills ¢ 

D is q st ] een et It Hhaypppye ~ l 


care segemeat te 












Mr. KEIFER Then they should be taken in the order of priority. 
Che question being put, the House determined to consider the unfin- 


ished business, being the report of the Committee on the Public Lands. 






PRE-EMPTION AND TIMBER-CULTURE LAWS. 


‘he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 


T 
i 
Phe Clerk read as follows: 








4 bill (H. R. 7004) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption ofthe public 
ids and the laws allowing entries for timber-culture. 






Mr. COBB. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment to sup- | 
ply words which were by mistake left out in the printed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 
Pending that, the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Coss] asks nnanimous 
consent to correct what he states is an erroneous print of the bill. The 
gentleman will send up his amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 









| 








Amend section 2 of the bill as follows: Insert after ‘* 2468,"’ in line 4, these 





words and all other laws upon the subject ;’’ so that it will read 
That sections 2464, 2465, 2466, 2467, and 2468 and all other laws upon the subject 






























| 
| 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed.”’ 

Mr. VALENTINE. I object. 

Mr. COBB. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 
vious question was ordered on the bill and amendments. I do so be- 
cause it is important that this amendment shall be made. 

‘he SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider can only be entertained 
by unanimous consent, more than two days having elapsed since the | 
previous question was ordered 

Mr. COBB. I think the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALEN- | 
rINE] if he understood the amendment would not antagonize it. 

Mr. VALENTINE It is too broad. I certainly shall object. 

Mr. COBB. There were two acts intended to be repealed 

Mr. VALENTINE. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being insisted upon, the Clerk 
will report the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana 
and the amendment proposed <o that by the gentleman from Alabama. 

The Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. HOLMAN, as follows: | 





That from and after the passage of this act no public lands of the United States | 
adapted to agriculture shall be sold except mineral lands and town sites, and 
all public lands of the United States adapted to agriculture shall be reserved for 
actual and bona fide settlers only under the provisions of the homestead laws, 
subject, however, to bounty-land warrantsand college scrip issued by authority | 
of Congress and grants which Congress has heretofore made or shall hereafter 
make in new States and Territories for the purpose of education; but all laws 
and parts of laws touching the rights of the officers, soldiers, and seamen here- 
tofore in the military or naval service of the United States in the public lands 
are continued in full force 


The SPEAKER. To that amendment the gentleman from Alabama | 
[Mr. HERBERT] has moved an amendment, which the Clerk will read. | 
Che Clerk read as follows: 


Sty 


ke out the words ‘adapted to agriculture,”’ where they first occur in Mr. 
HoLMAN’s amendment, and in lieu thereof insert “‘ which shall be decided by 
the Interior Department to be more valuable in the market for agricultural 
purposes than for the timber thereon.” 
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| for such lands may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, be issued 





























The question being taken on the adoption of Mr. HERBERT’S amend- 
ment, there were ayes 17. Before the negative vote was counted, 

The SPEAKER said: The Chair finds that when this bill was for- 
merly under consideration the yeas and nays were ordered on this | 
amendment and were taken, but no quorum voted. 

Mr. HERBERT. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The House had ordered them; but the yeas and 
nays being taken disclosed the fact that a quorum had not voted. 

Mr. HERBERT. I am satisfied that taking the yeas and nays 
would merely be consuming time. I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent that the order for the yeas and nays be vacated. 

here was no objection. 

fhe SPEAKER. The Chair then will complete the rising vote. 

The negative vote was taken; and the Speaker announced that there 
were—ayes 17, noes 39. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. BLANCHARD, 
and the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. CoBB. 

Mr. POLAND. Let the amendment be again reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 26, noes 124. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 


agreed to 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs onthe adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment, being 
was offered by the gentleman from Washington Territory 


rhe Clerk read as follows: 
Add at the end of section 6 the following 


i i, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to amend or re- 
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peal an act for the sale of timber-lands in the States of California, Orezo) 
Nevada, and in Washington Territory, passed June 3, 1878."’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was that amendment pending ? 

The SPEAKER. Amendments were offered and allowed to be co) 
sidered as pending, and then the previous question was ordered on t], 
bill and amendments. 

The question being taken on the amendment proposed by M; 
BRENTS, there were—ayes 32, noes 13. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was one offered by Mr. DUNN, to add to th 
bill the following: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to impair, defeat, o1 
any manner affect the rights of any State to. indemnity for swamp and ov 
flowed lands granted to the State of Arkansas and to other States under th 
provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to enable the State of Arkansas and ot! 
States to reclaim the swamp lands within the limits,”’ approved September 
1850, as provided in sections 2479, 2480, 2481, 2482, 2483, 2454, 2485, 2486, 2487, 
2489, and 2490 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was one offered by Mr. PETERS, to add to sec- 


2488, 


| tion 1 of the bill the following: 


Provided, That when it is ascertained, after investigation, that any quarter 
section of land entered under the provisions of the homestead, pre-emption 
timber-culture laws charged to have been fraudulently entered has been trans 
ferred to an innocent holder, without any collusion between such holder and 
the person charged with the fraudulent entry, then in suchcase or cases pat 


The question was taken upon agreeing to the amendment by a rira 
voce vote, and the Speaker announced that the noes appeared to have it 

Mr. PETERS. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 47. 

So (no further count being called for) the amendment was not agr 
to. 

The bill asamended was then ordered to be engrossed for a third re: 
ing; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to move to recommit this bill with instr. 
tions. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. NELSON. Then I move to recommit the bill to the Committe: 
on Public Lands with instruction to so amend the bill as to retain the 
pre-emption law, but modified so that it shall not apply to pine land 
and so that final proof and entry can not be made till after settlement 
and cultivation for a period of not less than thirty months. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I have prepared a resolution to recommit this 
bill to the Committee on Public Lands with instructions to report 
amendments to the timber-culture and pre-emption laws, which w 
obviate fraudulent practices under those laws. Is it inorder for me t 


t 


ud 


| move that as a substitute for the motion submitted by the gentlema 


from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] or to submit it afterward? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can offer it as a substitute, o1 
should the motion of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON ] } 
voted down, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] can thet 
submit his motion. 

The motion of Mr. NELSON to recommit was not agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. I now move the previous question on the passage of th 
bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Pending the demand for the previous question, 
I submit the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Public Lands w 
instructions to report such amendments to the pre-emptien and timber-culturs 
laws as will prevent fraudulent practices thereunder. 

Mr. KEIFER. Has there not been a vote on a motion to recommit ? 

The SPEAKER. That was the ordinary motion to recommit be- 


| fore the previous question was demanded. 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. ANDERSON; and upo! 
a division there were—ayes 27, noes 61. 

Mr. VALENTINE. No quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. VALENTINE and Mr. HOLMAN wer 
appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there wer 
ayes 27, noes 103. 


Mr. VALENTINE (one of the tellers). No quorum has voted. | 


| is my duty to my constituents to see that such a measure as this is no‘ 


passed without a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will continue the count, and gent! 
men who have not voted will please come forward and vote on one side 
or the other. 

The tellers continued and concluded the count, and reported tha 
there were—ayes 47, noes 117. 

So the motion of Mr. ANDERSON was not agreed to. 

The previous question was ordered upon the passage of the bill 

Mr. VALENTINE and Mr. ANDERSON called for the yeas an 
nays on the passage of the bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


eels peste, oi sal ben Me. 
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voting 134; 


Adams, G. E, 
Aiken 
Alexander, 
Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
Barksda e, 
Beach 
Belford 
Bennett, 


Blanchard, 








Boy e, 
Breckinridge, 
Broadhead, 
Browne, T. M. 
Buchanan, 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Connolly, 
Cosgrove, 
Cox, 5. 5. 
( 
I 


risp 


t 
Jaran, 





Brown, W. W. 


Culbertson, W. W. 








ampbell,. 
ampbell,. 
hac ws 
lardy, 
May, 


Collins 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Covington, 
Cox, W_.R 
Culberson, D. B. 
Cullen, 


Cuyt n, 


—_— 





The question was taken; and 


as follows: 





Yi 
Ellis, 
Eliweod, 
Eng! ° 
Erinentrout, 
Ferrell, 


Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Geddes, 
Glascock, 
Green, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hardeman, 
Hardy, 
Hatch, W. H. 
Hemphill, 
Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hiscock, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, 
Houseman, 
Hunt, 
James, 
Johnson 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J. K. 
Kleiner, 
Lanham, 
Lawrence, 
Lewis 
Lore, 
Lovering, 


Hepburn, 
Hitt, 
Ilolmes, 
Horr, 
Howey, 
Kean, 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
MecCoid 
Miller, S. H. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


there 

AS—l4 
Lyman, 
M loo 
McComas 


MeMiilin, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Morrison, 
Moulton, 
Neece, 
Nutting, 
Oates 

©’ Ferrall, 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Patton, 
Payne 
Payson, 

Pe el, 
Pierce, 
Pryor 
Randall, 
Ray, G. W. 
Reese, 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
scales, 
Seney, 
seyinour, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, C. R. 


Smith, 





Spr 
Springer, 

° 
stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 


r 
ses, 





) i 
Har 
Varker, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Poland 
Price 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 


NOT VOTING—154. 


Cutcheon, 
Davidson, 
Davis, L. H. 
Deuster, 
Dingley, 
Dox Kery, 
Dowd, 
Duncan, 
Dunham, 
Elliott, 
Evins, J. H. 
Fiedler, 
Forney, 
Fyan 
Garrison 


George, 
Gibson, 
Graves, 
Greenle 





Guenther, 
Hanback, 
Harm 14 k, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 


Haynes, 


Henderson, T. J. 


Hewitt, A.S 
Hill, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Houk, 
Hurd, 


Hutchins, 


/So the bill was passed. 


rhe SPEAKER. 


Jetiords, 
Jones, J.T. 
Jordan, 
Kasson, 
Keifer 
Ketcham, 
King 
Lacey, 
Laird 

Lamit 

Le Fevre, 
Libbe T. 
Long, 
Lowry 
McCormick, 
Matson, 
Millike li, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morr 
Morse 
Muldrow 
Muller 
Murphy, 
Murray 
Mutchiler, 


Nicholls 


O Neill, Charles 
Paige 

Pettibone 
Phelps, 


Post 
Potter, 
Pusey, 


Mr. RiGGs with Mr. HANBACK. 
Mr. CooK with Mr. STEPHENSON. 
Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. GEORGE. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. DAvis, of Missouri 
Mr. ForRNkY with Mr. KEIFER. 
Mr. BROADHEAD with Mr. RYAN. 


The following were announced as paired for thi 


were—yeas 149, nays 40, not 


Stockslager, 
Storm 
Sumner, C.A 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
rully, 
Turner, H.G 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Warner, Richard 
Washburn, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
Williams, 
Willis, 

Wilson, James 
Wilson, W.L, 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 

Wood, 
Worthington, 
Yaple, 


Rice, 
Smalls, 


Stewart, J. W. 


strait, 
Taylor, E.B 
Valentine, 
Wakefield, 
Weaver 
White, Milo 
Woodward. 





Robertson, 
Robinson, J. 8. 





Slocum, 


Snyder 
Spooner, 
steci¢ 


Stephenson, 
Struble 
Sumner, D. H. 
la ¥¢ 
Paylor, J.D 
rPhomas, 
Throckmorton 
Townshend 
Wait 

Warner, A.J. 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 

Wise. JS 
Young 


The Clerk will announce the additional pairs. 


Che following were announced as paired on this vote; 


day: 


Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. CurcHEoN. 
Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. STRUBLE. 
Mr. FIEDLER with Mr. DINGLEY. 


Mr. Dowp with Mr. CAMPBELL, 
Mr. SUMNER, 


of Wisconsin, 


Mr. MULpROwW with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. 


this question I should vote ‘“‘ay.”’ 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


of Pennsylvania. 
vith Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire 


Mr. Speaker, if I were not paired on 
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Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was pas 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the tal 


’ 
agreed to, 


Phe latter motion was 


[ESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


\ message from the President of the United States was commun 
to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, 
the House that the Preside 
tion of the following title 


one of his secretaries, who also into1 


nt had approve d and signed a t 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 16 


MCTHIRISSION LO ENDL 





7) granting 
( apitol a model of the ped stal of the 
lightening the world. 


I 
Bartholdi statue of Liberty 


SIN ESS 


ORDER OF I 


Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER Phe regular order has been demanded It is the 
unfinished business—— 

Mr. LEWIS I move that the House proceed to consider bills in re 
lation to land grants, reported by the Committee on Public Lands, sucl 
bills to be considered in the erder in which they 
endar 

Mr. EATON. As TI have understood the suggestion of the Chair, the 
next business now in order isthe untinished business coming over from 
Saturday last—the bill providing for the count of the electoral vote 
Che previous question has been ordered upon that bill 
the consideration of the bill 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EAron | 
demands the regular order, which is the untinished business, upon which 
the previous question has been ordered. ‘The gentleman trom Louis 
ana [Mr. LEWIs] desires, as the Chair understands, to raise the ques 
tion of consideration 

Mr. LEWIS. If I recollect aright the order of the House under 
which the bill in reference to the electoral count was taken up, it 
subject to matters reported under the Holman resolution, and ther 
fore my motion takes precedence of that of the gentleman from Con 
necticut 

The SPEAKER. The difficulty is that the bill which the gentleman 
from Connecticut calls up was under consideration and the previou 


I 


stand upon the Cal 


question was ordered upon the amendments and on ordering the bill 
to a third readins In other words, the House directed that the main 
l The Chair thinks 


tion should 


ques be put at @nce on those propositions. 
that in this position of the case 

Mi LEWIS I am pertectly willing— 

The SPEAKER Debate is not in ordet 

Mr. LEWIS 1 understand that under the rules the gentleman 
charge of the electoral-count bill will the right, if that bill 
taken up, to occupy one hour in closing the debate. If he will agree 
hat there shall be no discussion, but that the vote b« taken at once on 
the bill, I will not antagonize his proposition 

Mr. WILSON. of lowa I do not believe that this question 
been held in the House otherwise than according to the present ruling 


1 Chai 
I understand the Chair has ruled that the que 


Mr. VALENTINE 


l 
tion of consideration can be raised against the measure in charge of the 


have 





+4 
ol 


ventleman from Connecticut although the previous question | 


ordered 


The SPEAKER. This 


demanded, aiter the bill in 


morning, When the regular order was first 
relation to letter-carriers had been ¢ 
of. the Chair allowed the question ol consideration to be raised inst 
a bill on which the previous question had been ordered simply because 
there were two bills in the same situation precisely. 
Mr. VALENTINI That, I think, 
The SPEAKER Che Chair held that the House should have t 
ght in such a ¢a 


Mr. VALENTINE. And I understand there is now but one bill fi 


was correct 


se to cete 


rmine which bill it would take 


nis position. 


| 
The SPEAKER 


ie prac tice of the 


There is but one: 
House 


the bill on which the previous 


and the Chair thinks that unde 
t} although there is no positive rul 


question has been ordered come 


wpon the 
subject. 
up as a matter ol Course 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa 


there have been a great many decisions 


Although there is no positive rule Nir 


} 
spe iKel 


The SPEAKER Chere have been a great many decisions and there 





tice in the House, although there is no positive rm 





as Heen i One pra 

Mr. LEWIS I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of the elect 
oral count bill, whether he tends to consume any time in discu 
sio! 

Mr. EATON I] pre ous question has been ordered, Ithe ru 
of the House t the de The more quickly we ,¢i at this bil 
the more quicl e shall dispose of it. 

The SPEAKER rhe gentleman from Connecticut will proceed 

Mr. LEWIS I raise the question of consideration. 

he SPEAKER Che Chair thinks the question of consideration « 
not be raised against the bill en the House by a vote directed 
that the question be pu 
r OF ELECTO! OT! 


cordingly resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 
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to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of President and Vice- 
President, and to provide for and regulate the counting of the votes for 
President id Vice-President, and tor the decision of questions arising 
thereon 

Mr. HART Mr. Speaker, I believe the Chair holds that this bill is 
now betore the House tor consideration ? 

Che SPEAKER He does 

Mr. HAR Chere is. | understand, an hour for further debate, one- 
h 0 ‘ ch is to be occ upied by those who oppose the substitute. 

The SPEAKEI That is not the rule of the House 

Mr. HARI l understand it to be the arrangement. 

The SPEAKER The rule would allow one hour for closing the 
debate » be controlled by the gentleman who reported the bill 

Mr. EATON Che arrangement is that one-half of the closing hour 
sha be on ipied by gentlemen opposed to the substitute reported by 
the House committee I yield half an hour tothe gentleman from 
Ohio [| Mr. HART], who will dispose of it as he chooses 

Mr. HART. I yield twenty minutes of my time to the gentleman 
trom Alabama 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I believe this Congress at this ses- 

on ought to pass some law on this question The situation 1s just as 
t was eight years ago. We are entering on what is likely to bea very 
exciting Presidential campaign. The House is Democratic and the Sen- 

is Republican, and if we adjourn this session without having agreed 

ipon any rule or any law which shall! regulate the countof the electoral 

tte we may have a deadlock again next winter I do not believe 
the country would submit to another electoralcommission. Upon the 
passage of some law now to regulate the count may depend the peace 
of the country and the perpetuity of our institutions. I believe that 
i bad law would be better than no law at all, for the law-abiding con- 
servative spirit of the people of this country would cause the people to 
acquiesce in whatever decision might be made according to a law agreed 
upon betore the quarrel or dispute had arisen. 
« | am in favor of the Senate bill and against the substitute reported 
by the House committee That substitute pro. ides that the Senate 
and House shall merge into one body, that Senators and Representa- 


tives shall ises 


vote per capita on every question as it ar 
lhe distinguished gentleman from Connecticut [ Mr. EATON] who re- 
ported the substitute said in his opening remarks that it was unconsti- 
tutional l agree with him 

Mr. EATON Not quite that. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iso understood you. He 
I doubt the constitutionality of his substitute 
by him 


says he did not say it. 
but for a very different 
reason from that given by 

He is the duty of the House under the Constitution to count 
the votes of the electors, and he derives that power from the fact that 
the Constitution imposes upon the House the election of a President if 
none shall be chosen by the electors. With all due deference I 
that i It is true that under the law whatever party or 
power is to fill a vacancy niust first decide that a vacancy exists, but 
it does not necessarily follow that the person or body which has the fill- 
ing of a vacancy must find or declare the vacancy in the first instance. 

I need not go beyond the organization of this House for an illustra- 
tion of that. The gentleman from Connecticut was elected to this 
House under the laws of Connecticut Butif when he came here there 
had been a contest between him and another, and this House had de- 
cided that the election was void and the seat was tacant, on the gov- 
ernor of Connecticut would have devolved the duty to take the first 


Says it 


= «t 


sequitur 


step in filling the vacancy He would act on the declaration of this 
House that there was a vacancy and issue his writ for an election. So 
in this case. It does not at all follow from the fact that this House 


has devolved upon it the duty of electing a President if the electors 
that it has the right under the Constitution to count the 
vote Chat same provision of the Constitution gives the right also to 
the Senate to elect a Vice-President in case none has been elected by 
the electors 


thoose non 


Chen we would have according to his reasoning two bodies, the House 
ot Kepresentatives and the Senate, each entitled to count these votes. 
How could that be done? Would the gentleman split his logic, and 
say that under the Constitution the House would have the right to 


count the votes for President and the Senate would have the right to 
count the votes for Vice-President. Who ever heard of such an idea ? 
I think the mere statement of the proposition is its sufficient refuta- 
tion 

But, M 


the Senate 


the 
, to whom the certificates of returns have been transmitted, 
shall open the cer the Senate and House 


sy aKe! 


tificates in the presence of 


of Re presentatives 


It is further provided, after he shall have so opened the certificates, 
that ‘* the votes shall then be counted.’’ It has always been understood 
from the beginning of the Government, now nearly-one hundred years, 


lacking but one to complete all the counts in the century since the Gov- 

ernment began, that the Senate acted as a Senate, as an organized body, 

and the House of Representatives also as an organized body, each equal 
powel | authority over the count to the other 


word Senate as used in the Constitution has a distinct and defti- 


whe 


A ih 


think | 


Constitution provides that the President of 
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nite signification—an organized political entity. So the words Hous 
of Representatives mean this House organized as such. 

But this House substitute provides that when the Senate comes ; 
here itshall give upits autonomy; that it shall not come here asa Senat 
but that the Senators shall come simply as voters. It provides that 1 
seventy-six Senators shall merge themselves with the members of t] 
House, where they, the representatives of thirty-eight States, will | 
less power than the Representatives of three States on this floor. |) 
you seriously invite the Senate to that kind of a feast? Another ; 
sequence which has been alluded to in this debate: The Senate to 
is Republican, the House Democratic, and, as I have said, all the ; 
edents, without a single exception, point to the conclusion that 
is to be equal to the other in powerand authority over the count 
you seriously ask the Senate, a Republican Senate, to come over 
and give up its power and merge its membership into the members 
of this House, and give us Democrats over seventy imiajority in the co 
of the next Presidential vote ? 

Mr. MILLS. Let me interrupt the gentleman from Alabama 
moment. Does the gentleman from Alabama pretend that any on 
he legally declared to be elected President of the United States wit 
the consent of the House of Re presentatives? 

Mr. HERBERT. Idonot, asa general proposition; though Id: 
tend, and [ am coming to that, that Congress has the right to leg 
upon thatsubject and prescribe rules of evidence by which both Hou 
shall be guided in conducting the count 

Mr. MILLS. But let me call the gentleman’s attention to this 
Constitution declares that the House of Representatives shall, i: 
event of a certain contingency, proceed to elect a President of the | 
States Now, according to the rules of law as I understand 

whena power isconferred upon any body todo a certain thin 
happening of a certain contingency, the power is also vested 
body to determine the time that that contingency has happened 
when the House finds that no one has been elected, it is its duty 
ceed under the Constitution to elect a President 

Mr. HERBERT. I have already answered that the same o1 
ilar power is conferred upon the Senate as upon the House of hi 
sentatives, and I believe with the gentleman from Texas that 
two Houses were in dispute, and no one could be declared elect: 
the consent of both Houses, and that the count had failed to d 
| that anybody was elected, then in that event it would devoly 
the House to elect a President, and upon the Senate to ele 
President. But that is a question we need not 
I want to provide by law how the count shi 
may not fail. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If that position be a sound one, a 
need to do to conter jurisdiction upon the House to proceed to 
President is to have the two Houses disagree. That leaves it th 
cording to the gentleman’s theory, in the diseretion of the Hou: 
most singular condition of affairs. 

Mr. EATON. That is a new theory altogether 

Mr. HERBERT. The dispute that would arise right at that po 
is well illustrated by this colloguy. I never want to see this « 
brought into the condition where the House of Representatives w1!! 
claiming the right to elect a President because the two Houses | 
been unable to agree that anybody has been elected, the House conte: 
ing for, and the Senate, and perhaps the President, disputing 
right. I believe that it is our duty now to adopt a measure that 
avoid questions of that kind. I would avoid the very question 
has arisen here. By an exercise of the power the Constitution ¢ 
(when it confers all powers necessary and proper to carry into exe 
tion any power granted to Congress, or to any Department or brat 
of this Government), I believe we are authorized to pass such a 
as the Senate has sent over to us; and I believe we ought to do it a 
thus settle these disputes. 

As I have said, it is out of the question to pass this substitute 
stand for that is to declare for nolaw; for you can not expect the Sen 
which can hold up precedents running back without challenge or qur 
tion for ninety-six years, to give up its prerogative, its right to 
factor in the count equal to the House of Representatives 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 4 
tion for information. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I heard the gentleman make a remark t! 
intended to vote for the Senate bill. The Constitution of the | 
States specifically declares that— 
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Each State shall appoint, in such manneras the Legislature thereof may ( 
a number of electors equal to the whole number of Senators and Repres« 
tives to which the State may be entitled in the Congress 


And again 


The Congress may determing 
on which they shall give 
the United States. 


the time of choosing the electors, und 
their votes; which day shall be the same throu, 


Now, the functions of Congress in regard to this particularthing !* 
expressed in these words of the Constitution, by what authority ¢a 
undertake to legislate, as this Senate bill asks us to do by this = 
section, .to fix a statute of limitation by which the State’s right to > 
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lect electors as it pleases is to be vacated? How can Congress get au- 
thority for either the second or the third section of the Senate act, under 
these words of the Constitution restricting that power to these specific 
things? ; : 

Mr. HERBERT. I willanswerthe gentleman’s question right here, 
and then I will beg gentlemen, as only twenty minutes are given me, 
not to ask any other question, but to allow me to proceed with my 
argument, in the course of which I will endeavor to consider all the 
difficulties as they arise. 

I‘answer the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] by saying 
the Senate bill does not undertake to interfere in any manner what- 
ever in the second or any other section with the right of a State abso- 
lutely to choose its electors, any more than it interferes with the right 
of the people of the State under State laws to choose members of Con 
gress. The Senate bill does not interfere with the election at all nor 
with the right of election. It simply undertakes to lay down a mode 
in which it shall be ascertained who has been chosen. That is all It 
undertakes simply to legislate with reference to the rules of evidence 
bv which it shall be ascertained what the State has done, what electors 
the State has appointed. 

Why, sir, the gentleman seems to think, and the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. EAron] went off upon that idea, that the right on 
the part of the State to « hoose was interfered with in some manner h\ 
the right on the part of the Federal Government to decide who has 
been chosen. 1] 
us were chosen under the laws of our States. Those laws are not ir 
terfered with, and the power of the voters is absolute to choose whom 
they please, but this absolute power of election is not at all inconsist 
ent with the right resting here to decide who has been chosen 
must separate between the right to choose and the right to decide 
heen chosen. The people elect members of this House 
House decides who has been chosen. A Legislature 
The Senate decides Ww ho has been chosen. 7 he States appoint electors 
The House and the Senate decide what persons have been appointed 
E 


ou 


\ 
y } ‘) 
has r} 





elects Senators 


very where the Constitution gives to the Federal Government or som 
branch of it the right to decide who has been chosen to perform any 


Federal function. The Senate bill does not at all intertere with that 
power, and that power is not inconsistent with the power of the 
or the States to choose or appoint under State authority 

But I was interrupted. I had not quite done with the substitute 
offered here by the House committee. | say it is not only without prec 
dent, but so far as I know—and I have studied this question heretotfor 
with considerable care—without any authority at all, unless it be th 
Mr. Alexander Stephens wrote an article inthe International Review it 
1878, in which he contended for the plan adopted here by the House 
committee. 
House and Senate in one body except a rejected fragment tound in the 
handwriting of Mr. Jefferson among some old manuscripts of his 
years after his death. 

The SPEAKER pro tempor 
the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
of the gentleman may be extended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentuel 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Alaban 
extended. 

Mr. TULLY and Mr. LEWIS objected. 

Mr. HART. 
which I am entitled. 
Mr. HERBERT. 

for his courtesy. 

I understand the gentleman from Connecticut [M1 


L 


peopic 
I 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri). The timeo 


Iam much obliged to the gentleman from 


Not so; tor, as I said before, that gentleman and all of 


He was unable to cite any authority at all for merging the 


to follow and close this debate proposes to rely upon that fragment 


found among the manuscripts of Mr. Jefferson as an authority. Iv 


say, in the first place, if you examine it you will find that it did not 


It was inconsistent with it. It wasanamen¢ 


propose this plan. el 
known. But the amendment was never offered. 

to have written that while he was Vice-President. 
for eight years after that, and in not a single message, in not a sing] 
letter, to no human being did he ever mention that tragment. Hed 


Mr. Jefferson 


‘ 


1] 
Li 


+ 


ent 
offered, or intended to be offered, to some bill, but what bill is not 


+ 


He was President 


not himself consider it fit to be given to the country, and it is unfair 


to his memory to quote it against him now. 

Then I come to the Senate bill. The nec ssity of the Senat 
arises out of the fact that, as I have said, always heretofore the tw 
Houses have been considered each equal to the other in the count, an 
they can do nothing unless they agree. When they are 
are just like a court composed of two judges, who, unless they 


met here they 


can not render a judgment even upon a promissory not (nd these 


two Houses, Democratic and Republican respectively, may poss 
disagree. 


I yield the gentleman the remaining ten minutes to 
Ohio 


EATON | who is 


j 


is Salad 


lid 


The Senate bill proposes simply to prescribe rules of evi- 


dence, according to which the count shall be regulated, and which 


shall enable them to arrive at a result. 
scribe such rules by law, as I believe, under the Constitution 
Soon after the Electoral Commission in 1877, which left 


Congress 


a profour 


conviction upon the minds of the American people that some mode 


should be agreed upon and some regulations prescribed, the Senate a 
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has powel t pre- 
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the House appointed special committees to consider this question; and 


this Senate bill has had shed upon it at various times the light of the ; 
great intellects of Thurman, Conkling, Ben Hill, and all the g 


reat men, 
the Capitol f 
last six years. And it has passed that body, if I mistake not, four 
times. It passed there unanimously in the Forty-seventh Congress, 
and I bélieve it passed there unanimously this session. The Senate 
thinks it has reached a correct solution of the question 

It appears to me that the second élause goes a little too far if it is 
intended to prescribe that the judgment of a State tribunal shall be 
absolutely conclusive. It was at first my 
in connection with the sections following it 
joint action of the two Houses. I have 
ment, which I am satisfied the Senate 


or the 


Democrats and Republicans, in the other end ot 


impression that, when taken 
it might be overruled by th 
therefore offered an amend 


would agree to if passed here, 


that the judgment of a State tribunal shall be prima facie evidence, and 
entitle a vote to be counted, unless by the concurrent action of the 
two Houses it shall be overruled. 

I think it is going a little too far, although I would agree to that 


rather than have no bill at all I think it is going a littl 
say that the decision of a tribunal of a sing! 
men, and which might be venal, should stand 
united voice of the Senate and of the House of Representatives, r 
senting all the States and all the people, as to who had been ch 
electors for President and Vice-P These rules which ha 
been agreed upon by the Senate go further. In the first place, itis pi 
scribed that if there return trom a State that shall be taker 
Also, that if there are two returns from a State that return shall b 
taken which has been decided by the State tribunal to be the true re 


too tar to 
State, composed ot 


or more 


against 


resident 


is only one 





turn. (nd there are other provisions of the same character. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Suppose there are two State tribunals and 
they send us two decisions. 

Mr. HERBERT Unless the two Houses are unable to agree as to 
which of those two State tribunals is the proper one there will occur 
that which will be commented upon by the gentleman from Connect 
cut, 2 State n ight be disfranchised because of the disagreemi nt of the 
two Houses as to which one of two returns shall be counted 

Mr. BROADHEAD Does not the second section of the Senate bill 
leave it to the State authorities to determine absolutely whet her the 
st ite vote shall be counted 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes; and I have offered an amendment to that 
But to return to the question of disfranchising a State, as it is called 
There is no power on earth having the right to decide any question 


that has not the to decide 
The Supreme Court of the United 
A and give it to B 


would do so, can throw out 


powel it either wrongfully or rightiul 
States can take away the property of 
oO Houses, 


the vote of 


These tv if we are to suppose that tl 


i State Che joint convention 
proposed by the Eaton substitute could throw out the vote of a State 
This House of Representatives can throw out the vote of a State simply 
by refusing to join the Senate in counting it; but is that any 


you should deny that the power of judging who is elected shall 


here? Is the power of the Supreme Court todo wrong any son wl 
you should take away from that court the power to decide anything a 
all ? 

In fact the Constitution as it is, without any rule, as I have said, 


results in the distranchisement of a State whenever there 
ment between the two Houses. 


is a disagree 

If they areeach equal in power and au 
thority, and the one of them says, for instance, that the voteof Alabama 
shall be counted and the other says that it shall not be counted, it 
matters not what has been decided in Alabama, 

there are returns than one from that State, 
without any rule should disagree, then 
vote of Alabama would not be counted 


it matters not whethe1 
if the 
the result would 


two House 


be that the 


more 





Theretore the argument which the gentleman would use, that und: 


he Senate bill there would be power to disft sagainst 


unchise a State, i 


t 
him, if he wants to prevent this being done, because every provision 
t 


hat bill is tor the purpose of enabling the two Houses to come to a 
conclusion in order to prevent that very result, to prevent the dis- 
tranchisement ot a State because the two Houses can not avres That 
is all it comes to at last 

Much has been said about the twenty-second joint rule. That rule 


simply formulated this difficulty. The difficulty has alwaysexisted in 


every count where the House and Senate claimed an equal right to con 






trol the count That is, if one House objected the other House could 
not act without it That is what the twenty-second jount ruk 'e ovided 
for; it contented itself with formulating that proposition and did not 
eo anv further 

The Senate bill now proposes to go further. That bill has been elab 
orately discussed I have never known any question more ably d 
cussed or debated with more of a non-partisan spirit than that bi 
the Senate I suppose the non-partisan character of the discussio1 
sulted largely from the inability of either side to look ahead and 
what result would follow from these rules, whether they would m 
against the one party or the other Here the hammer tell si 
the bill has been ably debated: debated at much greater-lengt) 
we have time tor here It is satistactory there to Dem« 
publicans, and I hope this House will pass it 

Mr. EATON. <A word or two in regard to the position my friend 
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\ ma {[Mr. HERBERT] has assumed He says that the bill of 
committee seeks to give away and to do away with the precedents 
ot hinety years Sir, there has never been a ] recedent There can 
not be a precedent unless there is some position which has been as- 


sumed to make on 


Sil 


for nearly a hundred yea 
without difficulty, 


rs we have passed along withouta prec- 
without any question having arisen. 
ver arose with regard to a vote; never. Gen- 
(Questions arose with regard to the admissibility of 
ates, or whether the vote of a State should be counted that was cast 
on the day after that which Congress had fixed for casting the vote. 
Mr. BROADHEAD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 


question 
i 


Until 


? 


} 
remen 


any 


1-77 a question ne 


forget 


mst 


this bill of the committee because, as he affirms, it is an unconstit 
tional bill. He is not troubled with the Senate bill in that regard 
all. Why, you could drive a four-horse cart through it anywhere ; 
everywhere. It undertakes to determine with regard to the choosi 
of electors, when the State has the entire power with respect to 1] 
question. But it is nugatory, is it? Itdoes not amount to anything 
Why, then, pass it. 

The effect of the Senate bill—I will not say its object, but its effect 
as all intelligent men who read the bill must see, is that you may by 
a judge and in that way change the vote of the State. You put yo 
selves in the very position in which bribery and corruption will b apt 
to follow. 

For the sake of illustration, take my own State. The various 
turning boards of the State send their canvassers to the seat of govern 
ment. The secretary of state, the State treasurer, and the comptrolle: 
of the Commonwealth are the three officers who under the law of Con 


| necticut canvass the vote and determine who have been chosen elect 


Mr. EATON If it is not too long. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. I would ask the gentleman if all the precedents 
have not always been uniform and to one effect—that the Senate and 
House of Representatives act as independent bodies’? 

Mr. EATON. It has always been that they were there together, 
with a presiding officer over an anomaly, over two Houses, one presid- | 
ng officer over two Houses, called a joint body. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. But whenever they acted they acted sepa- 
rately 

Mr. EATON. Theydidnotactatall. My friendis toogooda lawyer 


to talk here about acting when there was not any action for eighty 
not a particle. 


HERBERT 
siwbrisis . 


4 
li 


When the question arose to which the gentleman 


has alluded, concerning the Wisconsin case and also other cases, did 
t they confer among themselves ? 
Mr. EATON. Sir, if we are to goin one rut and keep there regard- 
ess of wisdom and justice and what the country demands, then let us 
stay in that rut. It was a French statesman of wonderful power— 


perhaps the ablest man that France produced during a century—who 
said that great men made precedents and little ones followed them. 
Now, let us make a precedent. There has been no joint conventions. 
I yrant it. Is that any reason why there should not bea joint conven- 
tion when you have seen the necessity forsuch aconvention ’ If there 


| me that word.’’ 


hai been a joint convention eight years ago, as was advised by more | 
, : “3 | 
than one or twoor ten or twenty men, there would have been no elect- 


oral Commission. 
termined the question, the decision of which the Constitution has 
devolved upon Congress. 

Sir, my friend from Alabamasaid that I admitted the bill was uncon- 
stitutional. I did not admitthat. I said that I myself had no doubt 
power to determine the election of President 
Representatives to-day under the Constitution. Gentlemen may draw 
any inference they please from that. I believe the power to be here. 
Jeremiah 8. Black believed it to be here; Charles O’Conor believed it 
here; Matthew H. Carpenter believed it to be here; George Ban- 
croft believed it to be here. I could go on and name fifty gentlemen, 
the profoundest intellects of this country, who have believed that the 
Hlouse of Representatives has the sole power under the Constitution, 
when the question arises, to determine who is the 
United States 
and therefore it is that a majority of the committee have presented a 
bill which, I agree, is not in accordance with that view of the Consti- 
tution. I do believe that this House has that power, and unless some 
law be passed which will prevent the exercise of that power, if within 
a year there should bea situation demanding its exercise, I as one mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives shall call on it to execute the con- 


Lie 


to be 


] 


sel with Tom, Dick, or Harry to determine who has been elected Presi- 
nt of the United States. 
But, sir, Mr. Stephens’s name has been alluded to, and my friend from 
\labama says that I have tortured the meaning of what Mr. Jefferson 
said on this subject. Sir, Mr. Jefferson said that there was a manif>st 
reason why there should be a joint convention, because it would em- 
brace just as many members of the Senate and the House of Represent- 
es as there were electors chosen by the various States. Therefore 
he said there was a manifest reason why that rule might be adopted. 


ae 


+) 
aul 


Mr. HERBERT. What does the bill recommend ? 
Mr. EATON. There is no bill 
Mr. HERBERT. But Mr. Jefferson’s amendment—what did it rec- 


ommend, taking it all together? 


Mr. EATON. There is no bill. The gentleman knows it as well as 
I do 

Mr. HERBERT. I said ** amendment.’’ 

Mr. EATON. Thereisnobill. The bill could not be found; and the 


gentleman knows it. Do not let us take up time here unnecessarily 
[ want to avoid any difficulty on this subject. I report a bill. Do 
you doubt, my friend from Alabama [addressing Mr. HERBERT] or my 


riend from Missouri [addressing Mr. BROADHEAD], that you possess 


the requisite integrity to pass properly upon a question of this sort that 
comes before you as a member of the grand inquest of the American 
yn Who doubts his integrity to do what is just and right? It 
there be such men they ought not to vote forthis bill. Not that all men 


who do not vote for it will be men of bad character—not by any means. 
Now I must hasten on. 


is in the House of 


The Congress of the United States would have de- | 


| I am not talking about that, whether William Thompson or 
Smith 


President of the | 
These men may all be mistaken, they may all be wrong, | 


| return. 


ors of President and Vice-President. When they have made th: 
determination the governor of the State places the broad seal ot 
old Commonwealth upon the certificate, and it is sent to Washingto: 
Now, what is the object of this bill? 

Mr. BROADHEAD. Suppose there are two returns? 

Mr. EATON. I am coming to that. ‘‘I thank thee for teachin 
Two returns are just what would be wanted by thos 
who might desire to nullify the voice of theState. ‘‘ Suppose there ar 
two returns.’’ Suppose the governor of Connecticut puts the broad si 
of the State upon a paper certifying to the election of the electors, who 
the canvassers say, have been chosen. Then suppose some judge gives 
a certificate and sends another return here. What then results trom 
this Senate bill? The vote of Connecticut is lost. And everybody 
knows it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then you assume the judiciary of Con 
necticut is no part of its political system, and we are not bound to abid: 
by its decision. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. 
question—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. EATON. I have no time to yield. If any gentleman thinks | 
misstate a proposition, very’ well. Youask me, suppose there are tw 
returns. I illustrate it withmy own State. The two returns have got 
here; what is the result? If the House bill is passed the joint conve: 
tion determines per capita which of these two returns is the genuin 
return. That is the way; but what becomes of it if this bill does not 
pass and the Senate bill passes? One House says it is the judge’s r 
turn and the other House says it isthe governor’s return. Poor old Co 
necticut loses her vote, and A B isnot elected President of the Unit 
States and C Dis. I propose to avoid that, no matter who is elected 
Joh 


I ask the gentleman from Connecticut 





Mr. BROADHEAD. 
mine who is elected ? 

Mr. EATON. Yes, it will; and let me tell you what will be the r 
sult if the Senate bill passes (and the gentleman trom Alabama admit 
ted it), that you would lose the vote of the State. The State was entitled 
toavote. She voted and elected—that is, my State elected—six electors 
two returns come up; one is a correct return and the other is a fals« 
Every one agrees the correct return, whichever it is, oug]) 
be counted; but with this Senate bill neither is counted, because t! 


In the end, then, this tribunal will not dete: 


| Houses do not agree when they vote concurrently, and both are thrown 
stitutional power that belongs to it, and not go outside and take coun- 


out, and the whole election machinery of the United States goes tot 


| bottom. 


| talk about politics in connection with this matter. 


| State, sir, one of the brightest men in this country. 


I say, Mr. Speaker, it is our duty to prevent such action as we had 
I do not wish to say a word to irritate the feelings of any man. 1! 
is above all politics. If I know myself I have not the heart or soul to 
What I want is 
justice, right, and nothing else, and less than that, God helping m« 
will never take again—never, sir. 

A great deal has been said about the power of the House. | 
again, the House of Representatives in my judgment has the sole pow: 
I want to add a letter written by a very distinguished citizen of yo 
I allude to n 
I desire this letter to come in here as part 


Sa 


friend from Massachusetts. 


| of my speech. 


A MEMBER. To whom do you refer? 

Mr. EATON. To Richard 8S. Spofford, of Newburyport, Mass. 
it a brilliant letter. Itargues hard against my bill, I agree, but I w 
it brought in as part of the literature of this whole matter; and let 
come in here 

The letter is as follows: 


rHE ELECTORAL VOTI BY WHOM COUNTI 


fo Ho 


ithe subjec 


A letter of Richard S Spofford, of Newbu ryport, Mass... 
the United States Senate, 
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‘When Winds arise, worship the echo."’"—PYTHAGORAS 


WASHINGTON, D.C., January 


Hon 
MY DEAR SIR 


Witntiam W. Eaton 


Having been requested by you to committo writing the vi 


My friend from Alabama is troubled Ww ith ' recently expressed by me in @ conversation touc hing the electoral vote andt 
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manner in which it iscounted, I submit the following considerations, by which 
the position upheld by me on that occasion is sustained ees 

I am well aware, of course, that these considerations derive no weight from 
my mere personal authority; but if,as I believe I am able to do, I shall show 
that my conclusion is the true one, it is immaterial from what source they ema- 
nate. for then they will obtain audience not as the utterance of an individual, 
but of the Constitution itself. Nor does it matter at all in this view that the 
onelusion arrived at is entirely different from those hitherto advanced by emi- 
nent partisans on their respective sides. : 

First of all, I observe that in my view of the subject there is neither a casus 
omissus in the Constitution, nor, when the same are properly interpreted, any 
vagueness or uncertainty in its provisions. Indeed,to assume the fact to be 
otherwise, is to ascribe to the framers of the Constitution a want of foresight 
ind intelligence utterly inconsistent with their recognized character for states- 
manship and for prescience in public affairs. Least of all is it to be supposed 
that in a matter of so great importance as the verification of the electoral vote 
for the President and Vice-President anything would have been left by them 
to chance or inference, or to the hazards of political caprice, knowing as we do 
that over no feature of the Government did they deliberate with greater solici- 
tude and circumspection 

ro pretermit this inquiry, however, the question is,by whom,in the intend- 
ment of the Constitution, are the electoral votes for the President and Vice- 
President to be counted ? ; ; ; ; 

The sole provisions of the Constitution bearing upon this inquiry are found 
in article 12 of the amendments, in the following words 

“ The President of the Senate shall, in the presence of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, open ail the certificates, and the votes shall then be counted; 
the person having the greatest numberof votes for President shall be the Pres 
dent, if such number be a majority of the whole number of electors appointed 
ind if no person have such majority, then, from the persons having the highest 
numbers, notexceeding three, on the list of those voted foras President,the Hous 
if Representatives shall choose immediately, by ballot,the President. * * 
Che person having the greatest number of votes as Vice-President shall be thx 
Vice-President, if such number be a majority of the whole number of electors 
ippointed; and if no person have a majority, then from the two highest num- 
bers on the list the Senate shall choose the Vice-President.” 

lo deal, first, with the functions of the President of the Senate: It is obvious 
that the sole duty imposed upon him by the letter of the Constitution is ‘to 
open all the certificates,” and that if he hasany other power beyond this simple 
ministerial one, it is derived by implication, and not by express grant, that im- 
plication springing, if anywhere (for it can spring nowhere else), from the words 
n immediate context with those just quoted, namely, “‘and the votes shall then 
be counted.”’ 

Not even by inference, it seems to me, does the President of the Senate obtain 
iny official authority here. Having his function confined to the opening of the 
certificates by words of express limitation, every canon of interpretation re- 
quires that he shall not transcend the limits of his defined authority to exercise 
another function of an undefined and independent character. Indeed, the op- 
posite is the true and irresistible conclusion, hamely, that, having opened 
the certificates, his constitutional part has been fully performed, and he is, in 
this respect, functus officio. 

Nor does the reason of the case fail to accord with this inevitable construction 

Otherwheres in the Constitution it is provided that the electors, in their re- 
spective States, shall make lists of the persons voted for for President and Vic 
President, and these lists they are charged “to sign and certify and transmit 
sealed to the seat of the Government of the United States, directed to the Presi- 
lent of the Senate.”’ 

Rut thus coustituted the depositary of the electoral vote, and having custody 

f the same, it was perfectly natural and appropriate that the President of the 
senate, since he alone was able to produce and identify them, should be ch irged 
with the duty of opening the certificates. But with the performance of this 
purely ministerial duty his functions end 

Still another point preliminary to the main issue demands attention 

Much has been said of a joint convention, in whose presence the certificates 
ire to be opened and the vote counted. 

No provision for any such body is to be found in the Constitution 

In presence of the Senate and House of Representatives’ —that is the consti 
tutional phrase. The Senate appears in its own proper character as the Senati 
presided ovér by the Vice-President or its appropriate presiding officer: the 
louse in its character as such, presided over by its Speake r; and in their pres 
ence the preceedingsare had. They constitute in no sense a single parliament- 
iry body, but retaip throughout a separate and individual character 

By the language of the Constitution above quoted nothing is demanded of 
either House or Senate except that it shall act as a witness, in whose presence 
all the certificates are to be opened; for though acount is provided for, the luty 
of performing it is not devolved either expressly or impliedly upon them. So 
that, if we are to confine our view to the clause in question, we may well con- 
clude not only that the Constitution in this important particular is vague and 
uncertain, but absolutely dumb Not such, however, is a true conclusion, as 
will be seen when we consider other sections of that instrument which have 
attracted but little notice in this connection, but in which the counting of the 
electoral vote is provided for with definite precision 

We have now, in our theory of constitutional action, the Senate and Hous« 
Representatives, in each other's presence, and the President of the Senate 
charged with the duty of opening all the certificates that have been returned 











by the electors from their respective States. We have, too, the command of the 
Constitution that ‘the votes shallthen be counted,” but with no declaration 
whom 


Now, itis at this precise moment that other provisions of the Constitution come 
into play, prescribing an intelligible and consistent mode of procedur 

What are those provisions? Let us see 

The certificates having been opened by the President of the Senate, who is their 
custodian under the Constitution, and the count being in order, it is provided 
“that the person having the greatest number of votes for President shall be the 
President, if such number be a majority of the whole number of the electors 
ippointed ; and if no person have such majority, then, from the persons having 
the highest numbers, not exceeding three, on the list of those voted for as Presi- 
dent, the House of Representatives shall choose immediately by ballot the 
President.’ : : 

Here, then, for the first time we have distinct intimation by whom in the ir 
tendment of the Constitution the count of the electoral vote is to be made 

Being charged with the duty of electinga President in a detined contingency 
of course the House of Representatives alone can judge when that contingency 
ee Oe To this end it must of necessity examine and count the electoral 
vote 

It must count it to ascertain its total number, that it may learn what a major- 
ity of that number is. : 

It must count and examine it that it may know for what candidates respect- 
ively it has been cast. 

It must count and examine it to know by whom, if by any one, a majority 
has been received, , ; ; ; 

Finally, if no candidate have a majority, it must cotint and examine it to as 
certain “ by what persons, not exceeding three on the list of those voted for as 
President, the highest numbers have been received.’ 
And thus we perceive the reason for the indetiniteness of the words heretofore 
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used, namely, “and the votes shall then be counted,” it being clear that they 
are referred for an operative interpretation to the subsequent clauses of the 
Constitution by which the powers of the House of Representatives in this 
respeet are defined 

It being an exclusive prerogative with which the House is clothe 
ity must be supreme, both as respects the modes of its procedure an 
mate action. Hence follows the conclusion that its jurisdiction over the ele 
oral count for President must be an entire and exclusive one 

Lsay nothing now of the possibilities of a disagreement and the evils to spr 
therefrom between two bodies so dissimilar in interest and character uj, 
theory of a joint count by the Senate andthe House. But I dosay that nosound 
construction will hold thai where one branch of the Government has an exe 





sive and indivisible responsibility its action is to be embarrassed by the inter- 
ference of another branch clothed with no authority and having no voice inthe 
matter 

rhe sole duty of the Senate under the requirements of the Constiiution is to 
take notice whether or not there has been a failure in the popular choice f 
Vice-President, and, if so, to proceed to fill that office from the two highest 
numbers on the list 

Resting the pretension that the Senate is permitted to participate in the count 
upon the general phrase “the votes shall then be counted,’ we have a for 
construction of the Constitution incapable of verification, whereas the constru 
tion for which I contend harmonizes all its provisions and presents a logical 


and consistent system 

Not only does my conclusion conform strictly to the Constitution, but I be- 
lieve it to be the only one consonant with republican liberty and our form of 
Government 

The framers of the Government excluded the Senate from participation in the 
election of the President when there had been a failure of the popular choice 
4nd why Assuredly because that body was recognized by them as being, ir 
its very origin and structure, a creature beyond the control of the popular wil 
an irresponsible body in fact, amenable to no process, even for attempted usurpa- 
tion or civic crime 

With equal prudence and discretion, as I believe, they have excluded the Sen 
ate by the Constitution from any participation in the count of the electoral vote 
for President, though it has a certain detined function as re spects the office of 
Vice-President, to which I have already referred. 

In short, no reason can be suggested why the Senate shall be permitted to 
participate in the count of the electoral vote which would not warrant its par- 

cipation with the House of Representatives in the election of the President, a 
constitutional impossibility about which there is no dispute as yet Phe sane 
considerations by which it was excluded from action in the latter instance will 
exclude it in the former 

if it should be contended that the Senate has a right to join in the elector 
count, as representing the several States, I reply that the idea of State autonem, 
is guarded in a much more effective manner by the requirement of the Consti 
tution that whenever the House of Representatives proceeds to an election of 
the President, the votes are to be taken by States, the Representatives of each 
State having but one vote, and a majority of all the States being necessary toa 
choice 





i 


So, as respects the suggestion that if the House of Representatives have an ex- 
clusive jurisdiction over the electoral vote for President, it will be tempted to 
abuse that jurisdiction, I reply that such asuggestion presupposes a revolution- 
iry proceeding, and from thaj possibility not even the joint system of Senate 
and House is exempt. Indeed, where revolution is resorted to there are no 
muniments in either branch of the Government, legislative, executive, « idi 
cial, which might not be overthrown. That assuredly isa remote contingency, in 
which the popular branch of the Government will be likely to betray its own 
constituency, and by fraud or treachery subvert the popular will 

Having thus presented, though with far too little deliberation and method, 

iy Views upon this important subject, I beg to say that your considerate perusal 
of these pages will atford me the highest honor; and for the rest I leave them 
ind the views they sustain to the test of that supremest of all known vindicat- 
ors of the truth—-the conflict of ideas 

Very respectfully, yours 


RICHARD S. SPOFFORD 


Mr. EATON 4 word or two more. 


I said there was no precedent. 
Let us make one now. 


Because there had never been until 1876 any 
necessity for joint action, and therefore it had never been urged, I 
urge itnow. I say it is a fair construction of the Constitution. If 
the House or Senate have not the power, every one will agree Congress 
has, and it should determine in joint convention. It is not a violent 
construction of the Constitution. It is new, it is novel, and therefore 
men look upon it as something strange. Well said Alexander H. 
Stephens, when speaking of it, it had the merit of fairness and justice 
and necessity. 

Upon my word, Mr. Speaker, I can not see any good reason why the 
House and the Senate should not meet together and determine this 
tion No matter whether I think they have full power or not, I give 


away my convictions 





I trample under foot my opinions and the 
opinions of Charles O’Connor, of Jeremiah Black, of Matt Carpente1 

of Bancroft, and a hundred other gentlemen for the purpose of secur 

ing a measure that will act properly, produce harmony, and do justice 
to all the people of this country. There could not be another electoral 
commission. 

Mr. BROADHEAD (trom his seat There ought not to be. 

Mr. EATON. And my friend says there ought not to be Mi 
Speaker, there never will be. This country would not submit to an- 
other This country could not stand the strain of another electoral 
commission, and it will not stand the strain of having legitimate and 
proper votes cast out because there is not a concurrent vote of the two 
Houses New York would not suffer herself to be thus outraged. 

Mr. PETERS 
qj 1estion just here? 

Mr. EATON Well, I have but a moment longer. 

Mr. PETERS. I merely wish to ask the gentleman if he does n« 
think it would be better that the vote of Connecticut should not be 
counted at all than that a fraudulent vote or return should be received 
ind counted 

Mr. EATON [ do not know anything about it. That is a question 
he ought not to put to me. He has no business to assume that any- 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a single 


body will count the fraudulent vote of Connecticut—no business t 



































































































I do not propose to do it, nor tocount the fraudulent 
Kansas Missouri, or New York. But to undertake to 
it the thirty-six votes of New York should not be counted, what 
d the Why, everybody knows that it would be revo- 
tion. Everybody knows that this country would not stand that 
ain, and it won't do to get up bugaboo stories either that the 
of the people is to be leveled against the representatives of the 
That won't work twice 
WHITE, of Kentucky 
wi to remind him 
Mr ALTON I would g 
to be interrupted 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky I want to say to him that I hope he will 
ot forget in that connection the ‘‘ hundred thousand unarmed Ken- 
that Henry Watterson was going to bring on here to attend 


a 
or oft 
” 


be result 


Lo 


icry 
people 
My 


Will the gentleman from Connecticut 


eatly prefer in the few moments that I have 


tuckians”’ 
that count 

Mr. EATON. My friend will be here, I trust, an unarmed orarmed 
Kentuckian, to do justice, as I believe he will in this matter; because 
I believe that he prefers the bill of the House to the bill of the Senate, 
and that bill proposes to do even-handed justice to all; nothing more, 
nothing less, 

And now but a word further. Is it not better, taking into consid- 
ration the terrible emergency through which we passed eight years 
ago—is it not better, I say, that we should pass some bill than to go 
without law and rest merely upon the Constitution? 


0° 


Mr. HORR. Why not take the Senate bill, then ? 
Mr. EATON. Why not take the Senate bill! It is rotten from head 
to heel. There is not a constitutional hair in its head, nor a constitu- 


tional corn on any one of its toes. [Laughter.] It is rotten all over, 
d is not worthy the attention of this House for one moment, not a 
moment. 

ask the House of Representatives to pass the bill of the committee 
us take it to the Senate and hope that the Senate will agree with us. 
that body shall fail us, then I should hope that a conference commit- 


from Michigan. I should hope that some law might be agreed upon so 
that these 55,000,000 of people that inhabit this broad land would not 
be thrown into revolution andanarchy. Thebill maybe wrong. Ido 
not think it is quite right myself; I do not pretend tothink so; some gen- 
tle butitis a great deal better than no law atall. Itisa great 
deal better than the Senate bill, in my judgment, and therefore I ask its 
favorable consideration at the hands of this House, and I can not do bet- 
ter than to reiterate what I said before, that if it should pass this House 
and should fail to pass the other branch of the Federal Legislature, I 
should pray that some bill might be agreed upon in conference that 
would not be seriously obnoxious to either branch of the Federal Legis- 
We all desire the proper thing. Weall desire peace and har- 
We do not desire to see this people cast into the throes of arev- 
none of us. And so then, Mr. Speaker, without having time 
ro thoroughly into a discussion of this matter, I ask the representa- 


men do: 


lature. 
mony. 
olution, 
‘ 


1 


es of the people here to support the bill of their committee. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Alabama to the Senate bill. 

Mr. EATON. In order to perfect the House bill I should be glad 
to offer a mere verbal amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It can be done by unanimous consent. 
stitute is considered as before the House. Does the gentleman desire 
to offer an amendment at this time? 

Mr. EATON. I want to offer thisamendment, to adda new section, 
to be section 4 of the bill, in the following words: 


That sections 135 and 142 of the Revised Statutes are hereby repealed. 


be, unless overruled by the concurrent action of the Senate and the Hy 

Representatives, conclusive evidence of the lawful title to office of the ele 
who shal! have been so determined to have been appointed, and shall gover 
the counting of the electoral votes as provided in the Constitution and as |} 
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‘ 


he 


inafter regulated 


Mr. EATON. Is that amendment now in order? Isit not the sub- 


stitute that is before the House? 


The SPEAKER. ‘The original text must first be perfected. 
The amendment proposed by Mr. HERBERT was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is next on the amendment proposed 


by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATON] to the substitut 
which the Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert as section 4: ‘“* That sections 135 and 142 of the Revised Statutes 


hereby repealed.” 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I suppose the change repeals those se: 


tions by implication anyway. 


posed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. EVERHART], w] 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The next amendment to the substitute is that p: 


il 


the Clerk will report. 


“the House of Representatives voting by States, each State having two vot 
and the Senate voting per capita ;”’ 


The Clerk read as follows: 
In section 3 of the substitute, after the word “ 


vote,”’ in the fourth line, ir 


so that it shall read 
‘And the joint convention shall then proceed to vote, the House voting 


States, each State having two votes, and the Senate voting per capita.’ 


The question being taken, there were—ayes 30, noes 82. 
So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not avreed 


to 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment, th 


offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. 


Mr. PETERS. I should like to have my amendments all read to 


gether in order that they may be understood. 


“and the Supreme Court of the United States.” 
commencement of the line, insert 


and insert ** 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 1 of section 3, after the word “ Congress 
In line 3 of section 3, att 
‘the Supreme Court of the United States 
Second amendment: In line 1 of section 4,on page 9, strike out the figure 

’ In line 4, after the word “left,” insert ** the members of t 


First amendment 


5 


Supreme Court in the body of the Hall, on the left of the presiding officer 


word * 


Third amendment: In line 40, on page 8,strike out all of section 3 after t 
Senate’’ and insert the following: ‘* Then those votes, and those « 


shall be counted which the two Houses, acting separately, shall concurre 
decide to be the lawful votes of the legally appointed electors of such Sta 


When the two Houses have voted, they shall immediately again meet, and 


presiding officer shall then announce the decision of the question subu 
When the two Houses separate todecide upon an objection that may have t« 
made to the counting of any electoral vote or votes from any State, or « 


question arising in the matter, each Senator and Representative may spea 

such objection or question five minutes, and not more than once; 

debate shall have lasted two hours it shall be the duty of the presiding office 
| each House to put the main question without further debate.” 


but after su 


Fourth amendment: Add the following as an additional section, to b« 
bered section 4: “In case of a disagreement between the two Houses up 
question submitted to them separately as hereinbefore provided, then 


mittee of conference of like number and in like manner asin a disagree! 


| upon any legislation shall be appointed, which committee shall forthwith 
| and after a session of not more than two hours shall report the result of t 


The sub- | 


These are the statutes relating to the time of holding the electoral 
meeting. They are changed by the bill, and that is all the amendment 
I propose to offer. Let this be section 4 of the bill, and section 4 of 


bill be numbered section 5. 
Mr. BROADHEAD. I presume 
The SPEAKER. It is not. 
Mr. BLAND. TI ask unanimous consent that my colleague from Mis- 
ouri [Mr. BROADHEAD] be allowed five minutes for debate. 
Mr. EATON. Then in that case I should like to have five minutes 


the 
+ 
t 


amendment is not debatable. 


he 


in reply. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote !’’ ‘‘ Vote! ’’ and ‘‘ Regular order !’"] 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is equiva- 


lent to an objection. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope the objection will be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri that his colleague be allowed five minutes ? 
Objection was made 
The SPEAKER. The first question is on the amendment of the 
entleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] to the Senate bill, which the 
lerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


( 


Amend section 2 of the Senate bill by inserting, in line 8, between the words 
‘and the word the words “unless overruled by the 
concurrent action of the Senate and the House of Representatives ;’’ so that it 
will read 

Every such determination made pursuant to such law so existing on said day, 
and made at least six days prior to the said time of meeting of the electors, shall 


“shall be *‘conclusive,”’ 


conference to the respective Houses. Should the two Houses fail to agre« 
the disputed question the committee of conference shall again meet 
forthwith present the disputed question to the Supreme Court of the | 
States, who, after one hour's argument on the part of the Senate and one ho 
argument on the part of the House, shall forthwith decide the questio: 
sented, and such decision shall be binding upon the Senate and the Hous« 
Representatives.’ 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas desire sepa! 
votes on all these amendments? 

Mr. PETERS. No,sir. I think they ought all go together 

The question being taken on the amendments, they were notagreed 1 


ds 


FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks 
formed the House that the Senate insisted upon its amendments t 
the bill (H. R. for the allowance of certain claims reported 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department, «is 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, agreed to the conteret 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses there: 
and had appointed Mr. CAMERON of Wisconsin, Mr. MANDERSON 
Mr. GEORGE as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

ELECTORAL COUNT. 
The question is next on the adoption of the am« 


{ 
1K 


MESSAGE 


-O=—— 
Joa 


The SPEAKER. 
ment reported by the committee as amended as a substitute 
Senate bill. 

Mr. PARKER. I now ask unanimous consent that the gentle! 
from Missouri [Mr. BROADHEAD] be allowed five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BRoADHEAD] b 
lowed five minutes for debate. 

Objection was made by several members. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of theamendme! 


? 
MN 


| of the committee as a substitute for the Senate bill. 


Mr. BROADHEAD. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 46 members voting therefor. 
































Mr. POLAND. 


we take a recess. 


I hope we shall be allowed to finish this bill before 


CONGRESSIONAL 





I ask unanimous consent that the time for taking a | 


recess be extended until the consideration of this bill be concluded. 


Mr. WOLFORD. 
Mr. TUCKER. 


I object. 


I suggest that the time for the recess be at least 


| 


extended until the vote by yeas and nays has been taken on the sub- | 


stitute. 


The SPEAKER. 
rival of 5 o’clock. 
Mr. BROADHEAD. 


t 


the Senate bill. 


The SPEAKER. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 


It is. 


voting 114; as follows: 


Liken, 

Alexander, 
rr t 
\ t 


rie'\ 


allentine, 





eckinridge, 

suchanan, 

judd, 

ibell 

iudwell, 

ampbell, Felix 
dier, 

irleton, 


( 

‘ 

( 

‘ 

‘ 
Cassidy, 
Clements, 

‘ i 

(onn ily, 

4 murTrove, 
Covington, 
Cox, 3.3. 
Crisp, 
Culberson, D, B. 
(Curtin, 
Dargan, 
Davis, L. H. 


Dibble, 


i nh, 
x1 on, 
lel 
rRsaale 
m t 


Ci i, 
Culbertson, W. W 
{ tcheon 
Davis,G.R 
,} sR. 
Dunham 
Eliwood, 
Evans, IN 
} rhart, 
Crarrison, 
Adams, J.J. 
Ba iv, 
Ba 

Bayn 
Blackburn, 
bs tnt 
Boute 

B en, 
Brainerd, 
B in, 
Brewer, J. H. 
Bri 4 
Bu er, 
B oh, 


R 
( 
‘ 
‘ 
. 
( dy, 
( 
‘ 
( 
( 
( 


x, W.R, 
Cullen, 
Davi ison, 
Deuster, 
Dingley, 


So the substitute was agreed to. 

Che following additional pairs were announced: 
WADSWORTH with Mr. CoLLrys. 
BURNES with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, for 
Mr. DEUSTER with Mr. JoHNSON, for this day. 


Mr. 
Mr. 





YEAS—127. 


Dibrell, 
Dorsheimer, 
Dowd, 
Dunn, 
Eaton, 
Eldredge, 
Elliott, 
Ellis 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Ferrell, 
Finerty, 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Glascock, 
Green 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Hardy, 
Hatch, W. H. 
Hemphill, 
Henley, 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hoblitzell, 
Hopkins, 
Houseman, 
Hunt, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. H. 


Jordan, 
Kleiner, 
Lanham, 
Lewis, 
Lore 

Love ring, 
Lowry 
McAdoo, 
MeMillin, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morrison, 
Moulton, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Neece, 
©'Ferrall, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Patton, 


Peel, 
Pic ree, 
Post, 
Potter, 
Pryor 
Pusey, 


Randall, 
Rankin, 


Reese, 


NAYS—#2. 


Goff, 

liart, 

Hatch, H. H 
Henderson, T. J. 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hisco« k, 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Horr, 
Howey, 
Hurd, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Jones, J K. 
Kea 
Kelley, 
Laird, 
Lyman 


McCoid, 


Dock: ry, 
Duncan, 
Evins, J. H. 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Forney 
Fanston, 
Fyan, 
Geddes, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Graves 
Guenther 
Hanback, 
Harmer 
Haynes, 
Henderson, D. B. 
Hepburn, 

Hill, 

Holton, 

Hloop r, 

Hlouk, 
Hutchins, 
Johnsor 
Jones 
Kasson, 
Keifer, 
Kellogg 
Ketcham, 








Millard, 


Miller, S. H. 
Nels al, 
Nutting, 


© Hara 
Parker, 


Ze 


} 

I rh 
Peters 
I 

I 


Na V 
Rav.G. W 

R 

Ko 

nmyan 

= cs 

= icy 
Skinner,C.R 
Smalls 
Sinitl 


Oates 
Ochiltree, 

O' Nei Charles 
Paige, 

Payne, 

Pett 
Phelps, 
Ray 
Re Ran, 
Reed, 
Riggs, 


Robinson, J. 8. 


one, 


Ossian 


The roll-call will not be interrupted by the ar- | 


I understand the question now is on the adop- | 
ion of the amendment reported by the committee as a substitute for | 


or 


Robertson, 
Rosecrans, 
eeney, 
Seymour, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, 
Storm, 
Sumner, C. A, 
Taylor, J.M 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 

Tully, 

Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Van Eaton, 
Wallace, 

Ward, 

Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 

Welle r. 

We mple, 
Williams, 
Willis, 

Wilson, W.L. 
Winans, FE. B. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wood, 

Yaple. 


Charles 


Spooner 


Ste phe nson, 


Stockslage 
stone 

St e. 
laylor, J.D 
Tucker 
Parner, H.G, 


Valentine, 
Waketield, 
Washburn, 
Weaver 
White. J. D 
White, Milo 
Wilson, James 
Wolford, 
Woodward 
Worthingt 


York = 


Strait 
Sumner, D. H 
Palbott 

raylor, E.B 
Che LAs 
T 
I 


n <morton, 


ownshend 


Vance, 
Wadsworth, 
Vait, 
Warner, A. J. 
Whiting 
Wilkins 

W ise 
Young. 





JS. 


this day. 


27, nays 82, not 


| 
| 
| 





| 


| accordingly read the th 


was adopted ; 


' 








RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. Cook with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. If present, Mr 
would vote for the substitute and against the Senate 
HENDERSON would vote for the Senate billand against the 

Mr. YOUNG with Mr. PAYNE, until further notice. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. PEEL, on this bill. 

Mr. FINDLAY with Mr. GEORGE, on this bill. Mr. FINDLAY 
vote for the House bill, and Mr. GEORGE tor the Senate 

Mr. VANCE with Mr. McComas, for the remainder of the day 

Mr. OATES with Mr. STRAIT, for the remainder of the day 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have voted against the substitute. As I aman 
nounced as paired with Mr. VANCE remainder of tl 
withdraw my vote. 

Che result of the vote was then announced as above stated 

Mr. EATON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 





LOOK 
ind Mr. 


substitute 


hill 
thid, 


would 


bill. 


for the 


substitute 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HART. Iask unanimous consent that the time for taking a 
recess be extended until the vote can be taken upon the passage of the 
bill 

The SPEAKER. The Chair submitted that request some time since 
but objection was made. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If there is to be no yea-and-nay vote I 
think there will be no obje ction. 

Mr. HART. No yeas and nays will be called for. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked that the time for 
taking the recess be postponed until the vote is taken upon the passage 
of the pending bill. Is there objection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The bill as amended was then ordered 
third time, and passed. 


toathird reading, read the 


Mr. EATON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


Che latter motion was agreed to 
(nd then, pursuant to the previous order 
utes p.m 


at 5 o’clock and 10 min- 
, the House took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m 

EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m., 
Ll was called to order by Mr. HaAtrcH, of 


ant 


Missouri, 


as Speaker pro 
ty mpore = 
Che Clerk read the following 
Hon. Joun B. ¢ 
Hon 


SeSS1IO1 


LARK, Cle 
WitLiaM H. Hatcu 


House of Representatives 


s designated as Speaker protempore fort 


T 


NE 24, [S84 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 
yusiness for this evening session. 


Phe Cle rk read ; 


The Clerk will now read the order of 


is follows 


Re ved, That the House shall take a recess at 5 o’cloek this ening to reas 
semble at S o'clock p.m. for the sole purpose of considering bills from the Von 

tee on M ry Affairs and Senate bills on the Speaker's table, the subject 
matter of which has been considered by the Committee on Military Affairs 


SETTLEMENT Ol 
Mr. ROSECRANS. I ask 
Whole on the state 


ACCOUNTS OF ARMY 


OFFICERS. 
unanimous « tha 
of the | } 


¢ 
t 

he discharged from the 

consideration of House bill 5890 to provice for the 


sent the Comnuittee 


of the nion further 
ttlement of a 


counts ol 


War Of the re 


House 


oflicers of the Army who served during the 


ellion, and that the same be now considered in the 


There was no objection 

an : : . 

Che bill was read, as follows 

Re it enacted, a Phat whenever the accounting oflicers of the Treasury have 
tiled to finally close the ounts of officers of the Army for moneys paid out 





ind properly issued or expended in the military service of the United States 
during the war of the rebellion, for want of vouchers of due and proper form 
said accounting officers are hereby authorized and directed to receive the affi 
ts of the officers concerned, and such other corroborative and secondary 
‘ lence as can be reasonably procured, that the moneys and property for 
which they remain responsible on the books of the Treasury Dep ment were 
honestly paid out in the p service, and thereupon to credit said officers for 
e same and close their accounts 
Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and was 


rd time, and passed. 
Mr. ROSECRANS moved to reconsider the 


s passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be la 


} 


vote by which the 


bill 


id on the 


RETIRED-LIST FOR PRIVATES, ETC., OF THE ARMY 


unanimous consent that the Committee 


of the Union be discharged 
bill (H. R 


of the 
trom the turther con 
horized a retired-list for p! 

non-commissioned odiicers of the United States Army who 
served for a period of thirty years or upward, and that the same 


I é 
be now considered in the House. 


5670) to aut 
Vates and 


There was no objection. 
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I 3 rea s follows The House pre weeded tothe consideration of the bill: which Was re 
h enlisted man has served as such thirty years | aS follows: 
I te st - either as a pr ate or as anon-commissioned officer, Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre sentatives of the United States { 
‘ 6 ) king application to the President, be placed on the re- ica in Congress assembled, That article 72 of the Articles of War be, and the s 
t y ated, w he rank held by him at the date of retirement; | is hereby, amended to read as follows 
shall there er re per cent. of the pay and allowances of the rank Art. 72. Any general officer commanding the Army of the United St 
! was re t separate army, ora colonel commanding a separate department, sh all be 
‘ ' ‘ . petent to appoint a general court-martial, either in time of peace or in t 
Mr. LYMAN [ desire to move a verbal amendment tothe bill. In| war. But when any such commander is the accuser or prosecutor of an) 
line 4. after the words United States Army,”’ insert the words ‘* or | cer under his command the court shall be appointed by the President; a 
Marine Corps I do this after consultation with some members of the | Proceedings and sentence shall be sent directly to the BOerEnsy Os VW 
: ‘ whom they shall be laid before the President, for his approval or orders 
( mittee on Naval Affairs case.” 
"he amendment was agreed to. an The following amendment, reported by the Committee on Milit 
Mr | \ M AN The report is a Drie! one and will fully explain the Afi Lirs. was re ud ind wreed to: 
bill. I ask that it be re: race : i. 
: pee . os ; ve read : Amend the bill so as to make article 72 as amended read as follows: 
ihe report (Dy Mr. LYMAN) was read, as follows: “ArT. 72. Any general officer commanding an army, or colonel comma . 
' separate department, may appoint general courts-martial whenever necess 
Sometl ris needed to e greater stabil and a better stan rto » en- > ; , : 
; a ; ~ _— : if } - wf f id sh nneee z the : = But when any such commander isthe accuser or prosecutor of any officer 
Sonata 7 . “3 1 i sy Bp aa i} eee sagrctons ae pits “ os r | his command the court shall be appointed by the President; and its proces uy 
ae a oe ae = eo Ore key to suppor 16 MONOLONOUS | and sentence shall be sent directly to the Secretary of War, by whom the) 
© of the service contented!s ‘ ; be laid before the President for his approval or orders in the case.” 
Were such a provis made, it would go far to make our military service an kia ws 
tract me for respectable men, and in this way to get rid of the disreputable The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
characters, whe take the first opportunity to desert _ | time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third tim« 
lt is scarcely necessary to say that desertion is not only a great loss to the ; 1 . i 
Government in men, money, and material, but it is the source of serious demor- Passer 2 ro . ‘ 
zat Mr. ROSECRANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
The annual desertions from our Army are between three and four thousand, was passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be la 
and any measure that puld lessen this number might well be considered an } aby] 
economical one; but beyond the question of economy stands that of justice t 1€ ta vie. as 
For it is no more than just that the soldier who has given all the best years of The latter motion was agreed to. 
his life to the milita of the country should have some provision made eee ares on ~~ sms 
for his old age beside the present Soldiers’ Home, where he is separated from INSPECTOR-GENERAL S DEPARTMENT. 
a } Mr. LYMAN. lIcall up from the House Calendar the bill (H 
lt is the opinion of the Lieutenant-General of the Army that thirty years {7 ° I : al’s D - 7 +] ; 
would be the proper period of service to authorize the retirement of a private | 1017) relative to the Inspector-General’s Department of the Army 
soldier or a non-commissioned officer. The passage of this bill would not en- The bill wasead, as follows: 
tail much expense for the Government, because there are in the Army only Be it enacted, &c., That the Inspector-General’s Department of the Art 
fifty « sted men 0 | e sé e4 irt ars : : . . 2 . ; eee 
ty ed sen who hav ery = ny year eu ving billasa | Bereafter consist of one Inspector-General, with the rank, pay, and emo 
Sec qn H .% 1040 a _ fe aecompanylhs VMAS 2 | of brigadier-general; three inspectors-general with the rank, pay, and « 
sete vies = - , ments of colonel; three inspectors-general with the rank, pay, and emo 
Che bill as amended was then ordered to be engrossed for a third | ° lieutenant-colonel ; and three inspectors-general with the rank, | 
ai ide a | T= : 1 tl lie? : » 1 emoluments of major: Provided, That the offices restored to the Inspector- 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed eral’s Department or added thereto, by this act, shall be filled by the pro 
Mr. LYMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | ofthe officers now in that department ; and that thereafter appointments t 
| } | ‘ » . . rr he } , | vacancies in the Inspector-General’s Department, and promotions there 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the bs naniie in aeeeniaiie sriain sections 1129. 1198. oan 1208 of the Dewiend St 
— of the United States, and in the same manner as in the other staff depart 
rhe latter motion was agreed to. of the Army And all laws or parts of laws conflicting with this act are | 
repealed. 
LAIMS FOR PROPERTY STR I on . . , ‘ . 
CLAIMS FOR PROPERTY DESTROYED. The following amendment, reported by the Committee on Mi 
Mr. ROSECRANS. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee | Affairs, was read and agreed to. 
of the Whole on the state of the Union be dist harged from the further In lines 5, 6, and 8, strike out ‘three.’ ’ before inspector-general, an 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the settlement of two. 


the claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for loss of private 
property destroyed in the military service of the United States, and 
that the bill be now considered by the House 

Chere being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the | 1 from the further consideration of the 


Union was discharged 
the same. 


and the House proceeded to consider 
Che bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacte 
imerica in ¢ 


i by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
ongress assembled, That the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 


ury be, and they 








ir ire hereby, authorized and directed to examine into, ascertain, 
ind determine the value of the private property belonging to officers, enlisted 

en,and duly authorized laundresses in the military service of the United 
States which has been, or may hereafter be, lost or destroyed in the military 
service inder the following circumstances : ; 

First. When such loss or destruction was without fault or negligence on the 
part of the claimant 

Second. Where private property so lost or destroyed was shipped on 

ird an unseaworthy vessel by order of any officer authorized to give such 
order or direct such shipment 

Third. Where it appears that the loss or destruction of the private property 
of the claimant was in consequence of his having given his attention to the sav- 

g of the property belonging to the United States which was in danger at the | 
same time and ler similar circumstances 


\ And the amount of such loss so 
ascertained and determined shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 





otherwise appropriated, and shall be in full for all such loss or damage: Pro- 
vided, That any claim which shall be presented and acted on under authority 
of this act be held as finally determined, and shall never thereafter be 





reopened or considered 


following amendment, reported by the Committee on Military 
was read and agreed to: 


» bill the fol 


owing 
ind provided fu That this act shall not apply to losses sustained in time of 
war: And provided further, That the liability of the Government under this act 


shall be limited to such articles of personal property as the Sebretary of War, in 
his discretion, shall decide to be reasonable.” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. ROSECRANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
RULES 


Mr. ROSECRANS. 


5709 


AND ARTICLES O} 


WAR. 


_I call up from the House Calendar the bill (H. 
to amend agficle 72 of the Rules and Articles of War. 


R. 


Mr. LYMAN. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. CUTCHEON and others. That is unnecessary. 

Mr. WELLER. [ask to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. LYMAN) was read, as follows: 

From the original organization of our Army the inspectors-general hav: 
held to be officers of great importance and proper to be clothed with high 
From 1827 to the time of the Mexican war, when the Army did not exceed > 
men,and the country to be covered scarcely extended beyond the M 
River on the west, there were two colonels as inspectors-general ; and the s 
number was maintained from the Mexican war until 1861, during which 
the force was increased to about 12,000 officers and men. 

In 1861, before the outbreak of the rebellion, there were three colonels sers 
as inspectors-general In 1874the department, decreased of course from the 
establishment of the war of the rebellion, still consisted of tive colonels 
lieutenant-colonel, and two majors, supplemented by several officers of the 
detailed as assistants. In that year a bill was proposed having for its obje« 
reduction of the staifofthe Army. As finally passed, on June 23 of that ye 
reduced no portion of the staff except the Inspector-General’s Depart 


| wherein the five colonels were reduced to one. 


Under this act the inspectors-general consisted of one colonel, two lieuter 
colonels, and two majors. The additional officers needed were detailed ! 
the line. By subsequent legislation the senior inspector-general was made a 
brigadier, so that the department now consists legally of one brigadier-ge 
two lieutenant-colonels, and two majors. The amount of work now req 
of inspectors-general is very much greater than in 1861, before the rebel! 
owing not only to the twofold increase in the number of troops, but the 
mense sums paid out by the disbursing departments, all of which must 
supervised by inspectors-general. The accounts are inspected four ti! 
year; and the amount thus examined and verified for the year 1882 was nea 
$59,000,000. It is only since April, 1864, that this supervision of disbursements 
has been required of the department. 

In addition to the increased labor above referred to, the inspectio 
have been augmented by reason of the larger territory occupied by troops 
disbursing officers,a territory no longer limited by the Mississippi River 
stretching from ocean to ocean 

As at present organized, there are fourteen officers employed as inspect 
general, of whom only five, to wit, one general, one colonel, two lieutena 
colonels, and major, are permanent, while nine, to wit, two lieutens 
colonels, four majors, two captains, and one lieutenant, are detailed f1 
line, . 

It is evident that the duties are now so varied and important asto be best | 
formed by permanent officers, whose growing experience may render their serv- 
ices constantly more valuable. An officer detailed from the line needs a 
tain time to learn his novel duties, and while he is thus employed his regin 
is deprived of the services which would be of value to it. The injury inflicted 
on regiments of volunteers during the rebellion by the large details of offi 

| for staff duty and of enlisted men to the Quartermaster, Commissary, and M« 
cal Departments is notorious. 

Economical and efficient service can best be attained through officers caret 

| selected and permanently employed in duties which demand a special capaci() 
Such special capacity is certainly needed in performing the duties, as at prese 
defined, of inspector-general. These officers should not only be chosen with 
care, but should have conferred on them sufficient rank to give dignity to th 

| office. They are often ordered to investigate and report upon the administra- 


one 


om t 
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= ead on f : 1 lowerin rank than th selves 
. e re son un off r comn y troops always refuses to paradk 3 
inspection in person whe m the inspectol shis i terior i ik I 
1, the inspe ion of ofticers of high rank by thos I elow 1 is 
to be act npanied by I ices Which may prejud eood cle 
vy dise!piine : . . ous 
. the former constitution of the Inspector-General’s Depart- 
mime itions of the Inspector ty I ndinv ve 
this port, your committee is of opinion that the I 
partment should consist of one brigadier-gen vo 
3 ‘ nt-coioneils and six majors , 
If the in 1era e « ss of sult ient rank, carefully sel 
ed perm nently for their spec al duty, it js believed t t eleven « rs, 
\ aggregate annual pay of 333,500,could properly perform the duties “" 
: ito fourteen officers with an aggregate annual pay Of Dov,t thus - 
< r of 5.600 
Ho a bill 1017 ed, provides that the reconstructed depa t 
a ild be composed flicers now serving in that de artinent. | fhese would 
se the five « ersnow permanently attached, and, th addition, six 
sto be selec i from those now detailed as nsp tors-general tro t n 
The b further provides that all vacancies in the grade f m » ' | 
S tor-Greneral’s Department shall be tilled by selections from captains 
that the senior inspector-general shall be appointed vy > ‘ 
sin his department, and that all other promotions shall be by seniority 
The « ymmittee therefore recommend that House bill 1017 be amended as f 
va: By striking out in the fifth line the word “three and inserting it 3 
1 e the word “two by striking out in the sixth line the word “thre i 
r naerting in its plac the word “two and by striking out in the « ’ 


the word “three” and inserting inits place the word ** six 


thus amended. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read the third 


time: and being engrossed, it Was according|y read the third time, 


assed. 
Mr. LYMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on t} 


t 
tat 


] 
it 


Che latter motion was agreed to 


ATES’ CORPS 


PROMOTIONS IN JUDGE-ADVO‘C 
Mr. ROSECRANS. I now eall up from the Speaker’s table the bill 
S. 838) to consolidate the Bureau of Military Justice 
1dge-advoeates of the Army, and for other purposes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


and the cor ps ot 


Be it enacted, &« hat the Bureau of Military Justice and the corps of 
advocates of the Army be, and the same are hereby, consolidated under the t 
of Judge-Advocate-General’s department; and shall consist of one Judge-Ad 








vocate-General, with the rank, pay,and allowances of a brigadier-general ; on 
assistant judge-advocate-general, with the rank, pay, and allowances of a c« 

I two deputy judge-advocate-generals, with the rank, pay, and allowances 
of lieutenant-colonels; and four judge-advocates, with the rank, pay, and allow- 
ances of majors; the colonel and lieutenant-colonels to be selected by seniority 


from the present corps of judge-advocates. And the Secretary of War is hereby 
authorized to detail such number of officers of the line as he may deem necessary 
to serve as acting judge-advocates of military departments, who shall have 
while on such duty the rank, pay, and allowances of captains of cavalry 

Sec. 2. Promotions in the Judge-Advocate-General’s department, as provided 
in the first section of this act, shall be by seniority up to and including the rank 
of colonel 

3. That nothing herein shall be construed to interfere with the ra 

position of any officer now holding a commission in either the Bureau of 
tary Justice or corps of judge-advocates 


Mr. ROSECRANS. I move to amend by striking out 
enacting clause and inserting what I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





SEC 


nk or 
Mili- 


all after the 


Be it enacted, &c., That in view of the absence of all promotion in the corps 
udge-advocates of the Army, whenever any oflicer of said corps shal i 
served fifteen years’ continuous service as major he shall be promoted to the 
rank of lieutenant-colonel, and when he shall have served thirty years he shall 
be promoted to the rank of colonel; but such promotion shall not authorize an 
ippointment to fill any vacancy when such appointment would increase the 
whole number of officers in the corps beyond the 


f 
of 


number fixed by law 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third readiz 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROSECRANS moved to reconsider the vote by 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to 
tlie table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I move that the title of the bill just passed be 


amended soas to read: ‘* A bill to provide promotion in the corps of 


and was accord- 





which the bill 


reconsider be laid on 


advocates. ’’ 
rhe amendment was agreed to 
BRANCH 


Mr. LAIRD. 
Whole 





HOME FOR 


1 ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
on the state of the Union be discharged from the further con 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4696) toauthorize the location ot 
home for disabled volunteer soldiers in either the State of Ai : 
Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska id t 
a House proceed to the consideration of the bil 
There Leing no objection, it was ordered accordit 
The bill was read, as follows. with the 1 
comniittee: 


DISABLED SOLDIERS 








Be it enacted, d&c., That the board of managers of the H ie f Dis \ 
unteer Soldiers are hereby authorized and directed 
home at some suitab] oint in either the State Arkansas, ¢ “a N 
lowa Minnesota, Missouri or Nebraska indthatt s 

i a tract of land less than three hundred and twe sin t 

Sec, 2. That said branch home shall be lo = I ‘ 


XV 


345 





de 








- ‘ ‘ i t 
s I t s mths, or as 8 t ‘ is i i r 
4 4 i l y ss ~ é 
i iy hi { ts it ng s sha t is V 
i 1 \ is ac 
“re j 1 ? KW) is \ é ‘ ~ 
I it ; 
=~ I + i v iia i y i< - = ‘ = \ ew 
e rel o inv ot Ww wii i 4 i= . ‘ 
‘ = l ‘ = i ‘ S 
j 
y \ sha ‘ d 
NI COSGROVI ] uuld like to ore ‘ 1 \ is 
harge of the b how this home is to b 
Mr. LAIRD. It is tob wated be Lot Ma el th 
) ers’ Hom 
\I CO ROV] t appears that . t eo] ied to an i 
¢ State t] arent ; } Arkansas. ( , } 
Kansas. ] 1. Mint rt \[issouri, or N 3} 
Mr. LAIRD. Yes, s 
M ( SGROV] Those re the o1 ~ Te I ghte 
NI L.A ) Yes. s The ward niger is au ) 1 to 
o } n in anv of t State ed in tl } 
\ COSGPOY I] I t must m I d 1 yout 
\ SA Colorado kK is ( \I esot ind Nebraska 
| chter 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa Does the ntleman want to leave 
AY 
", _ ‘ A « 
Mr. PUSEY I move to lay the House | upon the table, and in 
t { » take up tor action at ist 1e the Se ite bh 
The SPEAKER t ) The Chair hears no ol ind the 
| bill will be laid upon the tabl ind there being no objection, 
bill (S. 1404) to authorize the location of a branch home for vol 
l disabled soldiers in either of the States of Arkansas Colorado, 


Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska, and for 


be taken up for consideration 


' 
other pul 
1? 


There was no objection; and the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, and read a first and second time 
Mr. MAGINNIS. Is it similar to the House bill? 


Mr. ROSECRANS It is I understand identica 
Mr. MAGINNIS 


Che bill was read, 


In order to see whether it is or not, let it be 
as follows 


1404) to authorize the lo 


sled soldiers in either of the States of 


\ t ot ‘ 


ation of a branch home for volunteer dis 
Arkansas, Color 
or Nebraska, and for other purposes 


I ido, Kansas, Lowa 
Minnesota, Missouri 






















Be it enacted, d« That the board of managers of the Home for Disabled Vol 
unteer Soldiers are hereby authorized and directed to locate a branch of thi 
ne at some suitable point in either theStates of Arkansas, ¢ rado, Kansas 
lowa, Minnesota, Missou or Nebraska The same shall not be located on a 
tract of land lessthanthree hundred andtwenty acres in extent 
Sec. 2. That said branch home shall be located and the g1 ise 
said board of nagers within three months, or as soon thereafter as practica 
ble, from the approval of this act: Prorided, Thatsaid board of managers may 
select any Government property suitable for such hon by and witl t 
sent of the Secretary of War 
sec. 3. That with six months, or as soon thereafter as practicable, fro t 
approval of this act, the sa ~oard of mana S shu ’ met t f 
it suitable building or buildings on the ground so purchased for the se of said 
branch home Phat said building or buildings shall be completed at as ¢ 
aay 25 poss rle 
SEC 1. T it the sum of $250,000 is hereby appropriated for the purposes ‘ 
ibefore mentioned and the improvement of the grounds of said bra ii t 
SEt » That all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who served in the 
war the ‘ who are sabled by awe, disease, or otherwise lbw re 
« fs hilitv ar incapable of earning a ving, Shall be admitt to 
the home for disabled volunteer soldiers 
Sec. 6. That the board of managers of l 1V« teer 
Soldiers is hereby authorized to inquire int ( blis a 
branch of the home in the State of California st,andt it 
end t said board is authorized to receive ie ianagers of 
the et ns’ home ocated in Napa County, California, for the tra er of 
e buildings, grounds, and property of said ** veterans’ home tot United 
States, for use asa branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 
indt eport to Congress In respect to the propriety nd expediency of accept 
ng said veterans’ home for such branch: but this section shall not terfere 
with the estal hing of the home provided for this act And also that the 
lof 1 igers of the Soldiers’ Home be instructed to inquire into the ex 
pediency of establishing a branch soldiers’ home in the State of Michiga aie 
ilso as to the use of the Fort Dearborn military reservation, and the 
! I it purpose ind to report to Congress t ‘ i tan early « 
but this provision shall not interfere with the establishment of the home pro- 
i forint Ss act 
Mr. MAGINNIS Il the attention of the House to the fact that 
t] sano S10 the Senate pb t does no provide le the 
wars of the United States 
M | OS Kt R ANS | wish to sa Mi iM t ral to the 
bi ) lam ¢ i to set em ( Ia 1Ot propose to 
yt e of the House by discu r those additional pr 
‘ \ i 1 reg d to the }, 0 + ‘ left 4 
e ¢ { ‘ ‘ tof the M 
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dent ot the board of managers to the committee that an increasing 
number of rheumatic and disabled soldiers were continually calling tor 
a milder « e and mi orably conditions; and inasmuch as the 
existing homes were aireaay su stantially crowded, and according to 
the ) kely to be more crowded by a percentage of increase for 
seve irs, to wit, some eleven or twelve years according to their 
est e thought that this Western home would be an outlet, 

to provide for that large body of soldiers who were going West into a 


ox mtr 1 wh failed by hreakine d in lite 
new coun Vand who ilalied DY reaking aqown ln lille, 
also be an outlet for such veteran 


endure the 


and that it would 
homes who could not well 
We there- 
itso it might be located wherever the board of managers might 


s of other 
sharp climate where the present four homes are. 


fore lel!t 


think proper, either in Kansas or one of the other States mentioned, 
instead of specifying any particular State. 

Mr. COSGROVE. This bill, I understand, provides for the erection 
of a home absolutely in the State of California and one in Michigan. 

A MEMI No 


Mr. COSGROVE, Yes; it does. It provides for three, if not four, 
and I presume that each one will cost $250,000. As to these soldiers 
who may be required to go to these homes, I think, as a matter of hu- 
mal would be better togive them the money, if it is to be appro- 
priated right out, than to establish these homes in this way. 

\ MEMBI That is it. 

\1 


i COSGROVE If 


I correctly recollect the reading of the bill it 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state 
man can have the report read as a part of his remarks 
Mr. CRISP I will ask to have t 
my remarks. 
The SPEAKER pro te 
The Clerk read 
Mr. Lal 
report 
rhe records of the War Department show the enrollment of 2,85 
teer soldiers during the rebellion, 2,320,272 of which were three irs 
254,037 were from the States and Territories west of the Mis 


+7 


nat ar 


hat report re id 


4 Us 


Then 


npore. The House report will be 1 


as follows: 





-(p, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitt 


“Ve 
this number 
The estimates of the 


Pension Department show that of the total ; 
soldiers raised | 


300,000 are now living. Of these 846,511 


live east 


west of the Mississippi. 
1omes for volunteer soldiers, all of which are lox 


the Mississippi, namely, Dayton, Ohio; Milwaukee, Wis.; 
Hampton, Va 


The re are tour 


Augusta, VM 






Phere is one home for soldiers of the regular Army alone, located 
ington, D. ¢ »capacity of this home is estimated at five hundr: 
which is the number of its inmates 


The follow 
durir 


ing table 


shows what was done by the 
ig the yearend 


several volunte: 
ng June 30, 1883: 


Number of inmates, 1883 


provides absolutely for one in the State of California. One may be 
located in Arkansas, Missouri, Kansas, or Iowa. Anether must be lo- | 
cated in Michigan and another in Minnesota. I am opposed to the | 


bill 
Mr. MAGINNIS. If my friend will have that portion of the bill 
read again he will see it only requires that report shall be made to 
Congress as to the possibility of a home in Michigan or California. 
Mr. COSGROVE. Ido not understand that to be the opinion in 
ifornia. Iam opposed to the bill anyway. 


r 
regard to the home in Cal 
again read. 


The bill wa 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I move in the fifth section, after the 
word ‘‘rebellion,’’ to insert ‘‘or in other wars in which the United 
States has been 


Mr. MAGIN 
Military tee. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
man of t! nittes 
Visions obtain a 
this is 
would 
Mr 


That makes the bill conform to the report of the 


Committee 





om or any other gentleman whether the same pro- 
s to the other soldier homes in the country, or whether 
? If it is an innovation, I am opposed to it and 
favor some general statute applying to all. 

[ will 


ROSECRANS. ill state in response to the inquiry of the gen- 


an innovation 





tleman from Iowa that since the passage of the first law creating homes | 


for disabled volunteer soldiers some thirteen or fourteen acts have been 
passed enlarging the privileges and extending them to a larger number 
of persons than was at first contemplated, and at present the summing 
up all of these laws amounts to the provision as set forth in this bill. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I understand that to be in substance 
the report of the House committee which reported the original bill 
corresponding to this now before the House, which is the Senate bill. 
It simply enables all soldiers to stand upon an equal footing. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That amendment would take in the 
soldiers of the Indian wars as well ? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Yes. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. It ought to takein any soldier who fought under 
any flag for the Constitution, the laws, and the glory of the United 





States. 


The amendment proposed by Mr. RoGERs, of Arkansas, was agreed to. 


Mr. CRISP. Is it in order to call for the reading of the report ac- 
companying this bill ? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Georgia that we 
no re port 

Mr. CRI Then may I call upon the 
tee on Military Affairs to state some reason for passing this bill at all? 

The SPEAKER pro t The Committee on Military Affairs re- 
ported a bill upon the subject, and by unanimous consent of the House 
the Senate bill was taken up in place of the House bill, which Senate 
bill is now under consideration. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, Mr. Speaker, in the absence of anything in the 
shape of a reason given for the establishment of this home I am op- 
posed to it. No gentleman has given any reason whatever, and when 
I ask for the reading of the report I am informed that there is none. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. In response to the inquiry of the gentleman 
from Georgia, I will state what I said before, that the House commit- 
tee made a long and full report recommending the bill upon this sub- 


The Chair will state to the gentleman 
are now considering 
ith the Senate bill. 


SP 


chairman of the Commit- 


ipo 


ject, which report contained probably all of the information he desired. 
But in consequence of the unanimous consent which has been given to 


substitute the Senate bill for the House bill, and nobody having called 
for the House report, no report has been read. 


I am sure, however, if 
the gentleman desires to have 


the report accompanying the House bill 
read it | answer fully all of his inquiries upon this subject. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I presume there will be no objection to 
having the House repert read. 


, 
wl 


I would like to know from the chair- 


a Senate bill, and there is | 





Homes Highest at Tot 
Average. any one ‘ 
time 

Dayton 3, 946 4,015 
Milwaukee. R48 Not given 
Augusta eldeati - 1,045 Not given. 
Hampton . : 955 1. 0038 
Total 6,792 5,018 


While your committee have not been able to learn the capacity of th 
to a man, itappears that two of them are now filled beyond their cap 
that the others will be before new homes can be provided. 

The following extracts from the reports of the governors of the thre 
| homes will show the condition of the several institutions named on t 
| June, 1583: 





| From the report of Governor Patrick, of the Dayton (Ohio) Hk 


‘During the last winter the numberof our members ‘ present’ ros« 
the highest number ever reached—making it necessary for larg: 
men to sleep on the floors, and crowding the barracks much beyor: 
pacity, interfering with both ventilation and comfort. From pres: 
tions we shall be still more crowded intime to come. Judging from 
rience, especially of the last three years, the ratio of increase in nu 
|} continue to grow for some years to come; and the question consta 

us is, How shall the demand be met? Already we have been crow 
utmost of our capacity, as I have already stated. By far the largest | 
| of those who now apply for admission are well advanced in years 

them requiring hospital accommodations from the time they enter t 
| Many of those who have hitherto taken care of themselves witha litt 
others are now compelled to apply foradmission ; others still, who 
more largely dependent upon their families, find their families bri 
death or otherwise and seek a refuge here. Their claims can not bl 
but how can they be met? 


[From the report of Governor Woodfin, of the Hampton (Va 


‘**We could hardly have accommodated our numbers except for t 
and alterations to main building giving us more room, but as ad: 
| coming in it is evident that very shortly the example of the Cent 
| must be followed here and further applications denied, unless additio 
ters be provided. Hospital accommodation is much needed, 
buildings are inadequate, old, and inconvenient. 


iI 


as t 
From the report of Governor Stephenson, of the Augusta (Me.) I! 

| “Itis evident, however, that the applicants for admission during 

} year are to be very numerous, overtaxing the accommodations that 
vided. Asa general rule the new applicants are of a better class of 
erans who have struggled to support themselves in spite of wounds and 
until increased age compels them to seek the national homes. The! 
applications for furloughs is also decreasing, the men as they grow 
dently preferring to remain quiet and less inclined to seek change. 

For the data referred to in this report touching existing voluntee: 
see report board of managers Soldiers’ Home 1882 and 1883, Mis. Dov 
first session Forty-seventh Congress; Mis. Doc. No. 14, first session, Fort) 
Congress 

While the homes herein named are called vclunteer homes, regulars 
war are admitted to them as well as volunteers; but sailors of the wa 
| rebellion are not, unless they served in the Army as well asthe Navy. = 

of any other war than that of the rebellion are admitted. 

There is no home provided for sailors of the late war, and no} 
they can be cared for, unless they have served for twenty years 
they are eligible for admission to the navalasylum in Philade!phia 

No ex-soldiers, however helpless, under existing laws can be admitt 
home named unless he can trace his disability to an injury received 
contracted in the line of duty. : 

The average number of soldiers to a home east of the Mississippi i= 
this estimate the home in contemplation at Erie, Pa., is not inc 
number of soldiers west of that river to no home is 353,189, 

The ratio of inmates of a home in the territory east of the Mississip} 
who are not is 1 to every 138. The ratioin the West is 1 to 531 

East the ratio of total number cared for at all the soldiers’ homes t 
not cared for islto 57. Westthe comparison can not be made, as itis 
that any are cared for save such as are inmates. 

The number of inmates of existing homes from States and Territoric= 
the Mississippi is 665. They are distributed as follows 








Arkansas...... ; 1 Nebraska 
III i cicissniscinitnanadiniinanh babiiaeaiieiiaiatien 42 New Mexico 
Colorado uedaibieenaianetes 4 Oregon 
Iowa on ‘ . 2066 Texas 
Kansas 52 Utah. a 
Louisiana 12. Washington Territory 
RIND, sccnduntenehuginnensenbeninennaeaien i4 

| Missouri. 251 Total 
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The number soldiers west ofthe Mississippi entit ed to the be nefit of homes, ist annual reunion held therein, at Hastings, at | : 
ys shown by the rati o established in the East between. he disa rle d i.¢., inmates e 4 le present were ex-soldiers 
of homes) and those not, is or, deducting the 665 from the West now cared Speaking of the character of the people who ask this re frandt 3 
for in the East. 1.204. The number of soldiers entitled to some care, as shown | the section in question, it can not be« Lied that b s t 
: ratio f i to exist east of the Mississippi, is 5,531 rhe spirit of loyalty and enterprise that placed the ’ ne fore S 
There is anothe means of finding the number of soldiers in the West entitled | the battlefic ds of the war made them after it st ‘ i 
to t benefits of the home more reliable than the ones so far adopted, namely, | ers of what may be called in numbers and extent a new ‘ ppily 
t of inmates to pensioners. An examination of the reports cited hers in the far West, without the pain of battle They a ‘ t i \ r 
% v< that one out of every fifteen of the inmates of present homes are pen They have not lain supinely down and kissed the hand of ‘ irity 
. ers. January 1, 1884, there were 37,755 ex-soldiers west of the Mississippi | a living; but as betitted their glorious teachings « elds ‘ t \ 
the pens on-rolls, and 18,986 applications pending not acted on We assul laid hold of the engines of toil and used them to i 
that one out of fifteen of this whole number, 56,769, or 3,734 less the er | score of years ago science procla ned a desert For nea tw tv y = the 
m the West, 665, now cared for in the East, 3,119, are now cared for by pul have borne their share of the cost of maintaining the hx sof the st t 
or | ite charity, or are suffering for want of any care. This makes no ac- | sheltered their brethren in arms ade no sig The we 
o f 5.531. who, if inthe East, would receive some care or assistance from | for they could work 
somes t These estimates are based on the assumption that only thos Now thatage s beginning to overtake thet i pu 
ire to be cared for who are now eligible for admission to existing homes i we believe that nation will give them grat ; ink 
se y fall far short of the actual number entitled to aid, unless the Gov- | shelter they have doubly earned, and t >» withe es - . 
¢ e! yposes to continue a policy which, in our judgment, owes its present v can trace their disabilities to wour or diseas ‘ a ’ 
existence only to the fact that the attention of Congress has not before b« duty the service Knowing the character « ‘ ads 
called to it. Assuming, however, thatthe present policy of caring for only such | committee prays that this, t) home,may be placed conve 
ex-soldiers as can trace their disability to wounds, or disease contracted in the midst, where thev can be cor dand s t1ined in the ° years by 4 
eof duty in service, was intelligently adopted and has been intentionally ad- | si family fric 3, and where \ s va t 
hered to, this bill brings the question of change of its policy squarely home to | g f titutions i States they helped to f | 
the Government, for it provides tt rht by vour com! e that the xadmiss or exclus ofa - 
Sec. 5. That all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who served in the | fi s home will prove of 1 h « sequence as a fac . 
war of the rebellion, or in any other war in which the United States has been | few, ifa such in the (rans-Mississiy 1 uutasa ple 
engaged, who are disabled by age, disease, or otherwise, and by reason of s i is W S Sel t. the imittes e of o Lion at he ! ved 
disability are incapable of earning a living, shall be adn tted into this home for iilors ought to be treated as we sand no worse than soldi and “ 
disabled volunteer soldiers.”’ vratifvine to us to bear witness to the gen sitv of those who ask fort @ ‘ 
Your committee, after full consideration and examination of the sulje t i that they lead the way to justice long deferred by asking that their co 3 
nal nee agreed that the policy of caring for all as indicated in this b s | of t Navy sh be ad 1 equally with th selves There were 121 t 
the t * policy ar id ought to be adopted at once by this Government i i s rs ted du y the w ‘ lusive of soldiers transt edi to the N 
this point they submit the recommendations of the board of managers of exis yt this unber 1.804 were killed and 3.266 wounded, a tota “ t at f 
ng homes. In their report for the year ¢ nding June 30, 1882 (pp. 3 and 4, Mis 070 When these sa iken into account, and also the Ie] t se 
Doe. No. 14, first session Forty-seventh Congress), they say endered ithe extra re ntrv of t se rendering it s matter 
In the last report of the board it w s recommended that the benefits « é f wonder that tl r< to reco tio ss ered for twentv vea } 
home be extended to destitute, deserving soldiers unable to earn their i ‘ \ v been \ ed by men who are stran s to the 
who could not trace their disabilities to the epsom reper hee ors Who set i A iit ilroduct t thie i question Wasusked in accordance with a re 
the United States during the war of secession should be placed upon the sami itio f! i ’ ely opted by Na : En aaa ‘ 
g of admission tothe home asare soldiers and sailors who served in p | (i 1 Ar oft Repul held at Denve ( oO » July, ISS via 
wars Both propositions have been rejected by Congress, as we think ot h esolut 1a commun tee of five members « i i itio was 
misapprehension; but in any event the persons included in these recom ! po to represe to t t Cong { ted States 1ecess md 
tions are in general as deserving of care by the General Governmentas are t st fes - 140] “ me west the M ssip] As the 1 va of 
present members of the home Men are daily becoming prematurely disabled that orga t e set! ithe for 1 eloquent refe 1 
from disease, the seeds of which were sown in service, although when t , this nt ‘ ut tac e same here irked Ex {,and mal \ 
discharged they were able-bodied. The manager before whom such a case es part of this report 
f he act according to existing law, must refuse the man admission, : gen- | Y¢ commiitt recom! i that the bill be ame ed as f mws: In e? 
eral the applicant con only go tothe nearest poor-house. If the manage t | section 2, atter the word lanagers is ess es ‘ I 
the man, making a strained interpretation of the law on the side of ! t e 6, section 3, strike out the word ind “ eut f 
the » without further legislation, will soon overflow and admissions must | Word “ practicable. In line 2, sectic iftert \ i eb 
cei } words “or in a ther i wh ed States a heen « P 
rhe case of disabled sailors requires only to be mentioned. existing | A d the title of the b insert he word “* s« ers ¢ he 
law there is no piace where a United States sailor disabled in the var ca words ‘and sailors 
be cared for, unless he had previously enlisted as a soldier.’ | \ndas so amended your committee recommend that the bill do pass 
Again, in their report for the year ending June 30, 1883(pp.3 and 26, Mis 
Doc. No. 14, first session Forty-eighth Congress), they say EXHIBIT A. 
fhe board has on several occasions recommended legislation concer v To the S Hou esentat the T 1 Stat 
the admission of destitute deserving soldiers whose disabilities can n« t : : Cae ; “ 
traced to their service, and the admission of sailors who served in the Navy Your memorialists would respectfully state that the necessity for the 
during the civil war who are not now eligible to admissicn, although sailors |" it of a soldiers’ home west of the Mississippi for disabled vo 
who served in any other war are eligible rhese recommendations, the b« ! andl SALLOTS WI! served in the war of the rebellion, wl 
believes, deserve the attention of Congress, and they are respectfully reiterates ; 3 sness, or otherwise are incapable of earning a \ or is. \ tuke t 
his failure to authorize the admission of disabled sailors is to be regrett | mitted fact. Recognizing this necessity, the seventeenth anz 
inasmuch as deserving men who served in the Navy are at this time wholly u | Nat Encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, at D er, ¢ 
provided for unless they have served for twenty years, in which case th t yu on motion ofa comrade from the State of Kansas, adopied 
igible for admission to the Naval Asylum in Phi Iphia, cig nittee of five mbers of this « pment Py 
Your committee have been unable to estimate the number of ex-soldiers or Parecc: hae he next Congress of the United States © necessit} : Stic 
sailors that would be entitled to admission to homes on ac« naa site establis ¢ a soldiers’ home west of the Mississip; In pursu 5 
and disability contracted since discharge ; ‘Bebptats- org your memorialists were appointed such committee, and have 
It is obvi ous, however, that it will very largely Increase the number now ¢ Pee ; voor ng bill. ° 1 ' 
titled to care, and that will compel a large increase of the capacity of existin is DUT Is not crawn in the interest of any locality, but alone in the inters 
homes and the building of additional ones. Whether the Government shall | .. “rag 2 whom it is intended to enefit in the great States of Arkansas, ( 
lertake the care of all destitute and disabled soldiers and sailors or not can yes + aoa », Ransas, Minnesota, Missouri, and Nebraska ' 
make no difference with this bill, for there are from 1,894 to 3,119 disabled s« 7 a day more than SO) volunteer soldicrs and sa =e = 
diers now living west of the Mississippi, and now entitled to care under exist pote ee eee oe many of whom, | ; ‘ 
aws, and suffering for the want of such care as those in the East are ee ee ee eee Ahus conditioned ~. 
and have been since 1867. It is to be borne in mind that soldiers in the West | wert ae oe Secteaalhongs ese! i Nanrenees BP led as 
hn uncared for can not be cared for in the existing homes in the East at . 2 ty ae : rO ttos or becon ve 
rhose homes are now overcrowded by applicants from their own territory.,and | i} wid howe ) look out upon the prospe1 
must at once be enlarged or relieved by this and other homes, or must clos¢ ears eet 7 possible to the Government w 
their doors and refuse shelter to those whose wounds guarantee them prote eT) OF CSCOMS ENC OLIOTS OF COMMON Chari 
tion have bec young,’ says the Psalmist nd me im old t | ve 
In this connection the following figures are of interest: The total number of | the righteous forsaken, nor his seed begging bread ats 
new admissions to all the branches of the home for four vears from IS76 t R74 = a? ae forgetful of its duty as to permitone of the least of ‘ 
in lusive, was 6,020, and the total losses by death in the same time was 1.102 to ex bre id 
making a net gain of 4,918, being an average of 307 new admissions each year to | ; re - een ae niy one object, and that Is to se t speedy « 
each branch ofthe home The wh number of admissions for the four vears | ¢1,.. q; s odious and suitable h me a 
from 188) to 1883, inelusive, w us 7,103. The number of deaths in t} aad : = states ti ed in this bill hey bave fu i ‘ i eB i 
was 1,754, being a net gain of 5,349. A comparison of the aggreg rated ko Managers ¢ e Home for Disabled \ 1 tha s 
of years shows a decreased percentay of gains, but a further exe : aa i on oO Oca under t t Ww ! a Wis The 
the series of years from 1880 to 1883 shows that while the net gain for the vea ; ee , aisontage % Re a ; 
Se 1,282, that for 1883 was 1,703, or 25 per cent. more than that of 1382, | Ves UTe: Watel is ist, as well as one of pressing necessity, be e he 
ating thatthe net increase of inmates of existing homes in the next four | ~~: : ‘ e€ 10 ty of the Stat > 
years will be from 800 to 1,000 more than the prec = four years, unless ther pl es f é ssion t \ t ’ . 
shall be a change from present indications; and on that point we sub t = pone ; . ¥ the « ees: | oe 2 
following from ‘the re port of the board of managers fer Lsx2 ee eee eaeerenee Oe am coe nen 
of — a mistake to suppose that there will soon be any ma fal diminutio om ae , a ae : cre dapege ke oe uM eee ae ae ance Wi the epe t 
or the number of members of the home. Many soldiers discharged for dis \ aad os sae Bhcake ; as Hon 
: lity, without pensions as well as pensioners, who have hitherto sup} v eer S Sal eit ‘nan : 
themselves or lived with their families now grown up, begin to lo k to 5 oat eae f : _ 7 
meme as the place where they wish to pass their declining years. The; 227 ein Mpcienic tevagpstetin laid Sis -ype : boy pliner 9 bap idee 
ider the law, are eligible for admission, and such cases will arise for ‘ 
generation.” 2 , nca T it ive “ 3 te 
Phe udgment of the board, delivered in 1882, is more than « 5 i 7 C4 ~sdlbsgspsiin : Se ee 
increase of 1883. : ' > 
Of the 353,189 ex-soldiers west of the Mississi itis estimated by certa ‘ le i eiiail aby : ; 
ot the committee that fully two-thirds are locate 1 in the four Sta saat ton WW ae ee . : , a , 
: a Kansas, and Missouri, the major part of the balanc: yin M feed The dis: sas antares aaa ee 
ota, Dakota, and California, the residue in Colorado. on the I Slove. a eit : ; : = 
the a bracnenae be rosters of the States represented at the annual reu a ms a i ; ates I your 
sented in tl i four States named show that every loyal State is repre ‘ r deeds leeds that are t sughters of the « 
1€se States by soldiers that enlis te d their ian ' ‘ : ; 7 
served throug ; from tl hor ates a You sts eir persona se 
- rough the war. hoa act nce of i Ww t ‘ j j 14 
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‘ s S t ssa s | mentioned in this report as needing assistance It would cert: 
. aoe ys . = quire one in each State, and perhaps in some States two or thi : 
F WM. WARNER IS On the supposition that there are as many persons needing hel . ; 
tee See AN stated in this report. 
HE. PALMER There is a remedy, Mr. Speaker, and I am in favor of that 1 
ALBION P. PEASI and that is to pay this money to the soldiers. Give it to the dis 
r. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR.” Mr. Speaker. I desire to sav a word or | Volunteers; pay it to them directly in the shape of a pens 
t | to this : hundred dollars a year paid directly to these soldiers would supp 
Mr. LAIRD. W gy eman vield to me noment to make | them comfortably almost anywhere. It would feed and clot] 
L suger and supply all their wants, and supply them many luxuries and « 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Certainly forts which they never obtain in a soldiers’ home; and we woul 
M LAIRD I lerstand that there is considerable opposition to save to the Government $283.11 per soldier. : 
the bill offered in lieu of the House bill: and to the end that these rhe time has come, Mr. Speaker, when we should make appr 
objections may be obviated as far as possi le. itis agreed by the com- tions payable directly to the soldic re We must recognize the f 
mittee that we now ask unanimous consent to lav aside the Senate bil] | there are thousands of soldiers in this country to-day who hav 
and proceed with the consideration of the House b ll yet drawn a pension, who were brave and true soldiers, men who 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempor Is there any objection to the request | 4t the front and in the thickest of the fight, men vi ho neve) 
of the ntleman from Nebraska to vacate the order of the House sub- | their back on their country’s cause, men who followed the flag « 
stituting the Senate bill for the House bill. and resume the considera- | Country through all the long, dark years of the war, and who are t 


House bill, which w 


read lor ti 


tion of the 


] 


Het 


vas laid aside? 


rmation of the House. 


This bill has already 
nD 1€ luni 
Tl was no objection, and 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR 
tively to the reading of this report, 


was satistied before that 


it was ordered accordin 
Mr. Speaker, I have listened atten- 
and it ime better than I 

the passage of this bill will not remove the 


ere \ 


. : 
has satisher 


difficulties suggested in the report. I am in favor of doing almost any- 
thing that can be done in the interest of the soldiers of this country. 
I think we can never do too much for them, and I stand second to no | 


gentleman on this floor in my purpose to do anything that I think will 
be really in their interest. But I am not inclined to the opinion that 
there is any present demand for the home pravided for in this bill, nor 
do I think that such a home as this is adequate to the present wants of 
dependent soldiers 

I recently had occasion to address a letter to the Secretary of War, 
making certain inquiries in regard to soldiers’ homes, and asking him 
to furnish me with a statement showing the expense of supporting | 
soldiers in the soldiers’ homes in this country. I had looked into the | 
reports and was not inclined to believe the statements I found there to 
be entirely correct. I was afraid to quote them until I made these in- 
I thought that there must be some mistake in the figures. I 
consequently addressed a letter to the Secretary making these inquiries, 
and received from him the following answer 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., April 15, 

In answer to your request of the 12th instant for a statement of the cost 
per year for the support of a soldier in a soldier's home, I have the honor tostate | 
the expenditures of the Soldiers’ Home, District of Columbia, during the year 
ending September 30, 18835, were $125,609.43; the average number of soldiers | 
therein was four hundred and sixty-two, and the average cost of support of each 
soldier was $271.88, which also includes the cost of buildings erected or repaired | 
during the year and all other expenses 

In regard to the cost of maintenance of a soldier in the National Home for | 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 1 must refer you to the annual report of the board 
of managers of said home, which is printed as House Miscellaneous Document 
No. 14, Forty-eighth Congress, first session, as these homes are not under the | 
jurisdiction of this Department, the Secretary of War being only an ex officio | 


member of the board of ma From page 20 of that report, it appears that 
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agers 


the “‘average cost of keeping each inmate, exclusive of clothing,” is $483.11. | 
Very respectfully 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 

Secretary of War. | 

Hon. JosepH D. TAYLOR | 
House of Representatives | 


I learned from this letter, as well as from the report to which he re- 
fers, that the cost of maintaining a soldier in a soldiers’ home for dis- 
abled volunteer soldiers is $483.11 a year. This is the annual ex- 
pense, the average cost, of each inmate. The National Home for | 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers has several branches located in different 
parts of the country, and I am in favor of giving it a generous sup- 
port. These homes are said to be well managed. They are under the | 
control of distinguished men, and I take it that they are as well man- | 
aged as they can be. And yet, after we have had twenty years of ex- | 
perience in managing soldiers’ homes, this large expense seems un- 
avoidable; and this expense of $483.11 a year is exclusive of clothing. | 
The expense per capita of the inmates of the Soldiers’ Home in the 
District of Columbia is not so much as the expense in the homes for 
volunteer soldiers, for reasons which are apparent to those who know 
how differently these homes are situated. 

Mr. WELLER. I would be pleased to ask a question of the gentle- 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. JOSEPH D 
to be interrupted. 

After twenty years of experience in the management of soldiers’ 
homes we have ascertained the fact I have stated, that it costs $483.11 
exclusive of clothing, to support a single inmate for a single year, in 
the National Home tor Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and this National 
Home includes all the volunteer homes, as they are all under one man- 
nent and are considered as one home. This would support these 
rs in a first-class hotel in almost any part of this country. And 
1e report shows, if it shows anything, that we would have to build 
homes to accommodate the number 


TAYLOR. Ido not care to yield. Ido not want 
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3’ ot persons 


| unteer soldiers seems like a prison er an infirmary. 


in poverty and want, and when they applied for a pension they 
refused because they could not furnish all the evidence required | 
Department. 

Only to-day I read a letter from a soldier who has a wife an 
children and who has for years been trying to get a pension and is 
able to get it because he can not show treatment for the diseas¢ 
in the service. And he writes me that during that time he wasa pris- 
oner of war, in Andersonville or Libby Prison, and had no treatm 
And yet he is required to make this proof in order to obtain a 
from this great and generous Government. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I would suggest to the gentleman that that 
all removed by the Senate amendment put on the Mexican pension 
passed by the Senate to-day. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I was going to come to that in 
ment. I think the amendment made to the Mexican pension 
which passed the Senate to-day is a step in the right direction 
will obviate the necessity for any more soldiers’ homes. It will | 
the money to every soldier who needs money. It will distribut: 
money to every honorably discharged soldier who is in want a 


’ 
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is not now drawinga pension. This bill as amended is the ver) y 
| that is needed. It provides forall disabled soldiers who have no 
of support. These are the soldiers who appeal to the generosity o 
| country and to the magnanimity of this Government. 
These men can not go to asoldiers’ home. Many of them hav: 
and children. From boyhood to manhood, and frequently to o ‘ 
they have lived in the same familiar neighborhood. There th ‘ 


their domicile. All their early and later associations and atta } 
cluster around their home, and many of them will die paupers | 
they will go away fifty or one hundred or two hundred miles 
come the inmates of a soldiers’ home. A soldiers’ home to most vol- t 
There is nothing ‘ 
homelike about it—no wife nor children, friends nor neighbors to 1 
it cheerful or bright. 

The homes are beautiful places to look at, and very attractive 1 t 
those who are not compelled to stay there. You can surround the! 
with all the poesy you please, but they lose much of this enchantment ' 
theinmates. Nosoldiers’ homeis like the realhomeofthesoldier. T!. ¢ 
place where the soldier desires to live is with his wife and children 


e. 
has any, and most of them have. Then there is this fact which 1 i 
willquestion. The influences which surround a soldiers’ home are often i 
demoralizing. You can not go to one of these places without realizing h 
this fact. Vicious habits are sometimes formed at these homes the in- ( 
fluences of which sometimes follow the soldier to his home and fa) a 
Besides, Mr. Chairman, it is not in harmony with American ideas to 
| herd together large numbers of men and abrogate the home which }s lj 
sacred to the people of this country. And if you will examine t " 
ports of these institutions you will discover that the largest num! f} 
the inmates are foreigners—men who have no homes or families 
| hence, no local attachments. This way of living is distasteful to! a 
Americans. I have had letters from soldiers who say they would 1 i1 
go tothe poor-house than toa soldiers’ home, as in this event thes y 
be near home and could get to see their wives and children is 
And I have been surprised at another thing, and this report shows re 


it. It shows the large number of persons who have been received 11! i 


these soldiers’ homes. The number is very large. Do you know t] 
reason of this? It is because they constantly come and go. w 
but ashort time and thenumber of desertions is very large. § 

these reports and you will find that hundreds and perhaps thous di 
of soldiers who never deserted their country’s flag, who neve! te 
in the face of an enemy—deserted these homes because the) 

so distasteful to them and because the regulations were object al 
Read these reports and you will find how many men who we! 5 th 
and true soldiers during the war, have deserted these soldiers’ ! S 3 t) 
and have gone back home to live and die without the aid of the ‘ _ th 


be 


ernment rather than receive its beneficence in this way. ; \ 


Let us give the money to the soldiers. We owe it to them. Wi 2 M 
them a comfortable living. They need no guardian. We do not 
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soft places for Government appointees. If that is the object 
have more soldiers’ homes. But if we have at heart the good of 
es dies and the good of the soldier only, let us be generous toward 
er that needs money and is without support. Every soldier 





‘ = disabled from any cause and is without means of support, every 


cho would have occasion to go to a soldiers’ home let us pay 
nd pay him liberally, instead of paying $100,000 for the purpose 
: You can readily see, Mr. Speaker, 
t is time that we should change our system of supporting disabled 
I can see no wisdom in appropriating money when only one- 
t ever reaches or benefits the soldier. If we mean to benetit 
the soldier let us do that directly. 
; d should pay it to them directly, and in this way do them more good 
save the Government a large and unnecessary expense. 

~ very sure that not more than one-fourth of the amount of money 
appropriated for the support of these soldiers’ homes ever reaches 01 
henefits the soldier. Hence I do not now see why this bill should pass. 
ave not learned from this report uny necessity for this increased ex- 
Indeed, I think the time has come tor us to make the sol- 
dier his own guardian. Let him govern himself as a free man without 
having any superintendent or manager over him 

I now vield to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. HENDERSON] for ten 
nil utes. and will surrender the rest of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. t 
coming up to-night. I certainly am surprised at the presentation w hich 
has just been made by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. JosepH D. Tay- 

oR}. It seems that we have five or more homes i 
Mr. LAIRD. There are four of them. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have four homes for disabled sol- 
diers in this country, all of them located east of the Mississippi River. 
The gentleman from Ohio who has just taken his seat | Mr. JOSEPH D. 
TAYLOR] has in his own State, I believe, a comfortable home for sol- 
diers. Now, when the region of country west of the Mississippi comes 
modestly to the doors of Congress asking for the establishment of a home 
for the benefit of the vast number of disabled soldiers now living in that 
region, we are suddenly informed that there must be a revolution in 
this system and startling developments are made before us. 

Sir, we are not discussing this as an original proposition. This Gov- 
ernment has passed that point already; the policy of establishing sol- 
liers’ homes has been settled. The only question now presented to 
us by this bill is: Shall we establish a home for disabled soldiers west 
of the Mississippi as well as for those east of the Mississippi? If I 
remember correctly the report which has been read to-night, one home 
alone which has been established has over 4,000 soldiers in it. From 
the data given in that able report of the committee it appears that 
there are only 1,900 soldiers west of the Mississippi, out of the three 


ng the soldiers $25,000. 


We can trust them with the mone: 


I was not aware that this question was 


disabled soldiers. 








I do not talk for the sake of talking; but Isay tl 
is prepared to strike down this whole system, no 
advanced by my able friend from Ohio that will wai 
here in voting against home asked for b rT 
from the valley of the Mississippi now knocking a 
Mr. LAIRD addressed the House. [See App nd 
Mr. McADOU. Mr. Chairman, is it in order to move amendments 
to the b 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska still 


Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, that the House may understand 
, + 1 











the ar l nt which I have just offered to thls Dill ne liber 
of again wing the same: 

I 1, That wherever a soldier has been an inmate of any of t l- 
tional s ers es for a period of not less than twelve months.and sl 
ha i y iat time ar ord of good behavior, it s ‘ Ww i 
to retire f1 i said home and receive from the funds apy ed for t 
tena f the home of which he was a member tl0 for ever onth he shall 
remain away from said home 

Mr Sneaker. the mai biect of the bill under cor ] ti } 

‘ir, Speaker, the main object of the Dill under consiae (lon is to in- 
crease the number of soldiers’ homes, so as to make possible the admis- 
sion of fresh applicants and relieve the already overcrowded homes east 

oe 4 1T : ; ) . . T +hi ? ‘ t hii ‘ vel 
of the Mississippi hiver. Suir, i think tha ry adopting this amend- 
ment these homes already existing Can be reli d of many of their in- 


} +) + } ] , + ¥ } ] +l, . 
nates th great satistaction to the soldiers thems« Ss and with profit 








to eG My triend from Ohio [Mr. Murray], who has 
civen this ma s careful attention, tells me, and I know the same 
to be true hat there exists in ‘ inds of these old veterans 
a dislike to be considered paupers and to be herded and housed and 
ruled in their declining years under discipline of these homes 

Iany of them leave their little fo rce to go into these in- 
stitutions. Once again, as in the days of civil strife, the fondest and 
dearest ties of the human heart are cruelly severed, and the aged vet- 


eran, stabbed by his own patriotism, comes a mendicant to this Govern- 
ment institution often within its cold walls to but ‘* crave a little earth 
for charity.” 

But from an economic standpoint there is a strong argument for this 
amendment. Leaving out interest and insurance and the like, the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. MURRAY] informs me that the cost of mainte- 
nance per capita is about Sli permonth. Tokeepstrictly within bounds 
I have made the allowance only $10 mer month. If allowance were 
made for cost of building, interest on investment, insurance, official 
salaries, and the like, the amount per capita would be very much larger. 


A great many inmates of these homes would undoubtedly take ad- 


| vantage of this amendment, and the Government, aside from dealing 
| justly with these men, would save, in addition to all other things, the 


hundred and fitty-odd thousand soldiers from that region who are elig- | 


ible for admission into these homes. 
Yet when we come here asking for the establishment of a home for 


expense of building these new homes in the West. Do gentlemen want 
to increase Government institutions and the roster of officials drawing 


| salaries from the Federal Treasury? Defeat this amendment, and you 


that vast region, peopled as it is with disabled soldiers, not only from | 


that portion of the country, but many of them who have moved from 
the East, we tind a Representative from the State of Ohio, which State 
enjoys one of these homes. bringing forward some little objections to 
the policy inaugurated by this Government, and on those objections he 
seeks to deny us the benefit of a soldiers’ home west of the Mississippi. 


these homes. The amount isgreater than I supposed, some $480 a year 
each. Bunt judging from the eloquent tribute which that gentleman 
paid to the soldiers of the Republic I suppose he would not stop at giv- 
ing them that amount, but would be willing to give it into their own 
hands. It is not, therefore, the amount which troubles my friend from 
Ohio but the mode of placing it, whether through trustees or given 
directly to the soldiers. I will not be outdone by my friend in the 
matter of generosity to soldiers in the way of pensions. I believe in 
liberal pensions; I believe that justice should be done to the soldiers. 
And since it is only the manner and not the amount that troubles my 
triend, that point should be eliminated from this discussion. 

We are told another thing, that there are evils in these homes. I 
am sorry to say, Mr. Speaker, that there are evils in all homes; even 
in that great citadel of virtue, the family home, we may find evils. 
“rant that in all organizations where man is housed by himself there 
is a tendency toevil. But human experience in every great nation has 
recognized the virtue of patriotism and the propriety of having homes 
lor the disabled defenders of their country. I think we have passed 
the point to consider such trivial objections as these as a reason why 
we should not have another soldiers’ home. 

+o sum up briefly, the facts are simply these: We have now four sol- 
diers’ homes established east of the Mississippi, while not one is es- 
tablished in that great Western paradise, the region west of the Missis- 
“ppl. We come now for the first time modestly asking for our dis- 
abled soldiers that recognition which has been given to the soldiers in 
the Eastern States. I do not believe that any Representative east of 
the Mississippi River will cast his vote against us. I teel confident 
that no Representative from the South will cast his vote against us. 
a anew that no Representative from the vast plains west of the 
“ississippi River will be found casting his vote aga 


galpst us. 


show just how deeply your much vaunted love for the soldier compares 
with your desire to swell the number of names in the Blue Book. 
When I see how profuse gentlemen can be in their professions of love 


| for the soldier, how careless or reckless in legislating for him, how ut- 
| terly unconscionable in their appeals to his feelings and his prejudices, 


I feel like paraphrasing the celebrated saying of Madame De Staél and 


| exclaiming: **O soldier, for how much rascality and demagogy has thy 
Che gentleman says that it is expensive keeping these soldiers in | 


patriotism been a cloak!’’ 
Sir, the honest, patriotic, and intelligent soldiers of this land, whose 


| valor preserved the Union, will no longer permit themselves to be shields 
| for such rascality or the ready recipients of such unwholesome flattery. 


The time is rapidly approaching when in the interest alike of the sol- 
dier and the entire people the land and pension laws must cease to be 
patchworks of inconsistency and injustice. I have had the honor to 
present to this House a petition signed by over 5,000 ex-Union soldiers 
asking revision of the land and pension laws. Intimately connected 
with the question of pensions is that of preserying the public domain 
alike from domestic monopolists and foreign invaders. ‘‘ Land for the 
landless millions’ is the cry of the underpaid operatives in the great 
industrial communities, coupled with the strong and daring resolve that 
the invasion of our soil by alien freebooters and great corporations must 
stop. In this connection I want to put before the House and the coun- 
try the following statement from the New York Star of January 6 last 
past: 

OUR ALIEN LAND-GRABBERS—ONE RESULT OF REPUBLICAN MISRULE AND MISs- 

MANAGEMENT 


WASHINGTON, January 5 
Within the whole domain of public affairs there isno question of greater 


I Im- 
portance to the American people than that of land monopoly. 





Between the Republican party, the railroad corporations, and foreign land- 
grabbers, the public lands are rapidly falling away Within a very few year 
no less than 300,000,000 acres of the finest soil the sun ever shone upon have 


passed from the people into the hands of men who would hare 


ily hesitate to 
overturn this Government if it were necessary to serve their «¢ 


Is Che poor 











man’s inheritance, the public domain, is rapidly | remniniscence 

Nothing in the history of the titled robbers of ages can compare 
with the recklessness that has characterized the Re marty in their man- 
agement of the public lands, which were intende« people and not for 
greedy capitalists or monopolists. 

Land monoply in its best form (if that term be permissible) is a dangerous 
institut but the danger is increased a hundred-fold when the land is held by 
men who are aliens by rth, by choice, and in principles, 
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20, 747, G00 
Wr recently in the Elmira Gazette upon this question, Rev. Thomas K. 
Be ‘ yrother of Henry Ward Beecher, said: ** We have here a high-lift- 
ing, frowning portent that should startle every intelligent patriot and cause 
h nstruct his Congressman inexorably to the effect thatthe ownership of 
lat vy non-residents must come to an end; and further, that the ownership of | 
lands in great blocks must cometoanend. However plausible, because profit- 
able, their temporary occupancy may be, we can not afford to repeat in this 
< intry the horrible experiences of Ireland 
lam pleased, however, to state that the present Congress has taken a hold of 
this question of alien land ownership, and there is every prospect that the evil 
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ily be abated, but that some arrangement will be made whereby those 
se tracts will revert to the people,to whom they properly belong and 
from whom they should never have been permitted to go. Congressmen Mc- 
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and carnage, but retire to drum-beat and raise their 
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it Augusta, Dayton, O] 
A national board of managers, composed of Army officers, control t] 
institutions. Red tape and discipline make them unattractive to t 
These old men with honorable scars are compelled to | 
rule and die toorder. Unlike the oldsoldier in Goldsmith's ** Desert 
V ’ they sit not the night away, talking of scenes of past 


xr 
ie., he 


Milwaukee, Wis., Hampton, Va., an 


veteran. 


lllage, 
teeble bods s to 
meet the bugle-call. And the ery of the managers is for more hon 

Phat the soldiers themselves join this ery is simply because it 
only relief presented. For certain friendless and entirely hom: 
soldiers such homes, if properly conducted, are a necessity, but I speak 
for a great class, who could with this additional allowance manage ) 
much more satisfaction to themselves to get along better without t 
within these institutions. 

They want one in California, in Pennsylvania, in Michigan, and: 
so many other States. Adopt this amendment, and the great |} 
Hampton, Va., in the mild, salubrious seaboard climate of our mi 
region, will hold nearly all applicants and save millionsin the cost of n 
buildings. This monthly allowance, with the pension which most « 
them receive, will keep them in comparative comfort. Membe 
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this would be an easy way toincreasepensions. That is no argument 
if the soldier is entitled to enter one of these homes he must be sup 

| ported there, and it costs the Government just the same whether t 
expend it for him or he spends for himself. 

Soldiers’ homes! Mr. Speaker, I want, sir, to make true homes for 
the soldiers to whom weowe somuch. Nogreat, cold, heartless depot 
where the inmates are treated as paupers, ruled by martinets, and s 
rounded by guard-houses, but the happy cottage home in the great 
centers of our civilization or on the free lands of the West. Not to be 


immured in some gloomy pile to pine and fret and die of heart-br 
but the shady, vine-clad porch under the summer’s sun, and the ge! 
fireside with its prattling children and loving helpmate to rob th: 
ter’s day of all its gloom. Instead of bowing and fawning to « 
gold-laced superior, let the aged veteraa spend his declining vears su 
rounded by the loves and comforts, the sweet memories and holy influ 
ences, of a true American home. As I speak these words there comes 
before me the face and form of an aged veteran who has appealed to1 
to aid his claim for just dues before this House. His kindly face 
long gray locks, his manners, and his talk bespeak him the gent! 
and scholar. Before the late civil war he was the author of a book 
military tactics. He afterward rose to the rank of major in the Fed 
eral Army. Now, in the ‘‘sere and yellow leaf,’’ weary with waiting 


for his claims, he comes to me with breaking heart and tears stream 
ing down his furrowed cheeks, and asks as a last resort admission to 
one of these tombs of human hopes and loves and ambitions—a so : 
home. 


Mr. LAIRD. I give notice that I will call the previous quest 
100’clock. I yield now for five minutes tothe gentleman from Michiz 
{Mr. CUTCHEON }. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I will not occupy the time of the Hous 
moment with any remarks on this bill. I desire to say I have g 
it very careful attention and studied this subject with a great ( 
care as a member of the Military Committee. This bill comes | 
the unanimous report of that committee. Itcomes here with the heart 
approval of every member of that committee upon both sides ot 
House. 

We recognized the fact, Mr. Speaker, that this system of sol 
homes having been established and carried forward by common « 
to this time, it is simply doing justice to the region beyond the Missis 
sippi. 

I wish further to call the attention of the House to a few fact 
perhaps did not appear in the report, in order to show why ws 
to this conclusion. It appears from the statistics that the inc 
the number of inmates during the year 1831 was 464. The incre 
the year 1882 over the preceding year was 680. The increase in t 
year 1883 over the preceding year was 479. From a study of the 
tistics from the foundation of these homes until now we find the num 
| ber of inmates is increasing with a very steady and constant ratio, 4 
arguing from the experience of the past we have every reason to ex} 
they will increase in the future in a like ratio. During the late vi 
of the Committee on Military Affairs with the board of manage! 
the National Soldiers’ Home to the home at Hampton, Va., th: 
assured the members of the committee that in their opinion the 
ber of inmates would constantly continue to increase for t 
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Apoo of New Jersey, HoLMAN of Indiana, and Hopkins of Pennsylvania have 
introduced bills that cover this important matter, and there is scarcely any 
doubt that they will pass. The people should urge upon their Representatives 
the necessity of supporting these bills 
rhe names, &c., of our native land monopolists would fill every page of this 
issue of the Star. I select only a few from the several States and Territories, as 
fo ‘ vs 
Acres. 
Hon. C. F. Brainerd, of Brainerd, Minn., a stalwart Republican, in 
Arizona en sivin evouminnsned 140, 000 
Hon. George Hearst, San Francisco...........ccccsccccsesscsccsscsesesees 48, 000 
rf I I, RO, ETL ti cian dian eh ini RiNENIN 138, 000 
rhe Murphy estate, Santa Clara .................. 150, 000 
i, Cy Se . TO UO DITO... ccocuccoccoacseceocostensedecsees 600), 000 
Ly Ae SON.” UR IE ais vctitin xecumesisiincepeitensenineebeaeeaicnenins 500, 000 
Senat John A. Logan ; 80, 000 
Whitt e & Co., of Wisconsin, in Alabama.. 35, 000 
J. W. Dlitfe, Colorado : o saclieendela asi ubieibidenive taiepiiintinintibeniins 15, 000 
Gi i Brothers, of Tidioute, Pa., in Dokota 40, 000 
COLO VEE DORAN TUNED, OF TORUS FE, BEB avin wrcerenerese vesveescesesencecoepsssnces 500, 000 
Brera Pn fie a ne csaapsnaipeniiiois 2, 000, 000 
Hk Wi ea all 18, 000 
Walter Brown, of Kansas, in Kansas niente 3, 000 
Congressman E. N. Morrill & Co., in Kansas.................... 000 
sia ts, “PI ITIL a pales me eemneniaeinitN 2, OOO 
SE NII] SEIIIIIID,. ciniisicdinseimneninicviicnmeanaenaneh aaipsenpennh mpenniieadinieniin , 000 
Mr. David Seltzer, of Ohio , 000 
I mpson & Warner, Minnesota , 000 
J. b. Walker, Minneapolis , WOO 
Hon. J.S. Pillsbury, Minneapolis , 000 
J. M. Richmond & Co., of Buffalo, in Missouri 000 
M el Br id, SI Missouri Ooo 
Adirondack Land Company, New York , 000 
i Ia UII i al arial OOO 
VW um Clark easineenne 30), 000 
rhe David Raleigh estate, in New Jersey , 000 
Shenango and Alleghany Railroad Company ..... ................sessssseseseeeees , 000 
k. D. George, South Carolina QUO 
‘ pre Meve Wisconsin 000 
( wr Jeremiah Rusk, Wisconsin , 000 
Potal 7, 427, 000 
Phe ove are simply a few specimens. There is not a State or Territory in 
this it “ h does not contain scores,even hundreds,of men who 
( ‘ Pty vilr grants, those colossal monuments to corruption and 
robbery s impossible to speak with patience of the men and party responsi- 
! for the I was in d the other day by agentleman who served in the 
I seve Cor that 300,000,000 acres of land were granted to railroad 
cory s withi ty years 
s t eg he present Congress noless than thirty bills have been 
introduce clar nd granted to railroads forfeited. Mr. Holman’s bill | 
is the ost sweeping, and therefore better calculated to do justice toan outraged 
people Should it pass, the railroad corporations of America will be compelled 
to disgorge 100,000,000 acres of the best land in America, which they hold in de- | 
fiance of law, decency, and justice 


Discussing this bill one gentleman says that in Europe they have pala- 
tial Sir, the American soldier is a citi- 
zen who volunteered from love of country to leave for a time the ranks 
of peaceful life to preserve the integrity and honor of his country. He 


homes for disabled soldiers 


is no liveried hireling of an ambitious prince, to spend his entire life 
ul l 


Mier the rule ol 


ofticial martinets 


Phere are four volunteer soldiers’ homes in the United States, namely, 


certainly and probably for fifteen years. And it was the opt 

Major-General Franklin, and so far as I could learn the opinion of eve! 

member of that board, that when the maximum number of inmat 
| would be reached it would double the number at present, which iss 

thing like seven thousand. So much for that point of t 
| for increase of accommodation. 
| In the second place I desire to meet the argument of my friend ! 
Ohio [Mr. JosepH D. TAyYLor], and the point I wish to make ts th: 
This is not to provide for men who are pensionable under the laws, 0 
to provide for men who are non-pensionable under the laws. T! 
provides for those non-pensionable as well as for those who are pens!00- 
able. 

And there is another thing. 
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, pay these men pensions and let them spend the time wit] 
os at home. But, sir, the unfortunate circumstance is, the great ma- 

- of these men have no families and have no homes and do not have 
ovwhere else to go. Therefore if you deprive them of these national 
ves there is no refuge for them but the alms-house. There are to- 
™ in the State of Michigan two hundred of these non-pensionable 
Jdiers who are cared for in the almshouse, to the disgrace of the na- 
tion that they have not been prov ided for elsewhere. The State has 
no other means. I find from the figures taken from the last annual re- 
+t of the board of managers that out of the entire number of 14,704 
“ared for in soldiers’ homes last year, 1833, there were a little over 
0 of them that had families to go to. If you take away from them 
these homes then it leaves them the almshouse and no other place to 





I say. sir, it would be a burning and a withering shame upon this | 
Republic to let its brave defenders die uncared for in the almshouses 
this country. And as this comes from the Military Committee 
unanimously and heartily recommended, I trust that it will 
House by a unanimous and hearty vote. 
Subsequently Mr. CUTCHEON was granted leave to append the fol- 
ving report to his remarks: 


pass the 


Mr. CcuTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, subm'tted the follow- 
report 

e policy of establishing homes for honorably discharged aud disabled vol- 
eer soldiers is no longer an open question in this country. It was delib- 


erately entered upon at the close of the war, and it has been deliberately 
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‘ sthe settled } y of this public to care for 

ed and honorably discharged soldiers when left other- 





means of support, and especially when they would other- 


- private charity 
tour of these homes, the Central home, at Dayton, Ohio; 
\ugusta, Me.; the Western home, at Milwaukee, Wis.; 

at Ha t near Fortress Monroe), Va These are 


know as branches of the National Home rhese 
rr Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, are 





of managers of nine distinguished 


istice, and Secretary of War of the 








r ( t 
s, who of 
rt f iwwers will be found in House Miscella- 
ie Li > House January 9, 1884 The board of 
the pas were as follows 





HE NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS 


Managers 


lentof the United States, the Chief-Justice, the Secretary of War, 


dent, Hartford, Conn 


e-president, Cineinnati, Ohio 





4. Hart ti | 
A. Mart second vice-president, Atchison, Kans 

r. MeMahon, secretary, 93 Nassau street, New York city 
Fulton, Hudson, Wis 
orge B. McClellan. Orange, N. J 
hn M. Palmer, Springfield, I 
iarles W. Roberts, Bango Me 
ines S Negley Pittshi gh, Pa 

id, and steady growth of these homes since 

nt time, and to draw therefrom an infer- 





ition in 1867 to the p 





to the prospective increase, the following table is inserted 


ber of members of the home present, and present and absent, at the end of each fiscal year; number of deaths during each fiscal year, and percent- 


age of total deaths to total prese nt and absent from the organization to June 30. 1583 
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From this table it will be seen that the number of beneficiaries of the 1 
s increased with a very constant ratio, from 403; in 1867, to 8,626 in 1883 
nerease will be shown by the following figures for the last four years 








inmates, 1380 dpuebawicaa painntentnt 7, 008 

Potal inmates, ISS1 .... utp isalandalaiauonss astmceniee 7, 467—increase, 464 
ninates, iSs2 chicnentmameewenceds 8, 147—i1 ise, 65U 
nmates, 1833 .........-..00- sadenuiuelige ‘ roe ‘ . 8,626—increase, 479 


this is in spite of the large number of deaths shown 
are assured that the increase during the past winter has been greater than 
vefore, and has strained all the branches to their utmost capacity 

ig the recent inspection by members of this committee of the Southern 
h at the invitation of the board of managers, we found that that branch 
een crowded yond all reason or convenience. Three additional tem- 
iry dormitories had to be erected, the summer-house inclosed and converted 
“ dormitory, and an untinished attic over the hospital, nfit for 
had been utilized. In short, this branch has been force 
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east two hundred and fifty more than its proper and normal capacity. Gen- 
Franklin, the president of the managers, assured members of your com- 





: that during the last winter the Central branch, at Dayton, was crowded at 
tr iY . ~ . 
five hundred beyond its normal capacity ,and the other homes or branches 


Po assist in arriving at the probable demands upon the homes for years to 














oe append the official statistics as to admissions, discharges, deaths, ages, 
c., of inmates during the last fiscal year, as follows 
4 nel . ° = - . os . 
a « report for the four branches National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
for year ending June 30, 1883 
Gain . : , 
Admitted.............0006.. 252 
Readmitted.... sini ae : 651 
lransferred....... in 4 
Total 3, 237 
Loss a 
i csaisnbtgunbie 729 
L norably discharged . 70 
Reon peiesthaeh deabienbesackeuanananeibaavebovssisanadeseenescouunshe ‘ ‘ 
D epee Seentiie a adeaiemehinaats yceedenstibuaiunensaintantecunesiens saionan 362 
esertes 
Died OPPO Ree eee ee eeeee 1,121 
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Western branch 
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ment of Michigan 


result 


‘Whereas evidence has been furnished this encampment by our comrade, 
William Shakspeare, quartermaster-general of the State, that a large number of 
worthy and deserving soldiers are pauper inmates of our county poor-houses ; 


and 


‘** Whereas it is also learned with regret that the four branches of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers are inadequate to supply the want they 
, and that large numbers of deserving soldiers and sailors 
upon others, or left to want 

“Resolved, By the Department of Michigan Grand Army of the Republic in 
annual encampment assembled, that a committee be appointed by the depart- 
ment commander to draught a bill providing for the erection and permanent 
establishment of a Michigan home for disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors 

‘** Resolved, That such bill, when so draughted, be presented to our members of 
Congress, and that the department commander and the committee unite in an 
urgent request in behalf of this department that they use every honorable effort 
to secure its passage the present session of Congress 

* The report of the committee was unanimously adopted, and the following 
comrades were appointed to constitute the committee 
Sanford, of No 


were designed to mee 
are dependen 


79: George P 


Reunion 


Joseph, Mich 


of the Nationa 


An act to amend chaper 3 of title 59 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,’ by adding thereto 
sections 4858, 4839 


entitled 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Phat chapter 3 of title 59 of the Revised Statutes 
, and the same is hereby, amended by adding thereto 
three new sections, to stand as sections 4838, 4839, 4840, as follows 

Sec. 4838. Said board of managers are hereby authorized, empowered, and 
directed to locate, establish, construct, and permanently maintain a Michigan 
said National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, to be by said 
board located at such place in the State of Michigan as to said board shall ap- 
pear most desirable and advantageous, to be known and designated as the 
Michigan branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and to 
consist of a tract of land of not less than four hundred acres, and suitable ac- 
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United States 
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present out- 
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the volunteer force 
are disabled by disea 
means of support 
their living, 
charity, shall be entitled to be ad: 
soldiers, subject to like regulations as they are now 
al. Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
i840. That within nine months from the approval of this a 
board of managers shall commence the erection of suit 
ground so purchased « 


shall be completed and ready for occupancy at as early a 


of the rebell 
i who have mn 


14.704 cared for during last year 


rent and right- 


must have 


‘ 
n those States and 
and where, so far 

Approved by— 

present with the managers during 
ind noted with inter- 
transferred to the 
sunny and genial | 


pton home dent of Soldiers and Sailors 


e the old soldiers so far from have been received an 


ns from as many differe: 
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shment of ¢ 


of Michigan. 
to 1865, about 
by the census of | 
is estimated at 
outbreak of the 
led in the military service 
o of the present population is made up of old 
annual report of the national homes, we find 
year there were in the several branches soldiers 


in a home for disabled soldiers like those at Daytona 
With those now supported in the homes from Michigan (51 
| that there is a present demand for the accommodatio 
ion in the State of Michigar 
ha maximum ofr 
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ast annual encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic, Depart- 
veld at Detroit, Mich., January 23 and 24, 1884, the following 
report was made and unanimously adopted 
** The committee on the subject of a soldiers and sailors’ home in Michigan 
made the following report 
Your committee, to whom was referred the matter of suggesting what legis- 
lation should be had relative to the establishment of a home for disabled Union 
soldiers and sailors at some point in the State of Michigan, would respectfully 
report that they have carefully considered the same, and they submit the follow- 
ing as in their opinion the most feasible and speedy plan of securing the desired 


In conclusion, we must have more homes. 
gregations as that at Dayton desirable. 
The moral influence is not so salutary. 
creased ; the soldiers are more widely separated from their families or associa 
Smaller homes, more scattered, bringing the old soldiers nearer to their |! 
influences and old comrades, we believe to be the truer and wiser policy 

Again, when these institutions cease to be needed for their present us¢ 
might be difficult to find appropriate use for such a vast concern as that at Day 
ton, while there would be no such difficulty in regard to the smaller institutiot 

We therefore recommend that House bills 5050 and 5521 be reported back 
a substitute for both in accordance with the views herein expressed; that t! 
sum to be appropriated be limited to the,same amount recommended for t! 
home west of the Mississippi River, to wit, $250,000; and that the quantity 
land to be acquired and the number of inmates to be accommodated be left t 
the judgment and discretion of the said board of managers the same as at ot he 
branches, and that said bills 5050 and 5521 dolie on the table, and that said sub- 
stitute do pass. 


Mr. LAIRD. 
tucky [Mr. WoLForp]. 
Mr. WOLFORD. 


Therefore, 


ture consideration. 


of Post No. 
; and L. S. Trowbridge, of No. 17.” 

This department of Michigan represented at that time two hundred and 
twenty-one active posts and an actual active membership of upward of 10,000 
veteran soldiers 

In addition to the foregoing the following memorial of the Soldiers and Sailors’ 
Association of Southwestern Michigan, representing, as is claimed, 
20,000 veteran soldiers, has been submitted to the committee 


HEADQUARTERS SOLDIERS AND SAILors’ REUNION 
ASSOCIATION OF SOUTHWESTERN MICHIGAN, 
Buchanan, Mich., February 29, 1884. 


In accordance with the resolutions adopted at the annual meeting of the Sol- 
diers and Sailors’ Reunion Association of Southwestern Michigan, held at Saint 
on the 23d day of August, A. D. 1883, we, the undersigned, mem- 
bers of the executive committee of said association, respectfully recommend and 
urge the passage of the following bill for the establishment of a Michigan branch 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
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ocated at some point in Southwestern M 

would be contiguous to the northern portion of Indiana and Illinois 
very complete railroad communication with them l 
tude is milder than that of Milwaukee or Augusta,and about the 
of Erie, and but slightly different from that of Dayton 
ful locations can be found in abundance along the line of cither the 
Central or Southern Railroads, or farther north, where suc 
ducted as cheaply as at any pointin the United States 

under the management of the Board of Managers of the National Hom 
location would be left to their discretion. 
and the manner of its acquisition, should be left to their judgment,: 
the extent of accommodations to be provided. 
should also be left to them, to be added to from time to time as occasion 








Beautiful « 


The amount of land to b« 


The size and plan of bu 


We do notconsider such great 
Discipline is more difficult of e: 
Transportation is great) 


I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Ken 


Mr. Speaker, as has been remarked, this is a unan 
imous report from the Committee on Military Affairs, made after ma- 
I did not expect when I came here to-night to say 
a word on any of these bills, but the very singular position which has 
been assumed by my distinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. Josern | 
TAYLOR] induces me to occupy the attention of the House for a ver) 
brief time. 

The gentleman from Ohio, in the course of his remarks, in crit 
the management of these homes, has stated that these so:diers cou 
boarded cheaper at a hotel or tavern. 
I doubt exceedingly, evenif it could be done, whether they wou 
have the same comfort, the same kindness shown them, and the san 
domestic feeling that surrounds them where they are. 
sir, and there is something sweet, something beautiful, love!) 
touching in the very name of home. 
it could not be home to them. 


I doubt whether that cou 


Boarding in a tavern is not 
They would be thrown among stra 
gers, constantly changing, and there would be a foreign feeling 10 
I doubt, also, as I have said, whether it could 
done as cheaply; but even if it could, that is not a question her 

It is not a proper return for their brave efforts. 
that he has fought for his country, that he has gone to the front ! 
time of her peril and danger and offered his life to protect her, and | 
country, grateful and mindful of his services, has made him a h 
for his declining years, he can say, with pure and grateful feeling 
ing up in his heart, ‘‘ This is my home, my sweet home.”’ 
than that; he can say it is a home which is given to him by a 
country, a home that has been purchased by his own blood, and ¢1\ 
by a country that he loved to shed his blood for. at 


When a soldie! 





incapable of « 


. E. DEXTER 
R. L. WARREN 


mate in 


sare 


ha home can be 
The branch wou 








It istheir home, 


He can say, 











1884. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. Jo | 


n to me by my country for whom I have given my best days: [love tion held at the citv of Den- 














a refore, as a home, because no home on earth could be so dear to da imittee to memorialize Congress 
meas that one which comes through the kind and grateful hearts of ittee has heen here day after day and 
my countrymen.” he establishment of this soldiers’ home 
‘But the argument of the gentleman from Ohio would seem to imply iver 
the conviction that you have to force the soldiers into these homes. Again, as an evidence that there is a desire for this, I might say that 
Mr. Speaker, that isentirely a mistake. There is nothingof that kind. | the State of Iowa through its last Legislature apprepriated the sum of 
No man is compelled to go into a home unless he desires. It is his | $50,000 to be used if need be in the selection of a site to influence the 
efuge in age, poverty, and misfortune; and, as has been so well ex- | location of this soldiers’ hom 
pressed by the distinguished gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Curen- I think these are evidences that there is < 
roN]. there are but two things left for him in his o]d age and poverty that existed in the State of Ohio a few vears as 
ther the national home or the almshouse. if such a home; and I do not think that the 
Now, can anything be more degrading to the finer feelings of a man | man has made comes in good grace from him t 
» has given his youth and his vigor and his strength for his country | be something of seltishness laid to his door. He is a Representativ: 
to feel compelled in his old age to take up his home in the alms- | trom Ohio, and, representing the soldier element of that State, has se- 
uses of the country because his country does not maintain him as it | cured all that they as a State can wish in this behalf. Having accom- 
vht to? How humiliating it must be to a brave soldier to feel com- | plished all that they desire, he now proposes to say that there shall be 
nelled to accept such charity, when he knows there was a time when | no other soldiers’ homes established in the United States. Ther 
his country was ready to expire, when it was in imminent peril and | selfishness about that, I think, too gross for the gentleman from Ohio 
danger, and he stepped bravely to the front in her defense, and now ; with his antecedents to indulge in 
it the day of peril is past he is entirely forgotten. Mr. LAIRD. [I eall tor the previous question on the bill and amend 
Can there be anything imagined better calculated to rob him of that | ments 
gratitude he now feels for his country than to tind himself a pensionet Mr. McADOO. I desire to offer an amendment 
ipon the bounty of a private charitable institution with the cold finget The SPEAKER pro tempore Theamendment ¢an not be offered un 
if scorn pointing at him, with no home of his own, and no home pro- | less the gentleman from Nebraska withdraws his call for the previous 
ided by his country? On the contrary, under the present humane | quest 
policy pursued by the Government he may say with pride, ** Here am Mr. LAIRD. I believe I must insist on the call for the previous 
I well cared for in my old age by the best government upon earth, the | question unless it is agreeable to the committee that the amendment 
ist loving country, and the most grateful It has not turned me over | should be offered. There has been no arrangement about it that I 
to private charity.’? Mr. Speaker, I would not for one be willing to | know of. 
see our soldiers turned over to privatecharity. Gentlemen talk of the The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the pre 
policy of giving them large and bouatiful pensions in place of provid- | vious question. 
ing them with homes. The previous question was ordered 
I have heard that ever since I have been here in this House, and yet The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the first amend- 
I notice that whenever it comes to a question of giving arrears of pen- | ment reported by the committee. 
sion to some poor disabled soldier or to his helpless widow and chil- The first amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
dren the proposition isvoted down. Hecan notgetit. They are large | follows: 
in promises, and they are very slow of fulfillment. The soldier may In line 2 section 2; after the word “ managers.”” insert “ unless the same be 


well say that you are fruitful in promises; but here is a bill which pro- | given.” 

poses to give him a home in this Western country, in the place he has The amendment was adopted. » 

chosen for his occupation, for his residence. And I ask that this bill| The next amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

shall be passed, so that he may have this asylum. | In line 6, section 3, strike out the word ‘ 
But again we are met by the assertion that the most of these are | Word “ practicable.’ 

not Americans, that they are foreigners, that they are not native-born The amendment was adopted. 


possible ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


to this country. That may be true to a certain extent; but even ad- | The next amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
mitting it to be true, there are still many of them who are native-born In line 2, section 5, insert after the word “ rebellion ’ the words ** or in any 
Americans. But would you say to La Fayette, would you say to Kos- | °ther war in which the United States has been engaged.” 

ciusko, who came and fought for the liberty of this country during the | The amendment was adopted. 


time that tried men’s souls, ‘‘ We will have nothing to do with you: The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 

you are foreigners?’’? What would you say to them? ‘‘It is true you | and third reading of the bill as amended. 

loved our country. It is true you loved liberty. You left your homes | Mr. McADOO.  Tunderstand that now the gentleman from Nebraska 

and came to us in our trouble, but we purpose now to turn upon you | is willing to have my amendment considered. 

the cold shoulder for all that you have done because you are not of us. Mr. LAIRD. Iam willing that it should be read. 

You are not with us. You are not native-born to this country. You The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can not be done, the previous 

are not Americans. You are foreigners !’’ ; question having been ordered, unless that action of the House is re- 
Mr. Speaker, if many of these men who fought in our late war were | versed. 

foreigners they were those who loved the flag of this country and they Mr. McADOO. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment may 

added to its glory. Thousands upon thousands of them shed their | be considered at this time. 

blood upon the battlefields, or died in defense of the country: and it The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 

would be but a poor return for all of their services to turn the survivors | gentleman from New Jersey, that the amendment be considered by unan- 

adrift in their helplessness without food, shelter, or a home because | imous consent ? 





they were foreigners. The survivors are our pensioners. The sea| There was no objection. 
rolls between them and their native homes. They have no assistance The Clerk read Mr. MCADo0o’s proposed amendment, as follows: 
from their native homes; they have no assistance from their native land. Provided, That wherever a soldier has been an inmate of any one of the na- 


They shouldered their muskets in the time of our trouble and went tional soldiers’ homes for a period of not less than twelve months, and shall 
* have during that time a record of good behavior, it shall be optional with him 


a >] y > , . ‘ =} “ } : > , « a no 3 e o - 
bravely to the front; and, sir, I can not find it in my heart to refuse | to retire from said home and receive from the funds appropriated for the main 
them that aid which is so much needed in their age and poverty. | tenance of the home of which he was a member $16 for every month he shall 


[ Applause. ] remain away from said home 
Let others do as they will; for my part I am willing to sayto them: | Mr. MAGINNIS. I have no objection to that if the gentleman will 
‘It is true you are not native-born Americans; true you were born under | Make it a year. 
a foreign flag, but yet you came here when the question was asked. | Mr. McADOO. Llaccept the gentleman’s suggestion and will modify 
‘Shall the American Government survive the shock it is now called to | my amendment so that it will read: 
endure; shall all the glory and power of this Government survive ?’ Whenever a soldier has been an inmate of any one of the national soldiers 
When that was being put to the test you shouldered your muskets and homes for a period of not less than twelve months, &c. 
went bravely to the tield of battle. Now let us turn to you and say The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
we will give you a good home in your old age, even though you are | amendment as modified. 
foreigners.’ [ Applause. } The House divided: and there were—ayes 21, noes 40. 
I have said all I desire to say upon this question. So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 
Mr. LAIRD. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. | agreed to. 
HEPBURN]. The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
Mr. HEPBURN. Thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. Josepu D.TAYLOR] | time 
Seems to think there is no demand or desire for the establishment of The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
this home. I think, sir, it might be assumed that the Grand Army | bill. 
of the Republic, an institution that is somewhat well known in this Mr. CRISP. I call for a division. 
country, might be regarded as representative of the sentiment of the The House divided: and there were—ayes 57, noes 15. 


soldiers of the war of the rebellion. And I will remind you that at Mr. CRISP. No quorum. 
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 ) 
Mr. MAGINNIS \s the point of no quorum is made, and as I un- | tlers on said reservation to acquire title under the homestead, pre-emption, or 
Dienealini in ‘ non. I shat } a Be ~ t thi timber-culture laws are hereby recognized and affirmed to the extent they 
derstand Oo be insisted upon askK Tha Vy unanimous consent this would have attached had public lands been settled upon or entered: and suci 
; ; ; 2 I I n ich 
bill go over to be acted upon } Vatull House, the previous Guestion | portions of said reservation as shall not have been entered or settled upon as 
being ordered on it aforesaid shall be disposed of by the Secretary of the Interior, under the pro- 
ing ordel n it. : ; ; 
ae . Iv r r } , 1} . visions of this act, including lands that may be abandoned by settlers or entry- 
Mr. VALENTINE. I hope that suggestion will be agreed to if the | ,.¢, ‘ ntry 
bill will come up as unfinished business to-morrow in a full House. Src. 3. That the Secretary of the Interior shall cause any improvements 
DErPDIL } . + } ) nildines uilding . s. an > nerty < , > witr 
Mr. PERKINS. I move the previous question on the passage of buildings, building materials, and other prope rty which may be situate upon 
“way . ° any such lands, subdivisions, or lots, not heretofore sold by the United States 
the bi authorities, to be appraised in the same manner as hereinbefore provided for 
Che previous question was ordered the appraisment of such lands, subdivisions, and lots, and shall cause the sam. 
me . ° 7 o er Ww he tract or lot = ich thev > site » te " ' 
The SPEAKER pro tempo On the question of the passage of the | together with the trac sor lot upon wh h the y are situate, to be sold at pub! 
V1) 4) ‘ a rgia [Mr. ¢ seociees Tl cima } int that sale, to the highest bidder for cash, at not less than the appraised value of su 
Dill the gentieman from Georgia | M1 RISP] makes the point that DO | jong and improvements, first giving the sixty days’ notice as hereinbefore pro 
quorum has voted The hair will appoint tellers. vided: or he may, in his discretion, cause the improvements to be sold sepa- 
i J } pa 


by the purchaser within such time as may be prescribed, first giving the sixty 
. : a a , days’ public notice before provided; and if in any case the lands and improve- 
agreed to, that this bill goover as untinished business until to-morrow , ments, or the improvements separately, as the case may be, are not sold 


a 
Mr. KEIFER It is evident there is no quorum present to-night. | rately, at publicsale for cash, at not less than the appraised value, to be removed 
I think the suggestion of the gentleman from Montana had better be 


morning want of bidders, then the Secretary of the Interior may, in his discretion, cause 
iorning be b : - = » to be reoffered for sale, at any subsequent time, in the same man: 
a¢ uF y il ae cite s saat that thic hil , | the ime to be reoffered for sale, at any 1 7 { ame ma 
ir. MAGINNIS. I! now again submit my ey est that tol bill be as above provided, or may cause the same to be sold at private sale for not less 
allowed to go over as unfinished business, the previous question having | than the appraised value: Provided, That where buildings or improvements 
been ordered on its passage, and that the House proceed to the consid- | have been heretofore sold by the United States authorities the land upon which 
eee pert ast teet_e seoohatiell Cie Gina, dieemathat Military Af. such buildings or improvements are situate, not exceeding the smallest subdi- 
eration of other yusiness roportea Uy we ‘ EES UAEN on S1U1tary Al | Vision or lot provided for by this act upon the reservation on which said build- 
iairs Here is a bill for the disposal Of aban loned military reserva- | ings are situate, shall be offered for sale to the purchaser of said improvements 
tions, a matter that was considered so important by the Committee on | 4 i buildings et the appraised value of the lands, and if said purchaser shall f 


t ; . eae cs for sixty daysafter notice to complete said purchase of lands the same shal! be 
nrans ae se * the . as — : > e is € ral! be 
Appropriations last year that they put it on the sundry civil bill. It sold under the provisions of this act: And provided further, That the proceeds of 


iS a matter of Importance to the whole country. the military reservation landssold on Bois Blanc Island near to Fort Mackinaw 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Montana asks | military reservation shall be set apart as a separate fund for the improvement 
bee : call er ling bill mav be laid aside taining | Of the national park on the island of Mackinaw, Michigan, under the direction 

unanimous consen hat the pending bul miiay ye lald aside, retaining | orrne sex retary of War 

its place under the rules to come up as untinished business. Is there | Sec. 4. That the provisions of the act of August 18, 1856, relative to military 

objection ? reservations in the State of Florida, and the sixth section of the act of June 12 
. — _— ° — } . tf | 1858, relative to the sale of military sites, be, and the same are hereb e- 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to make a parliamentary in- — ee ; 2 ens © 

quiry 


The amendments reported from the committee were as follows: In 
a. : eae ; a section 2 strike out the words ‘* January 1, 1884,’’ and insert in lieu 
Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. I desire to know if the order made by > x 6 xe 4 A ear a 
the H aie he bill j slit Som thot th ane bo wenehed thereof the words, ** the passage of this act;’’ also strike out the word 
ne se Ww 1 Ss the Dill 1n st @ POsItLoL at C2 e reache é6 . 99 . : ‘6 99 ° ° > 

- on i aN 7 eo a ane oo ae po such,”’ before the word ‘* entry,’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words, 
again this session 7? : 


‘*a homestead;’’ so that portion of the section will read as follows 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will come up as unfinished busi- 


; Provided, That any settler who was in actual occupation of any portion of 
ness jini : | any such reservations prior to the location of such reservation, or settled 
Mr. KEIFER. Ofits class | thereon prior to the passage of this act in good faith, for the purpose of secur- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will come upas unfinished business | ing a home and of entering the same under the general laws, and has continued 


i ; ; ; | in suc ceupati < > prese » and is by law entitle ake a home- 
in its order. Is there objection to the proposition of the gentleman | ' Such occupation to the present time, and is by law entitled to make a h 


: ; 7 : . * i stead entry, shall be entitled to enter the land so occupied, not exceeding one 
from Montana | Mr. MAGINNIS]. [ After a pause. | The Chair hears | hundred and sixty acres in a body, according to the Government surveys and 


none. | subdivisions. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS Also add to the bill the following: 


_ omreur — . 4) : * hones Sec 5. Whenever any land containing valuable mineral deposits shall be va- 

Mr. CUTCHEON. By consent ol the gentleman from Montana I | cated by the reduction or abandonment of any military saneweedlon under the 
ask to have printed House report No. 1514, which has been nearly ex- | provisions of this act, the same shall be disposed of exclusively under the min- 
hausted. It is the report of the Committee on Military Affairs on the | eral-land laws of the United States. ae Goat 

: i te 1 ’ the soldier's } sin Michies Sec. 6. The Secretary of War shall have authority in his discretion to permit 
proposed branch of the soldier's home in Michigan. : ; the extension of State, county, or Territorial roads across milit@ry reservations 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think that motion | to permit the landing of ferries and erection of bridgesthereon, and permit cat- 
is in order under the order of the House for business at this evening | t!¢, sheep, or other stock animals to be driven across such reservation whenever 
ae in his judgment the same can be done without injury to the reservation or in- 
Sess10n. convenience to the military forces stationed thereon. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


ABANDONED AND USELESS MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military Mr. MAGINNIS. I now move the previous question on the third 
Affairs to report back with amendments Senate bill No. 1581, to pro- | reading of the bill as amended. 
vide for the disposal of abandoned and useless military reservations. Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the gentleman to give me his at- 
The bill was read, as féllows: tention for a moment. 
Be it enacted, &c., That whenever, in the opinion of the President of the United | The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless the demand for the previous 
States, the lands, or any portion of them, included within the limits of any mili- | question is withdrawn, debate is not in order. 
tary revervation heretofore or hereafter declared: have become or shall become | Mr. MAGINNIS. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Aflairs 


may designate to be plac ed under the control of the Sex retary of the Interior to insist on the prev ious question. 
for disposition as hereinafter provided, and shall cause to be filed with the Secre- Mr. LAIRD. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. — As 


tary of the Interior a notice thereof 


ca : ic -« > " -} an 3 ¢ ‘eacte >i > home- 
Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior may, if in his opinion the public this bill is now amended, will the lands atfec ted by it be open to home 
interests so require, cause the said lands, or any part thereof, in such reserva- stead entry, except by people now on the lands? 
tions, to be regularly surveyed, or to be subdivided into tracts of less than forty Mr. MAGINNIS. No, sir. 
acres each, and into town-lots, or either, or both He shall cause the said lands . »T) " —_ _— "om « ‘ ar) he 
so surveyed and subdivided, and each tract thereof, to be appraised by three Mr. LAIRD. Then I desire to move an amendment to open the 











competent and disinterested men to be appointed by him, and who shall, after land to homestead entry as well as to sale otherwise. 
having each been first duly sworn to impartially and faithfully execute the Mr. MAGINNIS. Iam willing to go as far as any other Western 





trust reposed in them, appraise the said lands, subdivisions, and tracts, and ; oo mine is : aieins malice , asin exwta sie em- 
each of them, and report their proceedings to the Secretary of the Interior for | M42 12 opening lands to homestead entry. But there are lands em 


his action thereon. If such appraisement be disapproved, the Secretary ofthe | braced within this military reservation which are worth a thousand 





Interior shall again cause the said lands to be appraised as before provided ; and | dollars an acre, which lands may be disposed of under this bill. I do 
when the appraisement has been approved he shal! cause the said lands, subdi- : 


, ‘ + hink 7 7. — > . > .f 1 L- acl: TM) 188100 
visions, and lots to be sold at public sale, to the highest bidder for cash, at not | 20 think that Eastern people should have the cheek to ask pe rmissior 
less than the appraised value thereof, nor less than $1.25 per acre, first having | to take up such lands under the homestead laws. This is a careful 
given not less than sixty ee public notice of the time, place, and terms of | drawn bill. 

sale mmediately prior to such sale, by pu lication in at least two hewspapers Tr ,2pr -Oop = .e 2 : ia 

having a general circulation in the country or section of county where the lands Phe SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 


} 


to be sold are situate; and any lands, subdivisions, or lots remaining unsold may Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask that there shall be some de! 
be reoffered for sale at any subsequent time, in the same manner, at the dis- | on this subject. 
cretion of the Secretary of the Interior; and if not sold at such second offering for Mr. MAGINNIS j insi : 7 

: 7 . +” zi ae 2 at ». € aT sis > ‘- us Qa es 
want of bidders, then the Secretary of the Interior may sell the same at private | |. i [AGINNI I am directed to insist upon the previ i 
sale, for cash, at not less than the appraised value, nor less than $1.25per acre: | tion. 
ee ided, That any settler who was in actual occupation of any portionof any | The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereo! 
such reservations prior to the location of such reservation or settled thereon Os ; 2 si aati aii : . weal ‘ aut he thi-d 
salee On daseuaey 1, Sith, in wned Gull Son then peunnanet exaaminn antenna andel | the bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, and read the th 


entering the same under the general laws, and has continued in such occupa- | time. 
tion to the present time, and is by law entitled to make such entry, shall been- | The question was on the passage of the bill. 





titled to enter the land so occupied, not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres + TATAT ° . ; : f 
g 5 S } J > Y > ssage ol 

in a body, according to the Government surveys and subdivisions: Provided Mr. MAGINNIS. I move the previous question on the passag 

further, That said lands were subject to entry under the public-land laws at the bill. 

the time of their withdrawal: And provided further, That all patents heretofore The previous question was ordered. 


issued and approved State selections covering any lands within the old Fort 


; - WHITE. of K ‘ky - 1@ 0 it the bill wit 
Lyon military reservation, in the State of Colorado, declared by executive order | , Mr. W HITE, of Kentucky. I now move to recommit the oa ea 
of August 8, 1863, are hereby confirmed ; and the rights of all entrymenand set- | Lnstructions to report the same back so amended as to conform to the 























1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


| 


} ation adopted by the House to-day on the recommendation of the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. That has already been done. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. By what amendment? 
Mr. MAGINNIS. By an amendment to the second section of the 





Mr. LAIRD. You have amended the bill so as to give the right of 
homestead entry to those who are on the land when this bill shall take 
effect, but you deny all other people the opportunity to enter this land 
for homesteads. . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [| Mr. | 
The SPEAKER j} } yf 
WHITE] will reduce his proposition to writing 
After some time, ; 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, said: 
writing. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the bill as amended be recommitted to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs with instructions to report a bill at the earlie st possible d: .Y which 


wi i conform to the views expressed in the bill passed to-day on the subject of 
pre-emption, timber-culture, and homesteading. 


Mr. VALENTINE. 

nade to this bill. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, 
to recommit the bill with instructions, it was not agreed to. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. VALENTINE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 





I have reduced my proposition to 


The Clerk will read it 


That has just been done by the amendments 
J “ 


OFFICERS’ THREE MONTHS’ EXTRA PAY. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I now call up the bill (S. 675) to extend the 
benefits of section 4 of an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the year ending June 30, 1866,’’ ap- 
proved March 3, 1865. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &:c., That section 4 of an act entitled “‘ An act making appro- | 
priations for the support of the Army forthe year e alate June 30, 1866,"" ap- 
proved March 3, 1865, be so construed as to entitle to the three months’ pay 
proper prov ided for therein the heirs or legal representatives of all officers of 
volunteers specified therein who were killed or who died inthe service between | 
the 3d day of March and the 10th day of April, 1865. 

Sec.2, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to the heirs or legal representatives of said officers the sum 
or sums of money to which they may be found entitled under the provisions of 
this act; anda sum sufficient to pay the same is hereby appropriated out of any 
money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated. | 

Mr. CRISP. I would like to hear some explanation of this bill. It 
seems to me we ought to know what is the expenditure involved. Is 
there any report accompanying the bill ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this is a Sen- 
ate bill. 

Mr. CRISP. Iask the gentleman from California [Mr. RosEcRANS] 
to give us some explanation. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. <A House bill similar to this—House bill 5905— 
was referred to our committee and reported back; but there was no 
report further than astatement that the committee adopted in lieu of the 
House bill the bill of the Senate. The report of the Senate committee 
did not accompany the bill of the Senate when it came to this House; 
or if it did I did not see that report. I think, however, I understand 
the reasons for this measure. There were a few officers who died be- 
tween the time of the passage of the act of March 3, 1865, and the close 
ot the war. By a strict construction of that act, those officers having 
died without having been mustered out, their heirs could not obtain 
this three months’ pay. 

Mr.CRISP. Ido not know that I fully understand the gentleman’s 
explanation 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Perhaps I can explain the matter to the gentle- 
man. Congress by the act of March 3, 1865, enacted that all such offi- 
cers of the volunteer army as remained in the service until May 1, 1865, 
should be entitled to receive as a sort of bounty three months’ extra 
pay upon being mustered out. Those who remained in the service 
until May 1, 1865, and were then mustered out did receive this bounty 
Now, this bill proposes that the heirs of those who were kill va in battle 
oI who died between the enactment of the law of March 3, 1865, and 
the time when they would have been mustered out if the y hi ud lived 

shall receive this bounty of three months’ pay proper, upon the pre- 

sumption that if the officers themselves had not died or been killed 
they would have been mustered out and received the bounty. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 
ROSECRANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 








GEORGE P. 
Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. 


WEBSTER. 
Task unanimous consent to have taken 


RECORD—HOUSE 


| bill. 



































































from the Speaker's table for present consideration the bill (S. 472 





l 2) for 
| the relief of George P. Webster 
The bill was read, as follows 
Be it enacted, &c., That the accounting reasury are hereby au- 
thorized and directed to place to the cred » P. Webster, late a captain 
and assistant quartermaster of United States volunteers, the amount suspended 
in his accounts as such quartermaster, which was disbursed in payment of rents 
for certain property in the city of Covington, State of Kentucky, u ue d for mili- 


tary purposes, during the period from October 1, 1862 
that the said George P. Websterand his oftic 
released from any liabi 


to August 31, 1865, and 
ial sureties or bondsmen are hereby 
ty tothe United States on account of the amount sus 
pended as aforesaid 


» Chair will inquire whether this 


The SPEAKEI pi 0 té pore, The 
y the Committee on Military Affairs and re- 


bill has been consideres 
ported to the House? 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. There is a report accompanying the 

Mr. MAGINNIS. The bill was reported by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Stocum], who is not here to-night. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from New York who 

ade the report is absent, and it is at his request that I ask to have 
the bill considered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Ing Ss Session. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, 
passed. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

Che latter motion was agreed to. 


Then the bill is in order at this even- 


read the third time, and 


HORSE RAILWAY ON ROCK ISLAND 


Mr. ROSECRANS. I will detain the House only to call up one 
more bill from the House Calendar. 

The bill (H. R. 445) to empower the Secretary of War to establish, 
under certain conditions, a horse-railway upon and over the island of 
Rock Island, and the bridges erected by the United States connecting 
the cities of Davenport and Rock Island therewith, was taken from the 
House Calendar, and the bill and amendments reported by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs were read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 445) to empower the Secretary of War to establish, under certain 
conditions, a horse-railway upon and over the island of Rock Island, and the 
bridges erected bythe United States connecting the cities of Davenport and 
Rock Island therewith. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Aimer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized andem powered to permit the location, building, and keepingin repair, upon 
the island of Rock Island, in the State of Illinois, and upon the arsena! bridges 
connecting said island with the cities of Davenport, lowa,and Rock Island, ill., 
in such manner as he, the Secretary of War, may deem fit, and so as to interfere 
as little as may be with the use of said island by the United States fora national 
armory and arsenal, a continuous line of double-track railway, at the expense 
of the Davenport and Rock Island Street Railway Company; which company 
shall have the privilege of running their cars on and over the said railway, at 
their own expense, under such regulations and restrictions asto times and man- 
ner of running the cars and rates of fare as the Secretary of War shall from time 
to time preseribe: Provided, That the rate of fare for employés of the United 


| States at the Rock Island arsenal from Rock Island and Moline, in Illinois, and 





from Davenport, in lowa, tothe arsenal shall not exceed 2} cents for one pas- 
ger for one way. The Secretary of War is empowered to suspend or revoke 
privilege, and to remove said railway, at any time in his discretion 
SEc. 2 rhs it the Secretary of War is empowered to establish and enforce such 
rules and regulations as he may deem fit fer collecting from said railway com- 
pany, and for holding, expending, and accounting to said Davenport and Rock 
pent Street Railway Company for the moneys required for and expended in 
f ing out the provisions of section 1 of this act; and the decision of the Sec- 
y of War as to the amount of moneys required therefor shall be final and 
ing on said railway company 

Sec.3. That if any person or persons shall willfully and unnecessarily obstruct 
or impede the passage on or over said railway, or any part thereof, or shall 
injure or destroy the cars or any property belonging to said company, the person 
or persons so offending shall forfeitand pay for every such offense the sum of $20 
tosaid Davenport and Rock Island Street Railway ¢ ompany,and shall remain 

able, inaddition to said penaity, for any loss or damage occasioned by h , 
‘ heir acts as aforesaid; and that the suits therefor may be had in the courts 
of the United States having jurisdiction: Pror That thisclauseand penalty 
shall not apply to or restrict or affect in any way the officers or employes of ti 























United States Government on said island in any act of theirs for the ntie- 

ance of good order on and for enforcing the rules and regulations 
t id bridges and island, and for enforcing the regulations of the Seer f 
Wa ir on the government of said railway thereon 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to e1 Secretary of \ o 
permit the establishment, under certain conditi rse-ra iy Uj nel 
over the island of Rock Island.,and the bridges erected by th I ed States 
connecting the cities of Davenport and Rock Island therewith 


Mr. COSGROVE. I should like 
bill. As I understand i 
‘ar to construct a street railway there. 

Ir. MAGINNIS. It only gives permission. 
Mr. COSGROVE. It does more than that. 

Ir. MAGINNIS. It only gives the Secretary of War control of it 
The title of the bill is wrong, and an amendment has been reported 


hear some explanation of that 


provisions it authorizes the Secretary of 


<RS, of Arkansas. I move the House adjourn 
Mr. NEECE. Let us first pass this bill; it will 
minutes 
Mr. VALENTINE. 


bill 


occupy but a tew 


1 


Vote down the motion to adjourn and pass the 












































NNIS laboring men who 


m Rock Island. 


i; 


Mr. MAGI 


goto and trom thelr work at the United States arsenal 


House refused to adiourt 
XT | 
*ha ’ | 





ENTINE I hope the gentlemen will permit thi to 
It only to allow this railway to pass « Rock Island, e- 
upon the United States arsena S lo ed 
“Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do not make as | the bill will pas 
The SPEAKER pro tempor If there be no objection the end- 
ments of the committee will b ited on gros 
i is nt ex l : I yreed ) 
Mr. NEECI lL move ) s - 
| ‘ he co Litt 
Clerk read as 
‘ e word \ oe s 
i i s x ~ ba Das 
a¢ ) i i in 
I ‘ Kl! t ‘ ~ 
| i n i ’ 4 ~ iy t 
NI PRICI l ) ) House for iew 
m ‘ . ihave bee j 1 KOCK Mi Ss 1845, and Ido 
s oug ) Pass ‘ ¢ it ought notto pass, I s 
pass to-nig : i 
i is haed Ss orce et ’ Ai t ~~ ossed ua hil i 
time: and being engrosse is t iird tim 
Mr. ¢ i LON ( s stion on the passage 
orth ty 
Che p Is ques ~ 
Mr. PRId Divis 
l House d ‘ ind ‘ $39 es 3 
M RIC] \ 1orul 
And the otion of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE (at 10 o'clock and 45 
es Pp Hous ed 
I INS. ET( 
Che following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BRAINERD: Petition for the enactment of a general pension 
law to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. F. B. BREWER: Petitions from citizens of Jamestown and 


Dunkirk, N. Y 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of citizens of Hot Springs for 
legislation to settle titles to property on the reservations—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of 103 ex soldiers and sailors of the 
late war, on the subject of pensions, bounties, &c.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 


, inregard to telegraph lines—to the Committee on the 


By Mr. CALKINS: Petition of S. N. Wood, for additional compen- | 


sation as contestant in the case of Wood vs. Peters—to the Committee 
on Elections. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition in relation to the claim of John F. 
Byars—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Ruel T. Ellis, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania against a 
postal telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POLAND: Resolutions of Jarvis Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Springfield, Vt., in favor of pension bill of Simon Grow—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petitions of members of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, praying for the establishment of a national cemetery near 
Philadelphia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. E. B. WINANS: Petition of Joseph Moyer, T. E. McCann, 
Sebastian Glading, and 80 other Union soldiers and sailors of Leetonia, 
Columbia County, Ohio, praying for favorable legislation by this Con- 
gress—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, June 25, 1884. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I move a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is not yet called to 
order. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senate adjourned, I believe, until 11 o’clock. 
It is now 10 minutes past 11. ‘I think there is not a quorum present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will please come to order. 
No quorum is present, as suggested by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
can not be read until a quorum is present. 
moves that there be a call of the Senate. 


The Senator from Kansas 
Is the Senate ready for the 
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> 


am tl. 


JUNE 





question? 


[ Having put the question. ] 


The ‘‘ayes”’ have it and the 
is agreed to. 


The Secretary will call the roll 

The Secretary called the roll and thirty Senators answered to th 
names. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There i 
Secretary will read the list of absentees. 

The SECRETARY. Messrs. Aldrich, Anthony, Bayard, Beck, Bla 
Bowen, Butler, Camden, Colquitt, Cullom, Fair, Farley, George, G 
son, Gorman, Harris, Hill, Hoar, Jackson, Jonas, Jones of 
Florida, Jones of Nevada, Kenna, Lamar, Lapham, Logan, McPh« 
Mahone, Maxey, Miller of California, Morgan, Morrill, Palm: 
ton, Pike, Sabin, Sawyer, Sewell, Slater, Vance, Van Wy 

yorhees, Walker, Williams. and Wilson—46 

Mr. FARLEY and Mr. MAHONE entered the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro , Thirty-two Senators are present 

Subsequently Mr. HARRIS, Mr. MAXEY, and Mr. HILL entered t 
Chamber. 

After some little delay— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the Senate now adjourn, and 
Lask that the vote be taken by yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 0 


motion 


S nota quorum present i 
(,roome, 


son 


Penal 


lempore, 





s 40: as follows: 

YEAS—#0. 

NAYS—40 
Allis Edm is, J : Pendleton, 
Brow Fark Laphans Platt, 
Ca Frye Me Millan, Plumb, 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, Mahone Pugh, 
Cameron of Wis Ha M ~« Ransom, 
Cockre Hampton Riddle berger, 
Coke Harris Saulsbury, 
( g Harrisor Sherman, 
D , Hawley, lor Vest, 
D h, Hil Morrill, Wilson. 

ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, ( lom, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
Anthony, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Bayard, George Kenna, Sewell, 
Beck, Gibson, Lamar, Slater, 
Blair, Gorman, Logan, Vance, 


Bowen, 
Butler, 
Camden, 
Colquitt, 


Groome, 
Hoar, 
Ingalls, 
Jackson, 


McPherson, 
Miller of N. Y., 
Palmer, 

Pike, 


Van Wyck, 
Voorhees, 
Walker, 
Williams. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

THE JOURNAL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum of the Senate having ap- 
peared, the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings will be read. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. LAPHAM presented a memorial of citizens of Homer, N. Y., 
remonstrating against the enactment of any measure relating to the 


| telegraph which shall increase the number of public officials or estab- 


lish a governmental monopoly of the telegraph business, or which shall 


| employ the functions of Government to destroy the property of indi- 


viduals who have embarked in legitimate enterprise to provide amp| 


| facilities for the public accommodation; which was ordered to lie on 
| the table. 


Mr. JONAS presented memorials of residents of Monroe, La., Red 
River Parish, Louisiana, and Shreveport, La. , remonstrating against the 
enactment ofany measurerelating to the telegraph which shall increas 
the number of public officials or establish a governmental monopoly ot 
the telegraph business, or which shall employ the functions of Gov- 
ernment to destroy the property of individuals who have embarked in 
legitimate enterprise to provide ample facilities for the public accom- 
modation; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2234) to establish signal stations upon the island 


of Nantucket and submarine telegraphic communication with the main- 


| land, asked that the committee be discharged from the further consid- 
| eration of the bill, and that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 


priations with a recommendation that it be made an amendment to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1644) making an appropriation for the erection of a light- 
house on Canonicut Island, Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island, reported 
it with an amendment, and asked that the committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations with a recommendation that it be made an 


| amendment to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was agreed to. 


According to the rules the Journal | 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred a petition of citizens of Iowa, praying that a pension be granted 
to David Galbraith, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was 
agreed to; and the committee were discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred a petition 
of citizens of Iowa praying that pensions be granted N. D. Bates and 
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others submitted an adverse re por ‘t thereon; and the committee were low the amendment to he puss do ior the present It isa matter I 
} arged from the further consideration of the petition. should like to look at 
discharg : : : 
REPORT ON PRECIOUS METALS. Mr. AL LISON. Very well: let the amendment be passed ovel 
RE . mm DPD NT 4 : j ] 
eee 7 Le em Che PRESIDENT pro tem; Che Senator from Indiana asks unan- 
Mi H. AWLEY. The Committee on Printing instruct me to — mous consent th 1 1 ' , Poe 
MYq mous copsent at S almenament de passed ove! informally, LO De 
favorably and without ame ndment a concurrent resolution of the House Sate is a } ro a wea 
avori ‘ sumed at a later stage ls there objection ? he lair hears none, 
of Representatives for printing the report of the Director of the Mint Sie weil tet wnmendl 
| suid 1 Will Ye DUSSedL OVE! 
rhe PRESIDEN yro tempore. The resolution will be read nae ae ts . a ; 
Phe aoe a ms T id ake foll eal he reading of the bill was resumed ihe next amendment or the 
Th Chief erk read as folic Ss: Com ttee on Appropriat wack: | wares fter the wor sl ao 3k tn wn 
hy the House of Repre sentatives (the Senate concurring), That 9.000 coples 1 . to insert =o , : ere a a — ee 
f the re port of the Director of the Mint on the precious metals in the United ; a d 
er for the veac 1883, be printed ; 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Rep- oO clerk in the folding-room, $1.04 
rene! ‘tives, 2.000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 3,000 copies for the use of Tl men ent Vv rreed 
the Director of the Mint. : - ‘ 105. bef tl 1 
i next amenam { was n line ko, before 1e word ** messen- 
, “ aalk 1 i diate consideratior ¢ » raanin. L ‘ : : aa 
HAWLEY. Iask the immediate consideration of the resolu- | gers,’ to strike out ‘* twenty-tour’’ and insert ‘‘ twentv-five.’’ so as to 
) 
tio! TreaG 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? The Chair hears aw : 
The Phi ai pro I ; : } For twenty-five messengers, at $1,440 each 
y . stion is on concurring in the resolution. ry } 
nee wr ay. Iti ; tl recul : nual r lati n, and it var .ant SEARED: Was agreed to 
. ‘ s e regular annual resol on, ane t Varies ry y 1 . . : 
Mr. HAWL Th - . ted to 3 os “4 0a0 ; . ee ihe next amendment was, in line 126, before the word ‘‘ pages,’’ to 
y ( s 1e cost is stated to be about 54, ° 4 be ae : ‘a “< . ; 
oe acter was concurred in. strike out ** fourteen’ and insert ** fifteen;’’ in the same line, after the 
si as wen ¢9 . 99 
The resolution “ . word ** Chamber,”’ to insert ** including one telephone page;’’ and atter 
DEPARTMENTAL INVESTIGATION. the word ‘“*thousand,’’ in Hne 128, to strike out ‘‘$235’’ and insert 
= ‘ : " =. san ‘ **$537.50:"’ so as to make th lause read: 
Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Expenditures of Public Money, eee 
. . . : For fifteen ges for the Senat ! be uding one telep! > page 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous | 0} 40 of $2.50 | alan gee te ee = 7 a telephone page, at 
. nh ite of 32 ) pe ay each during the session, > 37 
consent, and agreed to: s ; 
Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures of Public Money be, and hereby 1he amendment was agreed to. ‘ . 
is. viven leave to sit during the sessions of the Senate, and to pursue the inves- fhe next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘* contingent 
tigation ordered by a of this — of es 23d inst “ol by subcommit expenses of the Senate.’’ in line 137, after the word ‘‘stationery.’’ to 
tee appol nted as such committee may order, either during the sessions of a insert ‘* an - al a 120 after tho ery mer p one 
Senate or the vacation of Congress, and the subcommi ttee appointed f the . ee an 1 ne Vspape rs; 1th ine men , altel tine word , nate, to In 
purpose aforesaid shall have all the powers in executing said resolution ‘th ut, Sert ‘*and 5100 for postage-stamps for the office of the Secret: ry, and 
are possessed by the full committee. S100 for Pp stage-staumps for the oftice of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. Senate;’’ and in line 142, before the word ‘‘ hundred,’’ to strike out 
; . > g . : ‘ five ind insert ‘** seven:’’ so 2s to make the clause read: 
{ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its " , nee oa - ; 
p or stationery and newspapers, including 3,000 for stati« ‘ry for comm 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the resolution of the ne Se aoe ree Ing 0 oT ationery con 


P . ; : : . - : tees and officers of the Senate, and $100 for postage stamps for the office of the 
Senate to print 16,060 extra copies ot the annual report ol the Smith- | Secretary,and $100 for postage-stamps for the office 
tl 


sonian Institution for the year 1883. 
The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- The amendment was a; 
lowing bills: The next amendment was, in line 148, to increase the appropriation 
A bill (S. 675) to extend the benefits of section 4 of an act entitled | *‘tor folding speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not exceeding $1 per 
‘An act making appropriations for the support of the Army for the year | thousand,’’ from 32,000 to $5,000. 


of the Sergeant-at-Arms of 
e Senate, 15,700 


} 
rreeda. to. 


ending June 30, 1866,’’ approved March 3, 1865; and The amendment was agreed to. 
A bill (S. 472) for the relief of George P. Webster. The next amendment was, in line 153, to increase the appropriation 


The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- | for ‘* miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor,’’ from $10,000 to $34,000 
ing bills, with amendments, in which it requested the concurrence of the 1€ amendment was agreed to 
Senate: 1e next amendment was, in line 155, after the word ‘* Senate,’’ to 
A bill (S. 828) to consolidate the Bureau of Military Justice and the | insert ‘* including compensation to stenographers to committees, at such 
corps of judge advocates of the Army, and for other purposes; and rate as may be fixed by the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
A bill (S. 1581) to provide for the disposal of abandoned and useless | tingent Expenses of the Senate, but not exceeding $1.50 per printed 


Th 
Tl 


military reservations. page;’’ and after the word *‘ page,’’ in line 158, to strike out ‘* thirty- 
The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- | tive’’ and insert ‘*twenty-tive;’’ so as to read: 
lowing bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: _And for expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the Senate, in- 


A bill (H. R. 6215) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880; and 

A bill (H. R. 7004) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption 


cluding compensation to stenographers to committees, at such rate as may be 
fixed by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, but not exceeding $1.50 per printed page, $25,900. 


Mr. INGALLS. I ask the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 


of the public lands and the laws allowing entries for timber-culture. priations if this amendment has been carefully considered? I am ad- 
vised that the present rate of compensation to stenographers to com- 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. mittees is $2.25 per printed page. This reduces the amount to $1.50, 
Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no *‘ concurrent or other | which is a very material change. If the amount now allowed is nec- 
resolutions’’ that order is closed. The Chair lays before the Senate | essary to secure the eflicient accomplishment of the work, then the 
the Calendar under Rule VIII. Order of Business 291 has been passed | Amendment ought not to be agreed to. 
over by unanimous consent to await the return of the Senator from I am not advised definitely about the fact, but have received informa- 
Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY]. tion in a general way that the amount named in the amendment will 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to proceed to the consideration of the legis- | not be sufficient to secure the satisfactory performance of the work that 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. | is provided for, and I should like to hear from the chairman of the 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the committee on the subject. Of course if this is sufficient there can be 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7069) making appropria- | no objection to it, but if the present amount allowed, two dollars and 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- | @ quarter, is not more than enough, this would seriously interfere with 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, | the efliciency of the service. 
the pending question being on the amendment of the C ommittee on Ap- | Mr. ALLISON. Therulenowis, I believe, assettled by the Committee 
propri: itions as amended, in line 93, after ‘‘document-room,’’ to insert on Contingent Expenses, to allow $3.15 a page for one class of printed 
Amzi Smith), $2,592;"’ so as to read: matter in small type; $2.25 for the ordinary type which is used in this 








For superintendent of the document-room (Amzi Smith), $2,592 class ot work; and $1 per page for all exhibits or mere addenda, docu- 
ments attached 
rhe amendment as amended was agreed ‘to. ment * che saat | 
ie wnittee ¢ p] li 8 4 ‘ 11s atter as ¢al 1 ly 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendme ut of the i he Committee m Appr propri ation : ooked into t] | m t e , efully 
) as t ycoutd na pele t taunifi rice of = 50 will secure com- 
pr anes on Appropriations was, in line 95, after the word ‘* thou- ae ae a eee Th: pric | 0! ; \ she ym 
; 9 ° etent AOD to pertorm the wo , ‘ S nini f the commit- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ four hundred and forty ’ and insert ‘six hun- | Peteht peop’ perform t rk. That is the opinion o ‘i 
ired:”? so as to read: te For that reason we eadaniil it best to insert this provision I 
‘ ; . think it will be tound to operate very well. 
Two assistants in document-room, at $1,600 each * - et dank mn 7 x , ae aa 
ADC PNAS NL pro te pot he question 18 on avreelny o the 
The amendment was agreed to. | hy hs } eq 
The next amendment was. in line 99. after the word “‘thousand.”’ to ) it 
strike - ‘four hundred and forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ six hundred;’’ so as er | aa a | 
LO Teac ! “ n 
: - ’ \ in line 159, to increase the t 
,, ne clerk to the superintendent of the document-room ad inthe of ; ca : eee er 
Senate of December ‘ 21, 1881. $1.600 : . 


Ir. HARRISON. I wish the chairman of the 
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TI I t amendment was, after the word dollars. in line 160. to 
att ‘ he tollow proviso 

P That no part of the money appropriated by this act shall be expended 
for « services for any Senator Representat ve, or Delegate in Congress 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 165, after the word ‘* thousand,”’ 
to insert ** five hundred so as to read 


wy 


For re porting the debates and proceedings of the 
equa ithly installment 


nate, $25,500, payable in 


mo 3 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. ALLISON. At that point the committee have instructed me to 
offer an amendment which is not printed. I will it after the 
printed amendments are disposed of. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the ‘* House 
of Representatives,’’ in line 189, to increase the appropriation *‘ for com- 
pensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the service 
of the House of Kepresentatives from $335,355.10 to $336,955.10.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 242. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 240, after ‘‘Commerce,’’ I move to insert: 


Clerk to Committee on Naval Affairs. 


oller 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendmentof the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 242, to insert: 

For 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 261, to increase the appropriation 
for the compensation of *‘doorkeeper’’ of the House of Representa- 
tives fsom 32,500 to 33,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 335, after ‘* (John J. McElhone),”’ 
to strike out ‘* six thousand’’ and insert ‘* five thousand five hundred ;”’ 
and in line 8, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out ** twenty-six 
thousand *’ and insert *‘ twenty-five thousand five hundred;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 


issistant clerk to the Committee on War Claims, $1,600, 


oo» 
oo 


For one chief official reporter (John J. McElhone), $5,500; and four official re- 
porters of the proceedings and debates of the House at 9,000 each, $25,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 363, after the word 
to insert ‘‘ but not exceeding $1.50 per printed page; ”’ 
the clause read: 

For m 


clud 


he 
i) 


** accounts,’’ 
so as to make 


1} 
scelli 


neous items and expenses of special and select committees, in- 
ng compensation, at such rate as may be fixed by the Committee on Ac- 
counts, but not exceeding $1.50 per printed page, to stenographers to commit- 
tees, to be appointed by the Speaker on the application of committees, $40,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 367, after the word ‘‘stationery,’’ 
to insert ‘‘and newspapers;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For stationery and newspapers for members of the House of Representatives, 
officers of the House, and committees of the House, including $6,000 for station- 
ery for tl f the committees and officers of the House, $47,625. 


ic use « 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
403. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move, in line 404, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’ 


to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as to read: 


For contingent expenses of said Library, $2,000. 


I will say that that is on the recommendation of the Committee on 
the Library. They think that sum is necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the ‘* Civil 
Service Commission,’’? in line 447, after the word ‘‘secretary,’’ to 
strike out ‘*‘ one thousand six hundred’’ and insert ‘‘ two thousand;”’ 
in line 448, after the word ** dollars,’’ to insert *‘ one clerk at $1,200;”’ 
and in line 450, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ seventeen thou- 
sand five’’ and insert ‘‘ nineteen thousand one;’’ 


clause read 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 


For three commissioners, at $3,500 each 
retary, 000; one stenographer, $1,600 ; 
ger, $840; in all, $19,140 


€2 one clerk, at $1,200; and one messen- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 452, to increase the appropriation 
**for necessary traveling expenses’’ of the ‘‘Civil Service Commis- 
trom 353,000 to $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Department 
of State,’’ in line 467, before the word ‘‘ clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘ four’’ 
**five:’’ so as to read: 


sion ”’ 


and insert 
Five clerks of class 3 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 472, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriations for the compensation of the Secretary of State, the 


The next amendment of the | 





so as to make the | 


one chief examiner, $3,000; one sec- | 


| to strike out ** 


; 





+ 


tant secretaries of state, clerks, and other 
ment from $112,350 to $113,950. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of *‘ Treasury Department 
in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Secretary’s Office,’’ in line 509, befor: 
word ** assistant,’’ to strike out “‘ five’’ and insert ‘‘ six;”’ 


Six assistant chiefs of divisi at $2,000-each. 


assis employés in his Depart 


SO as to re 
on, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 
word ‘‘clerks,’’ to strike out and insert ‘ 
to read: 


5. be for 
‘ forty-one’’ * forty ;”’ 
Forty clerks of class 4, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 539, to iner 
the appropriation for compensation of ‘‘ one paper-counter ’’ from 36 
to $720. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 541, to incr 
the appropriation for the compensation of ‘‘ twenty-six paper-count: 
and laborers’’ from $600 to $620 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 551, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation for the compensation of the Secretary of the Tr 
ury, assistant secretaries, clerks, &c.,in the ** 
$493,401.25 to $494,181.25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the office ot 
pervising Architect,’’ in line 570, before the word ** thousand,”’ to sty 
out *‘twenty’’ and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That the expenditures on this account for the fiscal year ¢ 
June 30, 1885, shall not exceed $140,000; and the Secretary of the Treasu: 
each year, in the annual estimates, report to Congress the number of pers 
employed and the amount paid to each. 


int 


Secretary’s office *’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the office o 
**Second Comptroller of the Treasury,’’ in line 587, before thi 
‘*‘clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘ eight ’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and in the 
line, after the words ‘‘ class four,’’ to strike out ‘** twelve’’ and 
*sixteen;’’ in line 588, after the words ‘‘ class three,’’ to st: 
‘*thirteen’’ and insert ‘‘fifteen;’’ and in line 591, after the 
‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ninety-eight thousand three ’’ and insert 
hundred and eleven thousand one;’’ so as to make the clause re 

Second Comptrolier uo: «ae Treasury : 
For Second Comptroller of the Treasury, $5,000; deputy comptrolle: 


five chiefs of division, at $2,100each; ten clerks of class 4; sixteen cl 


lerk 
3; fifteen clerks of class 2; twelve clerks of class 1; three clerks at $1, 


nine clerks at $900 each; one messenger; and three laborers; in all, S11 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the offic 
‘*First Auditor,’’ in line 616, after the words ‘‘ class four,’’ to sti 
**nine’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ in the same line, after the words : 
three,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘* eleven;’’ in iine 617, at 
words ‘‘ class two,’’ to strike out ‘‘sixteen’’ and insert *‘ eighteen; 
in line 620, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strikeout ‘‘ eighty-three tho 
four’’ and insert ‘‘ eighty-eight thousand eight;’’ so as to mak: 
clause read: 

First Auditor : 

For the First Auditor ofthe Treasury, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,250; fou 

of division, at $2,000 each; seven clerks of class 4; ten clerks of class 3; « 


clerks of class 2; eighteen clerks of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000 ea 
copyists and two counters, at $900 each; two assistant messengers ; and t 


borers; in all, $88,810. 


The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the office o 
**Second Auditor,’’ in line 625, after the words ‘‘ class four,’’ to st 
out ‘‘thirty-seven’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-two; in line 627, after th 
**dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fifty-two’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-eight; ”’ in 
628, after the words ‘‘class two,’’ to strike out ** forty-foar’’ and 
**fifty;’’ and in line 631, after the word ‘‘and,’’ to strike out 
two thousand six’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-six thousand two;”’’ so as to 
the clause read: 

Second Auditor: 

For Second Auditor, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,250; six chiefs of divis 
$2,000 each; eight clerks of class 4; forty-two clerks of class 3; additio 
clerk of class 3 as disbursing clerk, $200; fifty-eight clerks of class 2; fift 
of class 1; eight clerks, at $1,000 each; three assistant messengers; and e'z 
laborers; in all, $256,290. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the office o! 
‘* Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department,’’ in line ¢ 
after the words ‘‘ deputy auditor,’’ toinsert ‘‘ who may be designat 
sign, in the name of the said Auditor, such letters and papers as the 
ditor may direct;’’ in line 673, before the word ** chief,’’ to strik 

‘eight’? and insert ‘‘nine;’’ in line 676, before the word ** cle! 
sixty-three’’ and insert ‘‘seventy;’’ in the sam 

‘class three,’’ to strike out ‘‘eighty’’ and 

’’ in line 677, after the words ‘* class two,’’ to strik 
sixty-four’’ and insert ‘‘sixty-seven;’’ in line 678, after the w 
‘class one,”’ to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert “‘fifty-three;”’ 


after the words 
** eighty-two; 


se 
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679. before the word “‘female,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-eight ’’ and in- 
cert ‘‘thirty-one;’’ and in line 683, after the word ‘‘and,’’ to strike 
out “thirty-three thousand ’’ and insert *‘ fifty-eight thousand three 
hundred; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department: Forthe Auditor of 
the Treasury forthe Post-Office Department, $3,600; deputy auditor, who may be 
designated to sign, in the name of the said auditor, such lettersand papersas the 
aud itor mav direct, $2,250; chief clerk, $2,000; nine chiefs of division, at $2,000 each ; 
fifteen « lerks of class 4, and additional to one clerk as disbursing clerk, $200 
seventy clerks of class 3; eighty-twoclerksof class 2; sixty-sevenclerks of class 
1: fifty-three clerks, at $1,000 each; thirty-one female assorters of money-orders, 
at 9400 each; three assistant messengers; twenty laborers ; and ten charwomen, 
at $180 each; in all, $458,310. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the *‘ Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing,’’ in line 788, after the word **dollars,”’ to strike 
out ‘‘one clerk”’ and insert ‘‘ two clerks;’’ and in line 793, after the 
word ‘‘all,”’ tostrike out ** twenty-six thousand one’’ and insert twenty- 
seven thousand seven;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Bureau of Engraving and Printing: For chief of Bureau, 4,500; one assist- 
ant, $2,250; accountant, $2,000; one stenographer, $1,600; two clerks of class 3; 
one clerk of class 2; four clerks of class 1; one clerk, $1,000; additional to one 


clerk as disbursing clerk, $200; three copyists, at $000 each; two assistant mes- 
sengers, and four laborers; in all, $27,730. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ** Office of 
Life-Saving Service,’ in line 801, after the word ** dollars,’’ to insert 

‘one draughtsman, $1,500;’’ in line 804, after the words ** class two,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert ** five;’’ in line 807, after the word 
‘‘all,”’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-three thousand nine”’ and insert ** thirty- 
six thousand six;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
Office of Life-Saving Service : ; 

For General Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, M,000; assistant gen- 
eral superintendent of the Life-Saving Service, $2,500; one topographer and hy- 
drographer, $1,800; one civil engineer and draughtsman, $1,800; one draughts- 
man, $1,500; one principal clerk and accountant, $1,800; one clerk of class 4, three 
clerks of class 3, two clerks of class 2, five clerks of class 1,two clerks, at 31,000 
each: five clerks, at $900 each; one assistant messenger, and one laborer; in 
all $56,680. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for *‘office Supervis- 
ing Inspector-General Steamboat Inspection Service,”’ 
the word ‘* clerk,’’ to insert ‘* chief;’’ so as to read: 


One chief clerk, not to exceed $1,800. 


in line S322. betore 


The amendment was agreed to. 


| one member of the committee, not against the whole number 


Committee on Appropriations investigated this matter as thoroughly as 
they could, and are unanimously of the opinion that it is an unwise 
thing to reduce in this way the number of collection, districts; that in- 
stead of being a matter of economy it will result otherwise, and they 
therefore report the amendment striking out the proviso. That is all 
there is of it. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue saysit will very 
materially interfere with the collection of the revenue and impair the 
efficiency of the service to do this. 
Mr. VANCE. The reason assigned by the committee is that 
think it unwise. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VANCE. In my opinion (and I set that up against tha 





they 


t oi any 
+ 
t 


would 


| be wise to reduce. I can see no reason, for instance in the State ot 


The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the office of ** Com- | 


missioner of Internal Revenue,”’ in line 879, to increase the appropria- 


tion ** for salaries and expenses of collectors and deputy collectors from | 


$1,750,000 to $1,850,000."’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ 
strike out the following proviso: 


Provided, That from and after the 30th day of June, 1884, there shall be no more 
than forty-three collection districts; and it shall be the duty of the President, 


and he is hereby authorized and directed, to reduce the internal-revenue districts | 


- not exceeding the number aforesaid,in the manner heretofore provided by 
aw, 

Mr. VANCE. Is it in order now to make an objection to the amend- 
ment suggested by the committee ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). 
posed by the Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. VANCE. 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
firmative form just as well. 

Mr. VANCE. Sol understand. The proviso is: 

Provided, That from and after the 30th day of June, 1884, there shall be no more 
than forty-three collection districts; and it shall be the duty of the President, 
and he is hereby authorized and directed, to reduce the internal-revenue districts 


. lot exceeding the number aforesaid, in the manner heretofore provided by 
aw 


The question can be taken in the af- 





The amendment, I think, ought to be disagreed to and the text of the 
bill as it came from the House ought to be adhered to by the Senate, 
for reasons which I will show in arguing the amendment further on. 
At the present time I will simply say that it is in the line of economy, 
and I have no doubt the revenue will be as well collected by having 
forty-three districts as by having the number now fixed by law, which 
is eighty-one I believe. . 

Mr MORRILL. I hope that will not be done. If it is intended to 
collect the revenue from spirits it can not be done. The idea of col- 
lecting the revenue even in North Carolina by the reduction of the 
collectors to one-half, would be regarded, I am sure, by the Senator 
from North Carolina himself as preposterous. 

Mr VANCE. I should like to hear some reason given by the com- 
mittee who suggest this amendment why the consolidation can not be 
made and the revenues collected as well as now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, there are now eighty-six collection 
districts in the United States, the number having bee n reduced by an 
order of the President last year. He has authority under the existing 
aw to reduce the number as he may choose from time totime. The 


om 





in line 880, to | 


The quesciun is, Will the Senate agree to the amendment pro- | 


I move to non-concur, or rather I object to the amend- | 


t 
t 

districts, but because at this late day of the session and so near the be- 
} 


North Carolina, where there are now four collection districts and where 
in some of them the cost of collecting is about equal tothe money paid 
to the Treasury or at least 50 per cent. of it, why two collection dis- 
tricts would not be sufficient for the whole State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BECK. I onlv desire to say that I shall vote with the committe 
for this amendment, not because I see any very serious difficulty in car- 
rying on the internal-revenue department after the consolidation of 





hie 


ginning of the fiscal year to which the bill applies I can see great dit 
ticulty in arranging the matter. I have no doubt, as the Senator from 
North Carolina says, that one or two collection districts in North Caro- 
lina could do the business as well as four, retaining trained collectors, 
instead of having the whole machinery of the office circulated all over 
the country. Ilagreed with the committee that it was very doubtful 
whether at this time we should begin a reorganization. I vote with 
the committee now, not because of ny opposition to the principle, but 
because of the difficulty I see in enforcing it just now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VANCE. 
made up. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. VANCE. In line 880 I rhove to strike out “the 30th day of 
June,”’ and insert ‘‘ the 30th day of October.’? That would give the 
Department suificient time—a full quarter—to make the necessary 
changes. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, the amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina is 
not in order 

Mr. VANCE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). 


da 


Let us have the yeas and nays. I want the record 


The yeas and nays have been ordered upon the 


I was paired for yester 

y h the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLoM]. I do not see him 
u his seat to-day 

Mr. LOGAN. My colleague [Mr. CULLOM] is still absent. 

Mr. KENNA. I understand that my pair with him still continues, 
so I refrain from voting. I should vote ‘‘nay’’ if the Senator irom 
Illinois were present. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called I am paired on all 
questions with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON], who is 
necessarily absent. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am paired with the Senator from Massachusetts 


[Mr. Hoar]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.’ 





rhe result was announced—yeas 29, nays 22; as follows 
YEAS—29, 
Aldrich, Dawes Lapham, Platt 
A son, ar pb Logan Plumb, 
Bayard Fair MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Beck, Frve Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Bowen, Halk Mitchell Wilson 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Morr 
Cameron of Wis., Hi Palmer 
Conger Jones of Florida, Pike 
NAYS—22 
Bro. Garland Morgan Vance, 
Butler, (re re Pendleton Vest 
Ca (+ é Wa ker, 
Coke Ha I om Williams, 
Co tt Jonas Saulsbury 
Farley Maxe Slater 
ABSENT—25. 
Anthony, Gor in, Kenna, Sabin, 
Blair Harris Lamar Sewell, 
Camden, Harrison, McPherson Sherman, 
Krell, Hoar Mahone Voorhees 
( om Ingalls, Manderson, 
Edmunds, Jackso1 Miller of Cal 
Gibsor J es of Nevada Riddleberger 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
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And re ents x t laries of such reorganized districts and 
des ale t f entry erein, a shia - t e to time, designat« 
ports ‘ ich districts at wl i deputy collectors may be stationed to re- 
S, « amd ear vessels,and perform such other- 
st é ) ns and navigation laws as he may deem neces- 
sary and he all gray notice the boundar - id designations of such reor 
ganized . listricts ; and said ports, w so designated, shall haveallthe | 
I < ‘ ana er 

Ar e | sident is authorized and directed t liscontinue the services and 

such collectors, surveyors, and appraisers as may be neces- 
sart f nber of et listricts rein provided for, and to 
desi te place deposit for the record nad tiles pertaining to those collec- 
ti a s whiel iy be abolished pursuant to the provisions of this act 

Se oO 2048 anc sj of the Revised Statutes of the United States, together 
with vs or parts of laws authorizing the allowance to collectors and sur- 
veyors « ist s of salaries, fees, commissions, st and perquisites of 
whats ‘ ame a re, are hereby repealed, t eftiect on the Ist day 
of Ju 885; and all fees collectible by law shall thereafter be accounted for 
and iid in t rreasury as moneys belonging to the United States; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to provide for the collection of 
such fees by the use of stamps, under such regulations as he may prescribe 

And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to include in the reg- | 
ular Book of Estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30,1886.and each fiseal 
year thereafter, estimates specifying in detail the number and class of officers 
and employes of every grade and nature, with the rate of compensation to 
each, that may in his judgment be necessary to properly conduct the business 
of collecting the revenue at each port of entry in the United States, together 
with an estimate of the amounts required for contingent expenses at each of 
said ports, and for such additional expenses of the service as can not be otherwise 
specially provided for: Provided, Nothing in this act shall prevent the shipment 
of merchandise to ports of delivery heretofore established by law 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations, to strike out from 
the bill the words which have been read. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BECK Yes, sir; I hope it will not be agreed to. I could not 
agree with a majority of the committee in regard to that proposition, 
and I propose to give the reasons why. 

Mr. President, this is an amendment prepared, as I understand it, at 
the Treasury Department, and approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury. While the internal-revenue districts were cut down by order of | 


Congress one-third a year or two ago, or from one hundred and twenty- 


six to eighty-four, the number to which they are now limited, and the | 


Secretary and Commissioner of Internal Revenue both protest that they 
can not be cut down any further without injuring the public service, 
so faras the customs districts are concerned, the Secretary, who has 


been caretully investigating this matter for two years by order of Con- | 


gress, has come to the conclusion that he has no sort of use for, and that 
the public service does not require, anything like the number of cus- 
toms districts that are now in existence, and he proposes in the inter- 
est of economy and the public interest to have them cut down as 
proposed by the House in this bill. Indeed, I am advised that the 
provision inserted by the House in this bill was prepared by order of 
the Secretary himself. 

In his last annual report the Secretary presents the whole argument. 
I propose to lay a portion of it before the Senate. After stating the 
careful investigation he had caused to be made, first by commissioners 
and again by experts selected by himself, he says: 

It was stated 

That is by those who made the investigation— 


It was stated that those officers were variously compensated—some by salaries, 
commissions, and fees; some by commissions and fees only, some by salaries 
only and that the amount paid was in some cases too smal! to insure the con- 
stant service of competent men, and that in others the salary and emoluments 
were excessive for the service rendered. It wasshown that there are many dis- 
tricts in which no duties have been collected for years, and others in which the 
duties « ected are not sufficient to pay the cost of collection. The labors of 
the officers in those districts are confined almost entirely to issuing documents 
to vessels, collecting hospital tax and fees, and making up monthly and quar- 
terly returns to the Departinent, often of ‘ no transactions. 


I rememberin the House of Representatives when this question was up 
rs ago the distinguished Ser I M husetts | Mr. DAWES 
vea ago the distinguished Senator trom assachusetts | J1r. AWES |, 


then chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House, 
read a letter from an officer of a custom-house situated in some Western 
town (I think I will send for the speech and read it) where he showed 


that he had nothing to do but draw his salary of some $3,000 a year; 
and he was dismissed in a very short time after he made the report 
that there was no use for him as all he had to do was to go quarterly 
ana araw Dis pay. e wrote to the epartmen o KnOoW Woy 1 hae 

l H te to the D t to | hy he had 


been dismissed, and the only reason that he could imagine why he had 
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| at large ports from regular lines of ocean steamers, and the prese) 


| uniform rule for fixing salaries of collectors and surveyors under th 
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d expose thes ition ll his work was to d 
‘ juarterly; and | was perhaps upon the g 
ot icy tl they dis i t letter is in the G] 
perhaps | ll read after a little while. He returned ‘‘no trans 
tions,’’ as the Secretary of the Treasury says is the case with ma 
t Try proc ds 
gan with the act of March 2, 179 It was t 
t ould be pract lly self-susta ig, and that th 
s t i should fall « ho had dealings with it, w 
salaries on Vv, in addition to fees the system has not been self-s 
rhe aggregate amount of fees collected is about $600,000 per annum 
< ee y 1 « sto s revel mm over Stake? 
These fees are made up of small and anno) exa im} < 
ship-owners, dillicult to collect, and volving much ‘ 
ts. Besides that, thes of them, in instances, iss irg 
pensate the ofticer beyous 
rt ‘ ntage of tixed ies is obvious An objecti ible fe 
present system is the temptation at small ports to obtair iddit 
pensation for storage minder the bonded warehouse systen ‘ 
uncertainty of the amount of compensation By the act of J 2 S74. ¢ 
gress recognized all this, and gave fixed salaries to the officers of lea: 


but left others unchanged 
rhe oatbs required to be taken before collectors upon entry of mer 






ire, asarule, formal. They cause inconvenience to importers by cor 
their personal attendance at the custom-hous« They deter not the di: 

| from fraudulent entries Phey add not to the security of entries by | 
merchants \ simple declaration by the importer, attested by a nota “ 


tioned by penalties, would prove a relief to merchants, and be as s 


Now, I desire the Senate to note what follows; no man ca 
fully contradict it. The Secretary says 


There are useless customs districts, and nothing but local p 
will disagree therefrom. There are twenty-two ports of entry at w 


dollar of duties has been collected for years, at different times, 1 

thirty-two ports of entry in which the year’s collections from all sources 
not equaled the year’s expenses. These had importance when for 
was carried on in sailing vessels, and before the concentration of i 





rapid iniand transportation. The custom-houses in these districts a1 
ever, kept up, with all the formalities of activity, with deputies, inspectors 
clerks, to make official returns to the accounting officers of the Treas 
the Bureau of Statistics 

The consolidation of districts and diminution of ports of entry are ca 
by sound business considerations, and may be accomplished without incre 
smuggling or withdrawing proper tacilities for documenting vessels 

The issuing of papers to vessels and the collection of hospital dues 
well be done by subordinates, and the unproductive districts abolished, s 
expense and promoting the efficiency ofthe service. Owing tothe ine 
in the present compensation of collectors and surveyors, and to the nat 
some of these offices, sinecure almost, it was found impracticable t: 
I 
organization. 

I was then, and am now, convinced, upon a careful consideration of | 
ject, that districts should be consolidated and the number thereof rx 


| The matter is of such importance, as bearing upon an economical co: 


public affairs,that I presume to present it in this annual report,and t 
offer my views and the facts and considerations which I think uphold 
and to renew the propositions which I then made. 

The Secretary next proceeds to give the details of the present s 
tem, showing the expense of it, at considerable length. After st 
how much is provided for as a permanent appropriation, and t! 
penalties, forfeitures, fines, and other things are added to the pet 
nent appropriation and set apart to pay the expenses of the collect 
of customs, which he sets forth with care in the report which | | 
my hand, he says: 


In addition thereto is the amount to come from the provision of the | 
States Revised Statutes, section 3687, which makes a permanent annual aj 
priation of $2,750,000 for the expenses of collecting the revenue from cust 
for each half year,in addition to such sums as may be received fron 
penalties, and forfeitures connected with the customs, and fees paid 
Treasury by customs officers, and from storage, cartage, drayage, lab 
services. In the year 1882 the amount derived by the operation of this s 
increased the available funds to the sum of $7,566,688.24; in 1583 to $7.95 
These figures are furnished to me from the warrant division of this 1» 
ment. If they erratall, it is that they are less rather than more than t 
should be. Consolidation, according to the estimate above given, is, in exp 
less then this nearly $1,500,000, 


Yet the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate move to st 


| out a provision inserted in the bill by the House of Revresentat 


approved by the Secretary of the Treasury if not drawn by hims 
substantial copy of which will be found in his last report to Cong 
on page 80, as the draught of a bill he proposes by which he says 
can save, say, from a million to a million and a half annually and ¢ 
customs business of the country better than it is done now, get! 
clear at the same time of the machinery in fifty-odd districts, tv 
two of which pay nothing and thirty-two do not pay their expe! 
To that proposition of the Senate committee I object. 
In this carefully prepared report so earnest was the Secretary 
us full, fair information that he gives a schedule of the estimat 
penses and of the needed number ot employ¢s, estimating for them p: 
wages, that would result from the consolidation which he recom 
Besides all this, his plan enables us to get rid of an evil that we 
been long complainingof. We have passed measures through the * 
once or twice on the recommendation of the then Secretary of t 
ury, the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN lis 
all these permanent appropriations se far as they apply to p 
salaries and expenses in the collection of customs, bringing the 
do all other officials, annually within the supervision of ¢ 
the regulation of their salaries and other expenses, and requu 
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vive us an account of their services, and the reasons why they should 
be continued. To-day in all these useless custom-houses where they 
could not get a dollar appropriated under the supervision of Congress 
by means of permanent appropriations, fines, forfeitures, and penalties, 
they pay these officials what they please and account to nobody except 
to make up their statement ot what is paid, which is furnished to Con- 
gress by the Register of the Treasury in a book which Congress never 
looks at, because it has no control over these things and is not consulted 
about them. 

While we are solemnly going over this legislative bill of one hun- 
dred and nine pages, cutting down a clerk here, and a charwoman there, 
and thinking we are prodigies in the line of economy because we can 
shave off a little here and trim and nail a little there, and prevent by 
withholding needed help the Land Office from doing its duty, or the 
Pension ¢ Mffice from doing its duty, or the Patent Office from doing what 
it ought to do promptly, all in the interest of economy of course, here 
is a great customs system permeating all the cities in the land, in- 
volving seven and a half million dollars for salaries and expenses, not 
one dollar of which comes under the supervision of Congress, but a 
permanent appropriation of $2,750,000 given for each half year to be 
taken just as they like, and all the fines and all the forfeitures and all 
the penalties, the cartage, the storage, everything they please to squan- 
der just as they like for political or any other purposes they see fit. Yet 
when the Secretary tells us this ought not to be; that many of these 
districts ought not to exist, and that the men should be paid under 
the supervision of Congress by fixed salaries, which he estimates for 
and inserts in his annual recommendation, the Senate committee pro- 
pose that we shall ignore all these recommendations. 

This provision is not like that relating to the internalrevenue. This 
is to take effect on the Istday of next October. Three months’ time to 
adjust the chances is given, instead of on the 30th of June, 1884, only a 
day or two, as the other proposes. Within the three months the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury can reorganize all those districts. The House at 
first had cut them down to I think sixty-seven, but upon the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary two districts in Oregon were added to points 
where new lines of railroad had reached on the Pacific Ocean. Those 
two were added so as to do no injustice. The districts are so arranged 
by the bill as to enable the Secretary to carry out the plans he proposes 
and to make the saving he proposes, and to bring the officials with their 
fees and their salaries under the eye of Congress instead of having them 
permanently appropriated for as they have been for years, to the great 
detriment of the public interest. 

Mr. President, the amendment of the Senate committee ought not to 
be agreed to. The Secretary ought to havea chance to correct and the 
country ought to have a chance to get rid of these useless and expensive 
incumbrances. There ought not to be fifty-odd useless collection dis- 
tricts that the Secretary says should be abolished as well as the system 
of paying the officers in the way they are paid now, some not getting 
enough, others three times more than they are entitled to, through an 
old system of fees that has shown to be unjust and vicious, giving some 
men large salaries for doing nothing, while difficult, complicated cus- 
tom-house machinery is kept up that ought to be dispensed with. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to in- 
quire what would be the annual saving if the policy recommended by 
the Secretary of the Treasury should be adopted ? 

Mr. BECK. He assumes that it would not be less than $1,000,000. 
He makes the calculation in two or three different ways. In one case 
he says it would be some $500,000 if a certain view should be adopted; 
then he says it would be $1,000,000 if another view is taken. 
read again from his last annual report: 

In addition thereto is the amount to come from the provision of the United 
States Revised Statutes, section 3687, which makes a permanent annual appro- 
priation of $2,750,000 for the expenses of collecting the revenue from customs 
tor each half year, in addition to such sums as may be received from tines, pen- 
alties, and forfeitures connected with the customs, and fees paid into the Treas- 
ury by customs officers, and from storage, cartage, drayage, labor, and services 
In the year 1882 the amount derived by the operation of this section increased 
the available fund to the sum of $7,566,658.24; in 1883, to $7,953,329.51. These fig- 
ures are furnished to me from the warrant division of this Department. If 
they err at all, it is that they are less, rather than more, than they should be 
Consolidation, according to the estimate above given— 3 

That is the only estimate which the House bas adopted— 

8, Inexpense, less than this nearly $1,500,000. 

But the improvement of the system will be worth $1,500,000 more, 
because as long as they have the right to impose fines, penalties, and for- 
feitures and charge for storage, cartage, drayage, labor, and services 
what they please and make what threat they please to enforce obedi- 
ence to them, what compromises or corrupt bargains they please, no 
man will ever know how much they really do get for so-called serv- 
ices. But if they are brought before Congress as every officer ought to 
be brought to give annually an account of his work and as every other 
omcer except custom-house officers are now brought to have his salary 
fixed under the supervision of Congress and have annual salaries paid 
them according to the labor done, then the abuses of the system will 
be largely diminished if not cut off, which will be more valuable to 
the public service than the saving of money suggested by the Secretary. 

Che two considerations together make it, in my opinion, the impera- 
tive duty of Congress to agree with the House in the proposition made 


1 will 
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in the bill to give the Secretary a chance to do what he says he can do 
and desires to do, all the details of which with great completeness he 
sent to us in his last annual report and. urged us to do. 

It is so seldom that a public official comes before Congress and asks to 
cut down expenditures, points out the evil of existing systems, and rec- 
ommends Congress to take under its own control its public employés 
instead of giving them corruption funds in the shape of fees, penalties, 
forfeitures, cartage, drayage, storage, and all sorts of things, with a 
permanent appropriation to be dispensed with by them as they please, 
it ought to be the pleasure of the Senate at once to say to that officer, 
‘* We will hold up your hands and strengthen your efforts in this re- 
form,’’ instead of striking it down when the House of Representatives 
with signal unanimity inserted it in the bill which is now before us 

Several gentlemen around me have inquired whether this change and 
consolidation of districts would not have the effect of diminishing the 
present conveniences existing at ports of entry and ports of delivery 
I answer, no; it will destroy the complicated machinery now existing 
at many of the useless ports, but there will be deputy collectors and 
other necessary officers who will be at all existing ports ready to r 
ceive, with as much convenience to the public, all goods coming from 
abroad and see to the export of all goods desiring to be sent abroad as 
if it was a principal portof entry with all its complicated and expensiv 
machinery. The civil service, as they call it, at the small ports will 
be cut down, the machinery will be diminished, but none of the exist- 
ing guards against smuggling be decreased, nor will any inconvenience 
ensue either to the importer or the exporter, or to any man having an) 
connection with the public business at those ports. So the Secretary 
assures us. I was looking to see if I could lay my hand at this moment 
on that portion of his report where he says so. I think it is substan 
tially here. Let me read anyhow. He says: 

The plan outlined in Schedule No. 2 is the resultof much thought and careful 
inquiry. A test in practice may show some imperfections, and doubtless wil! 
Alteration in the plan suggested, clearly in the way of improvement, may, from 
time to time, be needful. Inthe event of adoption of it by Congress, with the 
numbers and boundaries of districts fixed by enactment, the Executive could 
not apply an immediate remedy to evils that practice might show to exist 
Hence, there may be doubts whether a system unchangeable, save by legisla- 
tion, is the best mode fora practicable as well as an economical administra 
tion of the customs service. To forestall failure the power could be given to the 
President to alter districts and designate or appoint oflicers thereto, as is his 


power with internal-revenue collection districts, by section 3141 of the United 
States Revised Statutes. ® 


I now agree to these views; but it was only after some care and a 


| great deal of consideration, because when that report first came to Con 


gress I looked at it with what care I could. Other members of the 
Committee on Appropriations looked at it. The chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. ALLISON] and myself went over it with experts from the 
Treasury Department. We examined the provision which is now placed 
by the House in this bill, because it is substantially incorporated into 
the bill as it passed the House. We were atraid that it might confer 
some power to the Secretary or to the President that might be abused, 
or that might cause some discontent. Therefore I called upon the Sec- 
retary and asked him to prepare a bill designating the districts as he 
desired them, which bill I hold in my hand, being Senate bill 1853, in- 
troduced by me on the 17th of March, 1884, and after a good deal of 
consultation between the chairman and myself, and with the Finance 
Committee, and with the Committeeon Commerce, I had it referred to the 
latter committee. It is the bill to which the Secretary in the sugges- 
tions I have just read objects, although he drew it himself, because he 
says, as you will observe, that upon further examination he does not 
think it wise to have districts appointed by law which are unchange- 
able. He uses this language: 

Hence, there may be doubts whether asystem unchangeable, save by legisla 
tion, is the best mode fora practicable as well as an economical administration of 
the customs service lo forestall failure, the power could be given tothe Pres- 
ident to alter districts and designate or appoint officers thereto, as is his power 
with internal-revenue collection districts, by section 3141 of United States Re 
vised Statutes 

I believe now, after a careful investigation of it all, that the first 
suggestion of the Secretary in the bill he has drawn, which is sub- 
stantially adopted by the House as part of his annual report, is better 
than the bill which was drawn designating each of the districts to be 


tixed by law and which is now betore the Committee on Commerce of 


this body. because those districts might not be so fixed as to promote 
the interests of the public service properly. The Secretary, acting 
for the President, can iind out from time to time what modifications 
ought to be made and the power ought to be in his hands at all times 
to make those moditications. So, while | introduced the bill, as I be- 
lieved that was the best thing to do at first, I am now satisfied that 
the Secretary is right and the House 1s right in giving him general au- 
thority I also think they were right in adding those two districts on 
the Oregon coast as they did. The Senator from Oregon { Mr. SLAT! R |} 
suggested to me some time ago these difficulties, because he knew 
railroads were being built there and at other points. They are now 
made a part of the provision. 

For these reasons and for many others I might give I hope the Sen- 
ate will not agree to the amendment proposed by the Senate Commit- 
tee on Appropriations 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I am rather surprised at my friend 
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from Kentucky, a member of the Committee on Appropriations, press- 
ing the House provision as earnestly as he does, in view of the fact that 
it is in violation of the general rule prevailing here with reference to 
inserting new and radical legislation upon an appropriation bill. Of 
agree that we can legislate, as we do often legislate, with refer- 
ence to immediate appropriations. 

Mr. BECK. The provision was inserted in the bill by tl 
I did not move it. 

Mr. ALLISON. But laying that matter aside, I was rather misled, 
as I think the Senator from Kentucky has been misled, by the report 
of the Secretary of the’ 
tion districts 


1e House. 


lreasury on the subject of our customs collec- 
When I first looked that report over it seemed to me 
that there was something in hissuggestion, but the more I have exam- 
ined it the more I am averse to it. Iam satisfied that if the Senate 
understand the proposition they will never give their consent, nor will 
either House of Congress, to what is proposed in the bill. 

In the first place, it is a practical repeal of nearly fifty pages of the 
Revised Statutes, the sections which run from page 492 to page 536, 
statutes that have been passed from time to time, since the organization 
of our Government, establishing collection districts at the different 
ports and in different sections of our country. 

It is proposed that the two Houses of Congress shall by this provis- 
ion abdicate their legislative function and place the entire control and 
jurisdiction of this question with reference to the places of ports of 
the Government. I am amazed for one that a proposition of this kind 
should emanate from the Democratic side of the Chamber, to say noth- 
ing of any other place where it has originated. Here is a proposition 
to abolish every port of entry and every port of delivery in the United 
States, and there are a great many of them, I think about one hundred 
and forty in all now, and to give into the hands of the Secretary of the 
Treasury the power to re-establish ports of entry at such places as he 
may think wise, not as may be thought wise by the representatives of 
the people, but it is proposed that he shall have the power to divide up 
this country as he chooses, establishing a port of entry here and a port 
of entry or a port of delivery there, without consultation with the 
people who are most interested in these questions. 

Mr. LAPHAM. If the Senator will pardon me, I will state that the 
bill gives to the President the vast power to which he refers. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; itisgiven to the President of the United 
States. It will, of course, be only exercised through the Secretary of 
the Treasury; it can not be exercised by the President personally. 

I ask the Senator from Kentucky, or any other Senator on this floor, 
if a Secretary of the Treasury, sitting in the Department at Washing- 
ton, knows more about how your ports of entry and ports of delivery 
should be established in the far-off State of Oregon than does the Sena- 
tor from Oregon [Mr. SLATER] who sits before me? Is itsoin the 
State of Florida, in the State of Georgia, in the State of Louisiana ? 
Since this provision has been pending before the Committee on Appro- 
priations, more than fifteen Senators have approached me upon the 
subject, saying that if this clause was not to be absolutely stricken out 
they wanted a rearrangement 
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There is not a Senator on this floor, who has a port of entry or a port of 


delivery in his State, who is satisfied with that document. Yet we 
propose to abdicate our legislative power here and turn it over to the 
President or to the Secretary of the Treasury. For one, I shall never 
consent to give that power into the hands of the President or the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, no matter who he may be 
confidence I may have in his administration. 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to ask the Senator a question; it will save 
me from answering him, perhaps. All the internal-revenne districts 
to-day are changed in the discretion of the President and of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, without consulting any Representatives or Sena- 
tor, just as the executive officer pleases. How does the Senator answer 
that ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall answer that in a moment? 

Mr. BECK. How is that to be answered ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is easily to be answered. 
different thing. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to hear the answer. 

Mr. ALLISON. The question of the estabiishment of ports of entry 


That is an entirely 


and ports of delivery relates to the external and internal commerce of 


thiscountry. It entersinto the heart of every community 
city of this Union. 
before me. 
or the Secretary of the Treasury, or any other officer to have the power 
to abolish the port of entry of Detroit? That is what this involves. 
It does not involve merely the collection of so much money 
ternal revenue involves. 
are involved in the inte 


and of every 
I see the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER] 
How would he like the President of the United States 


It involves all the ramified questions that 
rnal and external commerce of our country. 


or what measure of 


| in a 
Secauen nt No. 


and readjustment different from that | 
provided by the Secretary of the Treasury in Executive Document No. 


} 





=>, | 


an absurd provision in reference to his State; 


pel the owners of vessels, for instance upon the Mississippi River, to 
make a journey of one hundred or two hundred or three hundred 
miles to a distant port for the purpose of having an officer register the 
vessel. There is no sort of analogy between this and the collec ‘tion of 
the internal revenue, which is a fixed revenue on specified objects, and 
has no relation whatever to the great internal and external commerce 
of our country. That is my answer to the Senator from Kentucky on 
that question. ; 

It is said that there is to be 


a saving by this consolidation. 
great measure only 


a pretense. 


That is 
I have looked over the Executiy: 
67 with great care, and instead of a suggestion even by 
the Secretary of the Treasury that there is a saving of a million di 
lars, his suggestion is only a saving of $486,295; but when he comes 
as is proposed by this measure of consolidation, to pay fixed salaries to 
all these officers, when he comes to abolish the ports of delivery as is 
proposed here, then as a matter of course there will have to be a great 
number of additional officers added to the list already there; and | 
venture the assertion that after we adopt the suggestions of the Se 
retary of the Treasury in this regard within a year or two the official 
list will be swelled far beyond the present exigency. 

So I am opposed to the general policy of placing in the hands of any 


| executive officer the great powers which belong exclusively to the leg- 


islative branch of this Government, and which have never been ex- 


| ercised in any other way except by acts of Congress since the founda- 
entry and ports of delivery in the hands of a single executive officer of 


tion of the Government. 

Now, when you come to look at the details of the provision here, what 
is proposed? In the first place, to reduce the number of districts to 
sixty-nine. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the number now ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The number now is about one hundred and thirty- 
nine or one hundred and forty-one; I do not remember exactly, but ex- 
ceeding one hundred and thirty. Why this particular number of sixty- 
nine? Inanother place, w hen this was suggested upon an appropriation 
bill, one Representative rose and said that it was an absurd provision in 
reference to his State, and another Representative rose and said it was 
and so in two minutes 
the committee that reported this provision—if I am permitted to speak 
of it—made a change and increased the number two. 

If we are to limit the number here, is it probable that any Senator 
on this floor is satisfied with the number sixty-nine? The Senator 
from Kentucky said that he agreed with the Senator from Oregon that 
it was wise to increase the number of districts in the State of Oregor 


| two beyond the original proposition, thus increasing the total irom 


sixty-seven to sixty-nine. That object is not secured by the increas: 
The whole question of whether there shall be one, two, or three co!- 
lectiom districts in Oregon is still open under this provision, and lett 
unqualifiedly and absolutely in the control of the President of the | 
States as exercised by his Secretary of the Treasury. So my fri 
from Oregon may be cheated after all; and, besides, it was only intended 
that one of the additional districts should apply to Oregon, and t 
other was to apply to Massachusetts. But I am not content mysel! 
with this provision. I should want seventy instead of sixty-nine, s 
as to include a portion of my own region. How do I know that if we 
add one to this number and make it seventy, the present Secretary 0! 
the Treasury or another Secretary of the Treasury will not say that in- 
stead of reducing the number of ports of entry in Massacuhsetts from 
ten to three, it is an unwise thing to do that; and instead of having 
ten in the State of Massachusetts he will have seven in Massachusetts 
and thus cut out another region of country entirely. 

The absolute injustice of placing this whole subject in the power of 
one man is that he has the control of every. State of this Union, and 
every Senator and Representative is bound to goto himand say, ** I want 
this, that, and the other number;”’ and, after hearing all, he can doas 
he pleases. It is not so as to the internal revenue. That is as to the 
number of districts. But see what further is proposed here : 


The President shall fix the boundaries of such reorganized districts, and desig- 
nate ports of entry therein. 


All ports of delivery are abolished by this provision. 
it authorizes the President from time to time to— 

Designate ports in each of such districts at which deputy collectors may be 
stationed to receive duties and other moneys, enter and clear vessels, and per 


form such other services in relation to the customs and navigation laws as he 
may deem necessary. 


It is true that 


The Secretary of the Treasury can go into my State or into your State, 


| sir, and say what shall or shall not be done at these places designated 


by the Secretary of the Treasury. Are we to establish an autocracy 10 
this country in the Treasury Department or in the Executive M: ansion 


| with reference to all these great questions of external and interna 


| commerce ? 
, as the in- | 


Every vessel that sails in our coastwise trade, every vessel that sails | 


upon our rivers and estuaries must be examined by some one of the 
collectors of customs and a certificate must be given. In namerous 


cases that I have examined in looking over this matter, it will com- | 


For one I shall never agree to it by my vote. 

So you may go on and you will find further that this provision in 
the bill proposes to repe: il sections 2648 and 2687 of the Revised Stat- 
utes. What are they? They are the two sections which authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay the necessary expenses of collecting 
our customs duties as provided by law. Those are repealed absolute!) 
after the Ist day of July, 1885, and all fees now assessable by law at 
repealed after the same date; and yet there is no provision whatever i 
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this bill which suggests even that the collectors, deputy collectors, sur- 
vevors, Ke., at the various ports shall receive any compensation for 
their services. It isa matter of fact under existing law that most of 
these officers are now paid by fees. The clause before us wipes out 
every vestige of these fees and repeals the law which provides a fund 
to pay the officers, and yet provides nothing in its place. 

Is that a wise thing for us todo? I submit to the Senate that this 
is a most crude provision attempting to strike down what has existed 
in this Government since 1789 and putting in its place absolutely noth- 
ing, except devolving on the P-esident of the United States the whole 
nower to do as he chooses with reference to the external and internal 
commen e of our country so far as establishing ports of entry and ports 
of delivery is concerned. 

Mr. SLATER. I desire to say a word or two in relation to this propo- 
sition inasmuch as reference has been made particularly to my own 
State and toa circumstance that, in my judgment, gives a better un- 
derstanding (at least it does to me) of the effect of this measure than 
anv mere statement would without a knowledge of the circumstance. 

It must be understood, I presume, by every Senator that the Secre- 
tarv of the Treasury can not of himself know personally the business 
relations of every locality that may aspire to be a port of entry or a port 
of delivery in the United States. He must be informed of all the facts 
and circumstances of the business through Treasury agents who will be 


sent to far distant sections uf the country to ascertain those things and | 


report. 

Mt so happened in Oregon, I suppose—I do not know the fact, but I 
presume it must have been so—that some Treasury agent was instructed 
to report the conditions in relation to custom-houses and ports of entry 
in Oregon. A report was made. Now, what do we find? This rec- 
ommendation is that we shall be practically reduced to one port of entry 
of Oregon, a State of 95,000 square miles, with a large extent of sea- 
coast and many rival towns and sections. Sucha report could not have 
been made by any person who lived in Oregon and knew the situation 
there. It was utterly impracticable. It was made and, as has been 
said, adopted by the Secretary. As soon as he received this report the 
member of the House from Oregon and others interested set to work to 
counteract it, and, as I remarked to the Senator from Kentucky, we had 
great trouble in getting a letter from the Secretary correcting the mis- 
take he had fallen into. 
increased from sixty-seven to sixty-nine to meet this mistake, and yet 
| 
only was intended for Oregon and one for somewhere else. 

Now, if we pass this law as the House has sent it to the Senate, and 


Now, as we understand, the total number was | 


twenty or twenty-five miles away, and by water—I speak without pre- 
cise recollection—some sixty miles. Our manufacturers in a wide re- 
gion of country above Middletown have lately been felicitating them- 
selves that the Treasury has granted what they have been desiring for 
many years. It is a very great accommodation to us, a considerable 
saving in money. Their goods come to New York and are sent with 
out breaking bulk to Hartford, where the goods 
duties paid. 

I know I speak the 


are appraised and the 


sentiment of all the people of my State inter- 
ested when I say that the consolidation proposed will be a great injury 

I can imagine some possible reductions and I can imagine a consolida 
tion that would work no very serious injury; and if the Treasury De- 
partment will submit to us asubstitute for the long and detailed statute 
in the Revised Statutes referred to by the Senator trom Iowa and desig- 
nating the districts to be abolished or consolidated, so that we can discuss 
them in detail, we could probably come to an agreement upon a reason 


| able reduction; but I am utterly unwilling to consent to the meat-ax 


surgery in this bill, and give this extraordinary discretion to the Treasury 
Department. 

The Senator from Oregon supposed that the number of districts pro- 
posed under the consolidation, being originally sixty-seven, were in 
creased from sixty-seven to"sixty-nine to accommodate Oregon. He 
learns now that one of those two added is another district in some 
other State, and so he wants the number named in the bill to be seventy. 
I want the number to be at least seventy-two; some other Senator 
wants it to be seventy-three or seventy-four; and sowe goon. Possibly 
if the Secretary of the Treasury would send us the draught of a bill that 


| we could discuss outside of an appropriation bill, we might cut the one 


| and twenty-five. 


| 


| 


the Secretary sits down to rearrange the customs districts, how do we | 


lnow that some of those districts designated to be consolidated will 
uot be omitted or that a greater blunder perhaps has been made than 


| our territory has increased and our seacoast has expanded, has 


he made in some part of Massachusetts, than was made in Oregon? | 


na ° ° ° 7 . , | 
Then Oregon goes without either one of the restored districts intended 


for her. It is fair to assume that if a mistake was made in Oregon and 
: mistake was made in Massachusetts, a dozen such mistakes equally 
as great, equally as necessary to be rectified, will be shown before these 
customs districts can be readjusted. 


| of this character that ought to have our approval. 


hundred and thirty-five districts down to one hundred or one hundred 
I suppose under his suggestions here that while he 
would give us but two customs districts in Connecticut he might oblige 
us with one or two or three ports of entry, but I could only hope it. 
I do not know it. 

I emphatically stand by the committee. 


I can conceive no scheme 
I want an inde- 
pendent bill and a fair discussion of its details. I am unwilling to 
abdicate all my legislative power and duty in regard to this important 
matter. 


Mr. HALE. 


Mr. President, it is a very rare thing that the Senate 


| sees so plain and marked an inst&nce of the unwisdom of the policy of 
[ am now informed by the Senator from Iowa that one of this increase | putting general legislation of an important kind on an appropriation 


| bill as this experiment affords. 


yal 

Here is a great system that was elab- 
orated ninety years ago with the extremest care, in which the subdi- 
visions of the country were regarded, and which from time to time, as 
: been 
adapted to the necessities of the public service and to the collections 
of the revenues of the Government; and in the waning days of a long 
session, With no indication even that the committee in charge of it has 
given much time or consideration to it, the whole thing is sought to be 


' — . . + 
obliterated, struck from the statute-book, where it occupies fifty pages, 
| and in a few provisions in an appropriation bill a complete overturning 


I agree entirely with the Senator from Iowa, that it is placing too | 


much power in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury to give him 
the complete handling of all the customs collection districts in the United 
States. 
revenue system and the customs system. The business is different. 
A very much larger proportion of the community have business rela- 
tions with the customs officers than with the internal-revenue districts. 


There is no comparison between the two systems, the internal- 


and upsetting and revolution is attempted; and this great measure, 
fraught with such effects as may naturally follow, is sent to the Senate 
and comes in here at a time which many Senators hope is within ten 
days of the end of the session, and we are asked, the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate, with 10,000 subjects-matter to consider— 
I do not exaggerate—sitting day and night, is asked to consider and 


pass upon, and if need be amend (for in order to consider you have got 


But a small portion of the people practically have business to transact | 
with the internal-revenue officers or are affected by them, but go into | 


the seaport towns and seaport States of the country and you will find 
that a very large volume of the business of the country, all the import 
business, all the export business, all the coastwise business, all the ship- 
building business is connected directly with the custom-houses. We 
are overturning a well-settled system and trying a system that we have 
nothing but theory to justify, and the very first effort showed that it 
involved mistakes and blundering and misapprehensions and misun- 
derstandings, and it must inevitably do so. 
[ shall stand by the report of the committee on this proposition. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I second the remarks of the Senator from Oregon. 
Chey apply mutatis mutandis to my own State. 


| judge trom these suggestions of the Secretary of the Treasury thathe | 


proposes to make two districts instead of five in my own State. Now, 
I know that that can not be done without very serious damage to the 
importing and manufacturing interests of the State. I suppose he 
wishes to abolish the customs district at Middletown, which is really 
the district of Hartford. Since the Treasury Department has been so 
kind as to extend some facilities to us in the matter of transporting 
goods in bond, and has established a bonded warehouse for us, the 
revenues at Middletown are rapidly increasing. 
last year; they will run from $60,000 to $65, 
tinue to increase. 


They were $37,000 
000 this year, and will con- 
From information received from merchants and man- 
ulacturers I am sure the collections will be over $100,000 in the next 
fiscal year. That custom-house the Secretary proposes to abolish, and 
1 suppose transfer the duties thereof to New Haven, which, by land, is 


to have the power to amend), such a vast proposition as this. 

Confronted by that situation the Committee on Appropriations did 
what it has been sustained in doing time and time again by Senators 
upon both sides of this Chamber, struck out this provision of the bill, 
declaring that there was no opportunity to consider it and that it ought 
not to find place upon this legislative, executive, and judicial appro 
priation bill, which is simply an appropriation bill for the runn ng e> 
penses of the Government for the next fiscal year. Thatstatement of 
the case, incomplete as I have made it, ought to dispose of this amend 
ment, and the Senate ought to set its face rigidly against any such 
efforts to bring such subjects-matter before this body at this late day- 

If this is so good a measure, if it has been elaborated elsewhere 9 
soundly, why is it that the Department has not seen to it that proper 
bills have been introduced and referred to the proper committees, who 
can study the subject week inand week out and report a measure with 
the authority of a committee that has jurisdiction over the great sub- 
ject of the commerce of the country entering into its ports and the col- 
lection of the revenues there? Why is it that a body—I will not refer 
to it by name—has sat here for six or seven months, and only at the 
last, tail-end of the session sent in such a measure as this is on the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill ? Why, sir, if that 
is to be done, if that is to be tolerated, if it shall be borne by the Senate, 
the most significant legislation that could come before Congress may 
be kept in the committee-rooms until the last month of the session and 
then hurried before this body on the appropriation bills and we be 
obliged on a five-minute debate 
than that to these 1: 
matter. 


for we can not give much more time 
ist appropriation bills—to consider every subject- 































































ite has just voted down, most properly, a provision put on 
to the internal revenue, and I can not imagine that 
result will follow here. Nor would I under any condi- 


relerence 


; yt 


any daillerel 


tions—and I am not going to elaborate what has been so much better 
said than | can say it—when this is done intrust any of this discretion 
eithe the Secretary of the Treasury or to the President of the United 
States. It doesnot belongthere. The division and subdivision of the 
Union into great and small collection districts that shall collect the 
revenues of the country, which are laid by acts of Congress and which 
ire collected by a force supplied by Congress, is a thing that this body 
and the House at the other end of the Capitol ought always to take 
faithfully into mind and consider and elaborate and bring forth the 
results of. Iam free to say, Mr. President, that no Secretary of the 
Preasu whether he has sat in his seat one year, or three years, or 

© years, or cight years, simply receiving the reports of his special 
agents and subordinates, who traverse the country, in reference to these 
thing in be so well informed on this great subject as the Congress of 
the Ai ) people coming from all the States, representing all the inte- 
rior and the seaboard. It isa power, it isa discretion that never should 
be abandoned to any other department of the Government; and there 


has been nothing done this session in the yay of attempted legislation 
that strikes at the power which should Te in the two Houses equally 
with this project that is put onto this appropriation bill. 

Now, as to the details, lam not going into them, because I am not 


going to weary the Senate. I was struck with what the Senator from 
Oregon said about the likelihood, the necessity even as has been shown, 
of mistakes occurring in any plan that any Secretary may present here. 
Take the argument that was read by the Senator from Kentucky, that 
districts ought to be consolidated because no revenue is collected. I 
would like tosee any man, no matter how wise he may be and no matter 
how gifted he may be, undertake to administer the Treasury Depart- 
ment and collect the revenues of the Government with only a few cus- 
tom-houses where duties are collected and where the revenues gather 
together and are received and paid. The moment you adopt that sys- 
tem and only have a custom-house where duties are collected, then for 
every dollar that you will save in the salaries of honest and vigilant 
officials at the small custom-houses, where no duties are collected, you 
will lose a thousand dollars in the falling off of the revenues in the 
great custom-houses. 

From Quoddy Head in Maine all around our border in the interior to 
the Canada line, along the coast and along the Southern States, or along 
the Gulf, or along the Pacific coast, there is not a single custom-house, 
no matter whether a dollar is collected or not, that does not tend to 
force the customs right into the great custom-houses. 
guards against smuggling, against a thousand infractions of the revenue 
laws that always have a charm for enterprising and ingenious men on 
the border, by the scrutiny and by the public sentiment that they raise 
against what is called smuggling, the small custom-houses sent the 
duties unerringly into the great custom-houses. Abolish them or cut 
down their importance and substitute nothing but tide-waiters and in- 
spectors, remove that public sentiment which is made by the collectors 
of the smaller customs-districts, and smuggling will spring up every- 
where, in every nook, in every corner, upon every little bay, and your 
revenues will fall off a thousand dollars in New York, Boston, and San 
Francisco where you save one in the pay of officers. 

rhis system was not devised without some wisdom; it was not de- 
vised without considering these things; and the argument is not worth 
one penny that says you shall only have custom-houses where duties 
are collected 

I have been looking over the details in my own State of this plan of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 
lowing the indendations, where vessels can goof 1,500 miles. There is a 
land border of seven hundred oreight hundred miles besides. Itis formed 
by nature as an invitation and as an incentive to the smuggler. It is 


By their safe- | 


There is upon my State a seacoast, fol- | 
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and the lower kind of officers, and the moral force that is thrown about 
thisservice by the men whoare at the head of it ceases, and smuggling 
grows upat every corner, at every place. I havestudied the subject. | 3 
used to think myself that a consolidation might be beneficial. I am : 
satisfied it would be disastrous : 

Does the Secretary saveanything? Applying this to this one instance " 
that I am giving, he blots out these custom-houses, he builds up two o1 


| three others and adds immensely to their force, and instead of saving 


| 


| 





the kind of coast that in England or Ireland would harbor in every | 


bay and every cove and every estuary of a river a haunt of smuggling. 


| lished in a new country for the purpose of collecting revenue. 


It stretches on the land, as I have said, hundreds and hundreds of | 


miles, and in the wisdom of the 
every hundred miles, sometimes less than that, a custom-house, with 
the responsibilities and duties of a custom-house and with a collector 
at the head. What is the result? The smuggling that is done there 
isa trifle. I do not say this on my own authority: go to the Depart- 
ment and find officially not only what they know, but what they sus- 
pect, and they will tell you that it is a bagatelle. Smuggling is not 
tushionable; public sentiment is against it. Why? Because in every 
one of these collectorships, ranging along from fifty to one hundred 


fathers there have been placed along | 


miles in space, the head of the office is the first man in his community; | 


he is a man of character; he is a man of standing; he is a man of prob- 
ity; he is a man who makes public sentiment; he isnot simply a tide- 
waiter; he is not simply a paid official who depends merely upon what 
he vets as a salary from day to day as a subordinate, but he is a man 
who is wont to lead his community, and he and his influence make 
smuggling unfashionable, and it does not grow up. 

Now, cut down these custom-houses and put only two or three, or 
whatever the Secretary may prescribe, all along that coast, and all along 


the wooded frontier, and you have nothing but deputies and inspectors | The expenditure must have reached millions. 


any large sum of money the difference between his list and the list as jt 
is now is not $3,000; and I venture to s.> that if that plan is set on 
foot and is adopted, in five years from now, where there is a dollar ot 
smuggled goods that now comes into the State of Maine, either on it 
seaboard or on its frontier in the forest, there will beahundred. The of 
cers who are sought to be abolished are men who give attention to th: 
duties; they are men who know of the services that are required not 
only by themselves but by their subordinates, and to-day it is the wor 
der of the world that, exposed as the United States is on her northen 
boundary, all along the Pacific, all along the Atlantic and Gulf coast 
that the amount of smuggling is so small. The system at present is « 
good one, not a perfect one, and we shall never get a perfect one, but 
isa good one, and there is no sense in rudely assailing it as it is as 
sailed by this proposal. 

Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, following in the line of argument of 
the Senator from Maine, I merely wish to add an illustration in th 
case of New Jersey. The proposition is there to cut out four of th 
oldest collection districts in this country established between the De] 
ware Bay and the port of New York. These custom-houses were es 


| tablished not for the entriesmade, not for the importations; but simply 


to prohibit smuggling and forthe purpose of enrolling vessels. At two 
of these points of prominence, Great Egg Harbor and Little Egg Har 
bor, you can see at any one time from one hundred to two hundr 
vessels sailing along the coast. These vessels do not enter there, they 
do not discharge their cargoes there; but there is a great passags 
way between the Delaware Bay and New York, between the North 
and the South; the European vessels coming in strike the light of Als 
com near by before entering the ports of the Delaware or New York 
and there is an absolute necessity for the protection of our customs 
interests that there should be custom-houses along this line. Thi 
breaking up of those ports of entry would leave an exposed coast tor 
one hundred and seventy-five miles open to the smuggler, as suggested 
by the Senator from Maine. 

I trust the proposition will not be entertained. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, the legislation in regard to custom 
houses and ports of entry which is incorporated in the Revised Statutes 
is a compilation of acts of Congress adopted from time to time from th 
origin of the Government down to the period of the revision of tl: 
laws; so that nearly every custom-house in the United States was er 
ated bya separate actof Congress. We have established a considerab| 
number of ports of entry since the revision of the statutes. Now tl 
proposition is by this provision in an appropriation bill to sweep away 
this legislation of nearly a century and to put in the place of it the ar 
bitrary exercise or discretionary exercise of power on the part of t! 
President and the Secretary of the Treasury. The proposition, as h 
been well said, is an amazing one to beincorporated in an appropriati: 
bill. 

While I do not feel disposed to differ with the Secretary of the Treas 
ury in the ideas entertained by him that by appropriate legislation son 
changes may be introduced in this respect to promote economy, I bez 
entirely to differ with him in the suggestion which induced him to liken 
this to the case of the collection of the internal revenues. 

Custom-houses and ports of entry are not established solely for th: 
purpose of collecting revenues as the districts of internal revenue ar 
A custom-house, a port of entry, is not established for the mere purpo» 
of collecting revenue any more than a post-office is established on tli 
frontier for the purpose of collecting revenue or a school-house is esta! 
These 
customs districts and ports of entry are established for the encourag 
ment of commerce, and for the spread of improvement along our ocea 
coasts. 

Let me illustrate, Mr. President. Since the revision of the laws t 
which I have referred, and since I have had the honor of a seat on t! 
floor, we have established a port of entry at Newport News in Virgi! 
on the bay opposite Norfolk, in that State, and what has been thx 
sult? I was there in October last, and found there had been erect: 
there by the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Company, mainly by cap! 
furnished by the city of New York as I was informed, a storeli 
into which the railroad cars ran to unload their cargoes and prod 
upon steamers, and to receive from steamers their cargoes to be car 
along the line of the road. A large elevator which transfers by st 
the products of the country to and from the boats had also been « 
structed. It is one of the largest, if not the largest, elevator in 
United States. So that, in my judgment, the advantages to comm: 
at this port are not excelled, if they are equaled, at any point up! 
the entire Atlantic coast. Neither Boston nor New York nor Ph 
delphia nor Baltimore can furnish such facilities as are furnished ther 
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Now what did this bill propose? It proposed not only to abolish all 
these collection districts, to give to the President the authority to re- 
duce them to the number of sixty-nine, but to give to the President 

iso the authority to designate the ports of entry in all such districts. 
He may say that Newport News shall no longer be a port of entry, and 
then what would become of this vast investment of capital ¥ 
Ni wport News was established as a port of entry the post-office at that 
place which before hardly paid for keeping its doors open has becomea 
Presidential office. It is such rapid development and progress which 
this legislation facilitates and encourages in the country. It is a nar- 
_q very narrow and imperfect view to take of this subject of legis- 
ation to treat it as a mere matter of collecting revenue. That, it is 
true. is one of the incidents. These custom-houses, really in the more 
scattered portions of the country, and where but a small portion of the 
revenues are collected, are practically, as has been suggested, a part of 
the detective force of the Government Treasury to prevent smuggling 


since 


They are like the secret agents of the Treasury, of which we once had 
fittv-three in number. In the Forty-fourth Congress the Democratic 
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party struck out the entire list, and it was only by strife that I was en- | 


abled to save ten of the number in the House bill which was increased 
to twenty in the Senate and agreed to in conference committee. I 
think the number has since been increased by adding eight more. 

I would as soon think of leaving a marshal or a sheriff without his 
posse comitatus as to take away from the Treasury Department these 
means of protecting the revenues against fraud. 

In any aspect in which we can view this subject, Mr. President, it 


seems » this legislation as it was proposed in this bill would be | : 
eems to me this legis — | pressed with more or less earnestness ever since, and recommended by 


unwise, even if it came here on the recommendation of the proper 
committee of the Senate or of the other House. 


But to undertake to | 


do this upon an appropriation bill without any facts before us, with- | 


out anything upon which we can intelligently act in respect to it, it 
seems to me is a very extraordinary proposition. 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury is worthy of consideration, as I 
think it is, let it, as has been suggested and as recommended by him, 
come before us in a bill properly prepared. Let it go to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce which has the whole subject committed to its con- 
sideration under our rules, and when a bill reaches us with the recom- 
mendation and report of that committee, we shall have the tacts upon 
which we can judge as to the propriety of what is proposed. 

But hereis nothing but a mere arbitrary fiat of an appropriations com- 
mittee wiping out this whole scheme of legislation by the Government, 
and remitting the entire collection of the customs of the country and the 
vhole policy of the commercial regulations and relations of the country 
to the arbitrary exercise of discretion by the President and Secretary 
of the Treasury. I am quite sure that no such proposition can receive 
the sanction of the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I suppose from the amount of opposi- 
tion developed to the proposed House provision that anything I may 


say will not go very far toward retaining i am ¢ “al as- | me singe 
u not go very far toward retaining it, but I am a good deal as- | | hie) of cities in the West, ports of entry 


tonished at hearing gentlemen all around me say this is a new subject 
which they have not had time to consider. We have been considering 
it for more than ten years, and Secretary after Secretary has recom- 
mended it. Not only has the consolidation of these districts down to 
the number needed to transact the public business been recommended, 
but the expensiveness, the uselessness of great numbers that are kept 
up has been pointed out, and the system under which all the employ¢s 
are now paid has been condemned by every Secretary of the Treasury 
and has been condemned by a vote of the Senate twice, I believe, unan- 
imously, and yet we are told now that we are going to overthrow the 
whole legislation of the country concerning customs from Congress and 
create an autocracy in the hands of one man, if we venture to make the 
consolidation in the mode here proposed. The Secretary of the Treas- 


ury has set forth the case in great detail, and taken pains to show how | 
the reduction of districts can be done and how little damage or incon- | 


venience it will be to any interest, how much it will save to the coun- 
try and how much it will improve the system; and yet because it is 
assumed that the members of Congress know so much more than the 
Secretary we are to reject it, and fix each line of each district by stat- 
ute, when we know nothing about it and some gentlemen say they have 
not had time to look at the subject at all. . . 

_ The Secretary has laid this matter before us year after year, and in 
ta volume I hold in my hand he has, so that every Senator and every 
‘epresentative could see it, taken the pains to make maps of the whole 
country showing the old districts and designating the new districts. 
Here is the map for Maine, Massachusetts, Connecticut, and the eastern 
seaboard [exhibiting], with full explanations of the existing condition, 
_ changes that are proposed, the improv ements expected to be made 
by the change, and so on: then New York, New Jersey, and Virginia, 
and so on. Here is map after map, and explanations of every one of 
a nhe plan has been considered not only by committees of the 
fouses, but has now met the approval of the House of Repre- 
‘entatives after full consideration, and that legislation is now sent to 
pote gence vor and we are told that we are overthrowing long- 
mt F precedents if we attempt to interfere with the miserable, 

‘ , useless, and corrupt system now existing. 


this subject has been before us time and again, till it ought to be 


them 


If the recommenda- | 


73 


Ten years ago this matter was pressed by the then 


familiar to all. 


Secretary of the Treasury upon the attention of Congress. I hold in 
my hand a speech of the Senator from Massachusetts | Mr. DAWEs 
then chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, to which I reterre¢ 


a while ago, in which he set forth the reeommendation of the Secretary 
of the Treasury and in which 


consolidation should be had 


he presented urgent reasons why this 


and why these changes ought to be made 





My recollection is that it passed the House of Representatives then 
almost as unanimously as it has passed that body now. Che Senator 
from Massachusetts in that speech, and it was a very able one, by the 
wav—lI commend it to gentlemen on the other side—delivered on the 





12th of February, 1374, 


over ten vears ago, 

I have here a full list of all the ports 

Referring to the finance report of the Secretary of the Treasu 
in which will be seen those whi 
watchman with a salary of: yllarsa year can prevent smuggling 
and will meet all the the Government The expenses drawn fro 
Treasury to maintain these twenty-nine ports are $344,685. The list in de 
as follows, and I call the special attention of members to it 


h do not pay their expenses—ports at which 
few hundred dk 


needs of 








And among others—and perhaps that is what excited the ire of the 
Senator from Maine—are fourteen districts in Maine where the aggre- 
gate compensation was $213,822, with one hundred and ninety-four 
employés, and at one of them, Frenchman’s Bay, 524.68 was collected ; 
at Machias, $194.46: at Wiscasset, $54.60; at Bath, $11,527.15, and 
so on; these were set forth in great detail. None of those paid their ex- 
penses, and the recommendation was made ten years ago by the Secre 
tary of the Treasury that the number should be reduced; it has beem 


every Secretary. 

In the State of Maine, I observe in a speech made in the House of 
Representatives bya colleague of my own, Mr. THOMPSON, on the 2Ist 
of June, 1882, the same tables, only more in detail, were set forth, and 
in York, Frenchman’s Bay, Waldoborough, Machias, Saco, Wiscasset, 
Belfast, Castine, and Kennebunk, in Maine, there were forty-four offi- 
cers. Their pay for wages was $26,928, and the cost of public build 
ings was $137,659.80, and the total collections were $4,217.64 

There is one set forth at Evansville, Ind., by Mr. THOMPSON, where 
there is not a dollar collected; yet there is a public building there which 
cost $234.423.89 noted as a building for 2 custom-house. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Is if occupied by the post-office ? 

Mr. BECK. It is stated as having been erected as acustom-house 
I do not know whether it is occupied for other purposes or not l 
think it was at Evansville where the condition existed as set forth in 
the speech of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
letter which I said I would refer to: I have itnow. I believe it 
from Evansville. The Senator from Massashusetts 
House and it made an impression on me at the time. 
lows: 


Somebody sent him a 


Calne 
} 


read it to the 


It reads as tol- 


In 1870 Congress passed a law containing a section making ——— and quite a 
They had been ports of dk 
for years. A previous act had made other places ports of entry, and al 
were about a dozen. In March, 1871, I was appointed appraiser of me 

at this port. This was a new office at $3,000a year. When I rec 


livery 
them 


chandise 


ived that ap- 











pointment I told ——— ———,, who was my Senator,that it was a sinecurs I 
afterward told the Secretary of the Treasury to the same effect; a i year ago 
the present month I informed my other Senatorthat the law should be repealed 
and the office abolished Well, an oftice-holder who « Xpresses suc h sentiments 
about his own position is decidedly unpopular in the Republican party [laugh 
ter), and in March last I was removed, for what cause I have never been informed 
but I presume the charge was insanity Laughter Phere could be po charge 
of neglect or incompetency, for no officer was ever more faithful and d izrent 
in drawing his salary than I was during those two years,and absolutely there 
was nothing else to do. Laughte : 
Seriously, while members of Congress are talking about retrenchment and 
economy, let them abolish these twelve useless offices and save M0000 pe i 
num, for their blank books and forms (which are not used) amount to a cons 
| erable sum. Will you give this subject your attention ? 
Truly, your friend 
I remember that was given by the Senator as a specimen case That 
was in the speech of the Senator from Massachusetts ten years ago, se 


that this is not a new question: and the Secretary of the Treasury h 


renewed the recommendation constantly for ten years asking for th 
abolition of these useless custom-houses No man can read the reports 
of the Secretary of the Treasury and the investigations he has mad: 
and the maps Ife has had drawn and presented, and all the information 


he has given to Congress, without being entirely satistied that the Hous 


of Representatives would have come short of its duty if it had not 


taken the step it did and inserted this measure somewhere I regret 
that itis on an appropriation bill l have opposed legislation on ap 
propriation bills as much as any man, and I would not have inserted 
it in the bill if I had been in the House: but it is here, and being here 
we have to deal with it We have nothing to do with and can make 
no points of order on their methods; the subject is now before us, and 
the question is, is it right or is it wrong that we should conso ‘ 
these districts ? 

The Secretary has told us, former Secretaries have told us, indeed 


they have all told us, that they can prevent smuggling just as we 


without this machinery of collectors, appraisers, and civil establish- 


ments at these ports where they are collecting nothing as they can with 
ithem. The ships can be cleared, licensed, and registered, and all the 
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facilities given to shipping and exporting and importing as easily and 


as absolutely by deputies who have facilities, without all the machinery | 


ot custom-house appliances; and the Senator from Maine must know 
that smuggling can be prevented just as well with an efficient man at 
these places as it can by a civil establishment costing $200,000. 
who go into the business of smuggling are not detected at custom- 
houses. We have 3,000 miles perhaps along the Canadian line between 
the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans not guarded by custom-houses; we have 
a line along the Mexican border of perhaps 2,000 miles hardly guarded 


at all except by the revenue agents of the Government; we have the | dated from one hundred and twenty-six down to eighty-four, not only 
coast of the Pacific with only two or three ports where there are cus- | 


tom-houses. When men go to smuggling they do not carry brass 
bands; 

what they are going to do. They seek out-of-the-way places, as far 
remote from custom-houses as possible where the revenue is collected; 
they seek the bayous and the inlets. The custom-houses do not aid in 
any regard in preventing that any more than, indeed, not as much as, 
other machinery now in use or that can be used would do without all 
this expensive custom-house machinery. Therefore there is no effort 
to break down the security of the revenues, no effort to impair the effi- 
ciency of the service by reducing the customs districts. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to ask him 
if the effect of this amendment recommended by the Secretary would 
he to abolish any point on the coast as a port of entry ? 

Mr. BECK. No, sir. 

Mr. VANCE. So that persons who desire to enter a cargo will have 
sufiicient machinery remaining to do it? 

Mr. BECK. The Secretary distinctly says that all the machinery 
necessary to give every facility exists and that a deputy collector at 
these points can do all that the present machinery does. He can get 
along better by getting clear of the intricate machinery now required. 

All that he sets forth with great clearness and great distinctness. 
But the struggle is and has been and always will be to keep in power 
and position great masses of men who do not come to Congress for their 
pay, and that is the worst part of it. Weare engaged now in almost 
as great a farce as the post-route bill we used solemnly to pass, of 150 
pages, of making a post-route from Brown’s Cross-Roads to Ivy Mills. 
Weare now going seriously through a bill of one hundred and odd pages, 
cutting down the wages of charwomen and clerks here and there, when 
all the flood-gates are open in the great customs collection districts of 
the country, drawing from the tax-payers to the amount of six or seven 
or eight million dollars of permanent appropriations annually that 
Congress never sees, and about which we know nothing and seem to 
care less. 

I know the importance of time now, and I know that I have taken 
more of it perhaps than I ought in this regard, but the Senator from 
lowa is so terribly afraid of the Secretary of the Treasury doing some- 
thing enormously wrong with this discretion if we place it in his hands. 
He knows, and he was one of the gentlemen earnestly in favor of it, I 
believe, that we gave authority to the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the President to change the internal collection districts and to reduce 
them quite as much in proportion as the House now proposes to do in 
regard to the customs districts, and they did reduce them from one 
hundred and twenty-six to eighty-four, and they are doing theig work 
as well and as efficiently, as is now admitted, with the eighty-feur dis- 
tricts as they did with the one hundred and twenty-six. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from Kentucky permit 
me to ask him a question? 
Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I desire to know if any considerable in- 
crease in the customs districts of this country has been made since 1860 
to the present time ? 

Mr. BECK. I should have to look over the record to see. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I say there has not been. 

Mr. BECK. Iam not prepared to say; but at that time and before 
much of the work of exporting and importing that was done was in 
small sailing vessels; now the great bulk of our commerce is carried on 
by great steamship lines. Many offices were established under the old 
sailing-vessel system, then offices of considerable importance, but now, 
by the concentration of railroads at the great ports, business being 
transacted through great iron steamship companies, those small ports 
have lost their importance and are no longer ports where return cargoes 
come. The Senator from Florida understands that one of the great 
reasons why the concentration of commerce is so great at the port of 
New York is that the return cargoes, the immigrants, and a thousand 
things that come to a great port that never come toasmall one furnish 
a return cargo to vessels, and that tends to concentrate business at the 
great port of New York more and more every year. 

The difficulty we have with many of the Southern ports is not that 
we can not send goods abroad as cheaply but because the ships that go 
from these ports can get nothing to come back with, or so little that 
they can not afford to carry as cheaply as they can to and from New 
York. Hence conditions are changing; and when conditions change, 
then as prudent men we ought to change our legislation to correspond 
with them, and not keep up places that twenty, thirty, or forty years 
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| revenue and their subordinates ramify the whole country. 


Men | 


JUNE 25, 


I was going on to say that if the internal-revenue districts can be 
changed, why can not the customs districts? The collectors of internal 
Every man 
who sells a cigar, every man who makes one, every man who retails 
tobacco, beer, spirits, or wine of any sort, is subject to inspection; the 
internal-revenue officers areat every man’s door, infinitely more sothan 


| the customs officers, for the customs officers are confined to the great 
| custom-houses at the ports of entry where the great masses of people 


they do not march up to the custom-houses and advise them of | 


ago may have been important points, but which are now absolutely | 


unimportant, because they were at one time important. 








never see them; and yet the internal-revenue districts were consoli- 


with no detriment, but with great advantage tothe public service, and 
Congress was not consulted, because Congress said to the President and 
Secretary we will pass a law authorizing you to do it; but we are told 
that Congress knows better how to change a customs district than the 
Secretary does. Withall due respect to theSenator from Iowa, I would 
say that is almost ridiculous. The Secretary has agents all over the 
country, ramifying every part of it, reporting to him their condition 
every day. We could with far more reason profess to know all about 
the internal-revenue districts than about the customs districts. Our 
chances to obtain information are far better. 

What does any one of us know, what do I know about the customs 
districts in my State? How can I know, how can any Senator know 
what the business is at any point unless he goes to the books of the cus- 
tom-house and ascertains all the ramifications of the business? Much 
less can any one of us know what is going on in distant States and say 
this shall be a customs district, and that shall be maintained now be- 
cause it existed in 1860, especially when the Secretary says, with his 
knowledge from information on the subject, received from all the col- 
lectors of the revenue, that twenty-two or twenty-three districts do not 
pay a dollar, that thirty-five more do not pay their expenses, and that 
he can consolidate them and save from half a million to a million and 
a half. It must be equally clear that Congress ought to pay these of- 
ficials a salary to take charge of these districts and not allow them to be 
paid by allowances out of permanent appropriations and finesand penal- 
ties and other things that we know nothing about. We ought-to retain 
their compensation in the same condition as all the other civil employés 
of the Government who are paid by appropriation bills annually sub- 
mitted toCongress. That done, we will have a system where men who 
do the work will be properly paid, and men who do nothing but are 
supernumeraries will be discharged. That is what the House proposi- 
tion amounts to in regard to this great subject. 

I assert again that the power to consolidate the internal-revenue 
districts operated upon more people, ten to one, and reached the heart 
of the whole country far more extensively than would the consolida- 
tion of the customs districts; and yet that was done, and done without 
injury, indeed to the great advantage of the country, cutting off num- 
bers of employés and a great number of supernumeraries who were of 
no value to the service; and this reduction can be made and will be 
done safely and properly, unless the Senate strikes out the provision 
which the House has inserted in this bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, if there is anything in it, would apply with just 
as much force to the Post-Office Department as it does to the custom- 
house system. 

Mr. BECK. It does; and we allow the Postmgster-General to put 
on service on every public road where he desires. That is done. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The Senator from Kentucky fortunately 
lives in a State where there is not much need for customs districts, 
although I presume he has his share of internal-revenue organizations. 

The customs districts, let me say to the Senator, never were organ- 
ized on a self-sustaining principle. I have been in the Senate now for 
nine years, and I do not remember any increase in those districts. It 
is possible that their commerce may have fallen off, but those who live 
on the seaboard and comprehend the wants of their people know very 
well the necessity for those districts to facilitate commerce between the 
States wherein they exist and the countries with which we trade. In 
my State, for example, with an immense seaboard and depending al- 
most entirely upon exports for the support of our people, I do not think 
there is a single port of entry that ought to be abolished, notwithstand- 
ing there are quite a number of places where the income of the office 
does not meet the expenses required to maintain it. But that is no 
argument. The people want facilities for sending their goods abroad. 

Under this power proposed to be given to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury he can abolish custom-house after custom-house in every State at 
his discretion without the representatives of the people who are inter- 
ested in business knowing whether his action is right in the effects 01 
not. I am not going to vote for any such proposition. I say that this 
is a legislative power and not an executive power. If you propose to 
reorganize the customs districts of the country, let the Committee on 
Commerce bring in the bill and designate in it the changes proposed to 
be made. 

All the customs districts now existing have been fixed by law and 
not by the Executive, and the clause which the committee has stricken 
out proposes to give to the President, not the power to execute the law, 
but to change a pre-existing law that Congress enacted designating 
the boundaries of customs districts and fixing the number of custom- 


| houses in the respective States. 
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I say Congress has no business to delegate this power to the Presi- 
dent. The representatives of the people and the States are deeply con- 
cerned in this subject, and I know that the people of my State are as 
much concerned in having custom-houses and ports of entry there as 
they are in having post-offices, the medium by which intelligence can 
be distributed. If you give this power to the President, exercising it 
upon the representation of local officers, what guarantee have you that 
it will be wisely executed? Every district is represented in Congress 
by a person who is presumed to know the wants of his people. It is 
not entirely a Federal affair; it is an eminently local affair. I think 
there have been one or two petitions from my State since I have been 
here asking for a new port of entry with privileges where the people 
could clear vessels, because otherwise they would have to go to remote 
ports in order to get a cargo out. Will it be said that because these 
little offices do not pay all that the Government ought to get from them 
the people are to be deprived of the advantages of sending out their 
products to foreign countries and to have to go one hundred or two hun- 
dred miles to clear a vessel? My colleague knows the case of Tampa, . 
a little port it is true on the Gulf, but it has a commerce with Cuba. 
Before we succeeded in establishing a port of clearance there, these peo- 
ple had to go to Key West, two or three hundred miles off, to clear or 
discharge a vessel, and a large portion of the people are dependent upon 
the exportation of cattle for support. Because that office does not pay 
a large sum of money in the way of duties on imports, it is to be abol- 
ished or the authority is to be given to the Secretary of the Treasury to 
abolish it. I think that proposition is wrong. If we were legislating 
on this subject intelligently, I think Congress ought to exercise this 
power. It isa legislative power. The organic law says that Congress 
shall exercise the legislative power, and not the Executive: 

The President is hereby authorized and directed to consolidate and reorgan- 


ize the customs collection districts of the United States on or before the Ist day 
of October, 1884, so that the same shall not exceed in number sixty-nine. 


Is that an executive power? 

The President shall fix the boundaries of such reorganized districts and des- 
ignate ports of entry therein. 

He is to designate the ports of entry. What guarantee have you that 
that power will be exercised wisely? Have not the representatives of 
the people and of the States wherein there is a single port of entry now 
established a right to be heard on this subject before Congress before 
a change is made? They will not be heard if this becomes a law, be- 
cause it will be done after star-chamber fashion behind the doors of the 
Treasury. The first thing you will know a half a dozen ports of entry 
will be abolished and the whole system of commerce in the States rev- 
olutionized, and the conveniences that they now enjoy taken away. I 
am opposed to the proposition. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President, I have not the slightest 
idea that this proposition of the House will pass the Senate, and I do not 
propose to take up the time of the Senate in discussing it; but as it 
affects that part of the country which I in part represent it is proper 
that I should say something in opposition to it. 

The establishment of a port of entry in any part of this country is 
the exercise of the power to regulate commerce between the United 
States and foreign states, and that is one of the enumerated powers 
belonging exclusively to Congress. Even if in its effects this was not 
a dangerous power, very far-reaching, under the exercise of which the 
commerce of cities may be destroyed and the business and commerce 
of other cities or towns adjacent may be built up, I should still be 
unwilling that Congress should delegate any one of its enumerated 
powers under the Constitution to an executive officer. It is wrong in 
principle and it can not but work wrong in practice. There may be too 
many customs districts in the United States; I believe there are too 
many. 

Mr. BECK. I suppose the Senator from California does not assume 
that because collection districts are consolidated ports of entry are 
abolished. Nobody pretends that we are abolishing ports of entry by 
this. A collection district may have ten ports of entry in it. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. This provision in the bill places it in 
the power of the President of the United States to abolish a collection 
district utterly and consolidate it with others, or make entirely new dis- 
tricts, as I understand. 

Mr. BECK. A change of the collection districts does not involve a 
change of the ports of entry. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. But the port of entry is established 
when you establish the collection district. 

_Mr. BECK. There may be ten different ports of entry in one collec- 
tion district. There are half a dozen in some of them. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I know of no instance in the United 
States where there is more than one port of entry in a collection dis- 
trict. Each port of entry with a certain area of country about it is a 
collection district. That is the law as far as I know thelaw. I donot 

know of a single instance where there are two ports of entry in a collec- 
ion district. The power to abolish or consolidate collection districts 
necessarily gives the power to abolish ports of entry; at least that is my 
construction of it 

_As I began to say, I think perhaps there may be too many customs 
districts in the United States, but we are not able to determine that 
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here and now, and it is unsafe and unwise in my opinion to delegate 
the power to change these collection districts, to abolish some and build 
up others, to the President of the United States, which in effect is to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and he gets his information from special 
agents. 

If you enact this legislation you will have the spectacle of collection 
districts and ports of entry being changed and abolished and new ones 
established on the reports of special agents, who are subordinate offi- 
cers of the Treasury, who are governed and controlled, as we all know, 
by considerations sometimes personal, sometimes pecuniary, but on the 
whole a somewhat unreliable body of officers of thisGovernment. They 
desire to magnify their own office, to exercise power, to punish enemies, 
to build up friends, and they are the men who are to give the informa- 
tion upon which the Secretary of the Treasury is to make out his sched- 
ule of collection districts and report it to the President under this bill. 

Congress had better hold this power in itsown hands and exercise it 
here, as it is competent to do, in the interest of the Government and 
the interest of the people. The Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress are the certificated agents of the people, and are presumed to best 
know what is for the interest of the Government and the people in re- 
spect of these collection districts and these ports of entry; and itis not 
safe to place the subject in the control of any man, much less in the 
power of a corps of special agents, to break down the commerce and 
business and shipping interests of any particular place and build up 
those of another. 

Such a proposition ought never to have come to the Senate in an ap- 
propriation bill. Sucha proposition ought never to be considered upon 
an appropriation bill. If we are to consider this question let it come 

in the shape of a bill from the proper committee, the Committee on 
Commerce of the Senate. Let them look into it and then give us the 
opportunity here of debate and to represent what are the interests and 
the wishes and the desires and the necessities of the people in the differ- 
ent districts of this country. 

On the Pacific coast we have a great and growing commerce. We 
have four collection districts in the State of California. By this plan 
of the Secretary of the Treasury one of these collection districts is to 
be abolished, and I know that it ought not to be abolished. It was 
created by an act of Congress after a full discussion of the subject and 
a full understanding of it; and it is not a proper thing for the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to abolish that collection district upon his judg- 
ment of the matter. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator will allow me to suggest to him that I find 
in section 2568 of the Revised Statutes, in relation to the collection dis- 
trict of New Orleans, after stating what it shall comprise, there are ports 
of delivery attached to that district, about twenty-five in number, em- 

) bracing Saint Louis, Mo., Nashville, Tenn., Louisville, Ky., and up as 
far as Pittsburgh, Pa., and across to Wisconsin, all subject to that port 
ot entry. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Those are ports of delivery. 

Mr. BECK. Yes; all ports of delivery, but all subject to that one 
port of entry. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. But they are not ports of entry. The 
question was how many ports of entry were in a collection district. A 
port of delivery is not a port of entry. You can not enter or clear 
vessels at a port of delivery. 

Mr. BECK. I think several of these places have been made ports of 
entry since. 

Mr. HALE. There are no cases, or at least very few, where there 
is more than one port of entry in the same district of collection. There 
are several instances where there are several ports of delivery in a col- 
lection district. 

Mr. BECK. May there not be a port of entry where there is no cus- 
tom-house ? 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Ata portof delivery a vessel may land 
goods and take incargo, but duties can not be paid at a port of deliv- 
ery. Duties are paid at the port of entry. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Kentucky 
{Mr. BEcK] is under great obligation to me, for I have furnished him 
with more material upon which to make speeches in the last ten years, 
I think, than any other friend he has. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BECK. I admit that. 

Mr. DAWES. If I had known the uses to which they would have 
been put, perhaps I should not have filled the RECORD with so many as I 
have made. The Senator hasbeen quoting very liberally from a speech 
which I made some ten years ago in the other branch upon another sub- 
ject and referring to a very different measure than this; and the idea that 
it could have been used to support a proposition like this I think is a 
discovery for which the Senator is entitled to a great deal of credit, 
and which I yield to him entirely, and shall set up no claim at all to 
the idea that the President of the United States is a better law-making 
power under this Government than the constituted Legislature formed 

| as our fathers made it. I certainly never had any idea that it would 
| contribute even to that which the Senator has so near at heart at this 
moment, economy of administration, for the representatives of the peo- 
ple to surrender to the Executive not only their constitutional functions — 
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tion, coming from different parts of the country and representing differ- 


ent interests and filled with a knowledge of the localities from which | 


they 
the 


came. The Government of the United States was framed upon 


idea that the many knew more than the few, and it runs through 
all our legislation, and not more in anything else than in this very thing. 

The Senator has produced a paper which I read to the other branch 
ten years agoas an evidence of the condition of thingsto-day. Nothing 


can be so great a mistake as the idea that the condition of the commerce | 


of the country, the business of the country, the currents and drifts of 


trade, foreign and domestic, are now what they were ten yearsago. I | 


have no doubt now, I did not have then, that the customs districts of 


consolidated; but whether there should be less in the aggregate now 
than then I quite question. The country is vastly greater than it was 
ten years ago in all that constitutes its commerce, foreign and domes- 
tic. All along its border there are new currents of trade and of busi- 
ness, requiring new facilities and the creation of new custom-houses in 
places like that indicated by the Senator from New York [Mr. Lap- 
HAM] at Newport News. 

Why, sir, it is within the memory of the oldest inhabitant that York- 
town, in Virginia, was supposed to be a port of more promise in the 
then future than New York, and men settling in New York tried to 
induce residents of Yorktown, Va., to remove to New York under in- 


timations that the future of New York would be greater than that of 


Yorktown, and they were answered by the fact that goods were im- 
ported at that time into Yorktown and from Yorktown taken to New 
York. Alexandria was but a few years ago more of a port than Balti- 
more. Newport News was not thought of when Yorktown was sup- 
posed to be the finest harbor in the United States. It is idle to think 
that you can make this system of customs continue just as it is year 
after year. There is a current of trade to-day in one direction and an- 
6ther in another next year. That must be reached by legislation, and 
facilities in one place increased while they may be diminished in an- 
other. Whoknows best how and when and how much and to what extent 
this legislation is demanded ? For what are the representatives of the 
people assembled but to bring together the various knowledge and ex- 
perience and wants of the whole people into the form of law? Who 
ever thought of surrendering tothe Executive the functions of the Legis- 
lature ? 

Why, sir, this very proposition was not under consideration in another 
place a half hour before the scheme of the Secretary of the Treasury 
was shown to be in some respects and in particular localities so im- 
practicable that it has come to pass that that which he said could be 
reduced to sixty-seven custom-houses and ports of entry has come 
into this bill sixty-nine. In two localities, in the half hour that the 
bill was passing through, the utter impracticability of the scheme that 
had been snggested at the other end of the Avenue was demonstrated, 
and two more were added. 


different parts of the country drawn to it, but what there would have 
been found other inconsistencies and impracticabilities in it, besides those 
found already, to such an extent that it would have been abandoned or 
modified more and more than it was in going through some other 
branch than this. 


ing no experience and practical knowledge of localities or of the cur- 
rents of trade and the demands of commerce except such as comes to 
him at the capital, can determine practically with any wisdom what 
shall be the entire commercial facilities of the country, and what shall 
be the most effective guards over the revenue of the country. 

But, sir, one feature of this case—I have not heard all this debate— 
I have not heard alluded to. The President of the United States is to 


Ist day of October in this year. He is to say whether Boston shall be 


the only port of entry in New England, or whether Salem shall be and | 


Boston closed; he is to say whether it shall be New York or it shall be | over this subject by the proposition which has been submitted to us 


| by the House. 


\ibany; he is to say in any other locality, and he is to say it under the 
heat and excitement and temptations of a Presidential canvass. He 


is to exercise upon the great commercial interests of this country a | 


greater power than was ever reposed in the President of the United 


States before, and he is to exercise it in those three months of the four | 
years of his administration in which he ought never to be tempted to 


exercise it. I have as much confidence in the Executive as has any 
any such considerations as those I have alluded to, but he could not 
rise above the invitation; he could not rise above the jar; he could not 
rise above all the malign influences that would grow out of the sus- 
picion. He never should be put to the temptation. 
dent of the United States should be clothed with such power as is 
indicated in this measure, he should not be clothed with it now. 

I believe in the propriety and it may be the necessity of the reor- 
ganization of the customs districts of the United States. I believe it 
should be the result of careful and patient investigation in the House 
of Representatives and in this branch, too; it should be the work of 
mature legislation. There was no such proposition as this in the rec- 
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knowledge that they derive from their combined delibera- 





It could not have been considered there as | 
long as it is being considered here, with the attention of members from | 





| United States. 


| as to how many could be dispensed with. 
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ommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury in 1874, to which I 
called the attention of the House in the speech the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has read from. It was a proposition of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to invite Congress to take up this subject, and take it up, too, 


with an idea prominently in his mind to which this present proposition 


is An entire stranger, and the recommendation of it seems to have come 


| from a source that is not that of the other considerations which I should 


like to read from the Secretary of the Treasury at that time. 
I invite the attention of Congress— 
Says that Secretary— 


to the propriety of reorganizing the customs collection districts on the Atlantic 


; coast— 
; 
the country should be reorganized, and that some of them should be | 


He proposed to try the reorganization of those upon the Atlantic 
coast first— 
seventy-nine in number. 

He then goes on tu state why he thinks they can be changed. 

At the same time— 

He says— 
it must be remembered that the effective administration of the revenue system 
often requires the services of customs officers at points where few or no duties 
are collected. The judicious disposition of a force for the prevention of smug- 
gling is indispensable to the collection of the revenue from imports, especially 
where the extent of coast affords opportunities for the clandestine introduction 
of dutiable merchandise. I would therefore suggest such action as may lead to 
a reduction of the number of districts, and a consequent reduction of expenses, 
without affecting the convenience of importers or the safety of the revenue. 

This was the legislation which he invoked from Congress. To such 
legislation I would give my hearty support to-day as I urged it then. 
But from that day tothis, Congress, fresh every two years from the peo- 
ple, conversant in all localities with the needs and necessities and con- 
veniencies and facilities of commerce, has not found it within the line 
of its duty to close up at once more than half of the customs districts 
of the United States, and leave the other half to be designated by the 
President of the United States without the voice of the representatives 
of the people confirming or rejecting his views, and to do that in the 
hurry of three months, and those three months when the entire country 
shall be convulsed with a Presidential campaign. 

There could never have been selected a time so inopportune as there 
never could have been selected a method so out of keeping with the en- 
tire theory and practice and needs of our Government as the one which, 
without warning to the representatives of the people, was crowded into 
an appropriation bill and hurried through one branch without oppor 
tunity enough except for two members to be able to disclose its incon- 
sistencies and incompatibilities so much that, without opposition, to 
that extent the scheme was modified and reformed, as it ought to have 
been from beginning to end by the legislators of the people. 

The attempt to carry great measures, whether of reform or other- 
wise, in appropriation bills is the evil of the hour in legislation in 
these Halls, and if we yield our conviction of that evil when our par- 
tiality for measures is so great as that of the Senator from Kentucky at 
this moment, we say to each othey, ‘‘ Remember whenever you have a 
conviction of the wisdom of anything special,’’ like that which the 
Senator has here, ‘‘ you are at liberty always to forget the principle 
that underlies appropriation bills, that they shall be freely considered, 
item by item, uninfluenced by considerations attached to other meas- 


| ures, and other measures should carry themselves through both 
It is the strangest proposition in the world to say that one man, hav- | 


branches of the law-making power upon their merits, and not be car- 


| ried through upon the necessities of appropriations from year to year.”’ 


Therefore, sir, I regret that the Senator from Kentucky, who has al- 


| ways been for eliminating general legislation from appropriation bills, 


except that kind of general legislation to which he is most attached, 


| should not see that he gives up all the principle when he says, ‘‘I feel 
| at liberty to depart from it so far as those measures that I think are 


| right are concerned; I will only oppose general legislation in appropria- 
revolutionize the entire commercial facilities of this country before the | 


tion bills so far as it concerns measures that I disapprove of.’’ 
Mr. BECK. One word and I am done. I am utterly unable to 
understand how we are giving up the power of Congress to legislate 


We had declared by law, as is very well understo»d, 
that there should be one hundred and twenty-five or one hundred and 
thirty custom districts in the United States. We had declared by law 
that there should be one hundred and twenty-six internal-revenue col- 
lection districts in the United States. We caused an investigation to 
be made into the use for this number of internal-revenue collection 


| districts in the United States, and we said to the President upon this 
other Senator; I have no doubt that he would endeavor to rise above | 


investigation that he ought to cut them down toeighty-four, and he 
did so cut them down, and there are eighty-four now. He has no 


| right to change to a smaller number nor increase above what we or- 
| dered. 
If ever the Presi- 


We regulate that by law, but the details of how it should be 
done were submitted to the President of the United States. 

Now we have, say, one hundred and thirty customs districts in the 
We called on the Secretary of the Treasury for an ex- 
hibit in relation to them, and he reported that twenty of them were 
paying nothing and that thirty were not paying expenses; that there 
were altogether too many; and we directed an investigation to be made 
The Secretary, in obedi- 
ence to the order of Congress, did make that investigation, and gave 
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the result of it in his last report. 
sixty districts that I have no use for and that the country does not re- 
quire. The number ought to be cut down; they have become useless 


He says to us, ‘‘ There are fifty or 
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yy the changes of trade.’’ He has furnished to Congress mapsof the old | 


districts and the new districts, and how they should be modified and 
changed, and how sixty-nine can be made ample for all purposes. Al] 
that has been laid before Congress by order of Congress; and now the 
House of Representatives proposes to us, after the investigation has been 
made and the maps made of the new districts suggested in lieu of the 
old, to embody in this bill authority to carry out the measure. 

Who then is taken by surprise? Report after report has been made 
in regard to this matter; the maps have been laid on the tables of Sen- 
itors for six months, showing exactly what is proposed, and all done 
in accordance with the laws of Congress. Is it assumed that the Con- 
vress of the United States will undertake to say that they know more 
than the Secretary of the Treasury and know more than the officers who 
are collecting the customs as to how the lines of each district shall be 
run all over the United States? That must be left to somebody. We 
left it to the Secretary of the Treasury in regard to districts and he has 
done the work as ordered. He has done it to the satisfaction of the 
House, and I think to the satisfaction of the Senate, unless somebody 
can give a better reason than that we are giving up the power of Con- 
gress toone man and making an autocracy. We establish the collection 
districts at 69 if this law passes. We have them established now at 
125, or 130, or whatever is the number by law. We had the internal- 
revenue districts established at 126. Wesaid that there were too many, 
and upon investigation cut them down to 84, and the President has exe- 
cuted our order. The House now says something herein regard to the 
customs districts. We have too many, and the Secretary has furnished 
us the facts to show that we have. 

Twenty-odd districts paying nothing are kept up at great expense 
with appraisers and collectors and all the machinery of collection. 
Thirty-odd more do not pay their expenses. It is only keeping up a 
set of electioneering bummers. If I must speak in the vernacular, 
that is the meaning of it. They are kept up for party purposes, to 
become party contributors, with a million dollars thrown away on 
them, and the officials are made to contribute because they are hold- 
ing sinecures and give no other consideration for the money they get 
from the tax-payers, except the weight and means they give to the 
party in power. I did not want to say that on the floor of the Senate; 
but that is the truth, and the Secretary virtually admits it in his 
report. Now, will Democratic Senators tell them to keep their elec- 
tioneering fund, and tell them to hold on to a million doilars to pay to 
supernumeraries upon some constitutional nicety that they are afraid 
somebody is going to have power to change a district? 

We are seeking to make these changes for good and sufficient rea- 


sons, and those proposed reductions are the result of two years’ inves- | 


tigation carefully made and fairly stated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. That is all I care to say. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky 
does not state, I think, very clearly the power proposed to be given in 
this provision. It reads: 

And the President shall fix the boundaries of such reorganized districts and 


ports in each of such districts at which deputy collectors may be stationed to re- 
ceive duties and other moneys, &c. 

Sir, from the time this Government was founded to the present hour 
no such power was ever given toa Secretary of the Treasury. The bills 
introduced at every session, from time to time, asking for the establish- 
ment of ports of entry by the legislative power, go to affirm that this is 
a clear usurpation of the rights of the representatives of the people. 

Mr. BECK. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

_ Mr. BECK. The same useless formality was gone through with 
irom the foundation of the Government with regard to post-routes. 
The Senator alluded to that before. 
it all out and said: *‘ You may establish the postal service upon any 
public highway to suit the good of the country.”’ 
all power in doing that ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. We did not give it to the President. 

Mr. BECK. We gave it to the President. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. We never gave it to him. , 

Mr. BECK. I beg pardon; the Senate gave it to him unanimously. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It may have gone through, like some other 
measures that have brought some reflection upon the country, such 


Did we surrender 


as the demonetization of silver and things of that kind, not after full | 


discussion. As is suggested to me by the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. 


At one sweep of the pen we dashed | 
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Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does not the Constitution authorize Congress to 
establish post-offices and post-roads? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Most-assuredly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has not the President or the Postmaster-General 
power to establish post-offices, and does not he abolish them if he 


| chooses ? 





j 


| can give the exercise of that power to the executive department. 
designate ports of entry therein, and shall also, from time to time, designate | 





Which the mail was carried was a postal road. That is legislative | 


power. But here, I say, for the first time in the history of the Govern- 


ment, you propose to give to the President of the United States the 
authority to abolish and to establish, in his discretion, ports of entry. 
Che Constitution declares that all legislative power therein granted 


-— be vested in a Senate and House of Representatives, and the peo- | 
ple in each district known as a customs district are concerned and in- | 


terested in the subject as to where ports of entry shall be established. 
Mr. GEORGE. ‘Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 





Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
President to do it. 

Mr. GEORGE. To establish post-offices ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. No. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. They are established by law, and when you 
are getting away from that part of the fundamental law you are abdi- 
cating your trust. 

Mr. GEORGE. DolI understand the Senator to say that every post- 
office in the United States is estabiished by a direct act of Congress, or 
is it done by the Department? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I suppose the mere machinery of the post- 
office is established by the Post-Office Department under the authority 
of Congress. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has Congress ever established a post-office any- 
where? Has it not always been left to the Post-Office Department? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. That does not meet the question. I ask 
the Senator if Congress has ever before given authority to establish cus- 
toms districts? 

Mr. GEORGE. Does not the Constitution vest in Congress the power 
to establish post-offices and post-roads? If the argument is worth any- 
thing that we are abdicating a power vested in us by the Constitution 
and granting it to somebody else in reference to the ports of entry, does 
it not apply just as strongly to post-offices ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The laws of Congress I think are silent 
upon that subject. There have been a great many powers exercised by 
the Departments of this Government for which no authority can be 
found, and nobody knows it better than the Senator. So far as post- 
offices and post-roads are concerned they have been established by acts 
of Congress, and if there has been any departure from that principle 
lately it has been an unwise innovation. 

Mr. GEORGE. Has there been any post-office in the United States 
established by act of Congress? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Let the Senator tell the Senate whether 
there has been or not. Itis easier to ask questions than to answer 
them. 

Mr. GEORGE. My answer is that in ninety-nine cases out of a hun- 
dred the post-offices are established at the discretion of the Post-Office 
Department and abolished at its discretion. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. By authority of law. 

Mr. GEORGE. By authority of law. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. What argument does the Senator draw 
from that? 

Mr. GEORGE. I infer from that fact that inasmuch as the Consti- 
tution gives Congress power to establish post-offices and post-roads, it 
That 
has been conceded all along. The same argument, the same reasoning 
which will sustain that will sustain the proposition in the bill, to give 
the executive department the power to establish and abolish ports of 
entry. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Now I propose to put a question to the 
Senator. Does he know of an instance where the executive depart- 
ment abolished a post-office after it was established ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. A first-class office ? 

Mr. GEORGE. It isa very frequent occurrence toabolish post-offices 
when they have become useless. I have one case in my mind now. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator from Florida pardon me there ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. Suppose the House of Representatives should send 
here a bill, or a provision in a bill, declaring that hereafter there should 
be but sixty-nine post-offices in this country, that would be a parallel 
case. 

Mr. GEORGE. My remarks were addressed simply to the question 
of power. It has been denied in this debate that Congress can delegate 
to the executive department the power to establish or abolish ports of 
entry because it is said that it is a legislative power. I quote the Con- 
stitution 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 


Congress does it. I have never known the 





I have the floor, if the Senator will permit 


: |} me. I should like to have the Senator designate the act of Congress which 
BROWN }, Congress simply established the principle that every roadon | 


gives authority to the President to establish post-oftices and post-roads. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know that I can refer to the special act, but 
I know that it is the custom everywhere. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Ah, it is the custom. As I said there has 
been a custom for nearly everything without authority of law. If the 
Senator was to hunt up the statute on that subject, I think he would 
hardly find it. He would find that the Constitution stands there unex- 
ecuted, and that we have uniformly exercised the legislative power in 
establishing post-offices and post-roads. They have made rules in the 
Department, they have usages, they have gone on and done a great 
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many things, but I say that so far as the establishment of ports ofentry 
is concerned and changing the collection districts, it has ever been re- 
garded as a legislative power. Hundreds of bills have passed through 
Congress from time to time affirming the authority of Congress to es- 
tablish or abolish ports of entry and ports of delivery, and this is the 
first attempt within my recollection to take this power away from Con- 
gress and to vest it in the discretion of the President, and that too on 
an appropriation bill. 

I do not know what is usually contained in the post-office bills that 
pass Congress from time to time; a great many anomalous provisions 
get in of one kind or another; but Iam speaking of the well-established 
usage of the Government with respect to collection districts, in which 
the people are directly interested. 

I venture to say that if the proposition had been brought before the 
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House of Representatives to abolish the number of ports of entry and | 
delivery which I have seen marked for decimation and destruction, it | 


would have met with opposition from the Representatives of the people 
of the States where those ports are located. But under the general 
authority here given, in which nothing specially is authorized to be 
done, the Secretary of the Treasury can come in and he can consolidate 
all the districts of my State into one, establish one port of entry for 
the entire territory of Florida, and the wishes of the people whose busi- 
ness is concerned will not be consulted. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me now to answer his ques- 
tion about the statute ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Florida yield ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Yes; I want the information. 

Mr. GEORGE. In answer to the question about the statute, I will 
read from section 3829 of the Revised Statutes: 

The Postmaster-General shall establish post-offices at all such places on post- 
roads established by law as he may deem expedient. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Very well; that is as far as his power 
goes. 

Mr. HALE. Ifthe Senator from Florida will allow me, I have here 
the act passed by Congress and approved by the President during the 
present session with reference to post-roads, in which it is enacted: 

That all public roads and highways, while kept up and maintained as such, 
are hereby declared to be post-routes. 

Heretofore there has been no power on the part of the Post-Office 
Department to establish a post-office or to put service upon any road 
until Congress has made it a post-road. Year by year Congress has 
passed a bill called the post-route bill establishing post-routes. Now, 
Congress has made all roads in use post-roads. There never had been 
given to the executive department any power to establish a post-road 
anywhere. 


Mr. GEORGE. I did not assert that. 


Mr. HALE. Nor a post-office,excepting upon such a road as had been 
established by Congress. That has been the law always and is so to- 
day. 


Mr. GEORGE. 
tinction between post-oflices and post-roads. It gives the power to Con- 
gress to establish post-oflices and post-roads. Although Congress may 
have uniformly exercised the power to establish post-roads, it also uni- 
formly exercised the power to grant to the Postmaster-General the power 
of establishing post-oflices. 

Mr. ALLISON. But I wish the Senator from Mississippi to answer 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], who suggests that the situ- 
ation here is a limitation to the number, sixty-nine. Would the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, as a representative from his State, be willing to 
confide this authority to the executive power, limiting the number so 
that there could be only a certain number, and that a limited number, 
throughout the Union? There is no parallel in the suggestion that he 
makes now with reference to post-offices and post-roads. 

Mr. GEORGE. May I answer now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida yield ? 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. The answer to the position taken by the Senator 
from Kansas and repeated by the Senator from Iowa is a very plain 
one. We are not discussing, at least I am not, or have not been during 
this debate, the question of the expediency of the exercise of the power; 
I am discussing alone the question whether the power exists. It has 
been denied in debate here. It has been said that this is a reasonable 
legislative power which Congress can not delegate to the executive 
department. I have endeavored to show not that it is proper to exer- 
cise the power—I have said nothing about that—but that the power 
of delegation does exist; and I have shown that under the express grant 
made by the Constitution to Congress to establish post-offices—Congress 
shall have power ‘‘to establish post-offices,’’ is the language of the Con- 
stitution—Congress has uniformly granted to the Postmaster-General 
or the executive department the power to establish and abolish post- 
offices. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
did not read the statute. : 

Mr. GEORGE. I have not read it, but I have already got the vol- 
ume and will turn to it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 


Not to abolish post-offices. The Senator 


I asked him awhile ago if the statute went 


| 


Notwithstanding that, the Constitution draws a dis- | 
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so far as to give authority to abolish post-offices. It gave the Post- 
master-General authority to establish post-offices for the convenience of 
the people on such post-routes as might be established by law. That 
is as far as it has gone. There is a great difference between these two 
powers. The power to regulate commerce is the power under which 
every provision of law is made looking to the collection of the revenue 
and the establishment of customs districts, and it is a very different 
power from that to which reference has been made relating to post- 
offices. Take, for instance, the inhibition in the Constitution con- 
tained —— 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me—— 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Hold on for a moment. 
be interrupted just now. 

Mr. GEORGE. I merely wanted to furnish the Senator the othe: 
information he called for about abolishing post-oftices. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I say there is no analogy between the two 
powers; that no possible danger can be apprehended from the exercise 
of the power to which the Senator alluded in regard to post-offices and 
post-roads, while to give the power claimed in the bill in reference to 
customs districts to the head of the Treasury Department might result 
in the sheerest usurpation and danger to the private rights of individ- 
uals. The Constitution was carefully drawn on the subject when it 
came to the regulations of commerce; and what is this buta regulation 
of commerce? One of the most important regulations of commerce, 
let me tell the Senator from Mississippi, is that which designates the 
particular points in the country where vessels may enter and discharge 
cargo and from which they can obtain clearances. It is this privilege 
that gives to commerce its vitality and its life. If a President of the 
United States should be invested with the absolute power of designat- 
ing the particular ports or places where duties could be collected and 
clearances made, he would have it in his power to destroy the vital 
interests of commercial communities. 

It may be said that you are not to argue from the existence of a 
power to the abuse of it; but when it comes to this question I am not 
willing to give this authority to any one man; I am not willing to leave 
it to him to say that the business of Pensacola shall be abolished, and 
that all clearances in that section of country shall be made in the port 
ot Mobile. I am not willing for him to have authority to say that all 
clearances and entries shall be made at one point in Florida. It never 
was intended that this authority should be given to one man, especially 
when you come to read the inhibition contained in clause 6 of section 


‘ 


9 of article 1 of the Constitution, which says: 


I do not wish to 


No preference shall be given by any regulation of commerce on revenue to 
the ports of one State over those of another. 

Those regulations are to be uniform. This is not a restriction upon 
the executive power; it is a restriction upon the legislative power. It 
never was intended that the Executive should have anything to do with 
designating the boundaries of collection districts or with designating 
the ports where revenues should be collected or clearances made. The 
whole practice of the Government from its foundation to the present 
hour vindicates the truth of what I say. 

In reply to the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. Beck] I will say that the 
establishment of these ports never was made to rest upon the mere 
question of income from the offices. The convenience af the people 
concerned in commerce was regarded. Politics did not enter into it, 
nor party interests; nothing of that kind. It was left with the repre- 
sentatives of the States and of the people, as is shown by the petitions 
on file in Congress from year to year for the establishment of ports of 
entry and for obtaining additional facilities for the people to carry on 
commerce with the world at large. That has always been done through 
Congress, and Congress alone. 

What innovations have taken place in regard to the postal system I 
am not prepared to say, but I think we have gone far enough in the 
line of usurpation. I am willing to stand by the wholesome records of 
the past on this subject. If they want any diminution in the num- 
ber of districts where revenue is collected or a change made, let them 
come before Congress and let them designate the changes to be made. 
Let us understand what ports of entry are going to be abolished, so that 
those of us who are interested in the subject may be able to do our 
duty toward our constituents, but do not let us leave it in the discre- 
tion of an officer sitting here in Washington, a clerk of the President, 
to execute the laws, to say where revenues shali be collected, where 
entries shall be made, where clearances shall be effected in derogation 
of the usage and the customs of the past. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I was asked by the Senator from 
Florida to produce the statute which authorized the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral or the executive department of the Government to establish post- 
offices. I produced that statute. Then the Senator from Florida 
challenged me to produce a statute which authorized the Post-Office 
Department to abolish post-offices. I have found that statute also, and 
for his satisfaction I will read it. Section 3864 of the Revised Statutes 
reads as follows: 

The Postmaster-General may discontinue any post-office where the safety and 
security of the postal service and revenues are endangered from any cause what- 


ever. or where the efficiency of the service requires such discontinuance, and he 
sha!! promptly certify such discontinuance to the Sixth Auditor. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment recommended by the Committee on Appropriations strik- 
ng out from the bill the matter between line 890 and line 940. 

Mr. BECK. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called) 
Senator trom Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 
should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). 


I am paired with the 
If I were not paired, I 


My colleague [Mr. Cam- | 





I am 


DEN | is paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 
If the Senator 


paired with the Senator from Illinois (Mr. CuLLom]. 
trom Illinois were here, I should vote **nay.”’ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Phe roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from New York [Mr. 
MILLER], who would vote ‘* yea’’ on this amendment, is paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GRooME]. 





Mr. HARRIS. My colleague [Mr. JAcKson], who was called home 


yesterday, ie paired with the Senator from Nebraska {[Mr. MANDERSON ]. 


The result was announced—yeas 41, nays 13; as follows: 
YEAS—41. 





Allison, Frye, Logan, Ransom, 
Bowen, Garland, McMillan, Riddleberger, 
Brown, Hale, Mahone, Sawyer, 
Call, Hampton, Maxey, Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Harrison, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Mitchell, Slater, 
Conger, Ingalls, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Jonas, Palmer, Wilson. 
Dolph, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
Farley, Lapham, Pugh, 

NAYS—13. 
Bayard, Coke, Pendleton, Williams. 
Beck, Colquitt, Saulsbury, 
Butler, George, Vance, 
Cockrell, Morgan, Walker, 


ABSENT—22. 


Aldrich, Gibson, Jackson, Plumb, 
Anthony, Gorman, Kenna, Sabin, 
Blair Groome, Lamar, Vest 
Camden, Harris, McPherson, Voorhees. 
Cullom, Hill, Manderson, 

Fair, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had appointed Mr. WILLIAM H. 


HOUSE. 


HAtTcH, of Missouri, one of the managers on the part of the House at | 


the conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the joint resolution 
printing the annual Report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the 
year 1884, in place of Mr. W. F. RoGers, of New York, excused. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
5. 25) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of President and 
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A bill (H. R. 4411) to provide for the administration of oaths to wit- 
nesses in matters pending in either House of Congress; 

A bill (H. R. 1340) to establish a bureau of labor; 

A bill (H. R. 1076) granting a pension to Miles B. Farlin; 

A bill (H. R. 6021) to authorize the National Bank of Middletown, 
Pa., to change its name and location; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 137) for printing the annual reports of the 
Bureau of Ethnology. 


COUNT OF ELECTORAL 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the bill (S. 25) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of Presi- 
dent and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the counting 
of the votes for President and Vice-President and the decision of ques- 
tions arising thereon, which passed the Senate, was sent to the House 
of Representatives, and is returned with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute. The amendment of the Houseof Representatives will 
be printed, and the bill with the amendment will be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 


VOTES. 


JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S BUREAU. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 838) to consolidate the 
Bureau of Military Justice and the corps of judge-advocates of the 
Army, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ment proposed by the House, and ask for a conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two- Houses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink the amendment had better be read. 
haps it would be concurred in. 

Mr. MAXEY. It proposes a complete change of the whole bill. It 
is a new measure entirely to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I think it ought to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs before being sent to a committee of confer- 
ence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the House of 
Representatives will be read and then it will be open to debate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives is to strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill and to in- 
sert: 


Per- 


That in view of the absence of all promotion in the corps of judge-advocates 
of the Army, whenever any officer of said corps shall have served fifteen years’ 
continuous service as major he shall be promoted to the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel, and when he shall have served thirty years he shall be promoted tothe 
rank of colonel; but such promotion shall not authorize an appointment to fill 
any vacancy when such appointment would increase the whole number of offi- 
cers in the corps beyond the number fixed by law. 


The PRESIDENT pro te mpore The Senator from Texas [ Mr. 


| MAXEY] moves that the Senate disagree tothe amendment of the House 


H. Res. 251) providing for 


Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the counting of the | 


votes for President and Vice-President, and the decision of questions 
arising thereon, with an amendment, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 1017) relative to the Inspector-General’s department of | 


the Army; 


A bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the location of a branch home for dis- 


abled volunteer soldiers and sailors in either the State of Arkansas, 
Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, or Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 5890) to provide for the settlement of accountsof officers 
of the Army who served during the war of the rebellion; 

A bili (H. R. 5670) to authorize a retired-list for privates and non- 
commissioned officers of the United States Army who have served for 
& period of thirty years or upward; 

A bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the settlement of the claims of offi- 


cersand enlisted men of the Army for loss of private property destroyed | 


in the military service of the United States; and 
m.. bill (H. R. 5709) to amend article 72 of the Rules and Arttcles of 
ar, 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 4678) to remove certain disabilities of Henry Newman; 

A bill (H. R. 2400) for the relief of Judith Lauter; 

A bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, 
widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick; 

A bill (H. R. 4981) granting a pension to Isabella I. Ramsdell; 


A bill (H. R. 5458) to remove the disabilities of Robert D. Thorburn, 
of Virginia; 


of Representatives and ask for a conference 
the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. MAXEY. J canexplain to the Senator from Ohio in one minute 
why I make that motion. The precise bill which is now reported as 
an amendment to the Senate bill was before the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the Senate and was rejected by that committee. The com- 
mittee reported a bill which was unanimously adopted by the Senate. 
So I know what the sentiment of the Committee on Military Affairs is. 
However, if the Senator wishes to have the bill and the amendment of 


on the disagreeing votes of 


| the House referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, I have no ob- 


jection to the reference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the circumstances, if the Committee on 
Military Affairs have considered it, I have no objection to a committee 
of conference. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Committee on Military Affairs considered pre- 
cisely the same bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course the proper order of business is to refer 
a substitute of this kind to the committee from which the bill came. 

Mr. MAXEY. The amendment is exactly the wording of a substi- 
tute offered in the Senate by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GrBson] 
which was laid before the Committee on Military Affairs. The bill 
which we adopted is one which meets the concurrence of the War De- 
partment, and unanimously of the Committee on Military Affairs. It 
was in my charge and was reported by me by direction of the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Texas that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives and ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

3y unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. LOGAN, Mr. 
SEWELL, and Mr. MAXEY were appointed. 


ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1581) to provide for the 
| disposal of abandoned and useless military reservations. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. There are three amendments added to the bill by 
the House. I ask that the bill lie on the table until we can have time 


so consider it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be entered if there 


be no objection. The Chair lays before the Senate bills from the House | 


of Representatives. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 7004) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption 
of public lands and the laws allowing entries for timber-culture was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 


A bill (H. R. 1017) relative to the Inspector-General’s Department of 
the Army; 


A bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the location of a branch home for | 


disabled soldiers and sailors in either the State of Arkansas, Colorado, 
Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, or Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 5890) to provide for the settlement of accounts of offi- 
cers of the Army who served during the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. R. 5670) to authorize a retired-list for privates and non- 
commissioned officers of the United States Army who have served for 
a period of thirty years or upward; 

A bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the settlement of the claims of offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the Army for loss of private property destroyed 
in the military service of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 5709) to amend article 72 of the Rules and Articles of 
War. 

TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 


The bill (H. R. 6215) teoamend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. That bill is precisely the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance unanimously only a few days since. It merely 
changes the existing law in relation to the transportation of dutiable 
goods by railway so that they can be transported not only by railway, 
but partly by water routes. For instance, if goods were taken from 
New York to the lakes they could still be transported in bond, or from 
the Gulf across to California. The only change in the existing law is 


to insert the words ‘‘ or where the route is bonded for both land and | 


water carriage.’’ As it is thought to be important by the railroads, I 


ask for the immediate consideration of the bill from the House, which 
is word for word the Senate bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall not object to it if it does not lead to debate. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be now considered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I shall have to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the bill lie on the table, and when the appro- 
priation hill is through I shall call it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will lie on the table, if 
there be no objection. 

PETITION. 


improvement on flat-irons; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the 23d instant, a report respecting the workings of the underground 
telegraphic cables Jaid between the Capitol and Executive Departments; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MORRILL introduced a bill (S. 2342) declaratory of the mean- 
ing of the act entitled ‘‘Anact for the relief of Maria Syphax;’’ which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

Amendments were submitted by Mr. MILLER of New York, Mr. 
BAYARD, Mr. GROOME, Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. MILLER of California, Mr. 
LAPHAM, Mr. SAWYER, Mr. GARLAND, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. JONAs, 
and Mr. SEWELL, intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying papers, 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 
Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
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If it leads to any discussion I shall not ask for its | .. ‘ 
; | line 940, to insert: 





| ginning of each regular session of Congress, to submit a report specifying 
| detail the number and class of officers and employés of every grade and natur: 
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to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 

Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
AMENDMENT TO LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MAHONE submitted anamendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

‘ MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 445) to em- 
power the Secretary of War to permit the establishment, under certain 
conditions, of a horse-railway upon and over the island of Rock Island 
and the bridges erected by the United States connecting the cities of 
Davenport and Rock Island therewith; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. 1727) to grant letter-carriers at free-delivery o@ices fifteen 
days’ leave in each year; 

A bill (H. R. 2346) for the relief of Sarah A. Redmond; 

A bill (H. R. 4652) for the relief of Saint Luke’s Protestant Episco- 
pal church, in the District of Columbia; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 138) for printing the annual reports of the 
United States Geological Survey; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 264) to amend a resolution approved Au- 
gust 7, 1882, providing for the publication of report of Public Land 
Commissioner. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 445) to empower the Secretary of War to establish, 
under certain conditions, a horse-railway upon and over the island of 
Rock Island, and the bridges erected by the United States connecting 
the cities of Davenport and Rock Island therewith, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R.7069) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal yea: 
ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, atte: 


And hereafter it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, at the be- 


in 


in the customs service, with the rate of compensation received by each, together 
with a statement of all fees and emoluments of every kind and nature at each 
port of entry and delivery in the United States, and how distributed among 
the officers and employés of each port, respectively; and also an estimate 
the number of officers and employés at each port and the rate of compensat 
to each that may, in his judgment, be required to properly conduct the business 
of collecting the revenue at each port, together with an estimate ofthe amounts 
required for contingent expenses at each of said ports, and for such additional 


| expenses of the service as can not be otherwise specifically provided for. 
Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Mary F. Potts, of Phila- | 
delphia, Pa., praying an extension for her letters patent for a certain | 


Mr. BECK. I suggest to the chairman of the committee that the 
amendment, in my judgment, is all right as far as it goes, but I should 
like to know what the object is in having this report made to us unless 
we propose to do something with it? It oughtto be amended in some 
way so as to indicate that we are about to abolish the permanent ap- 
propriations made for all these things and make appropriations for them 
in accordance with the recommendations of the Department. If we 
are not going to do that, it is hardly worth while for the Secretary of 
the Treasury to tell us year by year what he does unless we propose 
to do something ourselves. 

Mr. HALE. When we get the report we can act upon it. 

Mr. BECK. We have tle report every year. We 
the current year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator object to the amendment? 

Mr. BECK. I have no objection to it so far as it goes, but it is 
wholly inconclusive unless we do something. The former Secretary 
the Treasury, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], whom I see now 
before me, urged us to take this thing in our charge and make thes 
appropriations. We did agree to it as far as the Senate was concerned 
by passingtwo bills. This information is very valuable if we are going 
to carry it out, but it ought to be amended in order that Congress n 
make the appropriations in accordance with it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe that this provision is entirely unneces 
sary. The law itself now provides for annual reports of the very facts 
stated here, and it is only making an unnecessary expense. Every se: 
ond year by law the salary of every officer, the amount paid to ever) 
employé is published in what is called the Blue Book. The very i! 


nave had cne fo! 


, formation called for here is published in the best form possible for pub- 


lic use, and every year in the reports made by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury this information is contained. 


It seems to me that the amendment is totally unnecessary and would 
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tend to complicate matters. I suppose this was intended to be an ap- 


pendix to the preceding provision which has been stricken from the bill, 


and I think by common consent it ought to be disagreed to at present. 
If there is any information called for in this amendment which is not 
contained in the regular reports, [donot knowit. It seems to me that 
it is only a part of the preceding provision, and therefore it had better 
be stricken out. 

Mr. BECK. There is nothing in the amendment, unless it means 
that we are hereafter going to take charge of and appropriate for the 
compensation of all these officers in accordance with the report; because, 
as was said by the Senator from Ohio, the reports of the Treasurer and 
other officers give us at least once in two years what they purport to 
spend, but we have no control whatever over them. If we add tothis 


that Congress shall hereafter act in accordance with it or take it under 


its charge it would be a very valuable amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. As both the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Kentacky object to the amendment I shall not insist upon it. 

Mr. BECK. I do not object to it, except that it looks to me like an 


inconclusive effort to assume that we are going to do something when | 


we do not propose todo anything. Iam perfectly willing to let it goin. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is not the amendment open to a point of order on 
the ground of being general legislation? If it is I interpose that ob- 
jection. 

' The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). In the 
opinion of the Chair the amendment would be subject to that point. 
The point of order is sustained. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 959, to increase the appropri- 
ation ‘‘ for salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, for fees and 
expenses of gaugers, for salaries of storekeepers, and for miscellaneous 
expenses, ’’ from $2,164,000 to $2,300,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out, from line 960 to line 978, the 
following words: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall exempt all distilleries which mash 


ten bushels of grain or less per day from the operation ofthe provisions of title 
3 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the manufacture of spirits, except as to 


payment of the tax; and said distilleries shall be run and operated without | 


storekeepers; and said Secretary may exempt any distillery or all distilleries 
which mash twenty-five bushels of grain per day from the operation of the pro- 
vision of said title relating to the manufacture of spirits, except as to the pay- 


ment of thetax; and any distillery soexempted shall be run as fruit distilleries | 


are now operated: Provided, That special warehouses may be established by 


the Secretary of the Treasury, in which-he may cause to be deposited the prod- | 
uct of any number of said distilleries, to be designated by him by his order, | 


and in which any of said distillers may deposit his product, and when so de- 
posited shall be subject toall the laws and regulations as to bonds, tax, removal, 
and otherwise as is now provided by law for other warehouses. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

And section 3261 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as to read as 
follows: 

“ Nocollector shall approve the bond of any distiller until all the requirements 
of the law, and all regulations made by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
in relation to distilleries in pursuance thereof, have been complied with; nor 
shall the collector hereafter approve any bond of a grain distiller the survey of 
whose distillery shall be for a less capacity then ten bushels of grain per day ; 


nor shall the survey of any grain distillery be made for a less capacity than ten | 
bushels of grain per day; norshal! the per diem capacity of any grain distillery | 


be reduced below ten bushels. Every collector who violates this provision shall 
forfeit and pay $2,000 and be dismissed from office ; and every distiller of grain 


who, after the Ist day of November, 1884, operates his distillery on a less capacity | 


than ten bushels of grain per day shall be liable to the fines, forfeitures, and 
imprisonment specified in section 3260 of the Revised Statutes.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. Psesident, I hope the Senate will not concur in 
that proposition to strike out and insert. In the operations of the 
small distilleries in this country I think there is more shameless cor- 
ruption and fraud practiced upon the Government than in any other 
department of this Government, great as that may be. In the States 
of Kentucky, West Virginia, Virginia, Tennessee, North and South 
Carolina, and Georgia there are found a great many small distilleries 
with a capacity of from three and three and a half bushels to ten bush- 
elsof grain perday. In the State of North Carolina there are reported 
to be 408 grain distilleries, 371 of which are in constant operation, and 
1,246 fruit distilleries, making 1,654. Only five have a capacity of 
mashing more than 10 bushels per day. To each one of these grain 
distilleries there is assigned a storekeeper and gauger. To every six or 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Mr. President—— 
I reserve the point of order on the amendment, Mr. 


The Senator from North Carolina is 


eight of the fruit distilleries is assigned a gauger during that period 
of the year when they are in operation, and in every county there are 
more or less of what are called warehouses, or storehouses, which also 
have in attendance upon them what is called a general storekeeper. the 
pay of whom is from four to five dollars per day. 

The product of taxation on this whole number of 1,654 small distill- 
erles in North Carolina is $451,194. The total amount of taxation col- 


lected by the Internal Revenue Department in the State of North Caro- 
lina amounts to $2,377,116, of which $1,925,922 is derived from tobacco, 


| 


leaving $451,194 as the product of these small distilleries of grain and 
fruit. 

I will give the Senate in a moment the cost of running these small 
distilleries and of collecting the revenuefrom them. Forthe past year, 
ending June 30, 1883, the amount collected in the sixth collection dis- 
trict alone, the one in which the greatest number of the small distill- 
eries is to be found, was $456,864.16. The cost of collecting that last 
year was $190,284.26, orabout 40 percent. Of this $456,864.16, I have 
not the exact means of determining what portion is attributable to to- 
bacco and what to spirits, for the tobacco product and the spirits prod- 
uct are not separated in the report of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue for the districts as they are for the State; but from my per- 
sonal knowledge of the manufactories of tobacco which are situated in 
that district I am quite sure that the amount of money collected from 
the spirits alone would not pay the cost of its collection. 

In the year 1881, the amount collected in that district was $499, 455.08, 
and the cost of collecting it was $268,324, or about 57 per cent., and 
when the cost of suits in court and of prosecutions and of all the legal 
proceedings attendant upon the execution of the law is taken into con- 
sideration the cost in that district of collecting the tax on both whisky 
and tobacco was about 90 per cent., as placed by the estimate of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue; and taking out the tobacco proceeds 
the cost of collecting the spirit tax in that district was far more than 


| the tax itself. 


To show you that this system is used not for the purpose of revenue 
but for the purpose of maintaining an army of office-holders whoanswer 
a very convenient and satisfactory purpose about election times, I will 
read the cost of collecting the internal revenue since 1878 in that district 
and show what years there was a general election held and what years 
there was not a general election held, and ask Senators to note the dif- 
ference. 

For the year ending June 30, 1878, the amount collected in the sixth 





collection district of North Carolina was $252,288.24. The cost of col- 
lecting it was $57,541.47, or about 25 per cent. That year there was 
no election. In 1879 the amount collected was $338,659.93, being an 
| increase of about 30 per cent. on the amount collected, and the cost of 
| collecting was $136,987.05, being an increase of nearly 300 per cent. in 
the cost of collecting. That was the election year. For the year end- 
| ing June 30, 1880, the amount collected was $455,457.38, and the cost 
| of collecting was $182,192.70. There was no election that year. For 
the year ending June 30, 1881, the amount collected was $499,455.08, 
and the cost of collecting was $268,324, or about 57 per cent., as I have 
| said before. There was an election that year. For the year ending 
| June 30, 1882, the amount collected was $508,174.32, the cost of col- 
| leeting which was $159,970.36. There was no election that year. 
Mr. ALLISON. No election in 1882? 
| Mr. VANCE. Noelection for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1582. 
So in that case there was an increase of only $9,000 in the amount col- 
lected, and there was a decrease of $107,000 in the cost of collection as 
compared with the preceding election year. The amount collected for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, was $456,864.16, and the cost of 
collecting was $190,284.26, as I before said. This covered the election 
year of 1882, embracing the period of the fall of 1882, when the elec- 
tions were held 
If anything more were needed to show that this whole machinery 
was used down there in the State of North Carolina for purely political 
purposes and asa means of relieving the campaign committees of the 
| expense of hiring men out of their own pockets for the purpose of can- 


| vassing, let me further read about the appointment of officers in that 
same district. In the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, which period 
covered no election, the total number of officers re ported was three 
hundred and thirty-nine, of whom thirty-seven were special deputies 
} For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1831 i 
State and national elections, the number of 





and twenty-seven, of which number fifty-four were special deputies 
For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, a period which covered no 
political election, the number of officers shrank down to three hundred 
and ten, and the number of special deputies shrank down to nine, al- 
though the records show that there had been a steady increase in the 
number of small distilleries and there ought to have been, if honestly 
administered, an increase in the officers in proportion 

I have already read the expenses of collecting In 1878 there were 


paid to the character of officers called gaugers only $5,937.31; for the 


vear ending June 30, 1879, $2,228.20; for the year ending June 30, 1880, 
$3,519.09: for the year ending June 30, 1881, $8,306.48, and for the 
year ending Jun 30, 1882, $10,897.50. The amount paid to store- 
keepers in the same period for the year ending June 30, 1=7%, was 
£28,922: for the year ending June 30, 1879, $98,757: for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1880, $161,412: forthe vearending June 350, 1881, $201,395 
That covered the vear of the Presidential election in 1880. For th 
year ending June 30, 1382, the amount paid tostorekeepers was $115,567 
So it goes up or it goes down just as the exigencies of the party may 


require and the revenue takes care of itself, the object of the 
ment being to take care of the elections 

Mr. President, I speak advisedly about this, not only from personal 
observation but from the report of the special committee of the Senate 


Depart- 
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which in 1882 investigated this whole subject, and the facts were elicited 
which I have read to the Senate, and which are not denied and can not 
be denied. It was also ascertained and proven before that committee 
that the storekeepers who were receiving $3 aday at the small distilleries 
in order to induce a distiller to set up and run his distillery would agree 
to divide his pay with him. It only takes about $150 to start one of 
these small distilleries. A system prevailed of the collector issuing 
commissions to whatever young men he thought he could influence po- 
litically by doing so. He would tell such: *‘I have not any work for 
you at present, but I am expecting some distillery to start. Here is 
your commission; you will be ready and you will receive your $3a day 
as soon as some distillery starts.’’ The young man would take his com- 
mission and he would stand around waiting for a considerable time un- 
til he would get tired, and then he would go to some neighbor and 


propose to him, ‘‘ If you will starta distillery now I will give you half 


my pay, because I would rather be getting a dollar and a half per day 
than to be getting nothing.”’ 


Under this arrangement a distiller could be induced to start one of 


these small, one-horse distilleries, mashing, as they call it, four bushels 
of corn a day, which would make about eight gallons a day if they had 
good luck and the weather was propitious. That eight gallons yielded 
a tax of 90 cents a gallon, making $7.20. The grain would cost from 
$3 to $4 to run the still one day, and all the expenses of the distillery 
put together would not amount to more than a dollar per day besides, 


so that the storekeeper paid almost one-half of the total expenses of 


running the distillery; and we have the strange spectacle, the digni- 
tied spectacle presented to the world of the Government of the United 
States being in partnership with a four-bushel distiller and running 
it on shares. The compensation that the Government received in re- 
ward for this sacrifice of its dignity was that both the distiller and the 
storekeeper became sworn bummers of the Republican party and an- 
swerable to all the calls made upon them both in time and money. 


Notonly was this done, but under the operation of the provision of 


the Secretary of the Treasury whenever a man had a twelve-bushel dis- 
tillery operating according to law he would divide it and make three 
distilleries of four bushels each, and in that way he would get half the 
salary of $3 per day from three storekeepers instead of one. 

Now, sir, that is not a fancy sketch. I never laid much claim to 
imagination, and I could not have invented anything so ridiculous, so 
absurd as that. Those facts were sworn to before the committee which 
was appointed specially to investigate these things. With a guilty co- 
partnership like that, of the sworn officers of the law with the violators 
of the law, of course there was no end possible to be conceived of the 
iniquities that would be perpetrated under such a system. 
other things proven before that committee was the acceptance of the 
idea that if a distiller could make anything more out of his run than 
the minimum of his registered capacity he was entitled to have that 
excess tax free. It was generally estimated in that country that two 
gallons ought to be made from each bushel of grain, and that was the 
minimum of the law. 

If a distiller by successful manipulation, and by all circumstances 
being favorable, could manage to make three gallons to the bushel the 
storekeeper did not pretend to tax him for over two gallons. That was 
his. He took it of course. That was so much clear gain. 
the weather and the other circumstances did not tend to the production 
of a good run, a large turn out, the storekeeper very accommodatingly 
turned his back and allowed the distiller to mash in as much grain as 
he could possibly cram into his distillery in order to make that three 
gallons, or to increase the «mount over that which was supposed to be 
required by law. It was proven before this committee in divers in- 
stances that the storekeepers never pretended to weigh or measure 


law should have been kept locked, and he should have had the key, 


he lett the box open and would go away to the country, oroff on a visit | 
somewhere, and the distiller had nothing todo but to help himself. It | 
was testified before us that more than one-half of all the spirits pro- | 


duced at these small distilleries escaped taxation in that way. One 
distiller, whom I remember in particular, swore that he ran and opera- 


made one hundred and two gallons per week in that same distillery, 
fifty-two of which never paid any tax. 
but that it was to be his, and he could make that much over and above 
the minimum required. 


It would be endless to detail the frauds committed in these small dis- 


tilleries down there in the State of North Carolina, and I presume they | 


are a sample of all of them in the mountain country of the Southern 
States where they are in operation, 
But the most beautiful part of the system, and I suppose the one in 


the political part of it. A tax was levied—I speak advisedly—of 12 
per cent. That was the regular tax, to say nothing of special calls that 
the exigencies of the party required to be made—one-twelfth, or one 
month’s salary; so that if an officer, a deputy collector, or a store- 
keeper was receiving $100 per month, he gave one month’s salary, or 
$100, every campaign for the purpose of promoting the interests of his 
party. In one campaign it was estimated that not less than $30,000 
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Whenever | 


| reports that there were 976 deputy collectors. 
| collectors, as they are subject to the confirmation of the Senate. 
| were 867 gaugers; there were 1,000 storekeepers and gaugers; 


their material; but when the material was placed in a box which by | were 552 storekeepers; there were 199 clerks, messengers, Xc., and 15 


The storekeeper did not deny | 
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was raised for corruption purposes, and when it was undertaken to in- 
quire into where that money had gone afterit was raised, the majority 
of the committee refused to let that veil be withdrawn. That wzs 
sacred ground which no profane eyes had any right to behold. 

These contributions were levied voluntarily; of course there was no 
compulsion about it, though several men swore that if they had not 
paid the money they had no doubt in the world that they would, 
have gone out, and they paid it for fear that they would go out. | 
nuinber refused to pay and did go out of office, or if their commissions 
were not taken from them they failed ever afterward to get any work. 
In addition to that, bargains were sometimes made by the collector be- 
forehand: ‘‘I will appoint you to a commission now with the under- 
standing that you are to give one month’s service, or $50 or $100, as 
the case may be, to forward the cause of the party which promotes you.”’ 

A system so corrupt it seems to me ought not to be upheld and 
maintained by any party or any portion of the American people who 
profess to desire purity in government or in politics. Those men have 
absolute control of the politics of North Carolina; they hold all the 
positions; they represent all the public opinion of the Republican 
party in that country; they send delegates to all the national conven- 
tions, and they talk loudest about the freedom of the ballot and the 
oppression of the Democratic party in the South, and the desire to 
have pure and free elections, and they assist in nominating all the can- 
didates of the party. Such is the legitimate outgrowth of this sys- 
tem. 

But that is not the worst, Mr. President. I am happy to say that 
such a state of things does not now prevail, but for many, many long, 
weary years after the war had closed this system had been brought to 
bear upon the people of North Carolina and the Southern States gener- 
ally where these small distilleries were. Owing to the oppression, the 
exaction, the insolence, and the tyranny of the men who exercised the 
authority of the Government in the collection of this internal revenue 
numbers of outrages of all kinds have occurred. There was at one time 
a most unhappy state of affairs down there, all growing out of the fact 
that the execution of these laws, odious at all times and to all people, 
was intrusted to men under circumstances which gave rise to so much 
corruption and misrule. It calls for a wiping out. It is no economy 
on the part of the Government to maintain the system at such a vast 
expense, at the cost of worrying and harassing its people, and exciting 
so much dissatisfaction against the Government of the United States as 
this whole system has done. 

These men are not subjected to the examinations and requirements 
It will be recollected that when that bill was 
pending in the Senate I proposed by an amendment to it to subject th 
officers who were to be appointed under the internal-revenue laws to 
the same scrutiny and the same tests of character and of official fitness 


|} as other subordinates of the Government were; and although th 


amendment was acceptable to the distinguished Senator who was thie 
author of the bill, it was promptly voted down by gentlemen on tli 
other side. So that we have now in the United States a vast brigade, 
an army of officials who are not subject to any test of the civil service 
law, but are appointed purely at the pleasure of the collectors, and 
who look to them for their preferment and for the approbation of thei 
conduct. 

I will read to the Senate, taken from the official record, the number 
of officers that are not confirmed by the Senate and who are not in any 
way subjected to the official tests of capacity that other officers are in 
the Departments. In 1882 the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
I make no mention ot 
There 
there 


inspectors of tobacco, making 3,624 for the year 1882. 

In 1883 there were 981 deputy collectors; there were 226 clerks and 
messengers; there were 852 gaugers; there were 1,130 storekeepers 
and gaugers; there were 725 storekeepers; there were 35 tobacco in- 
spectors, and 23 surveyors of distilleries, making 3,972 officers of this 


| Government whose fitness can not be inquired into by any persen un- 
ted a distillery whose capacity was forty-eight gallons a week; thathe | 


der the authority of the civil-service law of the United States and can 
not be known to the Senate; and there is an increase of more than 
three hundred in one year, notwithstanding the fact that a portion o! 


| the districts had been abolished and that consolidation had been grad- 


ually going on. 
Now, sir, the text of the bill as it comes to us from the House pro- 
poses to abolish this state of things, and without doing away or dis- 


| pensing with any of the taxes due from those small distilleries, it pro- 
| poses to abolish the machinery by which this vast array of men are kept 
in the pay of the Government to such a disadvantage to its efficiency 
which the Senators on the other side will take the liveliest interest, was | 


and purity: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury shall exempt all distilleries which mas! 
ten bushels of grain or less per day from the operation of the provisions of title 
35 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the manufacture of spirits, except as to 
payment of the tax; and said distilleries shall be run and operated without 
storekeepers; and said Secretary may exempt any distillery or all distilleries 
which mash twenty-five bushels of grain per day from the operation of the pro- 
vision of said title relating to the manufacture of spirits, except as to the pay- 
ment of the tax; and any distillery so exempted shall be runas fruit distilleries 
are now operated: Provided, That special warehouses may be established by 
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the Secretary of the Treasury, in which he may cause to be deposited the prod- 
uct of any number of said distilleries, to be designated by him by his order, &c. 


Why should not that be the law? The tax is not released; and it 
will not do to say that if grain distilleries are permitted to operate on 
the same small scale as fruit distilleries are frauds will be perpetrated. 
The whole number of these small distilleries, if run from the Ist of 
January to the 31st of December without cessation, could not, if they 
paid no tax whatever, defraud the Government out of more than the 
cost of maintaining this army of men in the State of North Carolina. 
To make them a present of their taxation would not equal the amount 
of fraud that is perpetrated now in the name of the law. There is no 
reason, I may say, to suppose that there would be any more frauds 
perpetrated by a man whoruns a small grain distillery than by a man 
who runs a small fruit distillery. They would be under precisely the 
same supervision and they would pay precisely the same tax, and we 
should have the satisfaction of knowing that if the gross proceeds did 
fall somewhat short of the present amount the net proceeds would far 
exceed it, and the authorizing of the Secretary of the Treasury to des- 
ignate particular warehouses in which all the productions of a certain 
number of distilleries should be deposited, to be under the supervision 
of only one storekeeper instead of as now, having each little warehouse 
with its own storekeeper—I can not see how that can possibly be ob- 
jected to by any one with a view to economy. 

The motion to strike out is followed by the proposition of the com- 
mittee to insert what has been read by the Secretary, and which in 
effect absolutely prohibits the running of any distillery of less than 
ten gallons. Now, Mr. President, that is one way to cure the evils of 
which I have spoken, it is true, but it seems to me it is not the right 
way. I do not know that we have a right, because a man is poor and 
unable to operate a large distillery, to say that he shall not operate any 
at all. It seems to me that that would be following up the idea of en- 
couraging the large establishments of the country to the exclusion and 
the crowding out of the small. We should be following out the idea 
that capital is entitled to receive the chief protection of the law while 
the poor are not so entitled. I do not see any reason why a man who 
because he is not able to run a distillery of the capacity of ten bushels 
per day should not be permitted to run a distillery of four if he has 





the means to do so and sees proper to do so; and if he does, I see no | 


reason why he shonld not be permitted to run it under the same terms 
as his neighbor who runs a fruit distillery. 

I feel a great interest in this subject, Mr. President. I live in the 
midst of these evilsof which I have complained, and I can assure Senators 
that if they could see the workings of this internal-revenue system as 
applicable to the small distilleries scattered throughout a poor mount- 
ain country they would agree with me that it is a scandal upon the 
people of the United States to maintain it any longer, that it is worth- 
less in point of revenue, it is provocative of ill-feeling and of crime and 
of all manner of disturbance between the officers of the Government 
and the people, which ought to be avoided, and that they would unite 
with me in maintaining the bill as it came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives and putting an end to it as far as that does. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the two propositions by the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations and by the House of Representatives, 
opposing each other, are perhaps as striking an illustration of the evils 


of this system of legislation as has been exhibited here for several | 


years. Here is an ordinary appropriation for gaugers and storekeepers 
and for the expenses of collecting the internal revenue. To that the 


House of Representatives attach a provision which will absolutely 


destroy all hope or possibility of collecting any tax from whisky dis- | 


tilled from grain in all the mountain States of this country. — I will 
venture to say (and I think the argument of the Senator from North 
Carolina illustrates it probably as well as any argument I could make) 
that if this House proposition should be adopted it would be idle to 
attempt to collect any tax on whisky from grain in all the region from 
the northern part of Pennsylvania clear through the Alleghany range 
and in all those places where the small distilleries are now planted. 
The Senator from North Carolina himself described in his own way the 
evilsof the present system, how difficult it is tocollect the tax, even with 
the aid of storekeepers and with all the enginery provided by law. He 


says the storekeepers divide their pay with the distillers; they combine 


together to cheat the Government and convert this machinery of the 
law into an electioneering process. I do not know anything about 
that. I have always had a very good idea of the people of North 
Carolina; but the Senator gives them rather a bad caste in his argument. 


They combine to cheat the Government of the United States, accord- | 


ing to his statement, and divide the fees. 


But assuming that the people of North Carolina are in that respect | 


like all other people who are looking after their own interest, let me 
suppose the case that there should be no storekeeper, no gauger, no rep- 


| 





resentative of the Government of the United States to watch over these | 


distilleries when the distillers, sustained as they are by public opinion 
in their neighborhood, would have no desire to pay the tax of account 


but, let this House provision become the law, and there would be 
5,000. Ifthere was no storekeeper in any of the small distilleries, 
they would, in that whole mountain chain, multiply as rapidly as the 
lice of Egypt. The result would be that not only would there be no 


| tax collected from this whisky, but it would have its influence also in 


the great whisky-producing regions of Kentucky and Ohio and [llinois, 
and practically destroy this important source of revenue. 

I have no doubt that evils exist now, and did exist under the old 
system; but at one time the Treasury Department made a kind of 
league or alliance with the distillers of New Jersey and North Carolina, 
by which they agreed to behave themselves and pay the tax. Certain 


| restrictions were removed, under the provisions of law, by the authority 


of the Treasury Department, and since that time so far as I know the 
tax has been fairly collected in thatregion. It is true the cost has been 
very large in proportion to the income, but that is necessary, because 
these small distilleries sometimes require as much expense to watch 
them as large distilleries do. Therefore the expense in these small dis- 
tilleries is larger in proportion than in the large distilleries; but it is 
necessary to maintain the watchfulness of the officers over the small 


| distilleries to prevent fraud having its influence on the larger distilleries. 


This proposition I therefore would say was a plan to enable the dis- 
tilleries in North Carolina and that whole region of country to escape 
the whisky tax, while the Senate committee’s proposition is not much 
better. The Senate committee’s proposition is to absolutely prohibit 
by law all the people of that region of country from converting their 
surplus grain into a marketable article in the neighborhood and also an 
article of merchandise to be sent abroad. It undertakes by the power 
of the law to prohibit the operation of the small distillery that only 
consumes ten bushels of grain a day making about thirty gallons, or 
twenty-five bushels a day making about seventy-five gallons of whisky 
aday. If you accumulated these distilleries you would soon make 
enough for all the marli@ts of the country and the result would be that 
we could not collect the tax at all. If we can not collect it with the 
aid of gaugers and storekeepers and with the watchful machinery of the 
law how can we do it without any of these agencies? 

But on the other hand the Senate committee’s proposition is to re- 
strain these people from doing what they have done probably for one 
hundred and fifty years, manufacturing their own whisky. I do not 
believe it can be done. I believe this prohibition on the part of the 
Senate would fall idle, as dead, as useless, and foolish a restriction and 
prohibition on the power of the people to do what they want to do as 
any proposition could be. If they are not authorized to do it by law 
they will doit without law, and then you have to have your gaugers and 
constables and sheriffs and marshals and your machinery with officers 
there to prevent them from violating the law. They woul: start these 
little distilleries everywhere, which, as the Senator tells us, cost only 
$150. Then you would have to have an army of office-holders of a 
different kind, your marshals, &c., to watch and carry out your pro- 
hibition. 

Both propositions are equally offensive to good policy and good morals, 


| and neither ought to find its way into the statute-book, and especially 


into an appropriation bill. I reserve the right toobject to the proposi- 
tion of the Senate committee. 

To show that what I have stated is true I will read two brief clauses 
of what the House propose: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall exempt all distilleries which mash ten 
bushels of grain or less per day from the operation of the provisions of title 35 
of the Revised Statutes, relating tothe manufacture of spirits,except as to pay- 
ment of the tax. 

This strikes down every guard, every protection that is now devised 
by law to prevent frauds in the manufacture of whisky from grain, and 
then it goes further—a still more dangerous provision—and authorizes 
the Secretary at his discretion, either in special cases or by general rule, 
to authorize distillers making seventy-five gallons a day, or consuming 
twenty-five bushels of grain—the average is about three gajlons to the 
bushel—to manufacture even seventy-five gallonsa day without watchful 
guards, without any of the machinery ofthe law. It is idle to discuss 
that further. 

While this opens the door for fraud, the other proposition is an arbi- 
trary assertion of power that I do not think ought to be exercised by 
the Congress of the United States. Here it is; this is the Senate com- 
mittee’s proposition: 

Nor shall the survey of any grain distillery be made for a less capacity than 
ten bushels of grain per day. 

That is, all the multitude of small distillers over the United States, 
who make but a small quantity of whisky for home consumption, 
shall be absolutely forbidden from carrying on their business at all, 


| and their property is at once destroyed without compensation, without 


for it, how much is it imagined the Government of the United States | 


would receive from such a tax ? 
There may not be very many distilleries of that kind in North Caro- 





lina now, though, if I remember aright, there are a thousand of them; | 


question; and then it goes further: 


Nor shall the per diem capacity of any grain distillery be reduced below ten 
bushels. 
* * . “ = * ~ 
And every distiller of grain who, after the Ist day of November, 1884, operates 
his distillery on a less capacity than ten bushels of grain per day, shall be liable 
to the fine, forfeitures, and imprisonment specified in section 3260 of the Revised 
Statutes. 


Here is an absolute prohibition. If there is anything the American 


5584 


people do not like it is to be forbidden to do what is done elsewhere. 
The statement made by the Senator from North Carolina it seems to 
me is a proper one: if a Kentucky distiller or an Ohio distiller can 
manufacture five hundred gallons a day, why should not a distiller in 
the mountains, where money is less abundant, where the supply of 
grain is less, be allowed to make his ten gallons? Why discriminate 
against the poor in favor of the rich? 

Mr. BECK. Allow me to make a suggestion to the Senator, in the 
line of his argument. There is a prohibition now against allowing any 
under four gallons. That has always been maintained. Why should 
that be maintained ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The reason is, because experience has shown that 
so small a distillery as that is practically not profitable, and therefore 
that is a limit which we apply by law generally. 

Mr. BECK. Butthe information we have nowis that any distillery 
making under ten gallons a day is necessarily operated as a fraud. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If we had the power of the British Parliament 
and if we could say that there should be only five distilleries in the 
United States of America, we could locate them at Cincinnati, Peoria, 
and the places where whisky is made in quantities; but we have never 


undertaken to exercise such a power. It would be better in one sense, | 


and we could make all the whisky needed for commerce and for our 
own use in five or six distilleries and there collect the taxes with more 
certainty and with probably less expense than any other tax; but the 
whole sentiment of our people would rebel against such a thing as that. 
It would be a discrimination in favor of localities. 

This proposition of the Committee on Appropriations would benefit 
Kentucky, Ohio, and Illinois, but it would be wrong to the distillers 
in all the States (including Pennsylvania) along the mountains. 1 
would not like to stand up here advocating a proposition to benefit my 
own people and give them a monopoly of the whisky trade. It would 
not be right, and I would not do it. 

The law now is operating pretty well. It is admitted on all hands 
that the whisky tax is collected with about as much certainty, with 
about as much security and with less cost than even your customs du- 
ties. Although in North Carolina, where it has to be watched very 
carefully, it costs a good deal, yet taking the whole country together 
the cost of the collection of the whisky tax is only from 2 to 3 per cent. 
Why not let the law alone? Why put an amendment to it on an ap- 
propriation bill which has to be passed every year? Why put it there 
for the purpose of disturbing this carefully examined machinery, and 
transfer from the Committee on Finance these questions, that have been 
studied over time and time again and solved and passed upon, and turn 


them over to the Committee on Appropriations in the last days of the | 


session ? 


If the Senate of the United States could be presumed to be guilty of 


a supreme act of folly it seems to me this would be the one. I there- 
fore propose to object to the Senate committee’s proposition as being 
legislative, and I hope that the Senate will without much division 


strike out the House proposition and leave this question to be legislated | 


upon in a proper and orderly manner. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio makes the | 


point of orderthat the Senate committee’s amendment, the affirmative 
part of it, is general legislation. 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will reserve the point of order | 


for the present. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will withdraw it for the purpose of enabling the | 


Senator to discuss it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state as to the point 
of order that the language of the rule is, that ‘‘no amendment shall be 
received to which this objection applies.’’ 
as to whether the point can now be raised after the amendment with- 
out objection or any point being reserved has been opened for debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senatorfrom Kansas did at the very opening 
of the matter reserve it. He called my attention to it as he went out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without saying whether following 
the rule rigidly a point of order made after debate has opened would 
be in time, as the Chair is inclined to be liberal on a subject of that 
kind, the point of order for the present will be reserved. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill say to the presiding officer that the Senator 
from Kansas at the beginning of this debate reserved the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That relieves the question of the 
difficulty suggested by the Chair. 

Mr. BECK. I agree that something has tobedone. While I do not 
want to vote for the House proposition, which is objectionable in many 
regards, it is not subject to a point of order. Are we to have no alter- 
native but to reject altogether the House provision and allow the pres- 
ent condition of things to remain, or vote for the House proposition, 
which is not subject to the point of order? Therefore I will say a few 
words as to the reason why the committee proposed the change. 

Much of what the Senator from North Carolina said is undoubtedly 
true as to the present condition of affairs. It is about as bad as it can 
be. But as one of the members of the Committee on Appropriations I 
thought the proposition of the House was too radical to allow all these 
small distilleries to ran without any guard, if another and a better pro- 
vision can be had. 
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| Indiana... 
The Chair has some doubt | 


| Missouri.. 
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The present law prohibits the licensing of any distillery unless it 
mashes four bushels a day. That is a prohibition just as much as for 
ten bushels, depending on what is the minimum quantity that should 
be required to be produced to bring it within the conditions of the 
public revenue. The distilling of whisky is not like the raising of 
tobacco. Whisky is not an agricultural product; tobacco is; and yet 
we do not allow a man who raises his tobacco to sell his crop to any 
one but a licensed dealer, and we impose a tax of $500 on every licensed 
tobacco dealer. We prohibit absolutely every man from becoming a 
licensed dealer in tobacco without paying that. 

So to-day the man who raises tobacco is obliged to sell his crop to 
regular wholesale dealers. That was done because it was said the rey 


| enues of the country require us to do that, and if we did not do that 
| the tobacco would be sold to Tom, Dick. and Harry, and the tax would 


be avoided altogether. Last winter we did allow the tobacco-raiser to 
sell his crop to the amount of $100 by a hard squeeze after ten or twelve 
years of struggle to give the little people who live at the head of the 
hollows an opportunity to swap for sugar the little product of their 
gardens. Beyond that the man who raises an agricultural product that 
he has as much right to raise as he has to raise wheat or corn or hay is 
because of the necessities of the revenue compelled to sell his product 
only to the wholesale dealer. 

Whisky is not of that character. The corn, the rye, the potatoes 
the wheat, or anything that is put into whisky can be put into hogs, 
can be put into cattle, can be put into many other things besides 
whisky. The limitation is fixed now at four bushels a day as the min- 
imum at which we allowa distillery to rum. Experience has shown, 
as the Senator from North Carolina has very well said, that that mini- 
mum of four bushels per day is productive of the grossest frauds; and 
it is admitted by the Revenue Department and must be known to the 
common observation of every man in the Senate that every one who 
distills less than ten bushels a day does not intend to carry on an hon- 
est business, and he can not make whisky unless he goes into partner 
ship with the storekeeper or the gauger and makes more than the min 
imum we tax him for and sells the untaxed product clandestinely, «!! 
of which demoralizes trade, breaks down the morals of the community 
makes men lawless, and causes loss to the revenue. 

Out of the thousand and odd distilleries now running the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue in areport made to us the other day, which 
I hold in my hand, gives the number of distilleries not exceeding ten 
bushels daily capacity in the following table: 


Statement of the number of registered grain distilleries not exceeding twent 
Jive bushels’ capacity in the United States during the year ended April 30, 


1884. 
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States. 


s capacity 


exceeding 


~ 
“~ 
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daily. 


Not 


Alabama . 
Arkansas.. 
California 


_ 
Ame bo 


Llinois......... 


Kansas. iedeieehntit 
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North Caralina, fourth district. sielatiain 
North Carolina, fifth district.......... 


| North Carolina, sixth district.. 


Ohio. seinen 
Pennsylvania 
South Carolina, 
Tennessee 
Texas. 
Virginia, 

West Virginia 
Wisconsin 


Total 


It will be seen that there are 104 in my own State, 294 in the sixt 
district of North Carolina, 122 in the fifth district of North Carolina 
75 in Georgia, 30 in Virginia, and so on, making a total of 782 litt! 
distilleries out of an aggregate number running to a thousand and son. 
thing that mash less than ten bushels a day, and every one of them 
running at a loss to the Government, running as a fraudulent distille: 
and no yan can run such a distillery unless he is doing it in a com! 
nation such as the Senator from North Carolina has suggested; and 
every one of these places there is a Government officer called a stor 
keeper, who is paid $3 per day, and a gauger is there, and all the ma 
chinery of collection. So it is extremely doubtful, if you can ascertain 
the facts accurately, which I have been unable to do, whether or not 
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the Government gets as much money from these distilleries under ten 
bushels a day as it pays for collecting the tax. 


Number of storekeepers and gaugers in commission in the fifth district of 
” Wordle Capoten, Diets GD, TIGE, on. <.ccsecssccccnsenssnacevessocens ecsiacensnand ' tines 2 
Number of storekeepers and gaugers under assignment in the fifth district 

of Met CRO, BOE Gy BE ie vc cce con ccesseceocecscnccsncsvesceescsscesseccsees , 54 


Number of gaugers in commission in the fifth district of North Carolina, 


April 30, Is ka naiivacoeti seseuerseeenensaenesesaesseeeesesesanenersesenseecsseeersessaneerssseecerses senses 16 
Number of storekeepers and gaugers in commission in the sixth district 

of Mortis Careline, ADP BB, TBDG......cscescessescccee senssencsccecee i ecinhe .. dal 
Number of storekeepers and gaugers under assignment in the sixth district 

of North Carolina, April 30, L554 pi-sieaaaiilisal unease Sata .. 184 
Number of gaugers in commission in the sixth district of North Carolina, 

April 30, US8AL.. cece ceeeeeeeeestecnessetseesesnsereteeeeaeeeseeesenensecenanenenes occecesaccess OM 


MEMORANDUM.—The gaugers are only assigned during the fruit season. 


On the 16th day of June I sent a note to the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue asking for information on this subject, in these words: 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue will please advise the Committee on 
Appropriations, United States Senate, as tothe numberof registered grain dis- 
tilleries in the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883, giving— 

First. The total product, the aggregate collection, and aggregate expenses of 
all those of capacity of twenty-five bushels and over. 

Second. Giving the same facts relative to those from ten to twenty-five bush- 
: Third The same from five to ten bushels. 

Fourth. The same under five bushels. 

Sixth. The same facts as to [ruit distilleries. 

Seventh. State the total number of storekeepers, gaugers, and storekeeper- 
gaugers commissioned during the year, and the largest number assigned to duty 
and receiving pay at any one time. 

That would have told us all about it, but I received a note saying it 
would take ten days todo it ; it could not be done, and the information 
never was given; so I am unable except by general guess to state what 
the result would be. I thought I had brought the answer but I picked 
up the wrong paper. Ifthat information had been given, as could have 
been done in my judgment in one day or certainly in two or surely 
long before this time, there would be no trouble in ascertaining all the 
facts we are now calling for, but it is painfully apparent that these dis- 
tilleries that are now run under ten bushels per day are paying very 
little, if anything, more than the expense of running them. 

if we can put a limitation of four bushels a day, why not of ten? 
Why shall we not say in this amendment that no collector shall au- 
thorize less than ten bushels just as we now suy by the present law he 
shall not authorize less than four? If you do that you will cut off, as 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shows by the report I hold in 
my hand, which was given to the committee the other day, seven hun- 
dred and eighty-two of these distilleries, with all their machinery, and 
you will get clear of much of the evil now complained of. 

I am one of those who believe that the most legitimate tax that can 
be collected is the tax on whisky and tobacco; and I have a table pre- 
pared by myself, which I am unable to lay my hand on at this minute, 
showing that fifteen districts in the United States pay $53,000,000 out 
of the $74,000,000 now collected; and that the total cost in those dis- 
tricts does not exceed 1} per cent., and in many of them not 1 per cent., 
while in the sixth district of North Carolina and in the eighth district 
of Kentucky and in districts in Tennessee and elsewhere the expenses 
of collection run from 18 to 45 per cent. It is true when you come to 
aggregate it all together the cost is only about 3} or 4 per cent., yet it 
is less than 2 per cent. in fifteen of the large districts, embracing the 
sixth and seventh Kentucky, the first Illinois, the fifth Iowa, and oth- 
ers whose names I can not now recall, and $54,000,000 out of $74,000,000 
is collected at a cost of less than 2 per cent., and insome of the larger 
districts at less than 1 per cent. The great expense is in the other dis- 
tricts. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to understand this matter. Suppose 
that the tax.is not imposed on these small distilleries using less than 
ten bushels to the day, would not this have the effect of inducing fraud 
by having those distilleries that consume ten, eleven, twelve, thirteen, 
or fourteen bushels a day report less than ten, and thus evade the tax 
altogether; would not that lead to fraud on the Treasury ? 

Mr. BECK. I do not know that I quite comprehend the Senator. 
Ten bushels a day is the minimum. 

_Mr. MAXEY. Suppose you make ten bushels a day the minimum. 
Under that there is no taxation. 

Mr. BECK. No; under that there is no distillery allowed. 

Mr. MAXEY. I did not understand that before. 

Mr. BECK. That is the position our committee took, that the col- 
lector shall not license such a distillery, because whenever a man runs 


less than ten bushels a day, after he pays for his grain and pays for his | 
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|} ers had simply gone into partnership with the revenue officers ; 


machinery and the expense of running it, it is apparent that he can | 


make no money. 


Mr. MAXEY. I understand the position now. 

Mr. BECK. Our position is that unless a man makes ten bushels a 
day he does not do it for legitimate purposes, and as we are collecting 
revenue from it and are obliged to protect those who are paying the 
revenue honestly, we must not allow any more frauds than we can pos- 
sibly help to come in, and thus have untaxed whisky on the market. 

Che difference between the grain distiller and the fruit distiller is this: 


he fruit season only lasts a few weeks. Extra vigilance can be exer- 


cised during those few weeks to see how much whisky is made out of | : 


XV 350 


| 75 per cent. (see Raum/’'stestimony, part 1, page 31] 
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the fruit. The men who distill from fruit generally own large orchards 
and are men of respectability, of position, standing, and property. All 
these things operate as a guard on the fruit distiller. But when you 
turn to a little grain distillery of four or five bushels a day and put no 
guard over it, that can run the whole year around, and such concerns 
are generally run by men who are not responsible, who have nothing 


; | to collect anything from, and then they are turned over to the tender 


mercies of the revenue department. There is the difficulty we saw, 


| and hence we said the present condition of things is intolerabie and we 


seck toamendit, we seek toimprove it. We do not want to strike poor 
men down, because any man, however poor he may be, who wants to 
go into that business will at least mash ten bushels a day. If he does 
not mash that much, he means not to go into the business at all to make 
money legitimately, but for the purpose of combining with the United 
States officers to commit fraud. We stopped all the small distilleries 
for many years, because for many years we required the distiller to pay 
the storekeeper $4 a day, and no man could run a ten-bushel house 
and pay the storekeeper $4 a day, and none ran. 

That was said to be hard upon the poor people, that a man making 
a thousand gallons or five thousand gallons a day at Peoria or Louis- 
ville or in portions of Indiana could afford to pay $4 a day, but the 
small distiller could not. Congress listened to that appeal on behalf of 


| the poor man and said very properly it was not well for Government 


oflicials to be paid by the men whom they watched, and the small dis- 
tillers were handicapped by having to pay $4 a day when they only 
made a small quantity, whereas the large distillers hardly felt it. 
Therefore, we changed the law and made the Government pay the 
storekeeper $4aday. That being done, little distilleries sprang up 
all over the country to take advantage, just as the Senator from North 
Carolina has stated, of that condition of things and go into partnership 
with the officers to commit frauds on the revenue. 

That having been developed to the extent it has, I do not think any- 
thing remains except to say that a man shall not go into that business 
at all unless he mashes a sufficient amount to give some reasonable 
assurance that he is going into the business honestly. 

We went as much as anything else upon the report of the Senator 
from North Carolina, which I wish he had read, and which I believe I 
will either read or hand to the Reporter with the permission of the 
Senate to be inserted as part of my remarks. Perhaps I had better do 
that to save the time of the Senate. It shows the proof, the page, the 
1ames of the witnesses verifying every fact that he stated, and quitea 
number of others. The Senate will say whether I shall read it or not. 
I believe that I will assume that I have permission to do so. But one 
part of it is worth reading 

Indeed so obvious— 

Says the Senator from North Carolina in his report— 
were the advantages to the distiller of obtaining this division with the store- 


g 
twelve bushels capacity immediately divided them into smaller ones in order 
to get more storekeepers. (See testimony of Commissioner Raum, part 1, pages 
S10, 311. 


| keeper that many who were originally running distilleries of eight, ten, and 


Then he tells how the surplus was kept, and he gives the testimony 
of numerous witnesses with the pages where the testimony can be 
found, all of which may be useful, and that is the reason why, without 
adding additional force to what he has said in that regard, I will ask 
to have this made part of my remarks: 


After many years of this vexatious state of half-warfare between the Gov- 
ernment and these hardly treated people, an amnesty was proclaimed in 1876 for 
all offenses against the revenue laws, and the Department undertook to coax 
men into the business of legal distilling. They were permitted to establish and 
operate distilleries with capacities as low as seven gallons per day ; to divide in- 
detinitely the larger into smaller ones, and storekeepers were assigned to them, 
agreeable to the distillers, often of their selection See part 2, testimony of 
Riley Talent, pages 239,240; L. A. Bristol, page 85; W. A. Clontz, page 3 Un- 
der this arrangement great changes took place throughout the State. More 
than 1,400 licensed distilleries were registered by 1881, at least eight hundred 
of which were in the sixth district. 

Phe distillers at once became the favorites of the Government, and were 
treated with the utmost consideration ‘Blockading”’ went out of fashion, and 
is now comparatively abandoned. Butthe public dislike to the system contin- 
ued and continues unabated. The suspicion went abroad that the illicit distill- 
and reflecting 
men believed that public demoralization was greater even than under the pre 
vious régime. Liow well founded this belief was will be seen by the disclosures 
made by the testimony herewith submitted 

rhe number of officers was increased indefinitely. From year to year they 
grew larger, until in ISS] there were on duty, as shown by the official records, 
427, besides those who held commissions, but who were not assigned to duty 
amounting to probably halfas many more. At no time since 1880 could there 
have been less than 600 men connected with the service in that single district 
The expenses of collection of course kept pace with this increase of officials 
until I88S1, when they reached the sum of $268,324, being over 54 per cent. of the 
collections, which amounted to 499,455. When to this is added the cost of all 

dings paid under another head, the amount of which the committ 
Was not able to obtain, the cost of collection forthat year would not be far from 
The testimony taken was 
venue officials themselves, or distillers, and of course was 
‘ss to some extent of official displeasure of their superiors 
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tency, and fraud, sufficient to call for dr ation or the entire abolit 
of the system as applied to small distilleries \ reference to some of the more 
salient things will furnish an idea of the manner in which the revenue laws are 
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keeper with a commission in his pocket would have no assignment, and was 
therefore carning nothing; he would propose to a neighbor that if he would 
start adistillery and have him assigned as storekeeper he would give him half 
his pay, either in cash oras board. As it would not take more than from $100 
to $200 to staw a four-bushel distillery, this was often done. (See testimony of 
W.G. Bogle, part 1, page 2; 
page 20; A. D. Cowles, pages 11 and 12; Thomas Templeton, pages 32 and 33; 
4. H. Brooks, pages 131 and 135; Tyre Glenn, page 124; T. K. Bruner, pages 
212, 213, and 214; J.T. McIntosh, page 164; A. T. Davidson, page 428; A.C. 
Avery, page 444. Part 2: W. B. McDowell, pages 5and 6; J.H. Craig, pages 28 
and W.K.Gibbs, page 34; J. M. Howard. pages 41, 42, 43,44,and 45; P. M. 
Mull, pages 132,155, 136, 137, 138, and 145; Terrill Hudson, page 216; N. L. 
Chapman, page 242; J. 
sour, pages 362 H 
Stroup, pages 390 and 891 

This may be considered as the foundation of all the other fraudulent practices. 
When a distillery was in operation the distiller would often demand of the store- 


163 H. Martin, page 400; R. O. Costner, page 432; A. A. 


keeper part of his pay, and would threaten to suspend business if the demand | 


was refused; for he could suspend at any time without serious inconvenience, 
and, in fact, often did suspend, in which case the storekeeper’s pay ceased also. 
See testimony, part 1, of J.T. McIntosh, page 164; T. K. Bruner, pages 213 and 
214. Part 2, W.B. McDowell, pages 5 and 6; J. H. Craig, page 28; W.K. Gibbs, 
page 34; J. 1. Howard, page 42; J. A. Pasour, page 280; Rufus Dobson, page 
300; W.F. Hoiland, page 300; H. H. Martin, page 400; P. W. Jenkins, pages 412 
and 413.) 

Both distiller and storekeeper being thus guilty of violation of law, they were 


mutually in each other's power, and the door was opened for numberless | 


frauds. Prominent among these were that in many cases the storekeepers and 
distillers kept no books, or none sufficient; that storekeepers did not weigh or 


measure the meal or grain used by the distillers, but permitted the latter to | 


help themselves, and to *‘ mash in” falsely by every conceivable method. 


See 
testimony, part 2, of J. A. Pasour, page 279; W. E. Smith, pages 284, 287, 


288; J. 


A. Tritt, pages 200 and 295; Rufus Dobson, pages 301, 302, 303; C. Pasour, pages | 


363, 365, 366; A.Cloninger, pages 370, 373, 
A. Stroup, page 359; 
406 

Agent after agent reported their belief of these abuses, and urged that asa 
remedy the storekeepers should be changed every sixty days. The supervisor 
of that State did once so order, but after the abolition of those officers the old 
abuse was returned to and renewed with thrift and vigor. 
1, report of Revenue Agent Tracie, pages 500 to 506, inclusive ; 
L. Cook, part 1, pages 456 and 460. 


aid; 


J. A. Shrum, pages 382, 383; A. 


Another fraud that inevitably followed this guilty partnership was, that after | 


the minimum quantity of whisky permitted by law from a bushel of grain was 
drawn off and put in the warehouse for taxation, the surplus beyond the mini- 
mum was left to the distiller untax-paid. (See testimony, part 1, report of Rev- 
enue Agent Tracie, page 502. Part 2: J. H. Craig, pages 28 and 29; J. A. Pasour, 
pages 278, 279, and 284; W. E. Smith, p 
son, pages 301, 302; C. Pasour, pages 362, 366; A. Cloninger, pages 371, 372, 380; 
J. A. Shrum, pages 383, 384; A. A. Stroup, page 389; H. H. Martin, pages 400, 
4; and M. H. Costner, pages 406 and 409 


This minimum wastwo gallonstothe bushel. Under ordinary circumstances, 


and with honest *‘ mashing in,’ from two and a half to three gallons was the | 


usual product; but under the dishonest methods of ** mashing" the surplus often 
exceeded the minimum capacity. 
distillery, the capacity of which was assessed at forty-eight gallons per week, he 
frequently made one hundred gallons, of which fifty-two paid no tax. 
timony of W. E. Smith, part 2, page 285.) Another, thatata distillery the capacity 
of which wasseventy gallons per week he made one hundred and thirty gallons, 
sixty gallons of which paid no tax. 
oxo 

division with the storekeeper that many who were originally running distill- 
eries of eight, ten, and twelve bushels capacity immediately divided them into 
smaller ones in order to get more storekeepers. 
sioner Raum, part 1, pages 310, 311.) 

This surplus and untaxed spirits was not only sold privately in the neighbor- 
hoed, but was shipped aed in large quantities in kegs of less than five gal- 
lons, which did not require a stamp. (See testimony of J. H. Craig, part 2, 
pages 28, 29.) 


Craig, a man of standing in the county of Gaston, North Carolina, and found 
in part 2, page 29, shows: 


Q. Have you any opinion as to the amount of whisky made in Gaston county | 


that pays no tax? 

A. My opinion is there is at least one-third of it. 

Q. That pays no tax? 

4. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is there as much now, in your opinion, as there was when blockading was 
more common’? 

A. As much unbranded? 

Q. Yes. 

A. I think a great deal more. 

Q. Than when blockaders were in full swing? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Is thatopinion of yours sustained by other men of judgment there ? 

A. | have heard different men express themselves that way. 

Q. Men who are competent to know? 

A. Ithink so. I haye heard of men expressing themselves, who were in it be- 
fore and then went in according to law, that this is much the best way; they 
did not have the fear of being pulled about in the old way ; ** they thought they 
knew it before, but did not know it right.” 


That is my honest opinion. 


Q. The opinion is this: that there is more untaxed-paid whisky made in your | 


county than there was before the introduction of small stills ? 

A. Ihave heard men who ought to be cognizant of it say there is a great deal 
more whisky made, and more sold without any tax, than before they went at it 
according to law. 

So also distillers were frequently permitted to carry the keys of the store- 
keepers, andany number of them procured possession, by one means or another, 
of the keys of the storekeepers and had them counterfeited, by which means 
they had at‘all times access to the cistern-rooms and warehouses of their dis- 
tilleries. 
27, 39, 31; J. A. Pasour, pages 279, 283; W. E. 
2; C. Pasour, page 362; A. Cloninger, page 373; A. Rhyne, page 305; A. A 
Stroup, page 389; M. H. Costner, page 406; R. O. Costner, page 432.) 
scarcely a distillery in the district was prepared as required by law, thus in- 
creasing the opportunity for fraud indefinitely. 
agents, James W. Ballard, page 499; T. C. Tracie, pages 500 to 506; J. E. Hether- 
ington, page 538; E. Latham, pages 45, 546, 547; H. B. Burgh, 54, 555, 556.) 


We are driven either to permit the present condition of things to 
remain or to adopt some modification. 


some of us vote for the House provision as better than the present con- 
dition, rather than submit to going on as we are now. 


J.C. Barkley, pages 16 and 18; M. C. Williams, | 


A. Pasour, page 280; Rufus Dobson, page 304; C. Pa- | 


li. H. Martin, pages 400 and 403; M.H. Costner, page | 


(See evidence, part | 
testimony of C, | 


ge 285; J. A. Tritt, page 291; Rufus Dob- 


One distiller swore in particular that at his | 


(See tes- | 


See testimony of J. Pasour, part 2, page | 
Indeed, so obvious were the advantages to the distiller of obtaining this | 


(See testimony of Commis- | 


In one county in which there were some forty or fifty registered | 
distilleries, the opinion of intelligent men was that not more than two-thirds | 
of the whisky paid tax, as the following extract from the testimony of J. H. | 


See part 2, testimony of Joseph Huffman, page 22; J. H. Craig, pages | 
Smith, page 286; J. A. Tritt, page | 


That | 


(See reports, part 1, of revenue | 


The point of order may make | 
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Another evil which the Senator from North Carolina referred to is an 
intolerable one, the commissioning a large number of men and holding 
them in the service of the Government when they are not employed 
and not expected to be employed, and not needed and not pretended to 
| be needed. That we remedy in the Senate amendment by saying they 

shall not have more than 15 per cent. above those actually needed. 
| Some percentage will be necessary. Why? Because when a distillery 
is running to its full capacity, making 5,000 gallons a day with a fuil 
| force, they may reduce it down to 2,000. The distiller may give no- 
tice at a moment’s warning that he will resume working to his full 
capacity again, because he gauges his production by what he can sell. 
| Some man may be incompetent, some man may be a drunkard, some 
storekeeper may be sick, and therefore some margin must be given. 
While I thought 10 per cent. would perhaps be enough, the Commis- 
sioner thought it should be 15 per cent., and we allowed 15; but in his 
communication sent to us on the 13th of June the Commissioner shows 
| that he had in the fifth district of North Carolina one hundred and four 
| men in commission and only fifty-four under assignment; that he had 
in the sixth district of North Carolina three hundred and twenty-one 
| men under commission and only one hundred and eighty-four assigned. 
| What is the meaning of that? He commissions double and in many 
instances treble the number of men he wants or ever will or can need, 
| and he does this: He will give one man employment for three months, 
| another for two months, a third for three months, a fourth for three 
months. One hundred and eight dollars a month for three months 
would be $324 which he pays to these men. It is more than they can 
make for a year’s services in the mountain part of North Carolina and 
other States, and they are glad to get it, and all are party hacks, and 
they are made to contribute to the collector for campaign expenses. 
He has four men in commission where but one is needed, and is divid- 
ing up with them four times a year, making four men do one man’s 
work, keeping them in commission when he never intends to have them 
| employed or only a part of the time, and then to have their services for 
| political purposes. This was the condition developed beyond all doubt. 
It ought not to exist. 

There is, as I have said, no more legitimate tax than the tax on 
whisky and tobacco. The people do not complain of it. They would 
rather pay tax on their whisky and tobacco than they would on their 
| shoes, stockings, clothes, sugar, and the necessaries of life. But they 
complain of the way in which this law is administered, that under pre- 
tense of collecting the tax in these mountain districts there are hun- 
dreds of men kept in commission and paid out of the Treasury of th 
United States who do nothing for the pay they are receiving, who are 
aggravating the whole community. 

The ten-bushel houses, of which as I said there are according to the 
Commissioner’s own statement 782 out of a total number running of not 
less than 1,100, require the machinery to be kept up, the mode of col- 
lecting bringing the whole internal-revenue system into disrepute and 
| making men clamor for a total abolition of the whole system, to get 
| clear of the tax on whisky and tobacco when it is not the tax they are 
| seeking to get clear of, but the system under which it is collected, and 
the abuses of that system as now carried on. 

Here is an honest effort on the part of the House, and I think a more 
intelligent one on the part of the Senate committee, to correct these 
abuses and to show that a system which from distilled spirits produces 
$74,000,000 a year, every dollar of which goes into the Treasury of the 
United States—deducting less than 2 per cent. for collection, which 
would be the amount if these ten-bushel distilleries were all removed— 
is the best tax that can be imposed on a people. But if we are to pay 
$190,000 in the sixth district of North Carolina, if we are to pay from 
fifty to sixty thousand dollars in other districts where there is hardly 
that much revenue collected, and we know that that is used for corrup- 
tion purposes, it disgusts the people with the entire system and makes 
them clamor for the abolition of it all because they feel the abuses with- 
out knowing how easily the tax could be collected under a decently 
fair system. 

I suppose if the point of order is made it will be made not in the in- 
| terest of economy, not in the interest of revenue, not in the interest ot 
| good government, but in the interest of the worst set of political oum- 


| mers that ever were held together under any system. The point may 
be made and the Chair may be compelled to sustain it, and the system 
may have to go on, and perhaps it will. But there is one provision in 
the House clause that can not go out on a point of order, and I hope it 
will be maintained, and that is this: 

Provided, That special warehouses may be established by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in which he may cause to be deposited the product of any number of 
said distilleries, to be designated by him by his order, and in which any of said 
distillers may deposit his product, and when so deposited shall be subject to al! 
the laws and regulations as to bonds, tax, removal, and otherwise as is now pro- 
vided by law for other warehouses, 

Under the present system the Commissioner has the right to allow 
ten gallons of whisky to remain in a distillery warehouse and pay a 
| man three or four dollars a day for watching it. That distiller has a 
| right, if the Commissioner of Internal Revenue does not order it away, 
to have it remain there three years and he will pay four times the 
| amount toa man to sit and watch ten gallons of whisky in a ware- 
| house than the tax on the whisky ameunts to, and under the present 








Bere ote 


CT i eal eae 


telat i 


ER TROS 


RL AR 


3 
id 











1884. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 5587 


nn en ee EEE aE EIT Inna nnn Rn En EDR RERERDERE eee 


law heis compelled if there are fifty barrels remaining in warehouse 
to allow it to remain there for the whole three years if the distiller 
sees fit to have it kept there, and he can not help himself. . 

What is the result of that? I have made that calculation. Unless 
it is reduced to 2,000 gallons, even the Commissioner can not send it 
to another warehouse. It may be in a log warehouse, it may be ina 
place that can be set on fire, if it is burned or destroyed the Govern- 
ment gets no tax; if it is stolen it gets nothing, and there are plenty 
of places where there will be found water instead of whisky in the bar- 
rels in warehouse in the mountain districts. But if a man makes 2,000 
gallons or fifty barrels in six months and stops and reports no more, 
says ‘I will not make more, but hold that fifty barrels,”’ he must have a 
storekeeper at three or four dollars a day, as the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue sees fit to allow him, to stay in that warehouse until 
three years expire, when he is obliged to take it out; and what is the re- 
sult? The total tax upon that fifty barrels of forty gallons to the barrel, 
making 2,000 gallons, at 90 cents, is $1,800. The leakage for three 
years is a discount of 15 per cent. The net amount received by the 
Government would be $1,530. At $4a day for a man to sit and watch 
it the Government would pay out $3,650, or $2,120 more than the tax 
received. Under the present law as it stands the distiller has the right 
to keep it there, and to have that storekeeper paid $4 a day to sit and 
watch it for two years and six months after he closes his distillery, as- 
suming that he makes fifty barrels the first six months. The House 
savs that is an outrage, and I say it is an outrage. No law ought to 
permit it. 

When we allow whisky to be taken in bond for export to be carried 
from place to place over the country and delivered to mechanical and 
scientific institutions, allow it to be carried from one distillery ware- 
house to another if the Commissioner of Internal Revenue does not 
think it is in a safe warehouse, what risk can there be in carrying the 
product of twenty or thirty or forty small distilleries, watched by forty 
storekeepers at three or four dollars a day each, to a fire-proof ware- 
house on some railroad at acounty seat convenient for it to be shipped, 
in a place where it is not liable to be destroyed by fire and the Govern- 
ment tax lost, where a single storekeeper can watch the product of all, 
instead of keeping forty storekeepers to watch forty little log ware- 
houses? What harm, I ask, can come trom that? The House proposes 
to do that. 

Two years ago the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Mr. Raum, 
prepared a bill and sent it to the Senate, and the Senate passed it au- 
thorizing that to be done, and he accompanied his recommendation 
with a letter which I hope I can find. I did not expect to debate this 
matter and I did not bring all the papers I otherwise would have done, 
but I have that. Commissioner Raum said to Congress, accompanying 
the bill he sent authorizing these warehouses: 

The establishment and use of special bonded warehouses, as provided for in 
the second and other sections of the bill, is a feature which I think can properly 
be looked upon with favor. These warehouses would no doubt be established 
by men of means and business standing, at important points of trade, where 
transportation would be easy, and would be constructed as nearly as possible 
tire-proof. To these warehouses would be sent, by direction of the Commis- 
sioner, under section 3272, United States Revised Statutes, the spirits in ware- 
houses which were deemed insecure, and, under the provisions of the present 


bill the spirits in warehouses where the distilleries had been suspended for a 
year and upward. 


It ought to be fora month or a portion of it. 


To them would also be taken, on the application of the distiller, the spirits 
produced at small establishments, remote from railroad or other important lines 
of transportation, to the greatadvantage of the small manufacturers, who would 
thus be enabled to insure their goods at low rates, to obtain loans upon their 
warchouse receipts without difficulty, and to deliver their goods, when sold, to 
their customers without unnecessary delay in transportation. These ware- 
houses would be under the control of the collectors and in the custody of store- 
keepers, and in my opinion the interests of the Government, as wellas the con- 
venience of the trade, would be promoted by their establishment. 

_ In conclusion I will state that, in my opinion, the provisions of the bill extend- 
ing the bonded period, allowing leakage, and authorizing the establishment of 
bonded warehouses, are judicious, and will work beneficially to the Govern- 
ment, the manufacturers, and the trade, and I think that the proposition of an 
annual warehouse bond isa good one. The proposed reduction of the penal 
sum of the warehousing bonds may be considered as endangering the inter- 
ests of the Government. I venture the opinion that if Congress in its wisdom 


sees fit to adopt this branch of the bill it can be administered so as to protect 
the interests of the Government. 


I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 


_If nothing else is done, that ought to be done. It would pay the 
Government hundreds of thousands of dollars, and save the paymentof 
hundreds of useless employés who are now, under pretense of watching 
little log-warehouse distilleries, getting $3 or $4. day, when one intelli- 
gent man at one concentrated warehouse would guard the interest of 
the honest distiller and the interest of the Government, and, as Mr. 
Raum says, to the advantage of all. 

I do not believe the point of order ought to be raised against the 
amendment of the Senate committee. Ido not believe the House bill 
as It came to us ought to be adopted, if it can be helped, abolishing 
all supervision over small distilleries. I do not believe that any dis- 
tillery of a capacity under ten bushels is open with the intention of 
being honestly conducted; and I believe particularly that the special 
warehouses recommended by the House ought to be adopted, as the 
former Commissioner said, and as I believe the present Commissioner 
agrees with him, would be for the interest of all concerned. 








Mr. ALLISON. I ask leave at this time to offera resolution in order 
that it may be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent to offer a resolution at this time. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection to its being received. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That during the remainder of the present session of the Senate it 
shall be in order to move at anytime that debate on any amendment or all 
amendments to any appropriation bill then before the Senate be limited to five 
minutes for each Senator, and that no Senator shall speak more than once on 
the same amendment in formorsubstance. The question on such motions shall 
be determined without debate. 

Mr. BECK. I object to the consideration of that now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not propose to consideritnow. I merely offer 
it. I will say to the Senator from Kentucky that it has been usual, I 
believe, at the close of every session to have such an order. 

Mr. BECK. We have the sundry-civil bill yet to consider, and no 
man can tell what is in it or what may be offered to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The order does not apply to this bill unless the 
Senate adopt it. There is no order now by which we can have a five- 
minute debate on any amendment, as I understand. This is merely to 
autherize a five-minute rule on an amendment or on a whole bill. 

The PRESIDENT, pro te mpore. The resolution has been received. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the resolution intended to apply to the considera- 
tion of this bill ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not apply to it now. If the Senator from 
Kentucky will examine this resolution he will see that there is no 
harm in it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Zo over. 

The Chair understood the Senatorfrom Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to say 
that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] had raised a point of 
order when the pending amendment was read. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kansas did raise the point of 
order at that time; and I desire to say one thing with reference to this 
point of order. Of course I do not know what the rule ought to be, 
but merely desire to make a suggestion to the Chair. 

The House of Representatives sent to us a provision relating to the 
regulation of small distilleries. The Senate Committee on Appropria- 
tions believe that that is an unwise provision, aside from the question 
of legislation on appropriation bills, and therefore they have inserted 
in lieu of that, provision another which they believe will be more ef- 
fectual to accomplish any just object that ought to be accomplished with 
reference to this question. That is all I desire to say on that point 
Ours is an amendment to a House amendment, and if it is to be ruled 
that no amendment to a House amendment can be presented here, then 
of course we are in a box, compelled to assent to whatever the House 
sends to us or to reject it absolutely. We have no power of revision or 
amendment over the House provision. 

I merely call the attention of the Senate to this situation without ex- 
pressing any opinion as to what the just rule ought to be. 

Mr. PLATT. It is hardly an amendment to a House amendment. 
It is an amendment to the bill which the House sends to us. I suppose 
that is what the Senator meant to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT. I find thatin the appropriation bills which have come 
over from the House, there is quite a considerable amount of general 
legislation, and I think we ought tostrike it out in almostall instances, 
not only in this bill, bat in other bills which have come tous. I do 
not wish the Senate to put itself in the position of trying to ingraft 
any legislation upon a general appropriation bill. I believe it better 
that we should strike out what comes to us from the House. I do not 
know anything about the point of order; but if the point of order lies 
upon this, I hope it will be insisted upon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg to be indulged in saying a very few words, 
as I should like to get a vote on this amendment this evening. I de- 
sire to say a word in response to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
who is not in his seat at this moment, in regard to the amendment 
proposed by the Senate Committee on Appropriations and the public 
policy of that amendment. 

The Senator from Ohio says that it is not wise for us to prohibit in 
any way any legitimate business or occupation in this country. That 
as a general rule, perhaps, is a sound one; but we have done that thing 
over and over again. Many years ago, you will remember, we passed 
a law taxing State banks 10 per cent. on their circulation. What was 
that but prohibition? And on this very question of distilled spirits, 
in 1868, when the principal tax law in regard thereto was passed, there 
was a practical prohibition of all small distilleries. Prior to the passage 
of the law of 1868 we had a tax of $2 a gallon upon distilled spirits and 
a revenue from that source of $14,000,000 perammum. Every one knew 
that there was fraud without limitation in the distillation of whisky 
and in the management of that tax. So the law of 1868 undertook to 
put around the whisky business such restrictions and limitations as 
would enabie this Government to realize a large revenue from distilled 
spirits, while the tax was reduced from $2 to 50 cents a gallon, and 
other indirect taxes were imposed, making it amount to 60 cents on the 
gallon,-and a tax was placed on every still of $2 a day, whether that 
distillery ran or did not run, and every distillery that did run was 


The resolution will be printed and 
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bound to have a storekeeper by the side of that distillery, who was 
authorized to be paid either $4 or $5 per day. That was paid out of 
the Treasury of the United States in the first instance, but the distiller 
himself was bound to reimburse the Government of the United States 
for the cost of that storekeeper 

So, then, although there was no direct prohibition in the law of 1868, 
as amended in 1869 there was a complete and absolute prohibition 
against all small distilleries, and by gradual changes in the law these 
restrictions and limitations were uncovered from time to time. The 
distillers who were compelled to pay storekeepers were relieved from 
that payment in 1872, so that the Government of the United States 
paid directly out of the Treasury all the cost of storekeepers; but 
there has never been a time, and I want to call the attention of the 
Senator from North Carolina to this fact, since 1868 and since the great 
frauds were perpetrated upon the Government with reference to dis- 
tilled spirits that any committee of either House of Congress was will- 


ing to leave a distillery, whether small or great, without the presence | 


of a storekeeper, whose duty it should be to guard and protect the Gov- 
ernment at that distillery, and see from day to day and from hour to 
hour what the distiller was doing. That has been the uniform rule. 

Mr. VANCE. Do not the fruit distillers distill now without a store- 
keeper standing by to see what they are doing? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly they do; and the very law of 1868 
which I described a moment ago exempted distillers of fruit brandy, 
whether made from apples, peaches, or grapes, from the operation of 
that law. Why was thatdone? It was done because everybody knew 


that the distillation of fruit must be in the very nature of things a tem-* 


porary matter. For instance, ifa man distills brandy from peaches, how 
long can he distill in any neighborhood brandy from peaches? 

not be done, in the nature of things, beyond two or three weeks. 
apples; so of grapes. 


So of 
The season regulates that; and during the season 
of distillation for grapes or peaches of course there is a surveillance over 
these distilleries, and then they go out of existence until the fruit crop 
comes inagain. AmTrightin that? The Senator has such distilleries 
in his State. 

Mr. VANCE. Itseems to me the shorter time the distiller would have 
to run the greater would be hisexertion to commit all the fraud he could 
while he was running. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very likely. 

Mr. VANCE. I can not see why he should not commit as much 
fraud pro tanto while he was running two or three months distilling 
fruit as while running all the year round distilling grain. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the Senator from his standpoint may 
think that pro tanto there is as much fraud, and I am sorry to say that 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue rather agrees with him in the 
statement that there is a great deal of fraud in the distillation of brandy 
from fruit, although the season is necessarily short. 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator, I hope, will do me and the distillers of 
brandy and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue the justice to say 
that there is not near the complaint of the fruit-brandy distillers that 
there is of the grain distillers. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true, of course. That is true everywhere, 
in the nature of things. The distillation of brandy from fruits must 
be in a degree an open distillation. You can not conceal the transpor- 
tation of these heavy products from the orchard to the distillery, and, 
as I said before, the season is brief. 

I have some sympathy with the Senator from North Carolina in his 
hostility to the internal-revenue laws as applied to distilled spirits. I 
would regret exceedingly to be compelled to stand upon this floor and 
admit for my constituents what the Senator from North Carolina ad- 
mits in reference to his constituents, and I regret to say that nearly all 
the troubles we have had with regard to these small distilleries came 
trom North Carolina. 


beginning of this law frauds without number and almost without limit. 
Men have been murdered by the fifties in attempting to enforce the law 
in the fifth and sixth districts of North Carolina, and I have before me 
the report of the Senator trom North Carolina, made by himself less 
than two years ago, in which he discloses a most melancholy and dis- 
graceful tale in reference to the distillers in North Carolina, and they 
are notsmall innumber. There are to-day in the sixth district of North 


Carolina alone, I believe, over six hundred distillers who distill from | 


grain and distill less than ten bushels per day to the distillery. I want 
to ask the Senator why it is that in the mountains of North Carolina, 
where corn naturally can not grow as it must grow upon the plains of 


lowa and of Indiana and the other States of this Union, it has become | 


so immensely profitable for men to plant ten-bushel or four-bushel or 
six-bushel distilleries? It is, in the very nature of things, a fraud upon 
the revenue, and it is known to be a fraud upon the revenue. 
I admit that there may be officers there who are implicated _in the fraud, 


it is none the less a frayd on the part of the people of those districts | 


who are in connivance with the officers of the Government by which 
they defraud the tax-payers of this country of their lawful revenue. 


Mr. President, as is stated in this very report, these men in North 


Carolina to-day are distilling by a compromise with the Government, 
and the very terms of the compromise—and I am sorry the Senator from 


It can | 


Why, Mr. President, it is a notorious fact that | 
in the sixth district of North Carolina there have been from the very | 


While | 


| Ohio is not here—were in one sense a fraud on the distillers of the whole 
country outside of North Carolina. It is a well-known fact that grain 
distillers can distill from each bushel of grain three gallons of whisky: 
and yet for the purpose of compromising with these moonshiners jn 
North Carolina the Commissioner of Internal Revenue authorized sur- 
veys to be made whereby the distilleries in North Carolina should be con 
fined to two gallons per bushel, and that is the rule in that State, I am 
told, to thisday; and the Senator from North Carolina says that although 
| the surveys authorized two gallons per bushel these men actually manu 
factured three gallons per bushel. And yet the Senator from North Car- 
olina in his State proposes to throw open the doors and throw down thx 
bars and let these people in North Carolina manufacture distilled Spirits 
to the utmost extent without any surveillance whatever, as provided in 
the thirty-fifth title of our United States laws. If we could confine 
that clause to those two districts I do not know whether I should not 
be willing to get rid of North Carolina once and for all in that regard 

But while we are doing this we are opening a trap-way whereby 
$74,000,000 of taxes, which last year were collected from distilled spir 
its, will be gradually melted away in the fraudulent distilleries that 
will not only then exist in North Carolina but in every State of this 
Union, because if a man without restriction and limitation of the law 
can establish a distillery in North Carolina of ten bushels per day at a 
cost of $150, I do not believe the people of the other States of the Union 
are so virtuous that they will not imitate the bad example. 

Then, instead of having this particular wrong which is so depicted and 
described by the Senator from North Carolina, in those two districts 
alone, weshould have this fraud and wrong spread over the entire Union: 
and instead of collecting the $74,000,000 which we now collect from 
distilled spirits and pay into the Treasury, we should haveit gradual], 
wasted away until we found ourselves in the condition we were in in 
1868, when with a nominal tax of $2 a gallon we only collected 
$14,000,000 per annum. That is the thing that the Senator from 
North Carolina and this House provision invite us to. If the Senate 
are disposed thus to open the door to fraud, not only in the fifth and 
sixth districts of North Carolina, but throughout the United States 
then they will keep the provision sent to us by the House of Represent 
atives where it is. 

Mr. President, I do not care to occupy time with reference to the 
amendment. I only state what will be the result of the adoption ot 
the House provision, and in this I may say that the committee concurs, 
so far as I know, without a dissenting voice, and for that reason I an- 
tagonize it with a proposition stringent in its nature with reference to 
the small distilleries. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa says he would 
be very sorry to say of his people what I have said of mine. 
sponsible to the people whom I represent for what I havesaid. In my 
report made to the Senate two years ago I spoke advisedly. I spoke 
advisedly to-day; and I had reference to that portion of our people 
only who were capable of being corrupted by the officials of the Repub 
lican party representing the Government of the United States. I an 
sorry and ashamed to say that there are any there at all who could 
thus be corrupted, but it is so, sir. The frauds to which I adverted in 
my report, and to which I alluded to-day, were perpetrated by the co1 
rupting influences and teachings of the agents of the party of the Sen 
ator. Those corrupt agents are the ones that we desire to get rid ot 

It is not the tax that we object to, as was well and truthfully said 
by the Senator from Kentucky. We care nothing about the tax. A 
reasonable tax on whisky and tobacco is a proper and legitimate one 
I know of no subject of taxation more proper than those. But it is tl: 
system that we object to. It is the corrupt and corrupting horde 0! 
oftice-holders, who are maintained upon us like the Egyptian locusts 
of the Republican party to the injury of our people. It is not for th: 
purpose of opening the door to any further frauds that we desire this 
relief; it is for the purpose of closing the door against the power and the 
administration of those frauds by the agents of the Government which 
| the party of the Senator sends down upon us. That is what we object 
to, sir; for if there was any man desirous of committing fraud in North 
Carolina or anywhere else he could find no safer means of indulging in 
that propensity than by taking into partnership such men as represen! 
the Government in the State of North Carolina. 

Those men, I wish the Senator to understand, as I have no doubt he 
does, constitute the leaders of his party in my State. They are the 
men with whom he associates when he meets in national convention 
They are the men to whom he looks for advice and counsel whenseek 
ing how to carry the elections in my part of the country. They are 
** hail fellows, well met,’’ and I am sorry that he does not take mor 
| pains to defend them than he has done here to-day. Iam sure that if | 
| employed a set of fraudulent office-holders to stand by my party as those 


I am re 


| do by his, I should have the manliness to say some word of justitica 
| tion in their behalf, and would not absolutely surrender them to the ten 
de. mercies of the enemy when the pinch comes, as he has done 
would not accept their iniquity and deny them, as he does. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. VANCE. Sir, this matter cannot be plainer. The true secret 
is that gentlemen on that side do not want to spare their political allies 
in the coming election. That is where the shoe pinches. So long as 
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| 
they can be made useful as political bummers to override the senti- 
ment of the decent people of North Carolina, so long do I expect tosee 
them maintained in full power and authority; and report after report, 
hy committee after committee, might be made to the Senate piling up | 
the grievances of their practices mountain high, and it would have no 
etlect. : 

\s I said before, we have no desire to escape the taxes except in the 
event that we can escape this army of officers in no other way. Then | 
we desire to burn the whole barn for the sake of getting rid of the rats. 
That is the position that the people of North Carolina occupy in rela- 
tion to it. 

Now, the House of Representatives has sent to us a bill providing a 
means of getting rid, not of all, but of the greater number of the use- 
less portion of these corrupt men. When I say that, I want to speak 
within limits. They are not all corrupt, though great portions of them 
are politically. I say the House of Representatives has sent us this 
provision, showing us the way by which we can get rid of these men 
without doing any damage to the Treasury of the United States. | 
think that all persons who are sincerely desirous of reforming the serv- | 
ice of the country and wiping out any scandalous corruptions that ex- 
ist ought to take the provision that came to us from the House or give 
us something better. 

lo crush out all small distilleries, as I said in my first remarks, I do 
not think would be right or just toward men who are not able to run 
larger distilleries. It would be one way, it is true, but I do not think 
it is the proper and honest way to face a great political evil like this; 
but the way is to shut the door in the face of these officers who thus 
abuse the powers of the Government, and cut off the source of corrup- 
tion in that manner. 

Why it is that a man should be treated as a scoundrel necessarily 
who undertakes to distill grain I never could understand. There ar 
no other people in this Government who are required to be watched by 
a Government spy all the time in all their transactions in order to col- 
lect the taxes from them. The men who distill fruit are not so required 
to be watched. They are treated as though they could be trusted, and 
pay their taxes as other honest men, and the amount that they owe 
may be rendered upon oath, as all other men who pay taxes to the Gov- 
ernment do, I believe, without exception. But whenever a man un- 
dertakes todistill grain he is henceforth treated as a scoundrel, and an- 
other scoundrel is paid to sit down and watch him. That is the way 
the whole thing runs in the State of North Carolina and everywhere 
else that these small distilleries prevail. 

\s to the amount of fraud perpetrated down there I claim that in the 
aggregate it is very small. In the number of instances it may be great, 
but more fraud can be perpetrated and has been perpetrated in one great 
distillery in the Northwest at one single venture than has been perpe- 
trated in all the time since the United States imposed the internal-rev- 
enue law upon the Southern country by the small distillers in that 
country. They do things on a big scale in that part of the country. 
In the South it is different. I take occasion to say that even those of 
our people there who combined with the officers of the Government are 
no worse than the people are anywhere else. They are no better and 
no worse. I have no other apology or explanation to make with regard 
to the charges that I made in my report against those who combined 
with the Government officers in North Carolina. 

We want some redress, sir. We must have some redress from the 
iniquities and the disturbances and the outrages that are perpetrated 
upon the people in my State and in various portions of the mountain 
country of the South. The Government of the United States does not 
need this little revenue. 
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I have every reason to believe, and I do believe, and I so assert, that 
if men are treated as though they were to be trusted they will prove 
more worthy of that confidence than if they are surrounded by paid 
spies and intormers all the time. I believe that if they were treated 
as though they were honest men they would show, all of them, more of 
honest respect for the Government than they do under this espionage. 
I believe that there would be no more frauds perpetrated by the small 
grain distillers of the South and of the mountainous regions of this 
country than there is now perpetrated, or has been perpetrated, by the 
fruit distillers; and the Senator acknowledged that there was very little 
complaint of any fraud committed by the fruit distillers in this country. 
There is no reason why there should be. There is no reason or logic 
in the assertion that one occupation is not quite as reputable as the 
other. There is no reason in morals or in logic why the distiller of 
eTain, rye or wheat, as the case may be, should be more dishonest than 
one who distills apples, peaches, or grapes; and the fact that the season 
is not so long for the distillation does not touch the general principle 
asserted. It only seems to me, as I interpolated into the remarks of 
the Senator, that if a dishonest man intended to perpetrate fraud and 
only had a short season in which to doit, he would hasten all the more 
his action in respect to that fraud. 

Now, sir, the Senate can and will do as it pleases about this matter 
I have had a great interest for many vears in trying to redress the 
grievances of my people. I have beey trying to wipe out this scandal 
upon our political system which grows out of the system of internal- 
revenue taxation in my part of the country. I have tried to do it 
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| on this question. 


| as my remarks may be of some little length, not to make them this 
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earnestly, and I want to see the record made up. I want to see those 
who are in favor of doing something for that to say so; and I want to 
see those who are in favor of continuing that army of officers upon the 
people of this country for the production of little or no revenue, but 


| for political purposes only, who are retained and paid out of the Treas- 
| ury—I want to see them say so upon the record; and then if there is 


no redress to be granted, the people of my part of the country will 
know who is to blame for it. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I should like to make some remarks 
We came here, however, at 11 o’clock this morning: 
the weather is excessively hot; it is now 6 o’clock. I should prefer, 
evening, and I ask the chairman of the committee whesher he is will- 
ing to agree to an adjournment ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will consent to an adjournment now. 

Mr. BROWN. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m 
the Senate ad;ourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, June 25, 1884. 


The House met at 11 0’ clock a. m. 
Washington, D. C. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 


Prayer by Rev. A. F. STEELE, of 


FRENCH AND AMERICAN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed: 

To the House of Repres¢ ntatives 

In answer to resolution of the House of Repre sentatives of the 7th instant, 
making an inquiry regarding the expenditure of moneys appropriated by Con- 
gress to meet the expenses of the French and American Claims Commission, I 


transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State uy the subject 


CHUSTER A. ARTHUR 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, June 24. 1884 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. CLEMENTs to with- 
draw from the files of the House papers accompanying H. R. 3977, for 
the relief of A. McLaughlin, there being no adverse report. 

TESTIMONY BEFORE COMMITTEE CN RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

By unanimous conseni, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors was 
granted leave to have printed certain testimony of Captain Eads and 
others taken before said committee. 


LEAVE TO PRIN 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. BEACH to print 
additional remarks upon the sundry civil appropriation bill, relating to 
the appropriation for the improvement and protection of the Yellow- 
stone National Park [See Appendix. ] 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW, ETC. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to submit 
for present consideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Saturday, June 28, or so much thereof as n ay be necessary, be 
set apart for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6541) relative tothe eight-hour 
law, and the bill (H. R. 995) relative to convict labor 

The SPEAKER. 
the resolution ? 

Mr. SINGLETON. 
orders. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the morning hour be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER Does the gentleman from Indiana demand the reg- 
ular order ? 

Mr. HOLMAN I do not. 

Mr. LOVERING I hope 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


I object unless it is made subject to previous 


the gentleman from Mississippi will with- 
draw his objection, as this asks for but a day or a part of a day 

Mr. SINGLETON I will withdraw the objection. 

There being no further objection, the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. LOVERING moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. This requires a two-thirds vote. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker decided that by the sound 
the ayes seemed to prevail. 

Mr. MORRILL. I demand a division. 


The House divided. 


































































Before the announcement of the result, 

Mr. MORRILL. I withdraw the demand for a division. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion to dispense with the 
morning hour was agreed to—two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. COOK. I rise to a question of the highest privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COOK. I desire to call up the contested-election case of Chalmers 
Manning. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope my friend from Iowa will yield | 

to me for a moment to ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution for 

reference. 

Mr. COOK. I will yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. Several gentlemen have matters they desire to refer 
to committees, and if the gentleman from Iowa yields the Chair will 
recognize gentlemen for the presentation of such matters. 

Mr. COOK. 1 will withdraw the demand temporarily. 

JACOB PINDLE. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to submit a | 
resolution for reference to the Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the House to Jacob Pindle $50 per 


month for service rendered in the bath-room of the House from the commence- 
ment and during the present session of Congress. 


vs. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
REPORT OF BUREAU ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I desire to offer a joint resolution for 
reference to the Committee on Printing. 
The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


OF 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 276) providing for the printing of 50,000 copies of the 
tirst annual report of the bureau of animal industry. 

Be itenacted, &c., That there be printed 50,000 copies of the first annual report | 
of the bureau of animal industry of the Department of Agricu‘ture ; of which 
10,000 shall be for the use of members of the Senate, 35,000 for the use of members 
of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for the use of the Commissioner of 
Agricuiture. The illustrations to be executed under the supervision of the | 
Public Printer in accordance with the direction of Joint Committee on Printing ; 
the work to be subject to the approval of the Commissioner of Agriculture, 


The joint resolution was read a first and second time, referred to the | 
Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 
ADDITIONAL LABORERS UNDER THE DOORKEEPER. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. I desire to submit a resolution for reference. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and is here- 
by, authorized to employ four additional laborers during the recess, namely, | 


from the adjournment of this session to the Ist of December, to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House atthe rate of $720 per annum while employed. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts. 
NATIONAL BANK OF HILLSBOROUGH, OHIO. 


Mr. HART, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7428) to 
authorize the Hillsborough National Bank to change its name to that 
of the First National Bank of Hillsborough, Ohio; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER 


Mr. BEACH. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk for 
reference to the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That during the remainder of this session of Congress it shall be in 
order, immediately after the approval of the Journal, to proceed in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole to the consideration, for the period of one hour, 
of bills and resolutions which shall have been previously reported by committees 
of the House and such reports printed, and Senate bills and resolutions on the 
Speaker's table which, or substantially similar measures, shall have received 
favorable action of appropriate House committees, in the following manner, 
to wit: 

The Speaker shall call the committees in their order, whereupon, by direction 
of committees so called, not more than one measure may be called up for final 





OF BUSINESS. 






















































































the direction, as the case may be. 





If not more than five members object, such 











be limited to ten minutes, exclusive of five minutes which may be occupied in 
reading reports of committees or explanations in lieu thereof, this hour not to 
interfere with revenue or appropriation bills. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana object to the 
reference of the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido. I do not think the time has yet come for the 
adoption of the Pound rule. 
Mr. COX, of New York. 

The SPEAKER. 
the regular order. 
COMPILATION 



























































Let the resolution be referred. 
The gentleman from Indiana objects, and calls for 





























OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LEGISLATION. 
Mr. SCALES, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 





























lation trom the foundation of the Government under the Constitution to the 











several acts. 
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consideration, which measure may or may not belong to the committee making | 


consideration shall proceed, provided that debate on each bill or resolution shall | 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means take into consideration 
the propriety of procuring and printing a compilation of internal-revenue legis- | 


present time, including a sketch of the debates leading to the passage of the | 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyYMPSON, one of its clerks, in- 


formed the House that the Senate insisted on its amendments to the 
bill 
way Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, agreed 
to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Brown, Mr. SAwyer, 
and Mr. HAWLEY as conferees on the part of the Senate. 


H. R. 3961) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Rail- 


The message further announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 


ments to the joint resolution (H. Res. 251) providing for the printing 
of the annual report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 


1884, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. 
CONGER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
REPORT OF AGRICULTURE. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as one of the managers on the 
part of the House of the conference between the two Houses on the 


COMMISSIONER OF 


joint resolution (H. Res. 251) providing for the printing of the annual 


report ofthe Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1884, Mr. Hatcu, 


| of Missouri, in place of Mr. RoGERs, of New York, who is absent from 


the city. 
DUTIES ON IMPORTS, ETC. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, reported a bill (H. R. 7429) to modify existing laws relating to 
duties on imports and the collection of revenue; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

BRANCH HOME FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 

Mr. LAIRD. Iceall for the regular order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent to present a report. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which is the un- 
finished business coming over from last evening, on which the previous 
question was ordered. The Clerk will report the title of the bill: 

The Clerk read. as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the location of a branch home for disabled vol- 
unteer soldiers in either the State of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Min- 
nesota, Missouri, or Nebraska. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the passage of the bill. 
previous question was ordered by the House. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. LAIRD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HORSE-RAILWAY ON ROCK ISLAND. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the next bill 
coming over from last evening as unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 445) to empower the Secretary of War to establish under certain 
conditions a horse-railway upon and over the island of Rock Island, and the 


bridges erected by the United States connecting the cities of Davenport and 
Rock Island therewith. 


The 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the passage of this bill, upon 
which the previous question has been ordered by the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that this bill 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. PRICE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope that may be done. I do not see why the 
Government should go to the expense of building a horse-railway for a 





| private corporation. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRIcE] moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the previous question was ordered cn 
the passage of the bill. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 73, noes 58. 

Tellers were ordered, 40 members voting therefor—more than one- 
fifth of a quorum. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 


_ Wisconsin, Mr. Price, and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. NEECE. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 49, noes 102 
So (further count not being called for) the motion to reconsider was 
not agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass ? 
The bill was passed. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment proposed to 
| the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend the title so as to read: 
‘‘A bill to empower the Secretary of War to permit the establishment under 
certain conditions of a horse-railway upon and over the island of Rock Island, 


and the bridges erected by the United States connecting the cities of Davenport 
and Rock Island therewith.” 


| The amendment to the title was agreed to. 
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Mr. ROSECRANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. ROSECRANS. Iask unanimous consent to have corrected a 
mistake made by my clerk in preparing the resolution which was 
adopted yesterday. ; , 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unanimous 
consent to offer for present consideration the resolution which he sends 
to the desk, stating that there was a mistake in the preparation of the 
resolution offered yesterday. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House shall take a recess this evening at 5 o'clock to reas- 
semble at 8 o'clock, for the sole purpose of considering bills from the Commit- 


tee on Military Affairs and Senate bills on the Speaker's table the subject-mat- 
ter of which has been considered in the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
at this late hour of the session. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COOK. I now call up for consideration the contested-election 
case of Chalmers vs. Manning. 

Mr. MILLS. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution reported by 
the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That James R. Chalmers was duly elected as a Representative inthe 
Forty-eighth Congress from the second district of Mississippi, and is entitled to 
be sworn in as a member of this House. 

Mr. LEWIS. I raise the question of consideration against this case, 
in behalf of bills reported from the Committee on the Public Lands 
to forfeit land grants to railroads. 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration stands alone; it is 
not necessary to raise it in behalf of any particular proposition. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to make a state- 


I must object to that order being made 


ment. 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 
The SPEAKER. 


from the State of Mississippi? 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


I object. 


On that I call for the yeas and nays. 


112, nays 107, not voting 104; as follows: 
YEAS—112. 


Adams, G. E. 


The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
the consideration of the contested-election case of Chalmers vs. Manning 


George, Lovering, Smalls, 
Aiken, Greenleaf, McCoid, Spooner, 
Anderson, Guenther, MeCormick, Stevens, 
Arnot, Hanback, Millard, Stewart, J. W. 
Atkinson, Hancock, Miller, S. H. Stone, 
Beach, Hart, Mutchler, Strait, 
Bingham, Hatch, H. H. Neece, Struble, 
Bisbee, Henderson, D. B. Nelson, Taylor, E. B. 
Bowen, Henderson, T. J. Nutting, Taylor, J.D. 
Boyle, Hepburn, O’ Ferrall, Throckmorton, 
Brainerd, Hewitt, A. S. O’ Hara, Tillman, 
Browne, T. M. Hiscock, O'Neill, Charles Turner, H.G. 
Brown, W. W. Hitt, Parker, Valentine, 
Brumm, Hoblitzell, Payson, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Holmes, Peters, Wait, 
Cook, Holton, Poland, Wakefield, 
Cox,S.S. Horr, Potter, Wallace, 
Cutcheon, Houk, Price, Washburn, 
Dargan, Howey, Ranney, Weaver, 
Davis,G. R. Jeffords, Ray, G. W. White, Milo 
Dingley, Johnson, Reed, Whiting, 
Dunham, Jones, B. W. Rice, Wilson, James 
Elliott, Kean, Riggs, Wilson, W.L 
Ellwood, Keifer, Rockwell, Winans, John 
Everhart, Kelley, Rowell, Wolford, 
Ferrell, Laird, Ryan, Woodward, 
Foran, Lawrence, Seymour, Worthington, 
Funston, Libbey, Skinner, C. R. York. 


NAYS—107. 


Alexander, Dowd, Jones, J. T. Scales, 
Barksdale, Dunn, Jordan, Shaw, 
Belmont, Eldredge, Kleiner, Shelley, 
Bennett, Ellis, Lanham, Singleton, 
Blanchard, English, Lewis, Stewart, Charles 
Bland, Ermentrout, Lowry, Stockslager, 
Blount, Fiedler, McAdoo, Storm, 
Breckinridge, Findlay, MeMillin, Sumner, D. H. 
Buchanan, Follett, Maybury, Talbott, 
Cabell, Forney, Miller, J. F. Taylor, J. M. 
Caldwell, Geddes, Mills, Thompson, 
Campbell, Felix Glascock, Mitchell, Townshend, 
Candler, Halsell, Moulton, Tucker, 
Carleton, Hammond, Muldrow, Tully, 

Clay, Hardeman, Oates, VanA istyne, 
Clements, Hardy, O'Neill, J.J. Vance, 

Cobb, Hatch, W. H. Patton, Van Eaton, 
Connolly, Hemphill, Pierce, Ward, 
Cosgrove, Henley, * Peel, Warner, Richard 
Covington, Herbert, Post, Wellborn, 
Crisp, Hewitt, G. W. Pryor, Williams, 
Curtin, Holman, Pusey, Willis, 

Davis, L. H. Hopkins, Rankin, Winans, E. B. 
Deuster, Houseman, Reese, Wise, G. D. 
Dibble, Hunt, Robertson, Wood, 

Dibrell, Jones, J. H. Rogers, J. H. Yaple. 
Dorsheimer, Jones, J. K. Rosecrans, 





| the reading of the report? 





NOT VOTING—14. 


Adams, J. J. Culberson, D. B. Ketcham, tandall, 
Bagley, Culbertson, W.W. King, tay, Ossian 
Ballentine, Cullen, Lacey, Reagan, 
Barbour, Davidson, Lamb, Robinson, J.S. 
Barr, Davis, R. T. Le Fevre, Robinson, W.E. 
Bayne, Dockery, Long, Rogers, W. F. 
Belford, Duncan, Lore, Russell, 
Blackburn, Eaton, Lyman, Seney, 
Boutelle, Evans, I. N. McComas, Skinner, T.G. 
Breitung, Evins, J. H. Matson Slocum, 
Brewer, F.B. Finerty, Milliken, Smith, 
Brewer, J. H. Fyan, Money, Snyder, 
Broadhead, Garrison, Morgan, Spriggs, 
Buckner, Gibson, Morrill, Springer, 
Budd, Goff, Morrison, Steele, 
Burleigh, Graves, Morse, Stephenson, 
Burnes, Green, Muller, Sumner, C. A. 
Calkins, Harmer, Murphy, Thomas, 


Campbell, J. M. Haynes, Murray, Turner, Oscar 


Campbell, J. E. Hill, Nicholls, Warner, A. J. 
Cassidy, Hooper, Ochiltree, Weller, 
Chace, Hurd, Paige, Wemzple, 
Clardy, Hutchins, Payne, White, J. D. 
Collins, James, Perkins, Wilkins, 
Converse, Kasson, Pettibone, Wise, J.S. 
Cox, W.R. Kellogg, Phelps, Young. 


So the House determined to proceed to the consideration of the 
election case. 

The following were announced as paired on all questions until 
further notice: 

Mr. LORE with Mr. RAy, of New Hampshire. 

Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, with Mr. BAYNE. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. RUSSELL. 

The following were announced as paired on all political questions 
until further notice: 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BARR. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. HoLton. 

Mr. MORSE with Mr. DAyis, of Illinois. 

Mr. REAGAN with Mr. OCHILTREE. 

Mr. Evins, of South Carolina, with Mr. LAcry. 

Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. HAYNEs. 

Mr. BUCKNER with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. GREEN with Mr. THOMAS. 

Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. Roprnson, of Ohio. 

Mr. RoGers, of New York, with Mr. Hooper. 

Mr. PAIGE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. DocKERY with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 

Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. LIBBEY. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. J. S. WISE. 

Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. CHACE. 

Mr. MorRGAN with Mr. CULLEN. 

Mr. YOUNG with Mr. PAYNE. 

Mr. HUTCHINS with Mr. CALKINS. 

The following were also announced as paired: 

Mr. GARRISON with Mr. EvANs, of Pennsylvania, on this vote. 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH, until June 25. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. KETCHAM, until June 30. 

Mr. LAMB with Mr. Lona, until June 28. 

Mr. GRAVES with Mr. MORRILL, until June 26. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. BREITUNG, until June 25. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. PETTIBONE, until June 27. 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, with Mr. PERKINS, until June 27. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. KAsson, until June 27. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I desire to record my vote, and ask 
unanimous consent for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain a request for unani- 
mous consent unless the gentleman states that he was in his seat when 
the roll was called and did not hear his name. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

MISSISSIPPI ELECTION CONTEST—CHALMERS VS. MANNING. 

The SPEAKER. The House having determined to proceed with the 
consideration of the contested-election case from the second district of 
Mississippi, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cook] is entitled to the 
floor. Does the gentleman desire to have the report read ? 

Mr. COOK. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Ithink the report had better be read. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Has not a member the right to call for 


The SPEAKER. Any gentleman has the right to have the report 
read in his own time, if he so desires; but otherwise the reading of the 
report can not be called for as a matter of right. 

The resolution reported by the majority of the Committee on Elec- 
tions was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That James R. Chalmers was duly elected as a Representative in the 
Forty-eighth Congress from the second district of Mississippi, and is entitled to 
be sworn in as a member of this House. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, before proceeding to a statement of the 
facts in this case, I wish to say that the report made to the House has 
been delayed because, when the committee decided the matter, the 
work of making the report was assigned to the gentleman from Ohio 
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{Mr. CONVERSE]. Some time afterward he announced his inability to 
make the report, owing to indisposition. I was then charged with the 
duty of making the report. I prepared it hastily in accordance with 
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the conclusions of fact as arrived at by a majority of the sub-commit- | 


tee (of which 1 was a member) by which the case was heard. I stated 
at the time I presented the report that there would be gentlemen on the 
one side of the House who would think the report stated the facts too 
strongly to the prejudice of Mr. Chalmers, while on the otherside there 
would be gentlemen who would claim that | had not stated them strong 


| devoted to securing him the support of the Republican party. 


enough; but that the main issue would be upon the question of law pre- | 


sented in the report as to the eligibility of Mr. Chalmers. 


All the Republican members of the committee, six in number, have | 


presented their views, in which they strongly antagonize the conclu- 
sions of fact presented in the report of the majority. 

There is one thing in the report which in justice to myself, to the 
committee, and to Mr. Chalmers I feel called upon to refer to in the 
outset. As I said before, 
is unusually short. I designed simply to present the conclusions of the 
majority of the committee without any etlort to state the evidence. 
My attention having been called to one portion of the report since it 
has been in print—and every gentleman will readily recognize that a 
matter when coldly viewed in print sometimes looks different from 
what it did when considered hastily in manuscript—lI find that on the 
report one word is there by inadvertence. Where 
the words are ‘‘a large part of the evidence is calculated to show,’’ the 
word *‘calculated’’ should have been ‘‘intended.’’ It was not my 
purpose to present any view of the committee upon the matter stated 
in that paragraph, but simply to state that a large portion of the evi- 
dence in the case was intended to show a certain thing. 
clearly, however, in the report that I simply refer to the matter to show 
that it was immaterial in the case. 

Mr. RANNEY. ‘*Intended’’ by whom—by the parties giving the 
evidence or the party introducing it? 

Mr. COOK. I meant to say that it was intended by the party who 
introduced it—the contestee. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the fact is there is in the evidence a great deal 
that is wholly immaterial to the question, to which this House must 
limit itself under its duty of judging of the election of Mr. Chalmers, 
because it will be observed from the report that the matter of the elec- 
tion of Mr. Manning is entirely disregarded. No one can seriously 
claim under the testimony that Mr. Manning has any claim whatever 
to the seat upon the merits of the case. 
jority of over 1,100 in the district. 
by Mr. Manning would not show that he had any right to the seat. 
They could not do more than make the election void. 

The only question before the House is whether Mr. Chalmers has the 
right to be sworn in. While referring to this question I want to say 
again that this House has noright to look into the political antecedents 
of either of these men. And what I had reference to in that part of the 
report is simply matter pertaining+o Mr. Chalmers’s political methods. 
! urge the House to pay no attention to Mr. Chalmers’s political history, 
methods, or motives, as all this does nut bear on the «question of who 
was elected. 

There is another branch which is properly before the House, and that 


nial t +} 
second page oi th 


is matters charged in reference to the conduct of the election and the | 


canvass leading thereto, upon which it isclaimed the election should be 
set aside as fraudulent. 

Gentlemen who look at the report submitted by me in behalf of the 
majority of the committee should not take one fact or one conclusion 
stated separately from the other; all the conclusions of fact should be 
fairly taken together. 

There is one conclusion I wish to call attention to now, which is that 
all the facts the majority of the committee find to be true fail te show 
that Mr. Chalmers is indebted in his election to those facts. In short, 
noman can fairly say, ‘* | think if nothing of this had occurred Chalmers 
would not have been fairly elected.’? On the contrary, on my own re- 
sponsibility I wish to say here—and I believe the gentlemen who were 


with me on the subcommittee and who alone looked into the facts of 
the case are with me in the conclusion—that if Mr. Chalmers had an- | 


nounced himself as a candidate in that district under all the circum- 
stances which surrounded him, bearing in mind he had formerly resided 


there and was well acquainted in the district, without any interference | 


of the Federal authorities in the canvass or at the election he would 
have been elected. That is the conclusion the committee arrived at, and 
I believe we fairly considered the facts in the case and matters of gen- 
eral public notoriety which may be called historical facts and which we 
had a right to consider. 

I wish to say right here as a matter of law this House must not over- 
look this fact that no matter what was done that was contrary to pub- 
lic policy, or even that was a fraud on the election, before you can set 
aside the election of a man who received a majority you must find those 
facts produced the results and thatthe majority he received was gained 
by such methods. It is a familiar rule of law in thecourts in all mat- 
ters when what is done is contrary to public policy, unless it is shown 
affirmatively the result is reached through that, and by means of it, the 
result can not be disturbed. 


the report was prepared by me in haste. It | 


| nomination of a political party, no matter by what method. 
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Again, the principal objection is that Chalmers called upon certain 
members of the Departments here in Washington for aid, or that he con- 
sulted them with regard to the canvass; that the canvass was directed 
by them, and he had the aid of the Federal officials in his district in 
making his canvass and securing his election. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the proof in regard to that shows that it was mainly 
He was 
nominated by the Republican party of his district, and that influence 
was mainly to secure him that nomination. 

Now, grant it that he secured that through the influence of the Fed- 
eral officials; that is wholly immaterial to the question before th 
House. Wecertainly can not commit ourselves to the idea that a man’s 
right to a seaton this floor shall be antagonized because he secured the 
If these 
officials aided him in securing the Republican nomination and the sup- 


| port of the Republican organization in that district it will not be 


It appears | 


Mr. Chalmers received a ma- | 
The facts attempted to be proved | 


claimed on that ground he should be denied his seat on the floor of th: 
House to which a majority of the people elected him. 

I want now to address myself to the legal question which arises in 
the case. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I understand you to say that by fraud and violence 
he was given the nomination so to speak. Am I correct? 

Mr. COOK. The gentleman misunderstood me. I did not say fraud 
and violence were resorted to. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Was not fraud or violence used in securing him 
that nomination? 

Mr. COOK. Iknowof none. There was no fraud so faras I know in 
securing him the Republican nomination in his district. There is noth 
ing to show he paid any delegates to the convention, and I do not think 
even if he had purchased that nomination we could on that account 
set aside his election. 

Now, if I am not interrupted, before I go to the legal question involv: 

| I want to say here that no man upon this floor will go further than | 
would to set aside an election or declare it void because of interti 
ence by Federal officials or the use or promise of Federal patronag 
I looked into this case from that standpoint and I failed to find sut 
| cient to warrant me here to say the election should be set aside. And 
that I may not be misunderstood, I will at the risk of repetition s 
although every fact stated in the report of the majority by me sub- 
| mitted is true and much occurred in the canvass and at the electior 
that every good citizen must condemn, yet before we can set asid 
the election we must find asa principal fact that the election resulted 
| from this conduct or these acts, and in view of the large majority Cha 
| mers received and the previous history of the district we are not wai 
| ranted in saying that his election was brought about by these means 
| There is another question, a question of law, involved, to which | 
| will now give attention. It is claimed that Mr. Chalmers is not enti 
tled to besworn inor to hold his seat here because of the fact that on th 
| 9th of December, 1882, he was by the Attorney-General of the United 
States employed or appointed as a *‘ special assistant to the district at 
torney for the northern and southern districtsof Mississippi,’’ which h« 
retained until after Congress convened, or at least that he filled the offic 
or exercised the duties, whatever they were, conferred by this appoint 
ment after the 4th of March and after the term of office to which h: 
was elected had begun. 

Now, the first question upon that point is whether this is an offic: 
under the Constitution that declares no person holding any office unde! 
| the United States shall be a member of either House during his continu 
| ance in office. The majority of the committee agree that it is not such 
an office as the Constitution contemplates. Still others of the commit 
tee came to the conclusion that, whether it be an office or not, Mr. Cha 
mers surrendered the office or did not exercise its functions after the 
time for the convening of the House by law; that is to say, after th 
first Monday in December. 

I take the view that a man holding an incompatible office may, m1 
| der the decisions of the House, exercise its functions after the term fo 
which he is elected begins; but if he surrenders it or it expires be tor 
the time for the convening of the House he is not disqualified from !» 
ing sworn inas a member. In short, that he may hold the two offices 
until the time of the convening of the House. 

In support of that proposition we have the case of Earle, cited in 
Clark & Hall, 314; and also the case of Schenck, directly in point. 

There is still another matter. It is claimed that Mr. Chalmers 
never formally resigned the position uniil after the House actually 
convened. 

The facts, however, are, as the majority of the committee find them 
that he was appointed for a special purpose, to aid the district attorney 
in the prosecution of some election cases; that he rendered his a 
count to the Department before the first Monday in December, and th 
his account was closed and his connection with the Department ceased 
before that time; that no resignation Was necessary, and that he ther 
fore stands from that time the same as if he had resigned his offic 
Directly in point on this proposition is Mr. Munford’s case, where 1! 
was held by the House that the formal resignation of an office held by 
a member-eléct is not necessary; that the duties of the office having 
That, I say, is di- 


| . ®. ° - 
} ceased operates a virtual abolition of the office. 
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rectly in point on this proposition, and therefore if his connection with | _ een pont . a a = ntal FESOEVERLOR OF BUPDOM of « vasion ; 
the office had ceased it was immaterial whether he resigned or not. | 2)" tees batackar iene oes ischarge the duties of the office on which I 
Now, Mr. Speaker, one thing further and then I shall yield the floor. 

The Committee on Elections has sometimes been criticised because of | 
the delay in deciding these cases. I want here, because it is the only 
opportunity I will have, to, eall the attention of the House to a fact not . — : a 
specially connected with this contest, but withcontests generally. The| Clearly, then, Mr. Chalmers accepted an office under the United 
law relating to the taking of testimony and the preparation of these | States and subsequent to his election as Representative. But it is heid 
cases for a decision by the committee, under therules of the House per- | that the statute uses the words ‘‘employ’’ and “‘retain,’’ and these 
taining to its organization, is so defective that the Committee on Elec- | imply simply a contract. 

tions can not enter upon the work of deciding these cases until the ex- | Section 169 of Revised Statutes provides ‘‘each head of a Depart- 
piration of three months after the House has organized; and then we | ment is authorized to employ in his Department such number of clerks 
go to work upon a record so voluminous and a mass of printed matter | of the several classes recognized by law.”’ 


JAMES R. CHALMERS. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 12th dav of Decembe 


r, A. D. 1882. 
L. 8. WILL HAIGHT, Notary Public 


so large that it is impossible to do contestants justice in time. By subsequent sections the duties of clerks are to beregulated by the 
I can appreciate the wrong done to contestants by this delay when I | several Departments. 
think of my own case in the last Congress, which was not decided until | It will hardly be maintained that a special assistant district attorney 


twenty-three hours before the termexpired. The present committee, I | is not an officer if these clerks are officers of the United States Govern- 
believe, has worked harder than any other committee. It has met in| ment. Whatever may be the dutiesand liabilities of the district attor- 
veneral sessions every other day and its subcommittees have met and | ney become by section 366 the duties of his assistant. They are there- 
worked in theinterim. The cases we have disposed of cover over 12,000 | fore in the strictest sense regulated bylaw. There isa position provided 
pages of closely printed matter. for by law, and the duties appertaining thereto are p1 ed by law. 
Something should be done by the way of an enactment to change | The person who fills it must therefore be an officer of the Government 
the law that is now upon the statute-books to the end that the evidence | that made the place and prescribed its duties. 
should be printed in vacation, as also the briefs of counsel,so that when | While the same word *‘employ”’ is used i 
the House has organized the Committee on Elections may at once set | assistant district attorneys, the ] 
to work upon the examination of the cases before them. It is very im- | by the several Departments, and those of 
portant that this Congress should not neglect the passage of such an en- | fixed laws. Clerks are r 
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actment. States, and courts have L the be su 
I reserve the remainder of my time. Ex parte William S$. Smith, 2 Cranch, Ci ts, page 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ELLIs in the chair). The gentle- | 693. This was a case of habeas corpus sued « ging he 
man has thirty-five minutes remaining. was illegally held in custody by the marshal of the District of Colum- 
Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, two questions are presented | bia. The marshal in his return said the cause of detention ** to be for 
in this case: sundry militia fines, Xe., put into the hands of said marshal 
1. Is the position of Representative an office ? ; for collection according to law.”’ 
Isthat of special assistant United States district attorney an office ? The second section of the act organizing the militia exempted from 


In 1882 Mr. Manning and Mr. Chalmers were opposing candidates | militia duty ‘‘the Vice-President of United States, the officers, jadi- 
for Congress in the second Congressional district of Mississippi, and at | cialand executive, of the Government of the United States.”’ 
the election in November of that year, Mr. Chalmers received the ma- Smith was a clerk in the Treasury Department, and assuch claimed 
jority of the votes cast; and hence was entitled to the certificate of elec- | he was exempt from militia duty under said section, and therefore not 
tion and to a seat in this House at the assembling of this Congress, pro- | liable for the fine for the non-payment of which he was in custody. The 


vided no disqualification existed at.that time. | court decided that Smith was an executive officer of the Government of 

It will be remembered that on the 9th day of December, 1882, Mr. | the United States and was not liable to be enrolled in the militia. 
Chalmers wasappointed by the Attorney-General special assistant United There are several other authorities, but it is useless to multiply them 
States districtattorney. The first question then, asthe gentleman from | It is also claimed that Mr. Chalmers was employed for particular cases 
Iowa [Mr. CooK] has stated, is whether this is an oflice in the meaning | and a temporary purpose. That can make no difference, for section 366 
of the statute. I ask the Clerk to read sections 363 and 366 of the Re- | uses the words ‘‘in any case.’’ So neither duration nor the extent of 
vised Statutes. his employment could change his relation to the Government. 

The Clerk read as follows: | Itis also claimed that if this was an office, it ceased before Congress 

Sec, 363. The Attorney-General shall, whenever in his opinion the public in- | convened: in other words, that when Mr. Chalmers presented an ac- 


terest requires it,employ and retain, in the name ofthe United States, such attor- 
neys and counselors at law as he may think necessary to assist the district at- 
torneys in the discharge of their duties, and shall stipulate with such assistant : : ; ; ae 
attorneys and counsel the amount of compensation, and shall have supervis- | Claim, in which letter he says he regarded the payment of the account 
ion of their conduct and proceedings. as ending Mr. Chalmers’semployment, and no resignation was necessary. 

Sec, 366. Every attorney or counselor who is specially retained, under the | RB . + } ad 41, et ace cs arin } 4 4} a4 
authority of the Department of Justice, to assist in the trial of any case in which | PUt1¢ Inust not be forgotten that only a lew days belore Uils the At- 
the Government is interested, shall receive a commission from the head of such | torney-General wrote that ** Mr. Chalmers is still in its employment”’ 


count for $500 and it was paid his services in that position ceased. The 
letter of the Attorney-Gene ral is referred to as corroborative of t 
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Department, as a special assistant to the Attorney-General. or to some one of the the Government’s). 
district attorneys, as the nature of the appointment may require; and shalltake | B hi he . t change the law SOR Mol | 
the oath required by law to be taken by the district attorneys, and shall be sub- ut his opinion can not change te 1a Peete ae facts. 1 
ect toall the liabilities imposed upon them by law. | Can not vacate an oihce. rhere are but three wavs by whi 
We gather from these two sections— | can be vacated. Oneisby removal, another by resignation, an 
4 ‘ 1 treat? To \ halyn y . * Laat ] ie \ 
1. That the Attorney-General has the power to employ attorneys to | by its expiration. Was Mr. Chalmers removed irom this oflice? No 
assist the United States district attornevs. | Had its term expired? No limit was in tl mi 
2. That the Attorney-General has supervision of the conduct and | Some of the election cases were still pet 
proceedings of such assistants. but not until February 26, 1554, two 


3. That the attorneys employed in the trial of any case in which the | Sembled, and even then he resigned onl, 
Government is interested shall receive a commission from the Attor- | Southern district of Mississippi. Ife was 
nevy-General. cupies to-day the position of specia 

1. That they shall take the oath required by law to be taken by dis- | 4ttorney for the southern district, an ¢ 


trict attorneys. and hence is ineligible to a seat in this 
- . ° ° ogene e ‘ ‘ iL » tha y+ ritiag <« + +} 
o. And shall be subject to all liabilities imposed on district attorneys I know the authorities are to the efi 
by law. office under the United States up to the t 


) 


In a word, the assistants shall be commissioned, shall take the same | Teason given is that the Constitution 
a" > . > : ‘  . = } tha TInitad Statpe « 
oath, and perform the same duties required of district attorneys, and | 20 Office under the United Stat 
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shall be subject to the same liabilities. They 0 cupy the same posi- during his continuance in office, ne 
tion. until Congress assembles and he takes the oath ¢ 
Mr. Chalmers was commissioned: This construction of this clause of the Constitt kes me as¢ 
i 10n sense 1 reason Vii f el] ned 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, December 9, 1882, noxious to common 8 _ oa See Wh : eee 
Sir: Youare hereby appointed special United Statesassistant attorney for the the intention of this clause is to prevent executive interference with 
northern and southern districts of Mississippi, to assist United States attorneys | the deliberations and legislation of Congress ; and yet this intepreta- 
PI 
in thea = . . . . > , oo . ‘ . ‘ . 
coll nee musecution of violations of the election laws at the late election. Your | tion will permit a member-elect to hold a United States office up to 
compensation will be $00 at least and will not exceed $1,000, to be fixed at the 1 } } . | 4 
disc retion of the Attorney-General. the verv hour he takes the oath of office as a member ot 1s H use, 
Very respectfully, It would, it seems to me, be difficult to determine when the executive 
Gen. J. R. CHALMERS BREWSTER, Attorney-General. influence ceases, the hour before taking or the hour atter takicg the 
419 New Jersey Avenue, 8S. E., Washington, D. C oath required of members of this House. 
Mr. Chalmers took the oath of office: lhose who hold to this view attach to the word “member” a sig- 


‘ ot ee a ificance it s ossess, making a wide distinction between the 
I, James R. Chalmers, of Mississippi, do solemnly swear that I will support | mat ance 1 doe not p ess, war g \ d da tinction be een ne 
and defend the Constitution of the United States against all enemies, foreign | Representative before taking the oath and the Representative after tak- 


and domestic; that I will bear true faith and allegiance tothe same; that I take | ing the oath. 


5504 


odode 


‘* The oath of office, as the supreme court of North Carolina decides, 
is a mere incident and constitutes no part of the office.’’ 
Section 2, article 1, of the Constitution says: 


The House of Representatives shall be composed of members chosen every 


A 


second year 


Section 3, of same article, says 


No person shall be a Representative, & 

What is meant here? Evidently that the House of Representatives 
shall be composed of Representatives or members chosen every second 
vear, the words ** Representatives ”’ 
nonymous terms. The word 
the repetition of the word ** 
constitute the House. 

So in the third clause of section 6: 


‘*members’’ is simply used to prevent 
Representatives.’’ The Representatives 


And no person holding any office under the United States shall be a member | 
is sim- | 


of either House during his continuance in office. The word** member” 
ply used to avoid the repetition of the words * Senator or Representative.” 

The words ‘* Representative ’’ and ‘*member’’ being used as synony- 
mous terms in the Constitution, and an oath being no partof an office, 
the question, *‘Is a Representative an officer ?’’ presents itself. 

The power to choose Representatives is lodged in the people of the 
States. As soon as the choice is made the Constitution is complied with 
in this particular and a Representative becomes an officer. There is 
but one thing left for him to do, and that is to take an oath to support 
the Constitution of the United States. The Constitution does not say 
where or when he shall take it, but simply that ‘* Senators and Repre- 
sentatives shall be bound by oath or aflirmation to support the Consti- 
tution of the United States.’’ (Article 6, clause 1.) This veryclause, it 
will be noticed, recognizes them as Senators and Representatives be- 
fore they are bound by oath or affirmation, thereby clearly indicating 
that the oath is no part of the office. That of Representative being an 
otlice, we need not go to the Constitution to determine this question. 

Willcok, in his Treatise upon Municipal Corporations, states that ‘‘ the 
election of an officer to an incompatible office does not vacate the former 
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and ** members ’’ being used as sy- | 


| to the record and evidence in this case. 





before acceptance by the officer.’’ Angell and Ames on Corporations | 
adopt this same language. In Whitney vs. Canique (2 Hill, 93) this 
language is used: 

The appointment of a person to a second office incompatible with the first is 
not absolutely void, but on his subsequently accepting the appointment and 
qualifying the first office is ipso facto vacated 

Mr. Chalmers was elected a Representative to this Congress at the 
November election 1882. He signified his acceptance of that position, 
or, to use the language of Cushing, ** he did what was incumbent on | 
him to qualify him to discharge the duties of the office of Representa- 
tive.’’? His case can not be distinguished in principle from that of a 
party duly elected and presented with a commission. 

As I have said, after this election Mr. Chalmers accepted the office | 
of special assistant United States district attorney in 1883. Are these 
two offices incompatible? Certainly. One makes him subject to the 
supervision and orders of the executive department of the Government; | 
the other to the control and authority of the House of Representatives. 
He can not serve these two masters at once. So it makes no difference | 
if he resigned, or his service ended, as special assistant United States 
district attorney, before this Congress assembled. The acceptance of | 
the office of special assistant United States district attorney while he | 
was a Representative vacated the office of Representative. This is in | 
accord with the spirit and true intent and meaning of the Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the majority report be read as a part of my | 
remarks, 

The Clerk read the report of the majority of the Committee on Elec- | 
tions (presented by Mr. Cook), as follows: 





At the regular election for Representative in this Congress, in the second dis- | 
trict of Mississippi, James R. Chalmers received a majority of the votes cast. 

rhe certificate of election or commission, however, was given to the contestee, 
Vau H. Manning. The facts and circumstances under which this was done 
fully appear in the report and proceedings on the question of prima facie right 
heretofore had. | 

In the contest on the merits Mr. Manning took the burden of the issue and 
sought to show that there wassuch interference in the election and canvass lead- | 
ing to it by the Executive Departments at Washington and Federal authorities | 
in the district as to at least make the election void. 

it appears that Mr. Chalmers, a short time before the election, was declared 
not elected to a seat which he occupied asa Democrat in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress. Uptothistime he had for yearsacted withthe Democrats. Immediately 
after this he conferred with leading Republicans at Washington and with mem- 
bers of the administration, arranging with them to aid him in securing the sup- | 
port of the Republicans of this district, in which he did not then reside. It is 
inirly proved that he had the active aid of the Departments at Washington and 
theirsubordinates in the district in the work of securing the support of the Re- 
publican party organization in his canvass,and the votes of its adherents, the 
great mass of whom are of the colored race 

While the evidence is not clear, yet it fairly shows facts that are a reproach to 
the civil service of the country 

Not only was much time for which some of the Federal officials were paid by 
the Government devoted to canvassing for the contestant, but their accounts for 
expenses incurred in the canvass were rendered to the Departments at Wash- 
ington as incurred on account of the Government, although it does not appéar 
that they were paid 

The committee appreciate the gravity of the issue thus presented; elections 
should be free from all corrupting influences 

The use of large sums of money in elections in many parts of the country is 
an clement of danger, even though it be not used directly upon the voters 

That the Federal patronage and the influence of superiors may produce a 
strong and corrupting effect among a voting population such as this district con- | 
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tains must be admitted. The direct bribery of voters and corrupt use of money 


| could not be much more baneful. 


Again, it is of the highest importance that Congress should be a body free as 
far as may be from executive interference or dominance. No member should 
feel that he is in any degree indebted to the Executive Departments for the seat 
which he holds. 

The use of the executive patronage and power is a growing evil, the force and 
effect of which all good citizens realize only to regret and condemn ; nor can we 
close our eyes to the fact that this influence may be exercised with greater effect 


} and more perniciously in one section of the country than another, 


Believing that it is the duty of the House, whenever it is shown that the elec- 
tion of a member is the result of this influence, to declare the election void: and 
believing, further, that the testimony in a case isto be taken in connection with 
contemporaneous historical facts, your committee has given careful attention 
We conclude that it can not fairly be 
said that the election of Mr. Chalmers was secured by such undue influence : 


| that is to say, that without it he would not have been elected, especially in view 


of the large majority he received. It was perhaps more instrumental in making 
him the candidate of the Republican party and suppressing other aspirants for 
party support. But with this we think the House has no concern. 

A large part of the evidence is intended to show that the contestant was de- 
ceitfulin his polities, treacherous to his political friends, and unworthy of so 
high an office. This, however, must address itself to the voters of his district 
and the House has no right to render an unjust decision, because a man lawfully 


elected may be subject to this criticism more or less. 


It is next claimed that Mr. Chalmers, if legally elected, has since his election 
disqualified himself from holding this office by accepting another office from 
the United States and performing its duties within the term of office of a mem- 


| ber of the Forty-eighth Congress, under the following provision of the Constitu- 


tion, “And no person holding any office under the United States shall be a mem- 
ber of either House during his continuance in office,’’ because on the 9th day of 
December, 1882, Mr. Chalmers was by the Attorney-General of the United States 
employed or appointed “special assistant to the district attorneys for the north- 
ern and southern districts of Mississippi,’’ and that by retaining this position he 
had vacated his office as Representative. 

Your committee, however, passing the question of whether this is an office 


| within the meaning of the Constitution, find that Mr. Chalmers was retained 


for a special purpose, and that prior to the time for the convening of Congress 
the matter for which he was appointed or employed had been disposed of 
His account had been rendered to and closed by the Department. No resigna- 
tion had been made ; none was necessary. Practically, his connection with the 
office of district attorney had ceased 

We recommend to the House for adoption the following resolution : 

Resolved, That James R,. Chalmers was duly elected as a Representative in 
the Forty-eighth Congress from the second district of Mississippi, and is enti- 
tled to be sworn in as a member of this House. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. JOHNSON, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had adopted a resolution of the House 
to print 9,000 copies of the report of the Director of the Mint on the 


| production of the precious metals in the United States for the year 


1883. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1682) providing for two additional associate justices to 
the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota; and 

A bill (H. R. 5667) granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of 
the Mexican war, and for other purposes. 


ELECTION MANNING. 

The House resumed the consideration of the contested-election case 
of Chalmers vs. Manning from the second Congressional district of the 
State of Mississippi. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Considering the action which I thought proper to 
take upon this case inits primary stage, I think I can hardly be accused 
of partiality toward the contestant. I believed that the contestee, o1 
Mr. Manning, should have been seated upon his prima facie case. After 
a most careful inquiry, a most thorough examination of the record, | 
am just as thoroughly of the opinion that Mr. Chalmers ought to be 
seated upon the merits. 

This case is within a very narrow limit; there is but a single question 
upon which any controversy-arises. It is conceded and must be con- 
ceded that Mr. Chalmers received more than 1,000 majority of the legal 
votes cast at that election. No man controverts the fact that he was 
duly elected. 

It is claimed, and some evidence was introduced to show that he 
received contributions of money from the Republican national com- 
mittee and from Republican officials in Washington. But there is not 
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} a scintilla of evidence in this record that shows or tends to show that 
| a dollar of that money was used for the purpose of influencing a single 


voter in that district. It is impossible for me to conceive how geutle- 
men upon that committee who have examined carefully the record in 
this case can take the position upon this floor that Mr. Chalmers was 
not duly elected and ought not to be seated. 

I submit that this House can not afford to refuse to seat a man, no 


| matter what his politics, no matter what may be his political charac- 
| ter, if his distric 


has said, and by a large majority, ‘* This man is he 
whom we desire to represent us in the House of Representatives.’’ 

The only point made against Mr. Chalmers is that subsequent to his 
election he accepted an office under the Government of the United 
States, which had the effect to vacate his office of member of Congress 
Upon that question I desire to be heard a few moments. Subsequent 
to his election he was retained and employed by the Attorney-General 
of the United States to prosecute certain specific cases in certain dis- 
dricts of Mississippi in which the Government of the United States was 
interested. 
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Mr. RANNEY. Employed to aid the district attorney. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. He was employed simply to aid the district attor- 
ney. The authority under which that employment was made is to be 
found in the following section of the Revised Statutes: 

The Attorney-General shall, whenever in his opinion the public interests re- 
quire it,employ and retain in the name of the United States such attorneys and 
counselors at law as he may think necessary to assist the district attorneys in 
the discharge of their duties. 

In my judgment it requires a vivid imagination, and also requires a 
lawyer who reasons queerly, to take the position that an employment 
under that section constitutes an appointment to an office under the 
Government of the United States comprehended in the article of the 
Constitution which prohibits a member of Congress from being ap- 
pointed to or holding any other office of trust or profit under the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. Does not every lawyer understand, and 
most laymen who have had occasion to have lawsuits, what the retain- 
ing of a lawyer means? It means hiring him to try a lawsuit; that 
is what it means. Nobody ever thought that by retaining a lawyer he 
was appointed to an office within the meaning of the Constitution. 

But it is not left to inference. This section says ‘* shall employ and 
retain.’’ Now, to employ does not mean to appoint to an office, any 
more than to retain a lawyer means to appoint him to fillan office. He 
is employed and retained for a special purpose. 

And I desire to state here and now that the evidence from the At- 


torney-General’s Office (and that was all the evidence that was before the | 


committee) shows simply that Mr. Chalmers was employed to assist the 
district attorney in trying certain specific enumerated cases. He had 
no other functions to pertorm than to try the cases, or to assist in the 
trial of the cases which he contracted with the Attorney-General to try 
at the time he was employed. And when those cases were tried his 


relations to the Attorney-General and to the Government ceased. The | 
Attorney-General certifies that he settled the accounts of Mr. Chalmers | 


long before it was necessary for him to have been sworn in as a mem- 
ber of this House, had his seat not been contested. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to know whether in the payment of Mr. 
Chalmers he was paid under the statute providing the mode of pay- 
ing district attorneys, or whether he was paid under a special contract. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. He was paid under the provision of this section 
which I was about to read: 

To assist the district attorneys in the discharge of their duties, and shall stip- 
ulate with such assistant attorney and counselor— 

Not such assistant district attorney, but such attorney and coun- 
selor— 


shall stipulate with such assistant attorney and counselor the amount of com- 
pensation, 


The contract in this case was that Mr. Chalmers should receive a re- 
tainer of $500; and the compensation for all services it was agreed should 
not exceed $1,000. He was paid $500, and the Attorney-General de- 
clined to pay him more; and that was prior to the time when Mr. Chal- 
mers could have taken his seat in this House. 

Now, I undertake to say that if he was an officer his term of office 
expired prior to the time when he could have taken his seat in this 
House; and if this House has ever determined one thing more strongly 
than another in election cases, it has determined that a member of Con- 
gress elect may hold and perform the duties of an office up to the time 
when it becomes his duty to be sworn in as a member. 


the precedents of this House. 


But, Mr. Speaker, examine further the phraseology employed in this 


section: 


And retain in the name of the United States 


Who ever heard of such phraseology being employed when it was 


the purpose to appoint a man to office ? 
To retain in the name.’’ 


his client—in the name of the United States. 
to assist the district attorney in the trial of causes. 
Now I undertake to say that the employment in this case has not the 


first element of an office. 


authorized to act, and Mr. Chalmers acting for himself. 


Why, sir, if this had been an appointment to an office the party ap- 
— would have no voice in determining his compensation or the 
curation of his employment or the time for which his office should con- | 


tinue. In this case the whole matter was a subject of contract, the con 


tract being made under this act of Congress authorizing the employment 


I beg to call the attention of the House to an authority or two on this 
) enemas. and I ask pardon for detaining the House, because in my 
Judgment there can be no question in the minds of the lawyers of this | 


House upon this subject. 


omens in reference to what has been held to be an office in this coun 
vy. 


\ | Hence there 
is not left a shadow forthe opponents of Mr. Chalmers to stand up under 


: In other words the person thus employed | 
is to act as agent of the plaintiff in such suits—to act in the name of 
: This is the duty of Mr. 
Chalmers or amy other attorney or counselor at law who is employed 


It is simply a contract relation between these 
two parties—the Attorney-General acting for the Government, as he is 


But it may be well perhaps to refresh our | I desire. 


1 call attention to Brockenborough’s Reports, the opinion in the | 
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| case having been given by Chief-Justice Marshall. He was a reasona- 
bly fair lawyer in his day, though his theories may now be exploded. 

The question in this case was whether the superintendent of fortifi- 
cations was an officer. A suit upon the bond of this superintendent 
was brought, and it was held that he was not an officer because his em- 
ployment did not come from the head of a Department. But the court 
held that his bondsmen were liable at common law for the faithful per- 
formance of the duties which he undertook to perferm for the Govern- 
ment of the United States. In the course of his opinion Judge Mar- 
shall states the doctrine as to what constitutes an office; and the opinion 
of Judge Marshall in this case has been since followed in the courts of 
the United States and the courts of the different States of this Union. 
Judge Marshall says: 

Although an office is ‘“‘an employment,” it does not follow that every em- 
ployment is an office. A man may certainly be employed under a contract, ex- 


press or implied, to do an act, or perform a service, without becoming an officer. 
But if a duty be a continuing one— 


Was this 
Were the duties 


Mark the language—‘‘if a duty be a continuing one.’’ 
employment a continuing one? Had it duration? 
prescribed by law ?— 


But if a duty be a continuing one, which is defined by rules prescribed by the 
Government— 





And if rules are prescribed by the Government they must be pre- 
scribed by statute, or there must be a statute authorizing the estab- 
lishment of rules by some Department of the Government— 

But if a duty be a continuing one which is defined by rules prescribed by the 
Government, and not by contract, which an individual! is appointed by Govern- 
ment to perform, who enters on the duties appertaining to his station without 
any contract defining them— 

Was there any contract in this case defining the relations between 
the Attorney-General and Mr. Chalmers?— 
| without any contract defining them, if those duties continue, though the person 
be changed—— 

Now, I desire the House to examine this case in the light of thestate- 
ment of Judge Marshall. Had this office duration? There was acon- 
tract that Mr. Chalmers should try thosecauses. That isall the contract 
he had. Would the office have continued upon the death of Mr. Chal- 
mers? For whatlength of time would it have continued? If this man 
was an officer there must have been an office to be filled; and if there 
was an office to be filled, it continued after Mr. Chalmers ceased to be 
an officer. 

Was there any office left after Chalmers concluded his duties? No 
man will pretend for a moment there was a continuing office; that his 
duties were continuous; that his duties were prescribed by statutes; 
that he had any of the functions of district attorney except to sit down 
by the side of the district attorney and try causes he was employed to 
try by the Attorney-General. 

I have a recent case determined by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, which, in my judgment, is on all fours with thiscase. I call the 
attention of the House, in 99 United States Reports, to the case com- 
mencing on page 508, United States vs. Germaine. This case came into 
the Supreme Court through a difference of opinion between the district 
and cireuit judges. The defendant was appointed by the Commissioner 
of Pensions to act as surgeon under the act of March 3, 1873, the third 
section of which is thus stated in the Revised Statutes: 

That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and is hereby, empowered to appoint, 
at his discretion— 


Here the word ‘‘ appoint *’ is used— 
civil surgeons to make a periodical examination of pensioners which are, or may 
be, required by law, and to examine applicants for pension. 

He was indicted for extortion in the Stateof Maine, for collecting fees 
from men to which he was not entitled, under the section which author- 
izes the prosecution of officers of the United States for taking extortion- 
ate fees. The Supreme Court held he was not anofficer because he was 

t 
not appointed by the President or head of Department under the Con- 
stitution: 

United States vs. Hartwell is not, as supposed, in conflict with these views 
It is clearly stated and relied on in the opinion that Hartwell’s appointment was 
approved by the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury as acting head of that De- 
partment, and he was therefore an officer of the United States. 

If we look to the nature of the defendant's employment, we think it equaily 
clear that he is not an officer. In that case the court said the term embraces the 
ideas of tenure, duration, emolument, and duties, and that the latter were con- 
tinuing and permanent, not occasional or temporary 
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Now, sir, were the duties in this case continuing and permanent or 
occasional and temporary ? 

In the case before us ‘the duties are not continuing and permanent, and they 
are occasional and intermittent. The surgeon is only to act when called on by 
the Commissioner of Pensions in some special case,as when some pensioner or 
claimant of a pension presents himself for examination 


In this case the act of Congress authorized the appointment, not the 
- | employment, and yet the Supreme Court say that the examining sur- 
. | geon is not an officer of the Government of the United States, because 
his duties are not continuing, because they are not permanent in their 
character; they are occasional and temporary. 

It seems to me I have got my view before the House, and that is all 
My purpose is not to take the time of the House, but to call 
- | attention to the fact that the statute under which this man is claimed 
to be an officer authorized the employment, authorized the retaining, 
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authorized the retaining in the name of the United States, and does 


not authorize the appointment of an assistant district attorney. It is | 


claimed in the minority report, as I understand, that he was appointed 
assistant district attorney. 


torney—that is tosay, toassist the district attorney in the trial of special 
cases. 

I undertake to say there is no authority in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, there is not a single authority in the Government, for 
I have given this question some attention, that at all bears out the view 
entertained by the distinguished gentleman who made this minority 


report. 


they were formerly appointed by the attorney-general of the State in- 


stead of being elected in the several counties, were simply appointees | 


and did not hold office within the meaning of the constitution of Penn- 
sylvania. It has been held over and over again by the different States 
t employment of this character was simply the hiring of a lawyer 
to try a lawsuit, and when he performed that service his employment 
was at an end. 


} 
hat 


\nother thing is conclusive to my mind on this question, that you 

in not separate the office from the man. In this case, if Mr. Chalmers 

was an oflicer he was also the office, for the office did not continue alter 
he was settled with by the Attorney-General and discharged. 

\s thisis the only questionin this case, I submit this man should be 
promptly seated, and that no questions of a political consideration should 
enter into this discussion or should influence the House in its vote. 
Whether we like him or dislike him, whether we agree or disagree with 
him, he was fairly elected, against whose majority no evidence has been 

ntroduced, who has more than 1,000 majority, and wassimply retained 
by the Government to try a specified case, and they say that is within 


the contemplation of the Constitution of the United States prohibiting | 


member of Congress holding any other office of profit or trust under 
the Government of the United States. 

Do you suppose, sir, that the framers of that Constitution contem- 
plated that the Attorney-General could not hiré a member of this House 
to assist him in the preparation or trial of a cause without that mem- 


ber forfeiting his seat on this floor? If he forfeits it by virtue of the | 


employment when he agrees to try ten cases, he forfeits it on the same 
principle by making an agreement to participate in the trial of one 
cause > 


“aSSISt In the 


prosecution of a single case, and that gentleman so em- 
‘hereby have forfeited his seat here because forsooth he held an office 
within the contemplation of the Constitution of the United States? I 
think that position will hardly be maintained. 

Mr. HUNT. May Lask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a ques- 
tion before he sits down? 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNT. 
bodied in the record in this case? And, if so, I ask him to be kind 
enough to inform the House what they are. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I will answer the gentleman with pleasure. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. I can answer the question of the gentle- 


man from Louisiana so far as the record is concerned. Here is the com- | 


mission published in the report of the committee, and the correspond- 
ence In relerence to it. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. I thank the gentleman from Louisiana for his sug- 
gestion as to that point. The gentleman asks me as to what are the 


terms of the employment of Chalmers, and whether they appear by the | 


record. 1 will say to him in answer that nothing of this kind appeared 


by the record as made up by the pleading, neither in the petition of | 


the contestant nor in the answer or the testimony. 

Later, while the case was under argument, it was contended that 
Mr. Chalmers had accepted another office, and correspondence with the 
Attorney-General’s Office was introduced before the committee. That 


was all we had to act upon in that respect, and it appears by that cor- | 


respondence simply that he was retained to try certain cases as an 
assistant counsel, and was paid therefor $500, and the Department re- 
fused to pay any more when a subsequent account was rendered. The 
Attorney-General said he considered his term of service as having ex- 
pired and that there was no further need of any statement between the 
Government and himself 

Now, it has been said by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DAvis] 
t} 


that there was a commission. 1 will state to the House what that com- 
mission was. 


to act for me in a particular and given case. Thatisall. You call 
that an office,do you? Of course it was necessary that he should have 
had authority from the Attorney-General to act, and the gentleman 
from Missouri would have the letter from him read before he sat down. 
But it is said, and I desire to reply to that now, that he was required 
to take an oath before entering upon the duties assigned to him. 

Mr. Speaker, every lawyer is required to take an oath, and the more 
times he swears ordinarily the better it is for his clients. But the tak- 
ing of an oath does not constitute the man an officer within the terms 
and meaning of the Constitution of the United States. He ought to 


He was appointed to assist the district at- | 


It has been held in my State that district attorneys where | 


; and if the Attorney-General, who, as he did a few days ago, em- | 
ployed a citizen of my own State to come down here to Washington to 


ployed had been a member of Congress, is it pretended that he would | 


Has the gentleman the terms of the employment em- 


It was simply a letter from the Attorney-General author- 
izing him to act, just as I would give my power of attorney to any man | 
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perform his duties confided to him as an attorney of this client; and 
that is what is required under this act of Congress. 

But, sir, there is another and a subsequent section to which my 
friend from Missouri has called attention and which I had almost for- 
| gotten to allude to. I hold that the employment of Mr. Chalmers 
| comes under the section to which I have called attention. There is, 
however, a subsequent section which provides for taking the oath and 
on which the majority rely: 

Every attorney or counselor who is specially retained— 


Now, does it do anything more? But to make this plain, this sec- 
tion upon which they rely, I will read the entire section— 

Every attorney or counselor who is specially retained under the authority 
of the Department of Justice to assist in the trial of any case in which the Go, 
ernment is interested, shall receive a commission from the head of such Depart- 
ment, &c. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. Now read the commission itself. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. You may read it in yourowntime. I have stated 
it, and any member of the committee who examined the question will 
bear me out in this assertion, that it is merely an authority given to act 
in this case. I do not care what phraseology the Attorney-General] 
couched that letterin. Hecannotriseabove thelaw. He might have 
given a commission to perform any and all duties. He might have 
put the seal of the Department of State upon it. He might have had 
it signed by every member of the Cabinet and by the President of th: 
United States, but he could not have added a single iota to the authority 
| given him by the act of Congress. I repeat I do not care what phrase 
| ology he employs; it is to my mind ridiculous to talk about the phras 
| ology of a letter from the Attorney-General when his authority coms 

under the section to which I have called attention. 

The idea is preposterous that he can by a commission make an ofii 
cer when the law does not make the party he employs an officer of thi 
Government. Ishould be glad to have some gentleman explain to 
this House how the Attorney-General can make a man an office: 
| there is not any authority of law to constitute him one. Does not th 
| provision in the subsequent section providing for a commission con 
strue itself? Is it fromthe President? Notatall. Itisan authority 
from the Attorney-General to act, and it says he is ‘‘ specially 
tained.’’ Does not everybody understand what that means? ‘‘S 
cially retained.’’ Does that mean appointment to an office? Has 
| continuing office under the meaning of the Constitution ? 

With these remarks I submit, so far as Iam concerned, this ques 
tion to the consideration of the House. 

Mr. BENNETT rose. 

Mr. COOK. I wish to inquire, before the gentleman from Nort! 
| Carolina proceeds, how long time is desired on that side? 

Mr. BENNETT. I will say to my friend from Iowa that I have no 
| idea at present of limiting myself. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ELLIs). 
| Carolina will proceed. 
| Mr. BENNETT. The election out of which this contest arose was 
held on the 7th day of November, 1882. On the 4th day of December 
1882, the notice of contest was served upon Mr. Manning by Mr. Chal 
mers. On the 20th day of December, 1882, the answer to Mr. Chalmers 
was filed in the cause. On the 9th day of December, 1882, Mr. Chal 
mers was appointed special assistant to the United States district at 
torneys for the northern and southern districts of Mississippi. 
Here is the appointment: 


l 


ym 


iit 





The gentleman from North 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Washington, D. C., December 9, 1882 
Sir: You are hereby appointed special assistant United States attorney 
the northern and southern districts of Mississippi, to assist United States att 
neys in the prosecution of violations of the election laws at the late electior 
Your compensation will be $500, and will not exceed $1,000, to be fixed at the dis 
cretion of the Attorney-General. 

Very respectfully, 


BREWSTER, Attorney-Gener 
General J. R. CHALMERS, 


119 New Jersey avenue, 8S. E., Washington, D. C. 


The point is made by the gentleman trom Pennsylvania [ M-. lL- 
| LIoTT] that this question of the eligibility of Mr. Chalmers was not 
| made in any of the pleadings in the cause, but for the first time ground 
| was broken respecting this ineligibility pending the hearing of this cas 

before the Committee on Elections. How could it have been othe 
| wise? The appointment of Mr. Chalmers to these places was mace 
the 9th day of December, 1882. The notice of contest was served tl 
ith day of December, 1882. The answer was served on the 30th day 
of December, 1882. It was impossible, therefore, in the nature of things 
that this appointment should have been the subject of emphasis in the 
original pleadings in the cause. 

Besides, I concede that a member of Congress, according to the pre: 
edents, may hold another office after his term of office begins and run 
that office along parallel with that of a member of this House or of @ 
Senator at the other end of the Capitol until the first day of the session 
Such seems to be the fair inference from Mumford’s case, from Ham 
mond’s, and from Earle’s. When the first Monday in December, the 
day for the assembling of the Congress, has come, then he makes his 
election, and if he holds another office after that date by operation o! 
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law it eviscerates the original one, so to speak, or at all events vacates 
the original one. ‘ . . 

The true legal question, therefore, in this case is this—there is an- 
other, to which I purpose to devote myself by and by, turning upon the 
facts of this case—but the true legal question is whether on the first | 
day of the session of this Congress, or at any time thereafter, Mr. Chal- | 
mers held another office than that which he claims to hold upon the 
floor of this House. The point could never have been made until the | 
first Monday of December, 1883, that Mr. Chalmers held another office 
at variance with and in antagonism to that of membership upon this 
floor. How, then, could Mr. Manning have made the point in the | 
pleadings? It could only have been made when the first Monday in | 
December had come and gone. I apprehend no gentleman here who 
is capable of comprehending a legal principle will say that even in the 
absence of pleadings this House has no inherent power to purge itself 
of a member who attempts to hold and exercise upon this floor the 
office of Representative and who at the same time holds a position in- 
consistent therewith. The power of punishing for contempt isa power 
inherent to the constitution of courts of justice. The power of pre- 
serving order in the absence of all legislation, in the absence of any 
public rule, is a power inherent to the constitution of courts of justice. 
Shall it be said that this Congress, invested with power to legislate for 
a Government bounded on the south by bananas and on the north by 
icebergs, has no power to purge its body of an ineligible member unless 
the point is so denominated in the pleadings? Away with such non- 
sense! It is magnificent trifling. 

Now, then, let us confront the legal proposition involved in this 
case. The appointment of Mr. Chalmers by the Department of Justice 
has been read. I do not propose to make any reflections against the 
head of that Department. I know him personally, and esteem him 
for his excellent qualities. I regard him as an honorable counselor, 
a good man and a just. The oath of Mr. Chalmers is as follows: 


I, James R. Chalmers, of Mississippi, do solemnly swear that I will support 
and defend the Constitution of the United States against all enemies, foreign 
and domestic; that I will bear true faith and allegiance to the same; that I take 
this obligation freely, without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion; 
aud that I will well and faithfully discharge the duties of the office on which I 
am about to enter. So help me God. 

JAS. R. CHALMERS. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 12th day of December, A. D. 1882. 

[SEAL. | WILL HAIGHT, Notary Public. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ELLiorr] said a while ago 
that a man in the common lot of life when hiring a lawyer never for a 
moment suspected that the gentleman who was assuming that position 
toward him was an officer; that it was never assumed that an engage- 
ment between a client and an attorney reached so high a dignity. As 
the facts are put by the gentleman from Pennsylvania it is entirely 
obvious that the attorney is not a public officer in his relations to a 
private client. 

There are a few significant differences between a special assistant 


to a United States district attorney and an ordinary lawyer, upon which 
I beg the kindly indulgence of this House while I comment. It is | 


said by Forsyth, in his history of Hortensius, that part of the oath 
anciently taken by an attorney was that he would *‘ bring nothing 
false before the court and would make war for his client.’’ It is not 
supposed that it is the duty of one who is about to assume the relation 
of attorney to a client, whether he be hired or retained, to subscribea 
fresh oath every time he repeats his engagement. I have no doubt 
that the member from Pennsylvania would find himself exceedingly 
crowded by the number of oaths to which he would have to subscribe 
if in every instance where a retainer came he had to appeal to the 
— of all human existence to witness the correctness of his con- 
auct. 


One thing is certain: the gentleman who assumes the attitude of | 


special assistant to a United States district attorney takes anoath. Here 
it is, as filed in this case. Had he not before sworn “ to bring nothing 
false before the court and to make war for his client ?”’ 
in the nature of things that so heightens the obligation that he owes 
to the Government when putting on these new robes that requires him 
to lay his hand upon his heart and again register his vow of fidelity to 
the country? Is there any inherent difference between a common 


client and the Government that makes it essentially necessary that an | 


attorney assuming the relation of special assistant to the latter should 
again pledge himself afresh, should again declare that he will support 


What is there | 
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cunning juggle? 
splendid ? 


swept them from their feet. 





the Constitution with all ardor, should again say, ‘‘ This is my first 
love?”’ 
tuous citizen and the Government of the United States? I have the 
misfortune to have lived to this age and never have seen the difference 
between the sanctity of the two. 


} 


Is thereany such inherent difference between the common vir- | 


What, therefore, is the moving cause of this additional sacredness | 
when he come to assume this relation to the General Government ? | 


ree is supposed to be loyal from one end of the country to the 
other. 


Why, therefore, take him again to the Book which is the best | 


comfort of our imperfect condition and put him through the ordeal of | 


swearing fidelity to the country and to his client? Not only an oath, 
but, as suggested to me by my friend from Missouri [Mr. DAvis], an 


oath conceived partly in these words: ‘‘ I will well and faithfully dis- | 


charge the duties of the office on which I am about to enter.” 


Isthata | 
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Is that put in to make the condition completely 
Or does it mean something, and are they weighty words ? 

The people always think well when they think a longtime. Ihave 
seen astute lawyers attempt to put the blinders on a jury of common 
people, and for the moment by their tempestuous eloquence they have 
But let that jury go out for a moment to 
perform some pressing personal necessity, and there will be somebody 
in it that will discover the true point in the case. You can not cover 
the central facts in this case and drive the true sense of this House 
away from its proper moorings. 

It has been said here that if the engagement had expired by lapse of 
time or by non-user, or if the particular duty which the gentleman was 
appointed to perform had ended, then the engagement ends. Let it be 
so. Here isacommunication from the Attorney-General, dated Decem- 
ber 9, 1882: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, December 9, 1882 


Sir: As requested in your letter of the 4th instant, Hon. J. R. Chalmers-has 
this day been appointed to assist in prosecuting the violators of the election 
laws at the last election in your State, and has been notified of his appointment 
at No. 419 New Jersey avenue, southedst, in this city. 

Very respectfully, 
BREWSTER, Attorney-General, 

GREEN C. CHANDLER, Esq., 

United States Attorney, Oxford, Miss. 


The election was held on the 7th of November and the appointment 
was made on the 9th of December. You have heard, Mr. Speaker, of feed- 
ing a dog on hisown tail. [Laughter.] Here is another communica- 


tion : 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
February 21, 1884. 
Sir: Please furnish me at your earliest convenience a copy of the order ap- 


pointing Hon. J. R. Chalmers special assistant to the attorney of the United 
States tor the northern and southern districis of Mississippi; of all accounts 
filed by said Chalmers for services indorsed as such, and copy of resignation 
filed by said Chalmers assuch, with date of receipt of each at your Department. 
I desire copies of all the papers in connection with his appointment and service 
in your Department; and if there are others not specifically called for herein 
please furnish copies of the same. 
Respectfully, 
H. L. MULDROW, 
Member Congress First District Mississippi. 
Hon. BENJAMIN BREWSTER, 
Attorney-General of the United States. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, February 26, 1884 

Sir: As requested in your letter of the 21st instant, I have the honor to inclose 
a copy of the appointmerit of J. R. Chalmers, esq.,a special assistant to the 
United States attorney for the districts of Mississippi. 

Twoaccounts were presented by Mr. Chalmers. The first, for $500, was allowed, 
and a copy of it can be found atthe Treasury Department. The second was 
disallowed entirely, as will be seen from a copy of a letter inclosed. 

Mr. Chalmers is still in the employment of the Government. There is, there- 
fore, no resignation on file from him. 

Very respectfully, 
BREWSTER, Attorney-Genera 

Hon. H. L. MuLpRow, 

House of Representatives. 


I read these letters to show as a matter of fact that the engagement 
of Mr. Chalmers as special assistant to the United States district at- 
torney has never ceased. I ask this House to underscore these letters 
and to fasten their attention upon them: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., February 26, 1884 

Drar Sirk: Mr. Manning has made the point on me that I am an office-holder 
under the United States by reason of my acceptance of employment from you 
to assist the United States district attorney for the northern district of Missis- 
sippi in the prosecution of the violators of the election laws. 

I never considered myself thereby an officer of the United States; but if it is 
an office, I hereby resign all right or title I may have thereto 

I have the honor to be, yours, respectfully, 
JAS. R. CHALMERS 

Hon. B. H. BREWSTER, 

Attorney-General United States. 

Now listen to this: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., March 5, 1884. 

DEAR Sir: I have justseen your letter to Hon. H. L. MULDRow, of Mississippi, 
of February 26, stating that I was still in the employ of the Government because 
I had not resigned. 

I respectfully call your attention to the terms of my employment and to your 
letter to me of 9th of July, 1583, in which you state that my compensation 
‘*“ was to be fixed by the Attorney-General on the conclusion of your services,” 
and that you then and there fixed the amount at 00. I also respectfully call 
your attention to my letter of July 6 inclosing my account and asking a final 
settlement, because the court had quashed the information vs. E. M. Watson 


| and others, and the United States district attorney had asked leave to dismiss 


the other cases. If my letter can be found please send me a copy of it. 

I further respectfully ask whether Mr. Manning ever, resigned a similar em- 
ployment given to him during the time Hon.G. Wiley Wells was district attor- 
ney. 

Yours, truly 
JAS. R. CHALMERS 
Hon. B. H. BREWSTER, 
Attorney-General United States. 


Here are the papers, gentlemen; take them and read them: 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, February 26, 1884 
Sir: Your resignation as assistant tothe United States attorney for Northern 
Mississippi, in the prosecution of violators of election laws, isa cepted 
effect this date. 
Very respectfully, 


Washington, 


to take 


BENJAMIN HARRIS BREWSTER, 
Attorney-General. 
Hon. J. R. CHALMBRs, 


| House of Represe niatives. 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, March 6, 1884. 


Sin: Referring to my letter of the 26th ultimo, I desire to state that the infor- 
s‘ion then furnished you in regard to Mr. Chalmers’s resignation is erroneous 
to the extent that I then stated that Mr. Chalmers had not resigned, and was 
« an employé of the Government as an attorney to prosecute certain cases, 
Phe records Of the Department show but few formal resignations. The rendi- 
of a final account and its payment is an official recognition of the resigna- 
and its acceptance 
Very respectfully, 
S. F. PHILLIPS, Acting Attorney-General, 
Hon. H. L. MuLprRow 
House of Re 


presentatires 
Mr. RANNEY. 
rendered ? 
Mr. BENNETT. You always ask a question at the right 
place. You havea logicaland chronologicalmind. [Laughter.] Now, 
listen just a moment: 


Phe United States, Dr. to James R. Chalmers, assistant United States district 
attorney, for balance of service 


son ela 


Oh, yes. 


Conspiracy to violate election laws 1942, 

At the June term, 1883, of the western division of the northern district of 
Mississippi, at Oxford 

Balance due, case being ended, $500. 

That case was tried on demurrer, and the indictment or information 
was quashed; and it is for services in that case alone that Mr. Chalmers 
filed his claim. 

Personally appeared before me George R. Hill, clerk, &c., the undersigned, 
James RK. Chalmers, who, being duly sworn, says that he rendered the services 


herein stated ; that the account as stated is just and true, and that he has not 


received any payment therefor 


JAS. R. CHALMERS. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 6th day of July, 1883. 
G. R. HILL, 
Clerk United States Court. 
It will be remembered that Mr. Chalmers was appointed special as- 
sistant to the district attorney for the northern and southern districts 
of Mississippi. This case—the only case in which he filed an account 
for services rendered—was in the northern district of Mississippi, and 
was a case against Watson and his codefendants. 
Now, as to the southern district, 1 took the precaution to write to 
the Department of Justice for the entire correspondence covering this 
matter, and | apprehend that a great Department of this Government 


that ought to hold the scales of justice with unfevered hand would give | 


me whatever was due Mr. Chalmers and whatever was due this citizen 
on the other side. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Has the gentleman read all the letters ? 

Mr. BENNETT. I have read all that I have. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Have you read the letter referred to by you in 
your opening remarks 

Mr. BENNETT. What letter? 

Mr. VALENTINE. The letter in which the Attorney-General said 
it was not necessary that there should be a formal resignation. 

Mr. BENNETT. I think I have read that, my friend. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I did not hear you read it. 

Mr. BENNETT. Well, I can help you with information; but I can 
not give you ears. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. VALENTINE. I did not hear the last remark. 

Mr. BENNETT. It was nothing but a kindly remark made to you. 

The contestant continued in the discharge of his duty as such assist- 
ant district attorney until February 26, 1884. While this contest was 
pending the Attorney-General, in answer to a letter of Hon. H. L. 
MUuLDROwW, wrote: ** Mr. Chalmers is still in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment; there is therefore no resignation on file from him.”’ 

Mr. RANNEY. Does the gentleman claim that since that account 
was rendered by Mr. Chalmers in July 1883, he has rendered any 
service ? 

Mr. BENNETT. 

Mr. RANNEY. 

Mr. BENNETT. 





Certainly I do. 
Where is the evidence? 
You anticipate me. 

Mr. RANNEY. I ask the question for information. 

Mr. BENNETT. I will give it to you before I am through. 

The question then comes up, is the place of special assistant to the 
United States district attorney for the northern and southern districts 
of Mississippi an officer? Upon this question hangs the law of this 
case as distinct from the facts; for I apprehend I shall be able to 
show by and by that there is exhibited in this record a state of facts 


which violates all official propriety and which this House can not pos- | 


sibly, with decent regard for its own dignity, condone. 


Section 363 of Revised Statutes provides for the appointment of 


assistant district attorneys in the following words: 


The Attorney-General shall, whenever in his opinion the public interest re- 
quires it, employ and retain in the name of the United States such attorneys 
and counselors at law as he may think necessary to assist the district attorneys 
in the discharge of their duties, and shall stipulate with such assistant attorneys 


and counselors the amount of compensation, and shall have supervision of | 


their conduct and proceedings 
¥ 


Section 366 provides: 


sin the case of The United States vs. E. M. Wat- | 


Will the gentleman state when that account was | 











a moment it will occur to him that in the course of a long practice at 
the bar he never was retained by a private client and commissioned jy 
behalf of that client. 

Mr. RANNEY. Is a letter of attorney anything but a commission? 

Mr. BENNETT. Oh, yes; it is quite different. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Does not the gentleman think that when employed 
as an attorney by a private client I could always be compelled to fi}; 
my power of attorney before acting in the case, so that it might be 
known I had authority to act? 

Mr. BENNETT. The gentleman might be compelled to file it, not 
for the benefit of his client but for the benefit of the other side. The 
line of division in the two cases is perfectly distinct. Upon a rule 
served at the instance of the other side an attorney may be compelled 
to file the muniment of his office. Why? Because otherwise his client 
would have no standing in court. 

Section 366 provides that every attorney or counselor who is specially 
retained, under the authority of the Department of Justice, to assist in 
the trial of any case in which the Government is interested, shall receive 
a commission from the head of such Department, as a special assistant to 
the Attorney-General, or to seme one of the district attorneys, as the 
nature of the appointment may require; and shall take the oath re- 
quired to be taken by law by district attorneys, and shall be subject to 
all the liabilities imposed on them by law. 

The statute has never been construed by any judicial tribunal in this 
country. The nearest approach to a judicial opinion is that, I believ: 
of Mr, Lawrence. I do not remember exactly what position he o 
pies in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. MILLS. He is the First Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Mr. BENNETT. This statute is of recent adoption in this country 
I speak subject to correction. I believe it first appeared in the stat- 
utes of the United States about the year 1870. The judicial decisions 
defining what is and what is not an office are numerous and plenary 
on this point, not indeed by direct construction of the statute, but by: 
the forcible analogies of the law. 

First, I call the attention of the Chamber to the case of Clark +s 
Stanley, (66 N.C. R., 63). Iwill begin at home; I will go to my native 


mud. [Laughter.] The opinion comes from an eminent Republica: 
court, one of the most eminent we ever had in that State. In that 
case the court says: 

A public office is an agency for the State, and the person whose duty it is t 
perform it isa public officer. This we consider to be the true definition of a 


public officer in its original broad sense. The essence of it, the duty of per 


forming an agency—that is, of doing some act or acts, or series of acts, fort 
State. Public officers are usually required to take an oath, and usually a salary 
or fees are annexed to the office, in which case it is an office coupled wit! 
interest. But the oath, salary, and fees are mere incidents and constitut« 
part of the office. This definition also excludes the idea that a public offi 
must have continuance. It makes no difference whether there be but one act 
or aseries of acts to be done; whether the office expires as soon as the one 

is done, or is to be held for years, or good behavior. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. Does that overrule a decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States ? 

Mr. BENNETT. Iam going up higher and higher. [Laughte: 

Mr. ELLIOTT. You have a long way to go to get there. 

Mr. BENNETT. Itravel very rapidly on the home-stretch. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

It did not occur to the gentleman from Pennsylvania when he said 
that if Mr. Chalmers were to die there would be no continuity in thi 
office—it did not occur to him I say that the act providing for the ap- 
pointment of this special assistant is of a continuing character; that it 
runs along pari passu with the life of the Government, and that th 
mortuary changes of individuals do not change its existence. Call it 
an original vacancy, if you choose, the act is there; the background is 
there. 

United States vs. Maurice. (2 Brockenborough, 97). This was an ac- 
tion on bond of an agent of fortifications authorized by regulations ot 
Department, and recognized by an act approved April 24, 1816. The 
question involved was, Was he an officer of the Unitee States? Thi 
regulations prescribed his duties to be to provide materials and work 
men, pay laborers employed, make an abstract of articles furnished, 01 
labor performed, pay of mechanics, and of contingent expenses. Th 
opinion of the court was by Chief-Justice Marshall, who decided that 
this agent was an officer of the United States. 

Vaughn vs. English, (8 California Reports, 41); Shelby vs. Alcorn, 
Mississippi Reports, 273). These cases and others that might be cited 
abundantly show that the position of special assistant district attorne) 
is an office within the meaning of the sixth section of the first artic! 
of the Constitution. The appointment or employment is provided for 
by section 363 of the Revised Statutes, and his duties are prescribed by 
section 366. Within all the authorities this is an office. But it may 
be attempted to show that this employment only amounted to a « 
tract between the Government and the contestee. A contract between 


| the Government and an individual may certainly be made, to do any 


| work that is imposed on the Government, and for which there is no pro- 


Every attorney or counselor who is specially retained, under the authority of | 


the Department of Justice, to assist in the trial of any case in which the Govern- 
ment is imterested, shall receive a commission. 


If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ELLIoTT] will reflect for 


vision of law as to how it shall be done, when the law does not crea’ 
the position or place, and does not prescribe its duties. In such a case 
the contract takes the place of the law, and the rights, and duties, and 
obligations of both parties are defined not by law but by the terms 
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agreed on, and neither can depart from them without the consent of 
the other. “a Ss Na : 

United States vs. Hartwell, (6 Wallace, 393). The words ‘employ and 
retain,’ used in section 363, have been relied on to support the view 
that this is a contract and not an office. 


It is the argument of the member from Pennsylvania, and he lays | 


particular stress on the fact that the words employ ’’ and ‘‘ retain ”’ 
are the operative words in the two sections. 

Section 169 of the Revised Statutes provides that each head of a De- 
partment is authorized to employ in his Department such number of 
clerks of the several classes recognized by law. Section 170 provides 
that no money shall be paid to any clerk employed in either Depart- 
ment at an annual salary as compensation for extra services unless ex- 
pressly authorized by law. ae ; Roca 

So the words ‘‘employ ’’ and ‘‘retain’’ are to be found bristling all 
through the statutes in connection with the appointment of those who 
have again and again been decided by the courts of last resort to be 
officers within the meaning of the law. ; 

This question has frequently arisen in the House of Representatives, 
and it has been uniformly decided that the person holding a Federal 
office on or after the day when Congress meets is not elegible to a seat 
in the House. The question first arose in the case of Van Ness, in 1803. 


He was elected to Congress, and afterward, and before the first session | 


began, he accepted the appointment of major of the militia of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, which he held at the time the question of his elegi- 
bility was before the House. By a unanimous vote of the House he 
was turned out and the seat declared vacant. 

I do not suppose the ayerage member of this House would regard 
any other office as quite so insignificant as that of a major of militia. 
[ believe, according to the Georgia custom, a major’s uniform is cur- 
rently believed to consistof a pair of spurs anda paper collar. [Laugh- 
ter.] Mr. Randolph, of Virginia, said, in reference to the Van Ness 
case: 

Ona precedent so important as was about to be established by the vote of the 


House, it was unnecessary to say a word. He wished, however, the disposition 
of the House to exclude by unanimous vote even the shadow of executive influ- 


ence should be recorded on their journals, for which purpose he called for the | 


yeas and nays. 

They were taken and were unanimous. 

In the case of Baker, of Illinois, and Yell, of Arkansas, Twenty-ninth 
Congress, second session, found in contested-election cases from 1834 to 
i865, page 92, the same principle was affirmed. Baker and Yell, after 
their election to Congress, accepted commissions as colonel of volun- 
teers for the Mexican war. The committee reported that holding this 
office at the time Congress convened vacated their seats in the House 
under the clause of the Constitution already cited. The report also 
took the ground that the two positions were incompatible, and, under 
the fifth section of the first article of the Constitution, which declares 
that ‘‘each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and 
qualifications of its own members,”’ it was the duty of the House to 
declare their seats vacant. The report says, on page 93: 

The committee believe that to hold an office in the Army of the United States 
is incompatible with the office of a member of Congress, and that, therefore, the 
two offices can not be held at the same time by the same individual; that it is 
against the whole theory and spirit of our Government. The Constitution in- 
tended that the President should have no power to control the action of Congress 
in any respect; that it should be perfectly independent. Now, suppose every 
member was a colonel in the Army in the service of the United States, and the 
President, who, by the Constitution, is Commander-in-Chief of that Army, 


should come into the Halls of Congress, and order each member to retire imme- | 
diately, under penalties inflicted for disobedience of orders, to his post in the | 


Army, what would become of Congress? Orsuppose, wh ®e Colonel Baker was 
making his speech here this session as a member, the President had come into 
this Hall and commanded him to be silent, or retire to his regiment in Mexico? 
Suppose in that speech Colonel Baker had spoken disrespectfully of his superior 
officer, the President, could he not be held responsible before a court-martial ? 
To enlarge upon this argument is useless. To allow the two offices to be held 
by the same person would utterly destroy the independence of Congress and 
convert the country into a military despotism. 


For further iilustration of this principle, seethe debate in the House 
on February 5, 1847. 

_The next case to which attention is called is that of Byington rs. 
Vandever, found in same book of contested-election cases. page 395. 


Vandever, after his election to Congress in 1860, was on the 30th of | 


August, 1561, appointed a colonel of the Ninth Regiment of lowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry. The committee in their report on this case say: 


, He has no right asa Representative toabsent himself from the House without 
‘eave; and if he does he is liable to be arrested by the officer of the House, and 
returned and punished, But he is also bound as an officer of the Army to be 
present with his regiment (perhaps a thousand miles distant), ready to execute 
-e commands of his superior officer, and for his default is liable to punishment, 
it may be w ith death. Or his military superior may take him by force from his 
eat and duties in the House to his postinthe Army. That sucha physical im- 
a sibility as is thus created to execute the duties of both offices renders them 
‘compatible would seem beyond a doubt. 
a oa is — also in the nature of the powers incident to the two positions 
peal the am rs them incompatible : As Representative he may, by his vote, re- 
naan ‘aan - ae regulation creating a duty or imposing a penalty, whi hy 
his right (ar a a Army he has neglected or incurred. Or in the exer ise pi 
superior maitieeee: laps duty) as Representative to speak of the conduct of Nis 
Army, the su oe officers, he might utter words for w hich, as an otlicer of the 
martial ¢ pe rior would have equal right to cause him to be tried by court- 
al and punished. 
This reg 


‘soning fits the case of contestant perfectly. He is an officer 
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of the Department of Justice, commissioned by that Department, and 
by section 360 of the Revised Statutes the Attorney-General may re- 
quire him to perform any duty required of the Department or any officer 
thereof, and by section 366 he is subject to all the liabilities imposed 
by law on district attorneys. He has no right to absent himself from 
the House, and while performing duties there he may be, in discharge 
of his duties as assistant district attorney, compelled to be in Missis- 
sippi in prosecuting the cases specially committed to his charge as such 
assistant district attorney. As Representative he may, by his vote, 
change the law regulating his duties as assistant district attorney and 
increasing his compensation as such. He may, by his absence from the 
House, subject himself to arrest and penalties, and by his absence from 
the court in Mississippi disobey the directions of the Attorney-General. 
Or when in the discharge of his duties in Mississippi as assistant dis- 
trict attorney he may in the most critical period of such duties be taken 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House and carried to Washington. 


| Clearly the duties of the two places are incompatible, and the House 


seat is vacant. The authorities are abundant and directly in point. 

The case of Delarge vs. Bowen contirms this doctrine. In this case 
Bowen, after his election to Congress, had accepted the office of sheriff 
of the city of Charleston, and was in the discharge of the duties of this 
office when Congress convened. The House held the two offices incom- 
patible, and declared the seat vacant. 

The only other case that will be noticed is that of Blair (Report 110, 
first session Thirty-eighth Congress, pages 5to 10). This case was heard 
and determined with that of Schenck. They were both elected to the 
Thirty-eighth Congress, and thereafter, and before the first session be- 
gan, they were both commissioned as general officers in the Federal 
Army. Schenck resigned his e»mmission in the Federal Army before 
the first session of Congress began, on the tirst Monday in December, 
1863. Blair resigned his commission the Ist of January, 1864, in order 
to take his seat in the House, which had been in session about a month. 
The committee and the House decided that Schenck was entitled to re 
tain his seat, but Blair was not, and the seat of the latter was declared 
vacant. In the report the committee say: 


The authorities are clear that the mere appointment or election to office, the 
duties of which are incompatible with those of one already held, will not vacate 
such office. This is true even in England, where the appointment to office can 
not always be avoided, and where once assumed it can not,as we have seen, be 
always voluntarily resigned by the incumbent. * * * The common law has 
been shown to be clear that the electign alone to an incompatible office will not 
vacate one already held. The language of the Constitution is that ‘‘ No person 


| holdingany office under the United States shall be a member of either House 


during his continuance in office.”’ The words are ‘shall be a member,” not 
“shall be elected.’’ No one can be made a member against his will. Hemay be 


| elected without his consent or knowledge, for he may be in a foreign land, but 


to become a member he must not only be elected, but he must take the oath of 
office. * * In the clause now under consideration the language is: ‘‘ No 
person holding any office under the United States shall be a member of either 
House during his continuance in office.’ No one doubts that the object of the 
constitutional inhibition was to guard the House against executive influence. 
This object is attained so far as it can be by this ae ision, if the inhibition at- 
taches the moment the member enters upon the discharge ef his duties as such 
and nothing is gained by an earlier application of it. 

But this record raises another question, which,so far as the committee can 
learn, has not before arisen, and which it becomes necessary to examine. Mr. 
Blair was appointed a brigadier-general August 7, 1862, and a major-general 
November 2%, 1862, the duties of which latter office he discharged till January 
1, ISh4, when he tendered his resignation, which was accepted January 12, 1864. 
On this latter day he qualified and took his seat in the House of Representatives. 
The first regular session of the Thirty-eighth Congress, fixed by law, commenced 
the first Monday in December, 1863. It therefore appears that Mr. Blair held and 
discharged the duties of major-general for more than a month after the com- 
mencement of the session fixed by law of the Congress in which, after resigning 
that office, he subsequently took his seat. 

The only conclusion that can be drawn from the record is that Mr. 
Chalmers sought a position from which he was enabled to shield his 
partisans, and in the name of the United States persecute the friends of 
Mr. Manning, whose fidelity to him and the principles he represented 
had aroused the anger of contestant during the canvass. 

He sought and obtained this position, which enabled him at Govern- 
ment expense and with the power of the Government to prosecute his 
claim for this seat in Congress. 

By reason of this position he was enabled to summon witnesses on 
behalf of the United States, who, when they obeyed the process, were 
required to exhibit the private correspondence of Mr. Manning, though 
not a party to the case under examination. He was enabled to gain 
access to the grand jury, and under the protection of its secrecy, and 
without any danger of detection, he could turn this great engine pro- 
vided for the protection of society to forward his ambitious schemes and 
wreak his vengeance. 

How much time have I remaining ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has ten minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. BENNETT. I fear I shall not be able to conclude my temiarks 
within the hour, and shall probably be required to ask an extension. 

Now, whether disqualified under the sixth clause of the first article 
of the Constitution by reason of his holding this Federal office, it is 
insisted that under the fifth clause of the same article he.should not 
be allowed a seat on the floor of this House. Under the last-cited 
section the House is the exclusive judge not only of the election but 
the qualification of its members. 

It is deemed unnecessary to comment on the conduct of the con- 
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testant \s exhibited in the record, both before and subsequent to 


to give h House would 
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» bad that im aseat in this 
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S¢ uple and a precedent calculated to sap the foundations of 
( presentative system 
I committee in their report, on page ae Say 
" howe passing t juestion of whether sis an offens« 
A of the Constitution, find that Mr. Chalmers was retained for 
purpose, and tl prior to the time of the convening of Congress the 
er for which he was appointed employed had been disposed. His ac- 
t had be lered d close the Department. Noresignation had 
l Ynade—t1 e Was necessary Practically his connection with the office had 
dl 
The record will be searched in vain for the facts stated in this ex 
tract from the report of the majority. On the contrary, it will appear 
from the evidence that Mr. Chalmers was appointed to assist in the | 
election cases; that some of these cases were still pending in February 
last when this case was under argument and more thansixty days afte 
this session begun 
It will also appear by the statement of the Attorney-General that 
Mr. Chalmers’s account had not been closed and that his connection 


with the office had not practically ended. On the contrary, it will ap- 
pear that Mr. Chalmers had not rendered his account in but a single 
, that of The United States rs. E. M. Watson and others, and the 
(Attorney-General expressly states that his account in that case is 
There is no evidence that 


ist 


closed. he ever rendered or closed an ac- 


| braska [Mr. VALENTINE]. 


count with the Department in any other case, but he remained up to | 


February still in the 


case, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, if this is a mistake on the part of the majority of 
the committee and ** the matter for which he wasappointed or employed 
had not been disposed ot’’ 
gress,’’ then the question still arises, Was his position an office within 
the meaning of the Constitution? The authorities I have already cited 
settle this question beyond all dispute, and it must be held, in accord- 
ance with the precedents relied on, that Mr. Chalmers can not take his 
seat 

The evidence fairly shows that Messrs. Raum, Hatton, Chandler, and 
Bruce (all officers of the United States Government), and Jay Hubbell, 
chairman of the Republican executive committee, brought about the 
candidacy of contestant. Register Bruce, at a critical moment, extin- 
guished the aspirations of his colored brother, J. P. Little, by the fol- 
lowing telegram 

Republicans here 
Republican cand 


but 


Washington) do not think it would be wise to nominate a 


idate for Congress. Give Chalmers a chance at the Bourbons 
ord, page 126 


Mr. RANNEY. Is there anything illegal about that? 

Mr. BENNETT. If there is not anything illegal in it, there isa 
‘‘damned spot’’ init. If there is anything consecrated in the tradi- 
tions of this country it is that the affairs of the States, the legitimate 
privilegesof the States, their elections, and their laws shall not be in- 
vaded by the Executive, or by the General Government, or by any De- 
partment thereof. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Propriety, Mr. Speaker, may have fled the country. All sense of 
delicacy in these matters may |! 
tion ** that knew not Joseph’’ are better in their principles than were 
the opinions and the traditions of the fathers. 
the Republic an officer of an Executive Department of this Government 
would sooner have thrust his tinger into the fire, would rather have 
gone shackled to the place of execution, than to have attempted anin- 
vasion in the affairs of the State at the time ofan election. Anything 
improper in it! Do notshut your eves to what is public history. 
not shut youreyes tothe fact that an Executive Department of this Gov- 
ernment, as is now commonly understood, has gone into a State that 
lies here under the very eaves of the Capitol to advance the ambitions 
and the projects of one who sits in the other end of the Capitol. Do 
not forget that the patronage of a great State has been given into the 


**prior to the time for the convening of Con- | 


ve gone, and it may be that this genera- | 


discharge of his duties as assistant district at- | 
re S accol ‘or services settled except ¢ he Wats . . . 
torney with his account for services unsettled except as to the Watson | gentleman in charge of the report, the gentleman from Iow 


| minutes. 


| an opportunity to conclude his argument on this question. 
| tainly has not been wasting any time. 





oar 
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JUNE 


Mr. R 


to help ¢ halme s 


} 
ium deta 


led two men, calling them internal-revenue coll 


Cannon to right of them, 
Cannon to left of them 


bean seller belie 


they gave their whole time to the work, and the account fo 
services was filed against the Government. 
Mr. Hubbell ‘‘ paid ’’ Chalmers 3250 ‘‘as a send-off,’’ and afterwy 


made other remittances for his benefit, the exact amount of w} 
above $1,250) could not be ascertained from the fund managers 
cause they had burned the books of the committee soon aiter the 
tion 

Did you ever see a cat 
back with a cunning 
knew? [ Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
Carolina has expired 

Mr. VALENTINE rose 

Mr. LOWRY. I propose to take the floor and will yield to t] 
tleman from North Carolina such time as he may want. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North Car 
will prow eed. 

Mr. LOWRY. That theremay be no want of unanimity, I w 
claim the floor at this time but will yield to the gentleman from > 
I will claim the floor afterward and 
then yield to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BENNeTi 

Mr. VALENTINE. If thegentleman from North Carolina is to 
any furtheron this case I would prefer that he shouldspeak now 


meters 


retire—gone for a moment and then lo 


look as if she knew something that nobod 


The time of the gentleman from Nor 


Cook }, told me he proposed to call the previous question in thirty 
sefore that is done I desire to submit some remarks. 
Mr. LOWRY. My friend from North Carolina [Mr. BENNeET 


gests that you can lead a horse to the water but you can not make! 
drink. He does not desire to proceed now. The gentleman fron 


braska[ Mr. VALENTINE], if it be agreeable to him, can proceed at t! 
time, and I will afterward take the floor and afford my friend 1 
North Carolina an opportunity to be heard further when he is 
refreshed. 

Mr. COOK. It was my purpose when the gentleman from N 
Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] rose to take the floor under the thirt) 
minutes I have left and yield the whole of that time to the gent 
on that side and then to call the previous question. As I have th 
five minutes remaining I will yield that time to the gentlemen 
other side and then ask for a vote. I ask that that arrangem: 
made by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks un 
mous consent that after thirty-five minutes of debate accorded t 
minority the previous question shall be considered as ordered. Ist 
objection ? 

Mr. VALENTINE. 


1 object. 
Mr. LOWRY. 


I desire to afford the gentleman from North ¢ 
He 
I am willing onthe oth 


| the gentlemen who espouse the other side of the question sh 


| 


In the better days of | 


| 


Do | 


hands of a single citizen, all of it to be used in one monstrous attempt— | 


an irresistible column-— 


to break down the spiritof liberty that still lin- 
gers in the States. 


Do not, I repeat, shut your eyes to that which is 
current history. Donot shut your eyes to what is implied in this dis- 
patch. Do not shut your eyes to the fact that there is more behind 
than appears on the face of this dispatch itself. It is incontestibly 
proven by implication that to get a seat upon the floor of this House 
he has turned his back upon kith and kin to make friends with those 
some time ago his enemies. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And 
nothing but the power of this General Government exercised from this 
safe quarter in his behalf would have taken him away from his public 
allegiance. He is the victim of too much patronage [laughter], and 
his people in that State are made the sufferers. Great God! 
enough to make the face of any independent, right-thinking citizen 
mantle with shame. It is enough to make any honest citizen who re- 
gards the Government as simply made to increase the amount of good 
and comfort for the citizens—it is enough to make him recoil and his 


flesh creep to see the patronage of the Government thus foully and most 
unnaturally abused 


It is | 


| on this floor. 


ample opportunity to express their views, and I suggest it is ent 

proper my friend from Nebraska should proceed now and that 

BENNETT be allowed to finish after he has somewhat refreshed hin 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


Those arrangements are not with 


| power of the Chair. 


Mr. HART. I think it is but fair that the gentleman from 
Carolina should conclude his speech now, if he proposes to s 
further. 

Mr. LOWRY. I have not yielded the floor. 
nized as still occupying the floor. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

VALENTINE] is recognized. 

Mr. VALENTINE. 

on this question. 


N 


™ 
} 


I believe I am 
I reserve the balance of my t 
The gentleman from Nebraska 


I shall not detain the House at any great 
In fact, Ido not know that I desire to argue t! 
dence in the case or the law to any great extent. I would not }) 
posed to say anything at this time upon this question, but would 
it to the members to vote upon as it is presented by the various 
bers of our committee, if it were not for the fact that I believe 
duty, to myself at least, if not to other members of this committ 
call the attention of the House to what I at least consider unjust t! 
ment at the hands of my friend—and I class him as such, I a: 
say—the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cook]. I believe, and I des 
so state, that in the writing of this report and its submission 
House by my colleague he has used unnecessary and uncalled-! 
guage. He was delegated by a majority of our committee to repo 
favor of the seating of Mr. Chalmers. The minority members 
subcommittee, together with two of the majority, gave from one to! 
hours per day for two weeks to the argument of this question 4 
question was argued at great length both upon the facts and upon ! ; 
questions of law involved. The subcommittee, composed of three D: 
crats and two Republicans, were unanimous in their report to th 
committee that Mr. Chalmers was duly elected and entitled to 

The chairman of our subcommittee was asked to make 


rahe 








aa. 











accordance with the majority report of the full committee. 


3 Par some reason he failed for a considerable length of time to make this 
sanort, Afterward the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. Cook], the second 


»yberof the subcommittee, was asked by the full committee to make 
3 this re port, and, as I at least presumed, to embody therein the views 


% the majority. 
’ | unguage used here is not indorsed by any Republican member 
: the Elections Committee. We do not believe it warranted by the 


< or by the evidence, and think that it ought not to have appeared 
eport to this House. He has taken occasion to use language which 
mits does not convey, or ought not to convey, the meaning that a 
isnal reader would give it, and that is why I object to it. 
desire, without taking the attention of the House, to ask to have 
ed as a part of my remarks upon this question the majority re- 
| will not ask to have it read, as it has been already read. 


\r. Cook, from the Committee on Elections, submitted the following 
l Committee on Elections submit the following report in the case of James 
iimers vs. Van H. Manning: 
“st the regular election for Representative in this Congress, in the second dis- 
trict of Mississippi, James R. Chalmers received a majority of the votes cast 
I certificate of election or commission, however, was given to the con- 
Van H. Manning. The facts and circumstances under which this was 
i fully appear in the report and proceedings on the question of prima facie 
right heretofore had 
the contest on the merits Mr. Manning took the burden of the issue and 
sought to show that there was such interference in the election and canvass 
x to it by the Executive Departments at Washington and Federal author- 
the district as to at least make the election void 
It appears that Mr. ¢ halmers, a short time before the election, was declared not 
| to a seat which he occupied as a Democrat in the Forty-seventh Congress. 
his time he had for years acted with the Democrats. Immediately after 
{ he conferred with leading Republicans at Washi: and with members 
1dministration, arranging with them to aid him in securing the support 
e Republicans of this district,in which he did not then reside. It is fairly 
i that he had the active aid of the Departments at Washington and their 
subord es in the district in the work of securing the support of the Republi- 
in party organization in his canvass,and the votes of its adherents, the great 
are of the colored race 
dence 1s not « 
rvice of the coun 
N nly was much time for which some of the Federal officials were paid by 
nment devoted to canvassing forthe contestant, but their accounts for 
urred in the canvass were rendered to the Departments at Wash- 
s incurred on account of the Government not appear 
re paid 
ittee appreciate the gravity of the issue thus presented 
free from all corrupting influence. 
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eV ear, yet it fairly shows facts thatare a reproach to 





ilthough it does 








elections 


sums of money in elections in many parts of the country is 
r, even the be not used directly 





gh it be voters 
Federal patronage and the influence of superiors may produce a 
st y orrupting effect among a voting population such asthis district con 
t s must be admitted Che direct bribery of voters and cor 
i t uch more baneful 
\guin, itisof the highest importance that Congress should be a body free 
from executive interference linance No membe 
sin any degree indebted to the Executive Departments for t 
olds 
thie 
lel 





upon th 


‘ 
ipt 





use of money 
as 
hould 
1e seat 


is may be or dot 


xecutive patronage and power is a growing evil, the force and 

good citizens realize only to regret 

yes to the fact that this influence may b 

10re perniciously in one section of the country 

Delic y that it is the duty of the House, whenever it is show 

ember is the result of this influence, to declare the election void 

ng, further, that the testimony in a case is to be taken in connectio 

poraneous historical facts, your committee 

cord and evidence inthis case. We con 

ithat the election of Mr. Chalmers was secure 

s to say, that without it he would have b 

fthe large majority he received. It was perhaps more instrun 

z him the candidate of the Republican party and suppressing other 
sfor party support. But with this we think the Hous 

\ large part of the evidence is calculated to show that 


eitful in his politics, treacherous to his political friends 
tix 


all and condemn; nor can 


exercised with wreater 
mother 


1 that the elec- 


than 
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his give 


ude that it « 
iby such undue 


ireful atten 
an not fairly 
influence 


ie 


not en elected—especially 


ental In 


aspi 
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has ne concern 
contestant was de- 
ind 
t rhis, however, must address itself to the voter 
suse has no right to renderan unjust decision because 





of so 
strict, 
i man lawfully 


unworthy 


Ruan his «a 


dthe H 


ected av 


s of 
be subject to this criticism more or 
itis next claimed that Mr. Chalmers, if le ly elected 


less 
| has since his election 
ilified himself from holding this oflice by accepting another office from the 
nited States and performing its duties within the term of office of a member 
t tine ty-eighth Congress, under the following provision of the Constitution 

\nd no person holding any office under the United States shall be a member 
ther House during his continuance in office 

because, on the 9th day of December, 1882, Mr. Chalmers was by the Attorney 

eral of the United States employed or appointed to the 


special assistant 
t and 


attorneys for the northern and southern districts of Mississipp 
y retaining this position he had vacated his office as Re presentative 
Your committee, however, passing the question of whether this is an office 
within the meaning of the Constitution, find that Mr. Chalmers was retained for 
special purpose, and that prior to the time for the convening of Congress the 
stter for which he was appointed or employed had been disposed of. His 
iad been rendered to and closed by the Department. No resignation 
made—none was necessary. Practically, his connection with the 
lice istrict attorney had ceased 
* We recommend to the House for adoption the following resolution 
= , sesolved, That James R. Chalmers was duly elected as a Representative in the 
: I eighth Congress from the second district of Mississippi, and is entitled to 
re 81 nin as a member of this House 


rat i 





4 ount | 
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11 been 





“ ) e of 


And I desire to follow that report in the RECORD with the views of 
e1 ty of the majority as submitted in the following 


3 ‘corporate them as part of my remarks. 
A Views of dissent from some 


nor 


report I 


’ portions of the majority report in Chalmers rs 
4 Manning 
” remembered that the House upon a report of the committee, de- 
3 ia. the contestee was not entitle 


d to be sworn in upon his alleg 
though he finally caused his certificat 


t » be presente 
' , : 
such a right, notwithstanding what he had i 
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was awarded to him by 
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cause of, and in pursuance of, the action of the of state, whic 





I t secretary nm was 
proved to have been illegal and fraudulent; that upon the returns the co ~ 
ant, Mr. Chalmers, was elected and should have been so found by that office 
and awarded the certifiate 

Mr. Chalmers was thereby deprived of the benetits of the same, and both 
and his district have, because of it and delay in the committee, been den 


hitherto all the benetits of representation 


the floor of the H 
the decision had been made upoa the question of p wie title the 
before the committee for determinati rhe record was nh 


voluminous, and the questions o! 


ima f 





on upon its rits 
fact and n the contest were not 
complicated or difficult of solution An earnest endeavor was u 
to get the case heard and determined speedily and without any 

The undersigned must be allowed to say, 
all in their power to have this done 
mortification the 
the session 


rhere 


law involved 
ade on 
Unnecessary 
ves, tha rhe 
nd xtre ‘ 


so near the end of 


in justice to thems 
butto their great 
indetermined until now 


regret 


case has remained 


was no evidence in the 
that Mr. Manning was elected, indeed none 
ible pretext for such a contention Phe contestant was chosen beyond all que- 
tion by a large and a decided majority in an election fairly and honorably « 
ducted Phere was nothing so farto require any 
raise any doubt whatever in our minds. Contestee 
notice of contest, set up a claim, not directly 
reasons to the committee, on the evidence or otherwise, tending to support u 
claim, that he was entitled to the seat on the merits 

It has been contended that contestant was not eligible 
lost his right to a seat, because employed December 9 , by the Attorney 
General to act as counsel and aid the district attorneys in the prosecutio1 
in Mississipp His employment was a special one in t! 
and it was in no sense an office which was incompatib 


case upon which any reasonable claim couid 


which furnished even a p 


made 


serious consideration 
did not 
least, and he has presented no 


in hisanswer thre 
at 


or rather that he had 


1Ss2 


some criminal cases 
ne of his profession 















































with his holding the position of Representative to Congress Hie was not 
awarded a certificate of election as the chosen Representative, but the sam 
was awarded to, and was held by, another person, to wit, the contest i 
was only a contestant claiming the seat le was employed ind retained 

the day of election for a special purpose, to assist the district attorneys 1 ie 
northern and southern districts of Mississippi in the prosecution of c¢ i 
criminal cases The employment was authorized under the statutes « ‘ 
United States. It was a special contract employment for special pay accord 

to what he did, and not an appointment to fill any office created by law 
duties prescribed and a salary attached 

There is no good reason for aclaim that it was the holding of an office l 
the United States, which was incompatible with his being a member of th 
House under the provikions of the Constitution, even if he had been a m 
of that body. But whether it was or not, inasmuch as he was not the i dl 
ited as a member and another person was, and especially inasmuch as his et 
ploym«e nt had ceased, his services hay ne been fu ly pe rformed a i « led 
before the Forty-eighth Congress met, he could not inany event proper held 
to come within the provision of the Constitution referred to, either in its lett 
or spirit. Contested Elections in Con ess, 177 Is page 2; H i 
Herrick, in same, p. 287; Earle’s case, p l4; Mumford’s case, p 6; 5 
case; McCrary, sections 238, 244 

rhe contestee, in his answer to the notice of contest and in his ev 
duced, seems to have bent and exhausted his ens 1es Im atte sto . 
personal character of contestant and in mak yr grave harges aga stl 
personal nature, and against the Departments of the Government a 
Government officials, evincing, as it seems to us and is 1imed, a spir 

tiveness and malice more tha ‘ , vhat mistit 1 
mate issues in an election contest. ¢ irges were made by contest« 
having been used in the election fo i purpos { st 

deputy marshals, & There has en ey | i t I 

mducting the contest, in the briefs a therwise i 4 1 ! 
and speec’ 

But what has been done on the part of the contestant has been « 

p &e the attacks of conteste i eray vocat nh Sir 

T 1 of the undersigned was t lisregard mimate il issue 
sonal attacks, and regard only what is proper subje of de oO nd 
Nothing else was discussed in gene mittee Nea i nin ‘ 
Was rea ed, and we hac ghtt sc that report was to be 

< ng We have found to ou } e a repo! 1 « ‘ t 

iracte! rhe Ljor r rt so drawn as to ect upon pe 
I ct of contestant, u i the Departments 1¢ Crovernment,G 
il s, & ind it indires vy charges o1 inuates that money was! sed i 
expended iproperly, and that influ * Was ex sed of a baneful char 
by h ils Cr ernment I sisdo without warrant and a, 
the ey eas we V w it 

Phe « ce dis ses it contestant had campaign funds from diff 
sources, as ft ws mely, $250 from Jay A. H rhe ind that $1,000 was paid 
by D. B. Henderson to 4 Buchanan for same purposes, making $1 
It iss wh conclusively that this was all spent for ritimate general campa i 
purposes, and the items of disbursement are al ounte without confl 
f evidence, and as properly expended 

On the other hand, the sum of 32,650 was contributed and spent b I i 

a | mitestee in his attempted election We nnex eferen s tot \ 
ae e and to the tems thereol! 

An int paid Van Manning national Democratic committe > vO 

Amount paid by E. M. Watson by State Tre er Hemingway 

Amount paid I M. Watson by Secre ry of State Myers LOO 

Amount paid L. S. Dillard by Oxford Democrats I” 

A y ‘ ected Watson in Holly Springs 0) 
Pota mn) 

See testimony Watson, page 94; Dillard, page 9 Hemingway, page S* 

We do not find that any of this was spent corruptly But there is the follow 
ing evidence tending to show that attempts were made by the use of money to 
corrupt voters or to detach persons from the support of contestant We ins 
the same with comments ude thereon vy the mtestant as nd in s 
ind which seems to us to be fully warranted by the evidence 

Depos mi of S« Mart 

\ t t. My name is Scott Mart 15 years old; and ) 
pat reside at Batesville ounty of Panola nd State of M ind | 
y » the Greenback party, and voted for Jas. R. Chalmers ve ra 
ember to the 48th Congress from the 2d Congressional district of Mis I 
Ans. to 2d , t« ivs before the last electis telegram f 

ed } is sum ) i me dis, in said unty Fields told me that I « i 
get Sooif I v 1 ange my influence n ( mers to Ham. ¢ 
< x is ‘ and the bala 1 i A i for 

\fter WN th ee tir j LT. Fa ing, whom I cle 
* D> it isupy er of Cok é Ml ! y al tot aoor 
\ hw t Oo el id asked Fields w was to 
i - i Mr. Far $ ‘ the ‘ ho is atte l 
I said to Fie Have you got h ro wl I : 
t \ I s and | were wked ue 
I y ) tt loo lea i} i 
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\ ‘ ' ite talk between Fart zand I isat the door, Farth- | your election, andthat money should be tl 
ng lef yout t e-fourths yur returned and called Fields out | used as a corrupt fund in said district 
and ‘ ‘ i ‘ efi ! ites private Fields then came back into lestimony of D. B. Ilenderson (record, page 110 a 
t | utes told met y wanted n er att store We Question 5. Do you know, by hearsay or otherwise, that money 3 
we there if iJ. B. Boothe Demo t,and supporter of Van H. Man- | tained for that district from the Federal employés in and for the Stat s 
n exhibited to: written contra which he read and asked me to | sissippi? 
sig acre ‘ h lean not rems ver, but in substance it required me Answer. I never knew or heard of any money being raised from Goy 
to sfey nfluence f 1 Chalmers to Ham. Carter, who was a Republican | ment employés in Mississippi, excepting that I presume circulars | 5 
candid Congress l,as [| understood, for the p wse of dividing the | referred to above were sent to office-holders in Mississippi, as elsewhere, biz 4 
sup} tof Ch ers and thereby secure the election of Manning Phe contract | not specially for Mississippi, or any district therein. And whatever was « 
read t ne stated what I s ild sav tothe people to induce them to chang« raised went into the general fund of the committee, and was not speci al : 
Mr. Farthing ca into the back room during thistime, but saidnothing. Ide- | priated to Mississippi. I heard a rumor to the effect that some friends « 
ferred ¢ mw ther im answer until the me da ind then told Mr. Boothe I Mr. Carter attempted to raise funds to induce him to run as an ind pe 
could not accept his propos nm candidate in the interest of Mr. Manning, but touching this I have no pos 

Ans.toSdint. Lknowo » other persons that were promised or received | knowledge. Thislatter money that I speak of, as I heard the rumor, was 
anything for the support of Manning during said eleetion. I have stated all | raised by some clerks from Mississippi in the Departments, and partly by Lx 
I know upon this subject | ocratic friends of Mr. Manning 

And further this deponent saith not Q. 26. Do you know, from hearsay or otherwise, whether General ( 3 

See page 100 controlled the Federal patronage, or any part of it, for that district in th ‘ 

Ans. to Ist int Alfred Fields said: I decline to be sworn or give any testi- | paign of 18#2” 
mony in reference to any money offered me by the friends of Col. Van H. Man- “4. From some thins at I know, my understanding is that General Cha 
ning. and time of conversation on the subject, and I will go to jail before I will | mers did not control the Federal patronage of that district in 1882? 
give any testimony on the subject. AsIdid not desire to proceed to extremi- | “Q. 27. What are those things that you know? 
ties with him, I return the interrogatories with this statement, which I certify | “A. I have in mind a letter which General Chalmers wrote to me, or else writ- 
to be true and correct | ten by some friend for him, lam not clear which, making complaint t 3 


Given under my hand and seal of said court this the 13th day June, 1883 
[SEAI “Ss. R. BLANN, Clik.” 


see page 9] 


We point next to an attempt to corrupt a minister of the gospel. 


wishes were not regarded touching some post-oflice change desired in 
sippi, and I understand the change desired has never been made; at least 
was not prior to the election in November.”’ 
That there was no such bargain is shown by the following testimony of W.E 
Chandler, a member of the Cabinet , 
**Q. 4. State the purport of the conversations? 
1 53 years of age; my place of residence is Oxford, Miss.; occupation, | “A. Mr. Chalmers stated to me in the summer of 1882, after he had lost his 
preacher of the gospe I belong tothe Republican party; I voted for James | seat in the House—within a fortnight after, I think—that he was going ly 
R. Chalmers for a member of the Forty-eighth Congress, of second district of | Mississippi intending to run for Congress against Mr. Manning. He stat: 
Mississippi; there was not any money paid, offered, or promised me by Van H. | me generally his plan of proceedings, to which I listened 


DEPOSITION OF J. G. JOHNSON, 


‘Ty 





Manning, or any friend or supporter of his, or any one else to vote fer him; but *Q. 5. State what were his general plans as developed in that conversation? 
several weeks prior to the November election of 1882, in which Mr. V. H. Man- “A. The conversation lasted perhaps half an hour, and he did most of the 
ning and James R. Chalmers were candidates for the Forty-eighth Congress, a | talking. I can give the general substance of his talk. He spoke with bitter 
Mr. W am Swindoll came in my room, and in the course of our conversation | ness of the treatment he had received from the Democratic leaders, and said 
Mr. Swindle asked me the following questions relative to the pending election was determined to break up Bourbon Democracy in Mississippi; that he ir 


‘Johnson, who are you going to vote for in our coming election for Congress 7’ | tended to run as an independent Democratic candidate against Mannimg; | 





I replied ‘that I had not decided to vote as yet, but should I doso, Ishould vote | lieved he could carry a large Democratic vote ; believed the Republicans of t 
for James R. Chalmers.’ Mr. Swindle replied, ‘that he could not see how an district would be glad to vote for him, and that he could be elected bey la 
intelligent colored man could vote for a man of so notorious a character,and who | question, unless Republican influences outside of the State were br 

had made his war record so hideous to the people of yourrace.’ ILrepliedtothe | bear upon the Republicans of the district to induce them to nominate a straig 
captain by saying ‘that should | vote for Mr. Chalmers I should do so from the | Republican candidate. Such influences, he said, he hoped would not be 
fact that he had been made the choice of my party.’ Capt. William Swindle | erted. He spoke of the Mississippi River message of the President 
asked ‘if I would take $0 and remain neutral (or not vote at all) ;’ when I re- | mended it as likely to make the Administration strong in the Mississippi \ 
plied ‘that no amount would induce me to do so.’ He said ‘ he asked question | ley. He went over substantially the same ground traversed in his subs t 
as a joke, and had no other intention than to try of what meta! I was.’ ”’ letter, announcing himself a candidate. I said very little. I said I hoped Man- 


Seé page 93.) ning would be beaten, and that I would think over what he had stated to: 
See also testimony of A. J. Terry, page 66. his plans and purposes. I think I expressed my views generally and | 
“Answers to eross-interrogatories : with reference to the true policy of Republicans in Southern States—t 
X Ist. In answer to Ist cross int’'y he says: Nobody offered or paid me any | should be one of co-operation with every man without regard to past | 
money for Van H. Manning, but a man whom I met coming from Michigan | antecedents, who should be willing to contend for a free ballot, an 
City, and whom I did not know, said he would guarantee me $75 if l would work | count, and popular education. 
for Manning as I was working for Chalmers.’ “*Q.6. Do you mean that your last answer embraces the purport of the 
We next callattention to the admissions of Mr. E. M. Watson : conversations between you and the contestant during the period referr 
“Int. 24d. Did you have any conversation with J. B. Boothe, L. C. Standifer, or “A. It does+the substantia) purport.’ 
W. C. Parker, or either of them, or with any one else as to the necessity, pro- 
priety, or practicability of hiring or employing Scott Martin, Alfred Fields, J. 





Testimony of G. B. Raum (see record, page 127 


E. Settle, or any colored men in any way to support said Manning as said can- “Q. 5. In your interviews with Chalmers was it discussed whether it 8 
didate last fall for a seat in said 48th Congress? If yea, please state all that was better for him to run as an Independent or Republic an candidate? 

said by you or them oreither of them or by you and any one else upon the sub- “A. The first interview I had with General Chalmers was after he 

ject of hiring or employing any colored or white men to aid in any way the | clared his candidacy as an independent candidate. The policy of aeciar 
said election of said Manning. Please answer fully and particularly, giving all | himself as a Republican candidate I don’t think was discussed at all. I 

the facts 7 . to him very frankly that to entitle himself to the support of the Re 


Ans. to int. 2d. I had a conversation with Mess. Standifer and Booth and sev- | patty of that district it would be necessary for him to convince them t 
eral others at same time; with Mr. Booth about parties you named. One of | W864 Sincerely devoted to the principles of a peaceful and fair eicetion 





the gentlemen above named, or, as I am inclined to think, Mr. Barber, who was | _ “@- 6. Was the policy of running a Greenback candidate discussed ° 
present, said that Fields had informed him that Chalmers had paid to himself | Nterviews? : a 

(Fields), Scott, Martin, Settle, and one Littlejohn $50 each, with promise of $200 “A. Itwasnot. I understand from General Chalmers that he expected t 
more each, to secure their services. That part of this $200 was then overdue all the elements opposed to the Bourbon Democracy. 

and unpaid, and the four were restless and impatient. That if he (Fields) had | “@.7. In your interviews with Chalmers, did you promise him any 
the money to repay to Chalmers the amount received he would support Ham. | C@Mvass—pecuniary aid, or aid by patronage, or anything of that sort 
Carter and work for him if he could compensate him for his time, and that Scott “A. I did not. : 

Martin was the same way. This was in substance the information conveyed to “Q. 8. You have stated in a former answer that the appointment of A. 1 
me I expressed the hope that these men would turn for Carter, and a willing- | berly as a revenue nt was spoken of by General Chalmers with ap] 
ness to subscribe to the fund for relieving their obligations to Chalmers. I | Did he« xpress a desire for his appointment? 

don't remember any Mr. Parker, but I have met such a gentleman. I never ‘A. Mr. Wimberly had been appointed before this interview. 

had any conversation about securing services of parties named for Manning | “9 Why did he express his approval of the appointment? 

that remember. They were very influential men with their race, as I was in- | _ “A. I suppose because he thought Wimberly would oppose the Bo 
formed, and 1 would have been very glad to have seen them desert Chalmers Democracy. 


I understood they were at heart, at least Fields and Martin, for Carter, and I To the same purport was the testimony of General Frank Hatton 
would have aided in any legitimate way to remove the obligation or tempta- It will be observed that General Hatton’s testimony was taken in 15>», a! } 
tion which I was informed kept them for General Chalmers. We discussed | that all the exhibitsof Chalmer’s letters filed by General Hatton bear dat | 
the information as to these men at length, and concluded that they had been | the election; and that there is no evidence in the record of any Fede: 
bought for General Chalmers, and were really in sympathy with Carter. That | pointment made upon the recommendation of Chalmers. nd ex: 
we would be glad to see Carter have them; would let Carter know, if he did not | ¢&™m asking for the appointment of Howry as postmaster at- Oxf 

was not granted, there is no evidence of any application made by Cha 


already know, how matters stood, and furnish him money to pay back to Chal- . . . 
mers What he had paid them the appointment of any one to a Federal position until after the elect 








Ans. int. 3d. I have already answered this. | The answer charges that John Mahon was appointed postmaster I f 
‘ED. M. WATSON,” Springs, A. T. Wimberly and E. A. West revenue officers, ** in pursuan : 
See pages 4, 95 corrupt understanding.’" The proof shows that Chalmers had n g 














































| with the appointment of either. That he had nothing to do with th 

rhe pretense that Scott Martin wanted to abandon Chalmers for Carter is | ment of John Mahon will be seen by the testimony of G. M. Buchana 
com pletely refuted by Martin's testimony And if his testimony was not abso- | ord, page 45 
lutely true on this point, why were not Messrs. Farthing and Boothe examined Phe testimony of G.B. Raum and A. T. Wimberly shows that Wim! . 2 
to contradict him Mr. Boothe is shown by the testimony to have been thecon appointed on the recommendation of others before Chalmers knew 
fidential telegraphic correspondent of Mr. Watson, and would without doubt | about it, and before his canvass began See Record, pages | 19 
have promptly denied this statement if it was false Edgar West was appointed entirely without the knowledge of Cha 8 

Allusion is made in the majority report to interviews of contestant with | because he was an experienced revenue officer and was needed for 5 
officers, high officials in the Department of the Government Contestee madea | ticular service See testimony of West, record, page 41 
charge in his answer to the otice of contest, which we isert lie then exam- We leave the House to judge whether the statements made : 
ined tho®e official ‘ * material portions of their evidence taken | the majority report, directly or by innuendoes, “or as not cle yp 
by |! xin the record fairly shown,” are justified by the evidence his attempt to put h 

Mr. Manning « es i mers having pretended for many vears to | Departments on trial incidentally, when it is not pretended that any 1 
be in f ceord with t I ocratic party, you, on the day of ——, IS82, en- | proved which affects the validity of the election, and to state as facts : 
ter »a rr mare w 1 Sor of th nembers of the Republican Cor proved clearly, but, as we say, wholly without evidence and agains 
gressio executive committee, of which Jay A. Hubbell was chairman, and D. | evidence introduced by contestee himself, is to be deprecated, to say t 
% i ns rv, W eby mu were to be candidate f Congress at | of : 
said ele , I f elected, to vote with their party, or as desired by the Fed- Phe author of the majority report has gone out of his way to allud 
era stra cert 1 Important party question in consideration for pon contestant’s character as a man, if not by a direct ling, by a 
w was er said ad should use it wer and makeits | of what the evidence is calculated to prove. His offense as charged > 
al} said ¢ gress ‘ tin such ma as best to promote ve been the abandonment of the Democratic party, or one porti thes 
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he declaring and going fora free ballot and an honest count in opposition to 
i ss a - so far as Shown, seems to be that they had sympathy with such ef- 
ts and as men were inclined to favor and encourage the same. Contestant 
af to contestee; Aine ill lacrime. He charges and end avors to prove ip 
turn improper conduct on the part of contestee. his supporters, and the n 
of the campaign in his behalf, including Mr. Myers, the secre tary of state, acon- 
-piracy or an attempt to defeat an honest count and return of the vote as « ast 
+ ting other and supplementary retarns, and withholding the canvass for 
that purpose in violation of law. There is some evidence on this point giving 

ch countenance to sucha charge. But as nothing was accomplished which 
effectuated that end and the illegal conduct of the secretary of state in falsely 
vertifving the result of the election has already been exposed in a prior report 
ind discussion, we did not and do not now deem it necessary or proper to deal 
with that collateral and immaterial issue. Itis re ferred to now only for the 
purpose of bringing to the attention of the House the report of the member from 
Iowa | Mr. Cook], and the various personal and collateral issues raised. 

Che author of the majority report attempts to make it out that the civil service 
of the country has been disregarded and its obligations violated. Now, we do 
not care to enter into any discussion herein on the subject of civil service, or 
general morals, or to fotow any bad example which has been set in endeavor- 

ng to make political capital out of a case which should be treated judicially 
only. But we feel bound to say, in view of the majority report, that we find 
nothing in the evidence of this case which justifies the charges made, directly 
or inferentially, in this respect in the so-called majority report. It is to be ob- 
served that no allusion is made by way of reference to, or in condemnation of, 
the conduct of the State officials of the State of Mississippi. Contestant, in his 
brief, was justified by the evidence and the facts on this point in saying what he 
did, as follows, namely : 


**CANVASSING BY OFFICIALS. 









mgers 


“If it be a cnime for Federal officials to canvass and make speeches for candi- 
dates does not the same rule apply to State officials? Of the four revenue offi- 
cers—Buchanan, Burton, Wimberly, and West—Buchanan and Wimberly made 
speeches in Marshall, and Wimberly one speech only, at Tippah. Burton and 
West made no speeches at all. Of the State officials, in the cause of Colonel 
Manning, Governor Lowry and Treasurer Hemingway spoke in Union County, 
and Senator George spoke in Wnion, Tippah, Benton, Marshall, La Fayette, 
Panola, Tate, and De Soto. 

See testimony, Burton, page 41; Buchanan, page 46; Senator George, page 

There is no reliable or sufficient evidence in the case which shows that the 
Government, or any officer thereof, improperly used patronage or other influ- 
ence to affect voters, but the evidence is to the contrary thereof, as already 
quoted 

A charge was made that United States deputy marshals were improperly used, 
and that they improperly interfered in the election, but this charge wholly fails 
of proof, and it is proved to be utterly baseless. Contestee has failed entirely to 
vitiate any of the returns or to destroy any considerable number of the votes cast 
for contestant, and his charges and his evidence on this point are not worthy of 
serious consideration. We regret the necessity which has been forced upon us 
to express these dissenting views, because the majority report was made with- 
out our sanction, and purports, contrary to the fact, to represent the views of 
the majority, while we agree to the resolution reported 

We feel bound tosay emphatically, in view of the fact that the majority report 
has been so drawn as to reflect upon the character of contestant as a man, that 
there is nothing in the case, as presented to us, that will warrant any such as- 
sumption, statement, inference, or innuendo. Of the conduct of the State offi- 
cials, the secretary of the state, and that of the contestee, as connected with this 
contest and the election, we do not deem it proper to speak, and have not done 
so only so far as it bears upon material issues in this case or is proper to be 
alluded to in connection with the majority report. 

A. A. RANNEY. 

AUG. H. PETTIBONE. 
SAML. H. MILLER. 
EDWD. K. VALENTINE. 
WM. P. HEPBURN. 
ALPHONSO HART. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Now, a word upon the question whether the 
position of assistant attorney is an office within the meaning of the 
Constitution, and then I will conclude. In the tirst place, 1 do not 
believe that the appointment of Mr. Chalmers or his retention under 
the statute was an appointment to an office within the meaning of the 
Constitution of the United States. After hearing an argument of many 
hours by very able counsel, citing all the authorities upon this ques- 
tion, after having read the authorities very carefully (and if time per- 
mitted I could give them at considerable length), after examining all 
the well-digested cases in the United States I think it safe to say that 
this employment is not an office within the meaning of the Constitu- 


tion of the United States or within the meaning of any constitution 
ol any State 








But I hold this as a legal question, and I believe I am stating but 
i¢ formal ruling of the House on the question, conceding that this ap- 
pointment as special assistant to the United States district attorney 
Was an office, conceding that it was an office incompatible with that of 
member of Congress, yet the uniform decision of the House has been 
that if such office is vacated before the time at which the member-elect 


to Congress is given an opportunity to choose between the two offices, 


+} 
tl 


and he elects to retain that of a member of Congress, then he has a 
nght to be swern in as such. I hold that, under the uniform practice 
of this House, Mr. Chalmers not having received a certificate of elec- 


u has at no time and has not yet the right to a seat in this House. 
‘ question is one to be determined by a vote of the members of this 





be holding to-day an incompatible office with that of a member 


this House, and to-day is the first opportunity given to him to decide 
4s to which of the two offices he will retain and which he will reject, 
He now comes forward and says that he will retain that « 





ta mem- 
of Congress, itis perfectly lawful for him todo so. Admitting that 
“wnt “cs an incompatible office until he has a right to come before the 
this House and take the oath administered to members of Con- 
‘ until that hour arrives he has the right to determine between the 
‘“o olices. T therefore believe that 


f the House should determine, 


Wied Bourbon Democracy; and the offense of Government officials, as | 





which it certainly can not do, that the appointment of Mr. Chalmers 
as special assistant to the district attorney was incompatible with his 
duties as a member of Congress, and if the House shall decide that he 
was elected, as it ought to do, as a member of this House, and he is 
given an opportunity to be sworn in, then for the first time is presented 
to him the right to choose between the two offices. 

I submit that as my conviction on this question after a most careful 
and painstaking review of all the authorities I have been able to tind 
or which have been cited by counsel on either side in this case 

When this case was submitted to the subcommittee I for one sup 
posed that we were to hearit upon the evidence contained in the printed 
record presented tous. But when the case was called for hearing, and 
the counsel began their arguments, Mr. Manning admitted the elec- 
tion of Mr. Chalmers, and assumed the burden of proof to show that 
the election ought to be set aside. Then for the first time did we hear 
this question of an incompatible office. It was not raised in the plead- 
ings, and was considered in the argument of the case without regard 
to any record made in the taking of the testimony. My friend from 
Iowa | Mr. Cook] suggests that members of the House on both sides 
desire to have a vote, and I will therefore not take up any further time 
of the House now, but will reserve any time that I may have remaining. 

Mr. LOWRY. I had the floor some time since, and reserved my 
time for the purpose of yielding to the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina { Mr. BENNETT], to whom I now yield such time as he may desire. 

Mr. BENNETT. I desire to call the attention of this House to page 
34 of the record, to the testimony of Abram Fulkerson, who testifies 
as follows: 


I reside in Goodson, Washington County, Virginia. Iama Democrat. I was 
amember of the Forty-seventh Congress of the United States. I was elected 
to the Forty-seventh Congress asa Democratic Readjuster, by an organization 
known in Virginia at that time asthe Readjuster party. Sometime before the 
adjournment of the first session of the Forty-seventh Conpress—I do not re- 
member the month or day—I went to the public office, in the Treasury build- 
ing, of Green B. Raum, Commissioner of Internal Revenue, on business for 
some of my constituents. When I entered General Raum’s office I found him 
engaged in what seemed to me earnest conversation with John R. Lynch, who 
had theretofore been seated by the House of Representatives in place of J. R. 
Chalmers, of Mississippi. After the usual civilities General Raum requested 
me to be seated, and resumed conversation with Lynch in a loud tone of voice 
and with some animation, I can not undertake to give the language of Gen- 
eral Raum, who did the most,if not all the talking. The substance of the con- 
versation wasthis: General Raum resunfed by saying, we have given General 
Chalmers the patronage in Mississippi, Mr. Lynch, for the purpose of trying 
anexperiment. The Republican party in your State, as inde in all the South, 
is a failure, as you know, andthe reason of the failure is because there are so 
few white people in it. Now, we have given Chalmers the patronage in Missis- 
stppi, to be used among the white people with the hope of drawing them to our 
party. 

A MODERN DANIEL, 


It is an experiment, and if that fails we had as well abandon the party in your 
State. If you were given the patronage, you would use itamong Republicans, 
and of course add nothing to the strength of the party. We must have more 
white men in our party in the South, and you and your people ought to allow 
us to make this experiment without complaint. We are trying the same ex- 
periment in Virginia, and General MAHONEreports fair progress. Lynch made 
some reply indicating that he was not satisfied, and left the office. 

Answer to cross-interrogatories. Ihave stated as nearly as I can where the 
conversation between Raum and Lynch occurred. It occurred in the public 
office of Green B. Raum, in the Treasury building, in the city of Washington, 
DD. ¢ I was present on public business; that was,to make application for the 
establishment ofastamp agency at Abingdon, a town within the Congressional 
district which I represented. Why I happened to hear the conversation was 
because it was spoken in an audible tone in uy presence. 

Mr. RANNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. BENNETT. Certainly. 

Mr. RANNEY. Will the gentleman say as a lawyer and a judge 
(for I believe he has been one) that that is competent evidence in this 
case to prove any fact ? 

Mr. BENNETT. Unquestionably, to show the animus. 

Mr. RANNEY. Of whom ? 

Mr. BENNETT. Of these conspirators. 

Mr. RANNEY. Is not the evidence of Mr. Raum in direct confli: 
with that ? 

Mr. BENNETT. No, sir 

Mr. RANNEY. Then you have not read it. 

Mr. BENNETT. I will read it 

Mr. RANNEY. Read the testimony of Mr. Raum. 

Mr. BENNETT. There is nothing in this record that I need keep 
back. 

Mr. RANNEY. But that is a conversation between Mr. Ly 
Mr. Baum? 

Mr. BENNETT. Yes, sir; and it testified to by Mr. Full 


+ 


yneh and 








Mr. RANNEY. But is not competent here 

Mr. BENNETT. Now, I respectfully, but with a great deal of mis 
giving, differ from my red friend from Massachusetts It 
be, as my friend is rt | } one 1m 
on! he is entirely ¢ t n 
mus 0 hese parties 
this evidence is unqu 

I ed tha eco < on W i 
I ? it Ly is vor the t . 

S > i tha ¢ ud i} ius ee 

mers 

I sta t Ly vas] erso! ( 











s conversation took place During the time of the contest in the 


I 1 and Chalmers I understood Lynch to be politically 
i : he professed to be a Republican, while Chalmers pro- 
| i My understanding at the time of, and before the con- 
¢ red to to place, was that Chalmers had agreed to try the Ma- 
tin Miss | that is, to act with the Republican party in the 
that the administration would give him control of the pub- 
et me re«wl from pave 111 of this record 
\. Hubbell, being du , deposed as follows in answer to questions 
(r;eneral Eppa Huntor 
2 Hlad you or not a official connection with the Republican Congres- 
ia slap 1 COMM Ibe of ISsz; if so, state 
A. I was its chair in and acting treasurer At the organization of the com- 
! e l was named as act ny treasurer, No treasurer was ever electe d,and so 
1 continued to act, and appointed Thomas R. Stuart as assistant treasurer. 
(2.2. Did you keep books of the receipts and disbursements of your com- 
Initles 
\. We kept first a receipt-book, with a large space for stub, on which was en- 
tered the amount received from an individual, date of its reception, his name 
l dence, and filled up the receipt from the stub, and sent it the party 
sending any money, and these amounts were carried forward from page to 
page We also kept a cash eccount and a bank account. Our disbursements 
were shown in the committee-rooms by the stubs of our check-books, and all 
eys paid out or disbursed were so paid by check, and all moneys received 
were deposited in bank 
Q Did you draw the checks in the distribution of the funds of your com- 
niitltec 
\. Only for a very short time, with perhaps two orthree exceptions. Assoon 
s the assistant treasurer was appointed he drew the checks as assistant treas- 
urer, a 


i they had to be countersigned by the secretary before they could be 


honored at the bank. The only exceptions I remember are that I drew the 
check r the payment of the secretary’s salary 
Q.4. Why did you not continue to draw checks for the distribution of the 
41. In the first place, because I was not often at the committee rooms, and 
1 v for the reason that the papers were charging that I might be using the 
nds of the committee to carry on a canvass I had in Michigan And to avoid 
iy question being raised on that point I required that checks should be drawn 


1s above stated, and that all disbursements for campaign purposes should be 
the secretary. 
5. What were the funds of your committee called? 


mae DY 


Q 
aA 


Cash—money. Their right name was Republican campaign fund; but 
they were called Hubbell’s corruption fund, and every other name that one 
could think of 

Q. 6. Do you know General Chalmers, the contestant in this case ; and, if so, 
how long have you known him? . 

\. I know Gencral Chalmers, and have known him ever since he has been in 
(Conwress 

Q.7. Did you have any interview with General Chalmers about the time he 


dout 


\. Ll reme 


was turne fthe Forts 
mber having an interview with General Chalmers about 
} 


seventh Congress”? 


that time 













} parlor of the Riggs House in this city 
Q. 8. Please state who was present at that interview and what was the sub- 
rofit 

4. 0 norning I met General Chalmers in the office of the Riggs House, 
and he said he wa » have a talk with me about the situation in Mississippi, 
iffairs in Mississippi, and wanted to know when he could have an interview 

or that purpose [asked him how long it would take. He said nota 

reat while I then told him that if he would wait until I got my breakfast I 
would see him then late my breakfast, met him, and went into the sitting- 
I and sat down General Chalmers then began to talk about Mississippi 
politics, the attitude he proposed to take with respect to them, and what he pro- 
posed to do He said that he was satisfied in his own mind that there was no 
i for better times in Mississippi, politically, unless Democratic Bourbon rule 
iat State could be broken or overthrown He said, in response to my ques- 
tion as to what he proposed to do, that he should return to Mississippi and an- 
no himself as an independent administration candidate for Congress, and 
want to know if I would be willing, in behalf of the committee, to aid him 
1 making the race I replied that we were not helping in that sort of a fight 

I entertain the question of assisting him unless he was indorsed 

ans of the district 

long conversation, during which I was trying to ascertain whether 
meant to make the fight, I became satistied that he did. I said 

t general, lam satisfied that you really intend to make the fight 
for Congress in your district,and lam anxious to have you do it, because | be- 
eve that if youand Mr. Manning get by the ears in that district, the result will 
that we shall have a full vote there, a fair count, and that a Republican will 
in that event stand a pretty good show for winning the race.’’ The general said 


that he had been to a good deal of expense in making his contest, and alleged 


other reasons why he was short of money and wanted me to assist him, and 
urged that there was no better way of spending money than by doing so, if I 
really wanted a Republican from that district After talking that subject over 
pro and con for some time I said to the general, ** You godown there and make 
the race in your district as you have talked here. I will give you $250 2s a send- 
off, but it must be upon the distinct understanding that the committee is to have 

iw further to do with your fight and to furnish you no further aid either 
eV O1 The general said, ‘*‘ Suppose the Republicans of the 
, what will you do then?” 


nothit 
otherwise.”’ 
district nominate 


In mor 


mie 


Now we are coming to the point, and it is very interesting : 


I replied, we will consider that question when it comes up, as we will con- 
sider other questions when they urise 


He does not add that he winked at him at this point, but I suppose 


1e did. [Laughter. ] 


} 
i 
i 


Che general said he was in a hurry to get away, and I replied, *‘ Call here this 
evening and I will pay you the money.” He called in the evening and I did 
1 the mean time having collected the money from some Republican mem- 
bers of Congress at the Hous« Laughter. 


80, i! 


The names of the persons contributing are not given. 


If they were 
I would read them. [ Laughter. ] 


Mr. RANNEY. Will the gentleman allow me a question right there? 

Mr. BENNETT. With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. RANNEY. Does it not appear, and is it not undisputed, that 
Mr. Manning received from the national Democratic committee at one 
time $1,500, and in all $2,650, and that one of those who contributed 
was Mr. Mvers, the secret wy of state? 

Mr. BENNETT (re you completely done ? 
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Or 


be. 


JUNE 


Mr. RANNEY. That is my question 

Mr. BENNETT. Iwill come to that directly. You are runni ; 
sight altogether. 

Mr. RANNEY. Iam going by the record. 

Mr. BENNETT. I am very fond of you, but you get po 
contrary sometimes. [ Laughter. } 


Mr. RANNEY. Well, is not what I have just stated true? 
Mr. BENNETT. 


I will come to that: 


Blanche K. Bruce, being duly sworn, deposes as follows, in answer t 
tions by General Eppa Hunton: 

Q. 1. State your name, age, residence, and occupation. 

A. Blanche K. Bruce; age, 42; residing temporarily, Washington, D. ( 
residence, Mississippi. I am Register of the Treasury. 

Q. 2. Are you acquainted with the contestant in this case, J. R. Ch 
If so, how long have you known him? 

A. Tam, and have known him since 1873. For some years he practic 
in the courts of Bolivar County, of which county I was sheriff. 

Q. 3. Have you had any interviews with said Chalmers on the subject 
tics since January, 1882? If so, give their purport and the date of first on 

A. Yes; I have had in all perhaps a half dozen interviews with General ( 
mers. The first one occurred about three days, I think, after he was turn: 
of the House of Representatives. He informed me that he had determ 
become an independent candidate for Congress in the second district of Missi 
sippi, and he believed that he could be elected if the Republican party w 
place no candidate in the field. I replied that if he and others would like 
with him, would give assurance to the colored people of the State t 
would favor a revision of the criminal laws of the State, an improvement of t 
school system, and fair elections, he would, in my judgment, receive the s 
of a very considerable number of the Republicans. This he said he w 

Q. 4. Did you or not send to J. T. Settle, who was at that time a cok 
publican candidate for Congress in that district, a telegram substantia 
lows: “Our friends of the committee think you should retire in favor of 
Chalmers?” 

A. [sent J. T. Settle a telegram, but I do not believe that I used the la 
which you have just used. I will repeat from memory the telegram 

ion. It was in substance as follows: ‘‘ Republicans here do not think 
be wise to nominate a Republican candidate for Congress. Give Cha 
chance at the Bourbons.” 

Q. 5. Do you know whether any aid was furnished to that district 
vass of 1882? 

A. Ido not know what aid was furnished. 
furnished $1,000 
self. 

. 


I have heard that the 
This information was given me by General Chal: 
B. K. BRI 
Let me read further. I refer to page 25 of this record: 
HOLLY SPRINGS, Mis- 
Col. D. B. HENDERSON, Washington, D. C 


The delay as to the Oxford post-office appointment is hourly h 
Hatton to act immediately 


JAS 
‘Help me, Cassius, or I sink!’’ [Laughter. ] 
Mr. RANNEY. If that is the letter of Mr. Chalmers, | 
gentleman will read the whole of it. 
Mr. BENNETT. I will read till you get surfeited. 


R. CHA 


Ho.Liy SPRINGS, Miss., 0 
Hon 


Delay in appointing Hawry postmaster Oxford injuring us hourly 
act at once” 


Hatron, Asst. Pustmaster-Genl., Washington : 


GEO. M,. BUCH 


WASHINGTON, D. ¢ 

A. T. WIMBERLY 

Better win a battle or two on what you have had, You push toc 

D. B. HENDERS 

| Laughter. ] : 

But let me read the next dispatch. It appears that the 
over the way [ Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa] could not stand t! 
any longer: 


WASHINGTON, D. ¢ 


Hon. Gro. M. BUCHANAN 


Draw on me for 00. Answer. 
D. B. HEND 
HOLLY SPRINGs, Oct 
Hon. D. B. Henprrson, Se’cy, Washington 
I have drawn $500 as directed. Much obliged Prospects bright 
GEO 
HOLLY Sper NGs, Octobe 


Gen. Jas. R. CHALMERS, Sardis 


Henderson telegraphs me to drew on him for $500, which I done 
GEO. M. BUCHAN 
WASHINGTON, D. ¢ 
Hon. Gro. M. BUCHANAN 
Draw on me for another five hundred, and notify the interested. An- 
D. B. HENDERS 
HOL.y Sprrives, Octo! 8 
To Hon, D. B. HENDERSON, Washington, D. ( 


Have drawn, as directed, another five hundred. 
ousiy. 

{ Laughter]. 

Thanks. | Laughter. ] 

His gratitude seems to have consisted of 
expected.”’ 


Could use more 


" & lively sense ‘ 


Certain of election unless rob’ed more than ever before ; 
GEO, M. BUC! 
HoOuLy SPRINGS, Octover - 
Gen. Jas. R. CHALMERS, Sardis 
Henderson telegraphs Buchanan to draw another $500 and notify 
I have the money in my pocket. Meet you at depot morning. R 
‘> . 


































































1884. 

















Now, Mr. Speaker, the situation is becoming magnificent: 

HoLLy SPRINGS, October 30, 1882. 
D. B. HENDERSON, Washington : 
2 Do let me draw on you again. Waxing warm; 
; le and say what amount. Answer. 


possible 


both sides full array. Give if 


GEO. M. BUCHANAN. 


é Great laughter. ] 
4 : WASHINGTON, D. C., 10.30. 
% Hon. Gro. M. BUCHANAN: 
* Out of our power. We have already exceeded all assurances to you | 
*y D. B. HENDERSON 
* 
. Mr. HART. Will the gentleman from North Carolina state how 
4 1uch Mr. Manning received ? 
5 Mr. BENNETT. Certainly, if I could. 
q Mr. HART. Did he not receive $2,500 or $2,600? 
‘ Mr. BENNETT. Have you finished your statement? If you have, 
$ s not necessary that I should weary the patience of this House by 
ei 


The gentleman I suppose has stated it. 
Have you Van H. Mamnning’s dispatches? 
I have not, but if you have them you can read 


+ | 


{ Laughter. ] 


jing over it again. 
Mr. RANNEY. 
Mr. BENNETT. 
them in your own time. ] 
Mr. MILLS. Do not let them interrupt you; but continue your 
speech, as it is a good one. 
Let them interrupt me as much as they please; 


ota ehaeeo 


: “Mr. BENNETT. 
they are not going to make anything out of me. 
sir, if Mr. Manning had fought that contest inthe State of Mis- | 
sissippi singie-handed and alone against Mr. Chalmers and the proof 
vere made here he was aided by moneys, unhallowed moneys, if his 
majority were 10,000 I would stand here and fight until I dwindled 
lown to the size of a cake of soap before I would consent to his admis- 
sion to the floor of this House. 
full of excuses and rheum, do not let them disguise the real 
n this ease by talking about what Mr. Manning got. It isnot a ques- 
whether you will seat Mr. Manning, but the question is whether 
i} 


Yes, 


Thneunhna 
is action from first to last, whether,covered all over 
of suspicion and turpitude, whether you will let 
House. That is the question, sir, 


as he is by badges 
him in here asa 


nember of this and,not whether 


lanning is to come in or not. Mr. Manning is not seeking to be ad- 
ted 
Now, can this Congress afford to put itselfon the pinnacle of infamy 


idmitting to the privileges of this House a citizen like that ? 
Mr. HART. Put it the other way. 
Mr. BENNETT. ‘* Let the galled jade wince, my wither 
’ [Laughter. } 
Can this House afford to put itself on the pinnacle of infamy by ad- 
tting to the privilege of this floor a citizen who turned his back upon 
e, ‘heroes of allthe ages: foremost in thefilesoftime?’’ 
to admit a man whocovered himself all over with 
ercenary help to the privileges of this floor? If you can, 
d let the country understand it. Tell it everywhere I wi 
round and the country shall know of it 
Now, there is abundant testimony of this sort 
it but I will not further detain the House. I have already trans- 
- gressed upon the patience of members; I will not fatigue them further 
| ask this House before they take this last step to consider well 
ittitude it will occupy before the country. If it is 
orward and admit him to a seat: in my judgment, a Repre- 
tative in this House on this floor ought to stand before the country 
and his colleagues like Aaron before the childrenof Israel, a clean man 
\pplause. | 
ir. COOK, 
ia 
Mir. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to discuss 
IS — , because the questions have been already presented tiirly to 
the ouse. 


are un 


an it 
mantle ot 
then go on 


} } 
Li TALK It 


c 
rd 
ra 


+} 
tile 


= } 
In this recor plenty 


, Sir; 


the 
to be SO, let t go 
but, sir, 


the 


I yield now for four minutes to gentleman from 


Geol 


I simply desire to state that I regret exceedingly to be 
( mpelled to dissent from the view so ably prese nted by my colleague 
n the committee, the gentleman from Pennsy lvania [Mr. ELLIoT! 


lieve that the relations which Mr. Chalmers sustained to the Gov- 
ment, under the facts disclosed in this record and in these 
onstituted incompatibility with his position on this floor. 
igree with the finding of the gentleman from Pennsylvania in t! 
ew of the case in which he stated that this official rel 

t had ceased prior to the period at which his I 
begun. If that were ;: 


reports, 


ition to the (70 


is ative autres 
ave n original question I should have no 


In coming to a different conclusion from that wl I 
; tain, but the precedents have settled the rule that an ompat 
piace m LN be held up To the le inning of the | visiathy SeSS10 
not willing, sir, at this late day, to undertake to override thes 
: ecdents to defeat an obnoxious pe rson 
: § elleve, however, sir, if he had held this place after the time wh 
4 egislative career should have becun | sl muuild have bee found 
, ong those who would have been willing to rebuke with something 
. emphasis the confusion of departments—the legi executive 
3 ind Judicial—and the thrusting into this Hall of the 





race of exec- 
ye infiuence. That is all I desire to say. 
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Commissioner; 


Do not let these astute gentlemen who | 


. ; 
issue | similar fund may in future always go. 


llowed means used by that citizen who is over yonder, whether | 


| expenses which necessarily and ordinarily arise on such occasions 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled joint resolutions 
and bills of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same, 
namely: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 138) for printi 
United States Geological Survey; 

A bill (CH. R. 2346) for the relief of Sarah A. Redmond; 

\ bill (H. R. 4652) for the relief of Saint Luke’s Protestant Episco- 
pal church, in the District of Columbia; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 264) to amend a -resolution approved Au- 


gust 7, 


1882, providing for the publication of report of Public Land 


ng 


the annual reports of the 


A bill (S. 1727) to grant letter-carriers At free-delivery offices fifteen 
days’ leave of absence in each year; and 


A bill (H. R. 4678) to remove certain disablities of Henry Newman. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—CHALMERS VS. MANNING 


Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, before calling the previous question I beg 
the attention of the House again fora moment. My friend from North 
Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] has read the telegrams that passed between 
my friend and colleague from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] and Mr. Bur 
ton. There is nothing to show that one dollar of that money was used 
corruptly to influence a voter. On the contrary, it is accounted for by 
showing how it was expended. I say this, as I feel under some obliga- 
tion to my colleague from Iowa, and I do not want the House to bi 
come prejudiced against him. He did not pay this over until after the 
Republicans had nominated Mr. Chalmers; then he paid it over to the 
committeeman. The proof shows that none of it reached the voters; 
it all stuck in the pockets of the campaign managers, where I trust a 


by 


Mr. COBB. I would like to hear an explanation from t 
man as to how that money was used. 
Mr. COOK 


he gentle- 
It was expended in conducting the canvass by pa 


not a dollar of it was used for the purpose of inilu 


as I have said, 
voter 
Mr. COBB. I did know but 
church or something of that kind, 
Mr. COOK 


that it had been used to build a 


not 


ir i? 
SII Lt 


was used just as I have stated. 


No 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would be gladif my colleague would 

eld to me to answer that question of the gentleman from Indian 

Mr. COOK. I regret that 1 can not yieldany further. Ihave, how 
ever, ¢ tid nough LO absol e my colleague from any blame in connec 


tion with the that fund—the Hubbell fund 


} 


ything ¢ that was done 1h that aistrict 


anyt 


iS 





which in the judgment of the House would address itself to the con- 
sideration of the Committee on Civil-Service Reform, we must not for- 
get the ( hat the subcommittee of the Committee on Elections that 
heard this evidence, three of whom, myself included, are as emphati 


n denouncing any interference in elections by Federal patronage as 


any man on the floor of this House or elsewhere, and would, I saya 


rain 


go as far as any man on this floor to declare an election void when it is 
shown that election is due to the interference of any branch of the ex- 
ecutive department, failed to find anything in the evidence in conne¢ 


tion With the historical facts contemporaneous with this transaction that 


would warrant us in saying that the election of Mr. Chalmers would not 
have occurred without it 

I repeat, it is not sufficient to show that improper influences were at 
work or even corruption practiced, but must also find that to this he 
owes his election, before we could declare the election void. 








} WW + rn) nial fri y } l rug \ 

Ni + word in answer to my genial friend from Nebraska [ Mr. VAl 
E> y who thought i proper to criticise the report which | had 
} ] T ee = 4 +% : l 

e | » submit I realized the delicate position in which I wa 

. ; 
place e preparation of that report iv idea of a report from a 
( ee to this House is that it should show the conclusion o t 
’ , 1 
ec nittes rol Line proot, and ; iso the conclusio ol LW 
I } ] od } ; + +] 
f L ade mv report as to the lacts and to meet the 
T+ 1 + ? + + 
] t comm e€ It does meet the approvai OL nine out ol 
rs OF tne ¢ i! tee, and. with that Ia ( en 
‘ } 
or I say the whole report must be taken together | conclu 
_ ed nu ty nt A a \ iolk ind pro} i as A i 
i t who casts | vote upon this ques ) 
| ‘ l pre ous ‘ mm upon the resolution o co 
’ : ’ 
et it aisoO the resoiutions submitted as a substitu iy ( 
0 mm et na ask that the Vy ma all be consi ered 
g, without regard to the fact that the substitute ha 
} 1 
' 1. tor I do no sh to be te ica 
D US gquestion W ordere¢ 
<3 LK EI r} sfusiht he a 
i LN EAN Lhe SUDSTITULE repo ( nin 
ttee will be reported 
lor } { ; 
ihe Clerk read as 1ollows 
Th means and methods <« ed } e Fede t 
tion in se ring ection « James R. Cha rs a I ¢ 
Represe atives the I ghth ¢ ore ‘ ~ I 
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ignant to and subversive true represent- | Ward White, Milo Wilson, W.] Wood ; 
said tion is therefore declared void Washburn Vhiting Winans, E.B Wo o ; 
( ers having accepted the oflice of special as- Weaver VV is Winans, John Yor 
- es district att ey forthe northern and southern districts of Vemplk Wilson, James Wolto 
liss since tl { election id holding said office uptoand — i a : 
. si n ir e to a seatin this Congress, and NOT VOTING—104 $ 
5 ( gressional district of the State of Mississippi. | Arnot Dunean Ketchar Re son 7 { 
$ LKER The question is upon agreeing to the resolution | Atkinson ston oa a son, W.] - 
substitute for the resolution reported by the majority of | Barbour.” Enclish ae ee s 
the ee on Elections Parr Ermentrout, Le Fevre, Russell, 
MM NNETI Under correction trom the Chair,if I am not au- payne a ns, J. H. song ; Seney 
. . . : *lmor Val sicloid, Sk &r.G 
th to make the request, I ask a division of the resolution, so that ceineamn a Matsor Slo . 
a Se] te vote may be taken upon the concluding resolution first, being | Bisbee, Gibson Miller, 8S. H. Snyder 
the ne Blackburn, Graves Morgan Spriggs 
. Boutelle, Green, Morrill 
Bs Phat said Ch ers having accepted the office of spec al as- | Bowen, “eee Mors« 
s { ‘ States dist tattorney for the northern and southern districts of Buckner, Haynes Moulton, ! 
the S of Mississippi since the said election, and holding said office up to and Burleigh, Henley Muller Throckm 
! st day of February, 1554, is ineligible to a seat in thisCongress,and | Burnes Herbert, Mutehler. Tucker 
vy exists in the second Congressional! district of the State of Mississippi. | Calkins Hill Nicholls Tully 
I SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that isa complete proposition by | Cemgnen, 2 E. a — — Alsty 
+. oe ond : : ma ; ; ; : a a > oa hace opkKins ayne, akenhe 
itse ind that the gentleman is entitled to a separate vote upon it. Clardy, Houk Perkins Warner. A 
Che question is first upon the adoption of the second resolution re- | Converse, Hutchins, Pettibone, Weller 
ported by the minority, which the Clerk will again report. | Cox, W. R. Johuson, — Price White, J.D 
: . . . ; | Cullen, Jones, J. K. Pusey, Wilkins 
rhe second resolution of the minority was again read Meawideon. Janae 5.9. Randall Wise.G'D 
Mr. BENNETT. Upon the adoption of that resolution I ask the | Dibble, Jordan, Rankin, Wise, J.S 
yeas and pavs Dockery, Kasson, teagan Woodward 
° : > . Jorsheimer, .ellogg, tobertson, yung 
lhe yeas and nays were not ordered—12 members only voting in favor | P°Tse™* ae meen sae 
thereot So the first resolution reported by the minority of the committee was 
rhe question was taken upon the adoption of the resolution. not agreed to. 
Mr. BENNETT. I demand a division Mr. COOK. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
Che House divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 98. | of the names of members voting. 
So (no further count being demanded) the second resolution was not Chere was no objection. 
agreed to | The following additional pairs were announced: 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire a vote upon the remain- Mr. GARRISON with Mr. JOHNSON, for this day. 
ing part of the resolution ? | Mr. ToLLy with Mr. WAKEFIELD, for this day. 
Mr. BENNETT. Yes, sir. | Mr. Pusey with Mr. McCorp, for this day. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the remaining resolution. Mr. Hovuk with Mr. BuRNEs, on this vote. 
Che Clerk read as follows: Mr. Price with Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, on the Chalmers vs. M 
Resolved, That the means and methods employed by the Federal administra- | ning contest. . , . 2 J 
tion in securing the election of James R. Chalmers as a member of the House of | Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, in the M g 
Representatives of the I orty eighth Congress are, as appears by the majority | ys Chalmers case. 
report and the evidence on file, repugnant to and subversive of true represent- | 


ative government, and the said election is therefore declared void Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. HARDEMAN, on the Cl 


i i 
’ . . . ’ | ‘ ing © »@ » > > > > ( } “ote eeat Mr 
Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri, Mr. MILLS, and others demanded the yeas | Manning contest. Mr. THRO KMORTON would vote to seat ( 
and nava ; | mers and Mr. HARDEMAN would vote against seating him 

The yeas and nays were ordered. _ aces ee a . hi I 

. . . <- . ia ° Ss » > Lore -@ : + ’ 

lhe question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 56, 2 hth aki 4] ee a . . “eee ree Saas WESe. . ; 
. . ’ a > ‘ . y - Qe “IoD Sot | 
nays 163, not voting 104: as follows: with the gentleman trom North Carolina | Mr. SKINNER]. - Kn 


i 
| 
i 
YEAS—56. | ing how he would vote, I withdraw my vote. 








Alkes Piatti i ee emia |__ Mr. TULLY. Iam paired with the gentleman from Minnesota | M 

Alsxandee. Crisp, King Scales. WAKEFIELD]. He would vote ‘‘no’’ and I would vote *‘ay 

Bagley Culberson, D. B. Lewis Shaw, Mr. GOFF. I did not vote, under the impression that I was st 

— Devie't H a ee | paired with my colleague from West Virginia [Mr. Gipson ] 

Blanchard, Dibreil. Miller. J. F. Talbott. | informed the pair is withdrawn. I ask leave to record my vot 

Buchanan, Dowd, Mills, Taylor, J. M, There was no objection. 

Caldwell —_ Muldson Vance «= |_-—s Mr. GOFF. I vote “no.” 

Pesteton. Hammond. —- Sie ie | The result of the vote was then announced as above stated 

Clay Hardy O' Ferrall, Warner, Richard | The SPEAKER. The question is now on the adoption of the reso- 

Clements, Hatch, W. H. Pierce, Wellborn, | lution reported by the majority of the committee. 

Cobb Hoblitzell, Pryor, Williams ah : ae : 

Connolly, urd nee Yaple. | The resolution was agreed to. 
NAYS—163. | Mr. COOK moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 

Adams. G. E. Ellwood, James. eek adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on : 

Adams, J. J Evans, I. N. Jeffords, Potter, table. 

— oe cen Se We ye The latter motion was agreed to. . 

Belford. Fiedler, Keifer, ety Gasten |} Mr. J. R. CHALMERS appeared and qualified by taking the oat 

B and Findlay, Kelley, Re ed, scribed by section 1757 of the Revised Statutes. 

slount Tinerty, aird, tice | 

we Follett lemhem, lowe ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Seeks - fen — — ng | Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 

a — Geddes, —. Ryan, | the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills a! 

Sees 1 ea ets R | resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the su 

Broadhead Lyman, an | <A bill (H. R. 1076) granting a pension to Miles B. Farlin 

mrowse, t. = Greentonf, McAdoo, Smith, | <A bill (H. R. 1340) to establish a bureau of labor statistics 

ems we Tein 7" rs oa coneehiie Sicheoan |} <A bill (H. R. 2400) for the relief of Judith Lauter; 

Budd Hanback Millard, : Stephenson. | <A bill (H. R. 4411) to provide for the administration of oaths to 

Campbell, os Hancock Milliken Stevens, — nesses in matters pending in either House of Congress: 

ee ae ~ mer wnat Stewart jw =| A bill (H. R. 4707) grantinga pension to Eliza V. de Kilpatrick, 

Cannot Hatch, H. H. Murphy, ' Stockslager, | of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick; 

Cassidy Hemphill, _ Murray Stone, | A bill (H. R. 4981) granting a pension to Isabella J. Ramsd: 

ok, He a reo T J Nels strait, | ane R. 5458) to remove the disabilities of Robert D. T 

ovington pou Nutting, Struble a ped 

Cox. 8.S _ Me witt, A. Ochiltree, Sumner, C. A. |} A bill (H. R. 6021) to authorize the National Bank of Middletow 

; ate? oe Ww. W. a ~ yy Ww. 4 a Charles aeeaee ' = | Pa., to change its location and name; and 

Dargat Hitt O'Neill. J.J. Thompson, Joint resolution (H. Res. 137) for printing the annual reports o! © 

— s,G . —— Ne r Tillman, Bureau of Ethnology 

Reustne. Holton cee. et, BACKBONE RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 

Deen, rs —. Volentine, Mr. LEWIS. I call up asa privileged report the bill (H. R. 505° 

Eldredge Bowes Phe Wait sg reported by the Committee on Public Lands. 

Elliott Hunt, Poland Wallace, | The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

\ bill (H. R. 5682) to repeal section 22 of the act to incorporate the Texas Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, approved March 3, 1871, and to declare the forfeiture 
of the land grant therein made, and for other purposes. 

Mr. TUCKER. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia raises the question 

f consideration on the bill called up by the gentleman from Louisiana. 
The question is, Will the House now proceed to the consideration of 
this bill ? 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That section 22 of the act to incorporate the Texas Pacific 
Railroad Company and to aid in the construction of its road,and for other pur- 
poses, approve d March 3, 1871, which reads as follows, to wit, **That the New 
‘ 





et Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, chartered by the State 
of I iana, shall have the right to connect by the most eligible route, to be 
selected by said company, with the said Texas Pacific Railroad at its eastern 
terminus, ‘and shall have the right of way through the public land to the same 


extent granted hereby to the said Texas Pacific Railroad Company ; and in aid | 
ot 


its construction from New Orleans to Baton Rogue, thence by the way of 


Alexandria, in said State, to connect with the said Texas Pacific Railroad Com- | 


pany at its eastern terminus, there is hereby granted to said company, its suc- 
cessors and assigns, the same number of alternate sections of public lands per 
mile. in the State of Louisiana, as are by this act granted in the State of Cali- 
fornia to said Texas Pacific Railroad Company; and said lands shall be with- 
drawn from market, selected, and patents issued therefor, and opened for set- 
tlement and pre-emption, upon the same terms and in the same manner and 
time as is provided forand required from said Texas Pacific Railroad Company 
within said State of California: Provided, That said company shall complete 








the whole of said road within five years from the passage of this act,’ be, and | 


the same is hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 2. That the land grant therein made to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge 
and Vicksburg Railroad Company be, and is hereby, declared forfeited by said 
any for non-compliance with the conditions of the grant; and the lands 
granted to said company are hereby restored to the public domain, and from 
and after the passage of this act shall be subject to entry and settlement under 
the laws of the United States: Provided, That all persons who have first settled 
in good faith upon these lands prior to the Ist day of January, 1584, and who 
are now in occupation of the same in good faith, shall have the prior right of 








entry thereon, either under the homestead or pre-emption laws: Provided | 


Jurther, That said entries shall be limited to one hundred and sixty acres in each 
case, and at a price not to exceed $1.25 per acre. 


Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, if I can get the attention of the House 


I shall endeavor to state as briefly and as clearly as I can the facts of 


this case. In 1869 the State of Louisiana incorporated what was called 
the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company; the 
act authorizing that company to build a road commencing in the parish 
of Livingston, and running due north through the State of Louisiana 
to the line between the States of Louisiana and Mississippi; the road 
terminating at Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi. The charter pro- 
vided for lateral branches running east and west; so that the company 
received the name of Backbone, because of the fact that it was a line 
running due north and south through the State with lateral branches 
provided for. That is why it was called the Backbone railroad. This 
toad was by the act of the Legislature of Louisiana located on the east 
side of the Mississippi River up to Baton Rouge. As I have said, this 
charter was passed in 1869. The company wes organized soon after 
the charter was passed. 

In 1871 the charterof the Texas Pacific Railroad Company was passed 
by Congress, and in the twenty-second section of that act a grant was 
made to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Com- 
pany chartered by the State of Louisiana. The granting act provided 
that the land given was in aid of the construction of the road from 
New Orleans to Baton Rouge and thence to the eastern terminus of the 
fexas Pacific Railroad Company, at Marshall, Tex. The grant was 
made upon the condition that the whole road should be completed 
within five years, and being made on the 3d of March, 1371, the time 
expired on the 3d of March, 1876. 

In 1872 the State of Louisiana passed an act amendatory of the 
charter of the Backbone Railroad Company, by which they were author- 
ized to construct a road northwesterly through the State so as to make 
this connection. But that act contained a proviso expressly declaring 
that the road from New Orleans to Baton Rouge should be on the east 
side of the Mississippi River. ; 

The New Orleans, Baton Rouge, and Vicksburg Railroad Company 
never built one foot of that road within the time viven it to earn the 
xrant. They organized the company, issued the full amount of bonds 
and stock, and then dissolved. They did not keep up their organiza- 
ne hich the law required to be maintained in the city of New Or- 
leans, Chey abandoned the whole road, its organizatiqn, and no one in 

“tute of Louisiana ever heard of the company again until long afte 


~ 


th 
lt 
} 


ne 


t 
+ 
t 


what Is known as the New Orleans Pacific Railroad ( ‘ompany, ta obtain 
the srant. In 1875 the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company was 
<epnataed under the corporation laws of the State of Louisiane. by 
an it received a roving commission to build a railroad in any part 
- = State of Louisiana. The charter of that company wes indorsed 
'y the Legislature in February, 1876, about fifteen days before the time 


expired — which the original Backbone road should have been 
completed. 


W 


Che mew Orleans Pacific Railroad Company located the line of thei 
oad substantially over the line of the Backbone road. exe pt that they 





‘grant had lapsed, and the matter was again revived by the efforts of 
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located their road on the west side of the Mississippi Riverup to Baton 
Rouge. From that point they run in the main on the line of the 
Backbone Railroad, not to the western terminus of the Texas Pacific 
road, but to Shreveport, a place forty miles distant from the western 
terminus of the Texas Paciticroad. The New Orleans Pacific Railroad 
Company organized, raised a little money, and | think surveyed its 
route on as far as Marshall, Tex. They did some lit rrading, and 
then the company become involved in debt. They came here to Wash- 
: 


ington in 1878 or 1879, and had bills introduced into Congress, asking 
that the grant to the Backbone road be torfeited and transferred to 
them. 
Che first bill was introduced in 1377, and was referred to the Com- 
ttee on Pacific Railroads and never came out of that committee. 
The next bill was introduced in 1878, 1 think,and referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads. The committee ordered the bill to 
be reported and recommitted. It was reported and recommitted, but 
never came back into the House. 


Again, in 1879 or 1880, my predecessor, Hon. E. W. Robertson, in- 


m1 


troduced the same bill tor the third time, declaring the forfeiture of 
the grant to the Backbone Railroad Company and providing for its 
transfer to the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company. That bill 


went to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, but never came out of 
that committee into the House. So that this House has never yet, 
notwithstanding bills have been introduced, had anopportunity to act 
upon the subject. This was atthe close of the Forty-sixth Congress 

Inthe mean time these gentlemen representing the New Orleans Pacific 
Railroad Company, finding that they could not secure favorable action 
from Congress—and it is so stated in the minority report of this com- 
mittee-—gave it up asa hopeless task. They then went to work nego- 
tiating with the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 
Company for their grant. Determined to secure the grant at all haz- 
ards they opened negotiations with the stockholders of that defunct 
bankrupt concern. 

They purchased from the New Orleans and Baton Rouge Company, 


or rather it is alleged that they purchased, this lapsed land grant. Mr. 


William H. Barnum, as the president of that company, and his son, as 
the secretary, professing to be authorized by the action of the board of 
directors of the company, situated in the city of New York—bear in 
mind that the legal domicile was in New Orleans—acting under that 
lleged authority, assumed to traffsfer this lend grant to the New Or- 
leans Pacitic Railroad Company. The transfer was made on the 5th 
day of January, 1851. 

Finding, as matter of law, however, that the directors of a railroad 
company have not, by virtue of the functions of their office, the legad 
authority to dispose of its assets, they attempted to secure a ratification 
of that action of the directors by holding a meeting of the stockholders 
in the city of New Orleans. This they did through the means of proxies 
to the president of the New Orleans Paciiic Railroad Company. He 
held proxies from some nine stockholders of the Backbone Railroad 
Company. 

He went to New Orleans, and with his proxies and a secretary, so far 
as the record shows, held a meeting. These proxies authorized him to 
vote at an election of directors of the Backbone company, and to do 
any other business that might come betore them. 

\cting under that proxy or that mandate the president of the New 
Orleans Pacitic Railroad Company at this meeting in New Orleans voted 
tor a new board of directors for the Backbone Railroad Company, and 
then, going beyond the authority conferred by the power of attorney, at- 
tempted to ratify the sale which had been made by William H. Barnum 
and his son in the city of New York 

Che claimant for this land is the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany under thistransfer. The charter of the Backbone company was 
repealed in 1879 by an act of the Legislature of Louisiana. The Legis- 
lature investigated the matter, and ascertained that the corporation had 
not accomplished the object of its creation, had done nothing whatever 
toward building the road. There was a suit instituted—evidently a 
manufactured case—by which it is pretended the constitutionality of the 
repealing act was brought before the courts; and what is manifestly a 





a 








consent decree was entered holding this act of the Legislature to be un- 


constitutional 


Now, the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, claiming to have 


purchased this land grant as I stated, and having abandoned the Halls 
of Congress where they had sought in vain to obtain from the grantor 


a transfer of the grant, then besieged the Interior Department. But 


before that—the moment the land grant was purchased—the New Or- 
leans Pa Railroad Company, in June, 1881, before this road was con- 
structed, sold to the Texas and Pacitic Railroad ( ym pany its franchises 
and its assets, and was consolidated with that road That company 


has never owned a box-car since June, 1881. The sale was made to 


1 | ‘ 1 
Mr. Jay Gould, representing the Texas Pacitic Company. I may as well 
state here that in my opinion Mr. Jay Gould built this road without 
reference to the grant, and for the sole purpose of securing an outlet for 


his Southwestern system to the Gulf of Mexico 
The New Orleans Pacitic Company in making this sale to Mr. Jay 


Gould reserved trom the sale this land grant 


Mr. OATES. The gentleman does not pretend to say, I presume, 
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that wha 


t he is now stating in regard to the sale of the New Orleans 


Pacitic to Jay Gould is on the record. 

Mr. LEWIS. I have a copy of the sale. 

Mr. OATES. But the gentleman does not pretend that there is any 
such thing in the report in this case 

Mr. LEWIS. It is stated in the majority report. 

Mr. OATES. If so, Ldo not know where it is. 

Mr. LEWIS. The gentleman asks whether the fact I have stated 
in reference to the sale of the New Orleans Pacitic road, with all its 


franchises, &c., to the Texas Pacific, is in the record. It is stated in 
the majority report, and I have with me as I said a copy of the sale 
I know of my own personal knowledge that the New Orleans Pacitic 
road, with all its franchises and assets except the grant, was, on the 
20th June, 1881, sold to Mr. Jay Gould, and that company has not, 
know, owned anything connected with a railrcad from that 
this This road was built after that period, and as I believe 
y Jay Gould, yet that company, the New Orleans Pacific, 
claiming this grant as the builders of that road 

But let me make one 


so far as | 
time to 


DY 


is here now 


other statement. The grant made by Congress 
© this corporation created by the State of Louisiana recognizes in 
the existence of the charter granted by the State, because the 
language is that the grant is made to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge 
and Vicksburg Railroad Company, chartered by the State of Louisiana. 
I contend that the grant was made to that corporation with full knowl- 


¢ 
t 
terms 


edge of the location of the road, and with the intent to aid in accom- 
plishing the purposes and objectsof its creation by the State of Louisi- 
lana, that State having specifically required of this company that the 
road should be built on the east side of the Mississippi up to Baton 
Roug Congress, in making the grant, by clear implication, adopted 


that as the location of the line for the construction of that part of the 
road 


Mi 


ELLIS. May I ask my colleague a question ? 

Mr. LEWIS. Certainly. Iam ready to answer any question. 

Mr. ELLIS At the time of the grant of this land in 1871 had the 
Backbone company a charter that enabled it to go west of the Missis- 
sippi River? 

Mr. LEWIS. I have said that the State of Louisiana gave it that 
authority in 1872 

Mr. ELLIS. After the land grant 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes, six 

Mr. TUCKER lo go westof the Mississippi River? 

Mr. LEWIS. Certainly. I will state furthermore that the original 
charter of the Backbone Railroad Company authorized it to own and 
maintain roads going in almost any direction 

\ ELLIS No; the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. LEWIS It the gentleman will examine closely the statute, 
especially the twenty-seventh section, I think he will find this company 


was authorized toown and maintain roads runningin almost any direc- 
tion 
Mr. ELLIS Chen why was a supplemental charter necessary ? 

Mr. LEWIS. The supplemental act, if I recollect aright, was passed 
in order to amend the original charter in some other respects 

In addition to the fact that this road was to have been built on the 
east side of the river, I wish to state that it is not completed, in point 
of fact, to the eastern terminus of the Texas Pacific Railroad. The law 
required the road to be built to Marshall, Tex. It is only built to 
Shreveport, forty miles distant Che answer given on this point by 


the minority of the committee is that by the act of Congress of 1871 or | 


1872 the Texas Pacific company was required to own, lease, or maintain 
a road from Marshall to Shreveport, and that the substantial purposes ot 
the act were accomplished by running this New Orleans Pacific Railroad 
to Shreveport, inasmuch as a through line of travel was the object to be 
accomplished. I contend it was not at all necessary for the New Or- 
leans Pacitic Railway Company to go to Shreveport so far as the grant 
is concerned and assignee thereof They were authorized to build to 
the State line in the northwestern part of the State of Louisiana, and 
had, as I said in the beginning, a roving commission to build a railroad 
anywhere it pleased in the State 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to ask my colleague a question. Does 
not my colleague remember that the charterof the New Orleans Pacific 
Railroad Company required 
western terminus ¢ 

Mr. LEWIs. but if that were 


them no right to come in as assignee of the Backbone grant and plead 


that road to make Shreveport its north- 


I do not recollect: the case it gave 


that in excuse for not complying with the conditions imposed in the 
granting act 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Is it not the fact that it was required to build 
a ro to Shreveport ? 

Mr. LEWIS l believe they wer 

Mr. PAYSON. That is in the charter 

M LWIs. Ido not know but that they were required to do so 
But, sir, that has nothing to do with their fulfillment of the obligations 
and duties in posed by Congress, espec ially as the y profess to stand in 
the shoes of the Backbone company as to the grant. It is that grant 
the e claiming, and it is as the assignee of that road they claim to 
hay tilled and performed the conditions of the grant—in a word, to 
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have built the road as the law required it to be built by the grante, 
and whatever right their charter may have conferred on the New Orlea) 
Pacific to go to Shreveport, whether it be a fact or not, it has not] 

do with this question. 

In the arguments ma¢deby Judge Dillon in behalf of claimant 
the committee he virtually took the position that the New Or 
Pacific Railroad Company stood in the shoes of the Backbone Raj 
Company. If it did, then it was bound by all those provisio: 
charter and of the granting act in so far as those provisions fix t 
cation and terminus of the road. The Backbone company cou 
build on the west side of the river, make Shreveport its terminu 
thereby earn the grant, and so neither can the New Orleans P; 
assignee do so. Geographically speaking, it was not necessary 
for this company to go to Shreveport so far as this grant is con 
To have gone directly to Marshall would have left Shreveport 
distance northward. This will not be denied. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Does not this road as now built and oj 
connect with the Texas Pacific and the rest of that system ? 

Mr. LEWIS. It does. 

Mr. VAN EATON. That is all I want to know. 

Mr. LEWIS. I think the gentleman knew that perfectly w: 
out interrupting me to ask the question. 

I desire to state briefly the positions taken by the Public Lands ( 
mittee, or at least a majority of them, on the law as applicah| 
question of forfeiture. They are fully aware of the distinction bet 
estates granted on conditions precedent and estates granted o1 
ditions subsequent. ‘hey take the position where a publi 
concerned for the accomplishment of a public purpose made by st 
that all of the conditions of the grant are to be strictly construed 
in case of doubt the Government under the law is entitled to t! 
efit of that doubtand against the grantee, and that the grantee s 
be held to a strict compliance with the conditions of the grant 

The Committee on Public Lands, following these principle: 
cases where there was any doubt at all, has given the Governn 
benefit of thatdoubt. Take the case of the Oregon Central, wher 
was a question of the construction of a statute. Some mem 
tended that the forfeiture could not legally cover the whole g 
only that part contiguous to the road not constructed under t 
section of the act, while others contended that under the sixth s 
the whole grant was forfeitable. If that part of the land ly 
tiguous to the constructed road had been left out of the forfeit: 
ceding there was some doubt about the true construction otf 
Congress in passing such an act would by implication ratify t 
to that part omitted, and when it went before the court th 
could be pleaded against any claim the Government might set u 
Government and people who are vitally interested in thesi 
should have the benetit of every advantage the law gives, and th 
lic Lands Committee has given the Government the benetit of 
in all cases, feeling satisfied whenever these questions go to th 
as they must ultimately, the courts would resolve these doubts 
we were in error they would correct them, and if we were not t 
ernment would by this means recover its just dues. 

I do not wish to talk any further on this subject now, but 
fectly willing before I resume my seat to answer any questions 
to the bill which gentlemen may wish to ask. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I understand the gentleman to say t! 
mittee had given the benefit of every doubt to the Government 

Mr. LEWIS. I said the majority of the committee, not you 

Mr. VAN EATON. Because it did not apply in this case 

Mr. LEWIS I was only stating the position oft the maj rit 
committee. 

Mr. VAN EATON. You did not give the benefit of the doub 
case for the simple reason that there was no doubt to give 

Mr. LEWIS. Before resuming my seat I desire to state fu 
Speaker, that the Committee on Public Lands have unitorn 
that no railroad company under the law earns the grant except 
strict compliance with-the terms of the granting act; and wh 
is fixed within which the road or a part of the road shoul 
and within that time the road or no part of the road in comp! 
the terms of the granting act had been built, the lands are 
feitable to the Government. Now, in the present case there w 
mile of this road built within the time fixed by the law, and t 
ant company entered upon the construction of the road loi 
time had elapsed within which it should have been built 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TOWNSHEND in the ch 
the Chair understand the gentleman from Louisiana to relin 


floor, reserving the remainder of his time? 
Mr. LEWIS. Yes, sir; I wish to reserve the remainder 01 1 
Mr. POLAND. Before the gentleman takes his seat | wou 


be permitted to ask a question. I donot think I distinctly 


the gentleman, but the inference I drew from what he said 

this land grant was not conveyed to the existing railroad com] 

until after the road was built Did the gentleman mean to 
Mr. LEWIS. No, sir; I did not say that. I said the land 


conveyed to the claimant company before any road was but 


I will give the gentleman the dates, as near as | recollect 








to these transactions. The transfer of the grant was made in January, 





Fs 1881. In June, 1881, the claimant company, which was the assignee 
: of the grant, sold out its road-bed, such as it was, its franchises, and 


‘+c assets, ke. Isaid that the road was really constructed after that 
cole was made, and I claim that the New Orleans Pacific did not build 
the road at all, but that Jay Gould built it. 


Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him for 
: moment? He will not deny that the road was built under a'con- 
et made with the New Orleans Pacific road? He will concede that. 
; Mr. LEWIS. I will not concede that. Idonot believe a word of it. 


Well, of course, if the gentleman does not con- 


Mr. PAYSON. 

Mr. ELLIS. Let me state that my colleague is further mistaken in 
saving that the road has been sold out, because the facts are directly to 

witrarv. It is owned and operated to-day by its own president 

| board of directors, and it has only been consolidated with another 

ui for the convenience of passengers and traffic. 

Mr. LEWIS. In regard to that matter I will state that I think I 
um perfectly well informed upon that point, and that my information 
n regard to this subject is that the New Orleans Pacific did sell its 
its road, its station-houses, and its rolling stock, and that it 
snot own even a single box-car. They reserved their simple, for- 
| organization, to be dissolved whenever it suited their convenience, 
| preserved it only, in my judgment, until they could consummate 
scheme they had devised to obtain the bonus in lands they are now 
iz. They retained their organization as an intermediary through 
vhich Gould is to get the land. That is my opinion. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Will the gentleman from Louisiana 
permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
he makes this statement of fact upon the findings of the committee, or 
it is merely the personal understanding of members of the 


” 


nel 
CiLLses, 


seCrI 


whether 
committe 

Mr. LEWIS. On my own personal understanding and belief. 

Mr. VAN EATON. But there isnot a word in proof before the com- 
mittee as to the last statement with reference to Gould. 

Mr. COBB. Thatis of no consequence if it is before the committee as 
a matter of fact. 
Mr. LEWIS. I stated it as my opinion and on my individual re- 
msibility, and I willstate it again, that in my judgment that organ- 
zation was only retained to consummate this bargain through which the 
possession of the land is to revert to Jay Gould. 
Mr. ELLIS. Does my colleague state that as a fact? 
Mr. LEWIS. 1 state it as my own opinion, and that it is the convic- 
1 not only of myself, but of almost all of the people living along the 

f the road in my section. Ido not speak, of course, of your dis- 
trict. for | do not know anything of that, but of my own. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let me ask my colleague is that the under- 
ng ot the people along the line of the road ? 

Mr. LEWIs. I have not so stated, but it seems that gentlemen are 
determined to misunderstand me. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iam sure my colleague does not think I wish 


misunderstand him. 


Mr. 


=I 
t 


e 
' 
i 


Mr. LEWIS. If my colleague had heard my statement, more than 
once repeated, you would see that I spoke of that part of the road lying 
within my district. I am not familiar with the feelings or opinions of 


those residing in other districts. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Or their understandings— 

Mr. LEWIS. No, sir. I am now speaking of the road that runs 
through my district. 

Mr. ELLIS. How much of it? 

Mr. LEWIS. I can not recall the mileage; but I can give you the 
number of people, if you desire it, who have settled on these lands. 

I 


Mr. ELL 


S. I did not expect to get the fact in reply to my ques- 
tion 
Mr. LEWIS. How much time have I remaining? 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has thirty-two minutes remaining. 
Mr. LEWIS. I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. OATES. The policy of granting lands to aid in the construc- 
Hon of railroads in this country began nearly thirty years ago, at a 
e when the public lands were used as a source of revenue; the 
price generally being $1.25 per acre. And the policy of making grants 
n the construction of railroads was not a donation of the public 
“olnain, because it was upon the theory that*the Government would 
vse hothing and would gain the advantages of increased commerce and 
/ po m thereby. The policy was to give, to aid in the construction, 
ernhate sections, and those reserved were doubled in price and sold 
Crovernment at $2.50 peracre. The mere statement of the fact 
re shows that the policy of the Government was not to make 
Gor ns, but that it was considered a wise and beneficent policy, 
4 “ec it developed the resources of the country and at the same tims 
: ited the sales of the public domain and added to the revenues ot 
i¢ Government. 
this policy, however, a good policy in many respects, like many other 
; s00d ones, was in the course of time abused. The Congress continued 
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| to enlarge the grants until the amount of the public domain devoted 


to the construction of railroads aggregated about 200,000,000 of acres. 

The policy of the Government, however, in respect to the publi 
lands has undergone a change, and they are now held not so much as 
a source of revenue but are given to actual settlers homesteads. 
Nevertheless along the lines within the limits of these grants, I believe 
without exception, the Government still requires the payment of the 
advanced price. Therefore when we apply the principle to the grant 
now under consideration the Government of the United States has 
parted in fact with nothing. While it is true that about 900,000 or a 
million acres of land are claimed under this act by this railroad com- 
pany, an equal amount which was reserved by the Government has 
been or is to be sold at the advanced price of 

The questions presented, in my humble judgment, are business propo 
sitions, and should be acted upon by Congress as such; notas political 
questions, but as great business propositions Now, what are thes 
I take it that every member of this House is in favor of forfeiting and 
returning to the public domain all of the grants to railroad corpora- 
tions which ought to be forfeited and returned; and, on the other hand, 
that every one is opposed to a forfeiture where no forfeiture ought to 
be made 

But the question arises as to what ought or ought not tobe forteited. 
This depends upon every gentleman’s judgment when he comes to 
ply the law to the facts of the particular casein hand. There are som 
questions connected with this grant which are admitted, and therefore 
it is unnecessary to consume time in the argumentation of them 

What is known as the Backbone railroad corporation was one chat 
tered by the Legislature of Louisiana in 1869. It was authorized to 
construct a read from the city of New Orleans, on the east side of the 
Mississippi River, 


as 


$2.50 per acre. 


ap- 
i 


to Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi. Any gen- 
tleman who will look at the map will see that to pursue a direct line 
would very soon after leaving the city of New Orleans cause the road 
to depart widely from the river 

a branch road 


The same charter authorized the com- 


pany to construct from the main trunk line to Baton 
Rouge. Thus it stood when Congress in the twenty-second section of 
the act of the 3d of March, 1871, known as the Texas Pacific gran 
|} made a grant for the construction of the road which we are now con- 
sidering I will ask the Clerk to read that section 
The Clerk read as follows: ® 
That the New Orleans, Baton Rouge lroad Company 


and Vicksburg Ra 
tered by the State of Louisiana, shall have the right to connect, by 


ble route, to be selected by said company, with the said Texas Pacific Railroad at 


} +) . ‘ 
the most ¢ ur 


its eastern terminus, and shall have the right of way through the publi and to 
the same extent granted hereby to the said Texas Pacific Railroad Compar 
and in aid of its construction from New Orleans to Baton Rouge, thence by way 
of Alexandria, in said State, to connect with said Texas Pas Railroad Company 
at its eastern terminus, there is hereby granted to said company, its successors 
and assigns, the same number ofalternate sections of public land per mile in the 
State of Louisiana as are by this act granted in the State of California to said 
Texas Pacific Railroad Company ind said lands shall be withdrawn from 
market, selected, and patents issued therefo i open for settlement and pre- 
emption upon the same terms andin the sar minnie nd time as 1s provi« ad 
| for and required from said Texas Pacific Railroad Company within said State of 
California: Provided, Th said company shall complete the whole of said road 
within five years from the passag i this 
Mr. OATES. It will be seen that this grant is made to the New 
Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company Chat cor- 
poravion was given— 
The right to connect 
Mark the language 
by the most eligible routes, to be selected by said compar yw th thesaid Texas 
Pacific Railroad at its eastern terminus, and shall have the right of way, &« 
Now, after this grant was made the maps of location were filed in 
the General Land Office, and nothing more was done toward the con- 


struction of that road by that company 





Mr. LEWIS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LEWIS {re you aware the maps filed in the Interior Depart- 

| ment by the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Com- 
pany located that railroad ‘ 

Mr. OATES. lam perfectly aware ofthat. That was what wasdone 
The company did nothing mors \t last, in the early part of 1876, the 
New Orleans Pacific Railroad Compa which now claims this grant, 
was chartered by t notary inde the venel law Chen n 1876. before 
the five years’ limit mentioned in this twenty-second section expired 
the Le t e, amend ng that not irial charte F. ithorized the Nev ) 
leans Pacific Railroad Company > construct a road from New Or 
by Bato | 1o¢ es rd » PD) i oO the pp ts est i n 
Lexas 

The pu pose oO ( Lewis it mend ng this notarial charter m 
ifestly w » enable t ompan the Backbone company did 
do so, to constr i road so to connect with the Texas P S 
tem ine a l ve lently occurred to the Le gislature of Lo 
alter i it ‘ is Pac Railroad could not b ‘ 
the line of ft } : ) md so long as the grant to that 1 
mained, because, th ! location iving been tiled in the Ce ral 
Land Office, the id ‘ ( i oute had been thas 
and the New Orleans Pacitic R: ul could not build without voing 
‘over the grant already mace 
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oy iy », soon after 
871,1 b is—the Legislature of Louisiana 
1 ou tine irter ol it b bone ipal That com- 
proved itselt'a do-notl ng compan it had issued its bonds but 
d no roa nd the time had elapsed for constructing the 
( pecified in section 22 of the g nting act The purpose of Con- 
y i y this grant, it is patent, was to secure a connection be- 
t Orleans the Mississippi River with the Texas Pacitic 
Ste f ig ve set the grant authorizes the company to 
constru LTO 0 such route as it shall designate touching the 
| Ss names Baton Rouge and Alexandria, to connect with the 
Lex Pacific system, or at its eastern terminus. The language of the 
wt is not th ntleman from Louisiana [| Mr. LEWIs] employed in 
his remarks, to build a road to Marshall, Tex 
Mr. LEWIS Read the whole of the section. 
Mi OATES It is “*to connect by the most « ligible route, to be se- 
lected by said company, with the said Texas Pacific Railroad at its east- 
< | i , » ibseque ntly, in 1872 or 1873 I believe 


irelation to the Texas Pacitic Railroad Company, changing its 
pare ithorizing it to issue bonds, and to either build a road or to torm 
connections from its eastern terminus, as fixed by the original 
) Shreveport, in Louisiana. Therefore, while Marshall, Tex., re- 
mained in law the eastern terminus, and the office of the company was 
ke pt there, 
thor 
Lou 

The eastern terminus of the road, or where it has its office, is in law 
at Marshall, Tex., but in fact it is at Shreveport, La. Mark you, this 
act was passed before the amendatory act of the Legislature of Louisi- 
ana of December 11, 1872. Up to that date the Backbone company 
had no charter from the State authorizing it to go to Shreveport or to 
any point on the west side of the Mississippi. When this grant was 
made the Backbone company had no charter to operate on the western 
side of the Mississippi River. 


runnilie 


act 


in fact by this subsequent enactment the company was au- 
ed and required to extend its eastern terminus to Shreveport, in 
siana, and they did so. 


The grant made by Congress was for the construction of a road from 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 4 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [ Mr. 
asks unanimous consent that there 
and that the } 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs and Senate bills 
Speaker's t the subject-matter of which has been consider 
that committee. Is there objection ? 
Mr. CRISP. I object. 
ance at evening sessions. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gent} 
from Kentucky [Mr. THoMpson] that this House now adjourn 
Che motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock p 

House adjourned. 


be a session this eveni: rv. ¢ 
House shall then consider bu 


7 . 
Ing at = 0 ClOCK, ISI! 


able 


There is no quorum of members in 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOYLE: Petition of Union soldiers and sailors for th 
sage of certain pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensioy 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of citizens of Hot Surings Ark,, 
to contirm awards to property at said place—to the Committee o1 


|} Public Lands. 


By Mr. DIBBLE: Petition of the Bricklayers’ Union, No. 1, of C) 
ton, S. C., in favor of the bill to prohibit the importation of aliens w 
contract to perform labor in the United States—to the Committe: 
Labor. 

By Mr. HARMER: Petition of members of the Grand Army 
Republic, asking for an appropriation to establish a national cemet 
near Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Appropriations 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of citizens of Clinton, Mass., 


ay 


Government postal telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Ofli 


New Orleans, by Baton Rouge and Alexandria, to connect with the east- | 


ern terminus of the Texas Pacitic 
given by Congress in the grant. 

Subsequently, December 11, 1872, 
company itself of this grant, the Legislature of Louisiana 
amended the charter, and authorized it to construct a road to Baton 
Rouge by the way of Alexandria and Shreveport; not to the eastern 
terminus of the Texas Pacific Railroad, but to Shreveport 

Mr. LEWIS. My friend is mistaken. 

Mr. OATES. No, 1am not; or, if I am, the gentleman has time re- 
served in which he can answer me. 


system. Here was aright of way 


to avail 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. 
to yield to me that I may move that the House shall take a recess at 5 
o'clock to reassemble at 8 o'clock, and to ask unanimous consent that 
the 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs and Senate bills on the 
Speaker's table the subject-matter of which has been considered by 
that committee 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California [Mr. RosEcRANSs] ? 

Mr. CRISP. I object 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Then I will make the motion that the 
now take a recess until 8 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion for a recess. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. And I ask unanimous consent that upon reas- 
sembling the House shall proceed to the consideration of bills reported 


House 


tae 
from the Committee on Military Affairs and Senate bills on the Speak- 
er’s table the subject-matter of which has been considered by that com- 
mittec 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
‘he SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. HAMMOND. If the House shall now take a recess until 
o'clock and there is not unanimous consent as asked by the gentleman 
from California [Mr. RosEcRANS], will we not have to go on with the 
ordinary business of the House this evening ? 

The SPEAKER. 


R 


The House will go on with its usual regular busi- 


ness. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I move that the House now adjourn. 
Mr. OATES 


I will yield fora motion to adjourn, retaining my right 
to the tloor when the consideration of the pending bill shall be resumed. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. CHALMERS. IL ask consent to have printed in the REcorD, asa 
portion of the debate of this House, some remarks prepared by me on 
the subject of the tariff 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is not necessary, 
leave to print has already been given by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there has been a general order 
to that effect. Butthe leave will be granted, as requested by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi | Mr. CHALMERS], if there is no objection. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 


for general 


in order to enable the Backbone | 


Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 26, 1884. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will come to order 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest the absence of a quorum and 
call of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It being suggested that there is 1 


| quorum present, the roll will be called. 


I ask the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. OATES] | 


session of this evening shall be for the consideration of business re- 


The Chief Clerk called the roll, and thirty-three Senators answer 
to their names. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
called. 

TheCHIEFCLERK. Messrs. Aldrich, Anthony, Bayard, Beck, Blau 
Bowen, Butler, Camden, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Coke, Colquitt 
Cullom, Dolph, Fair, Farley, Garland, George, Gibson, Gormal! 
Groome, Hoar, Ingalls, Jackson, Jones of Florida, Jones of Nevada 
Kenna, Lamar, Lapham, Logan, McPherson, Mahone, Ma 
Miller of New York, Palmer, Riddleberger, Sabin, Saulsbury, > 
Sherman, Van Wyck, Voorhees, Walker, and Williams—43. 

Subsequently, Mr.GARLAND, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. INGALLS, Mr. 
ERON of Pennsylvania, Mr. FArR, and Mr. LOGAN entered the Cham- 
ber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
constituting aquorum. 
read. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 


The names of the absentees will | 


Thirty-nine Senators are present 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings ¥ 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of J H 


| Storey, treasurer of the United States Maimed Soldiers’ Leagueof Ph 
| delphia, Pa., praying for the passage of Senate bill 2315, granting pen- 


sions to maimed soldiers; 
sions. 
He also presented the petition of W. Mandeville, late a sharpsh: 
in Company E, First Pennsylvania Rifles, ptaying to be allowed a | F 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. ’ 
He also presented the petition of Francis Story, of Haverhill, > 
County, Ohio, late private Battery L, First Ohio Light Artil! | 
ing to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the Committ 
Pensions. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I present a petition of the Chamber of Cot 
of Saint Paul, Minn., in favor of an additional appropriation ! 
quartermaster’s department building in that city. In this com 
I submit an amendment intended to be proposed to the sund! 
appropriation bill, which I move be referred, with the petition 
Committee on Appropriations. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of Capt. H. C. Cook and }} bi 
other oflicers of the Second United States Infantry, praying tor We 


which was referred to the Committee on It 











1s. 
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passage of House bill No. 3117, to re organize the infantry re giments of 
the Lnited States Army, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. Se 

He also presented the petition of r. B. Adams and 17 other lieuten- 
ants of artillery of the United States Army, praying for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1677 removing discriminations between lieutenants of 
the Bae and lieutenants of the staif¥; which was referred to the Com- 

ttee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented a memorial of the John Shillito Com- 
pany, of Cincinnati, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of what 
-s known as the Culberson bill, relative to the jurisdiction ot Federal 
courts: Which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Lemert Post No. 71, 
Department of Ohio, Grand Army of the Republic, Newark, Ohio, 
favoring the passage of what is known as the Lovering House bill, No. 


6463. in regard to pensions; which were referred to the Committee on 


t 
I 


Pensions. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- | 


ferred the bill (H. R. 1977) for the relief of Maria L. Hammer, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 2017) granting a pension to Walter Dickson, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
k. 6529) for the relief of John Kane, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill(H. 
Rt. 2378) restoring to the pension-roll the name of John Allee, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to report to the Senate a document sent to the committee by the War 
Department from the board of engineers appointed by the Department 
to examine and report upon the construction of bridges across the Great 


anawha River, in West Virginia. I move that the report be printed | 2 
Kanawha River ; . I |; amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 


for the use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2447) for the relief of Catherine Terry: 


\ bill (H. R. 2660) granting a pension to William Printz; 

\ bill (H. R. 2425) granting a pension to Catharine Henry; 

A bill (H. R. 1897) granting a pension to Catherine Hunter; and 

A bill (H. R. 2536) granting a pension to Michael Mack. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


referred the bill (S. 2049) granting a pension to James King, reported 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the joint resolution (S. R. 3) for the relief of the widow and children 
ot John W. Judson, late agent of the United States at Oswego, N. Y., 
ior public works on Lake Ontario, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SLATER. On the 27th of May last I was instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands to report back the bill (S. 2036) to forfeit 
the unearned lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
to aid in the gonstruction of a railroad from Lake Superior to Puget 
Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes, 


and asked leave at the time to file subsequently the report of the com- | 


mittee. I now submit the report, and move that it be printed and 
recommitted to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1646) to further continue the act to authorize 
the settlement of the accounts of officers of the Army and Navy, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


REPORT ON FISH AND FISHERIES. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
Whom Was referred a concurrent resolution to print the report of the 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, to report it favorably, and I ask 
lor its immediate consideration. 

rhe PRESIDENT pro te mpore. The resolution will be read for in- 


t 








AOTMAtION. 
the Chief Clerk read as follows: 
iB solved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concu ig), That the report 
©! the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1884 be printed, and that 
tere be printed 10,009 extra copies, of which 2,000 shall be for t use of the Sen- 
- . "0 for the use of the House of Representatives, 1.500 for the use of the 
MmMmissioner of Fishand Fisheries, and 500 for sale by the Pub Printer under 
s regulations as the Joint Committee on Printing may prescribe, at a price 
equal to the additional cost of publication and 10 per cent. thereto thereon 
, f th illustrations to be obtained by the Public Printer under the direction 
of the Jx 


int Committee on Public Printing 


Mr. COCKRELL. Are there any amendments reported ? 


Mr. HAWLEY. 


No amendments. The committee report the reso- 


ution in accordance with the 


practice heretofore, expecting an amend- 








} y 1 








I ; he choses to offer i It the 
senatol s not satistied with the ber of 2,000, as prop sed, | ein 
love amendment ; 
| RESIDENT prot ve. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution 
By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the resolution. 
Mr. COCKRELI I move tostrike out ‘* 3.000" and insert ‘' 2.500.” 
and to reduce the ** 6,000" to ‘*5,000°° torthe House. That will give 


2.500 to the Senate and 5,000 to the House I wish the Committee on 


Printing would adopt that rule and report the amendments to save the 


+ 


ouble of always having to move and adopt them in the Senate I 


hink it is a fair and just distribution, and the Senate has sustained i 


+ + 


so often that it ought to become a rule of action. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I confess that in this particular case we followed 
the precedent without stopping to think of the rule that the Senator 
from Missouri desires to establish; but I suggest to him that where th 
Senate has been for a long series of years accustomed to a certain dis- 
tribution, and has made no complaint, we do not feel quite justified in 
proposing an additional number. We can hardly expect the other House 
to consent to a reduction of its number, the House having added thirty- 
two toits total membership. Therefore, we have followed the prec- 
edent 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I move toadd to the amount allowed tothe 
Senate, so as to make it 3,000. This isa valuable document, and there 
are a great many applications for it. Instead of 2,000 for the Senate 
I move to make the number 3,000 for the Senate. That will leave the 
House with the present number, and give the Senate one-half. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5 it is proposed to strike out ‘10,000 
and insert *'11,000;’’ and in the same line to strike out ‘‘2,000°’ and 
4 66a 


insert ‘'3.000:°’ so as to read: 


And that there be printed 11,000 extra copies; of which 3,000 shall be for t 


viis 
use of the Senate, 6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


Mr. INGALLS. I never have been able to see any reason for the 
difference in the number of copies of works ordered by Congress that 
are assigned to the Senate and the House of Representatives. I can 
not understand why the Senate is not entithed to precisely the same 
number that is ordered for the House. It is not a question of numer- 
ical membership. The two Senators from the State of Connecticut rep- 


resent exactly as many people as the four Representatives from that 


| State. There is no just reason and no propriety, as I understand, in 


+ 1 


he difference which has hitherto been made I believe that under 
previous regulations the Senate has received onethird the number 
assigned to the House. The Senator from Connecticut can probably 
iniorm me 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
proximately correct. 
Mr. INGALLS. I should be glad if the Committee on Printing 


It varies with different documents. That is ap- 


would assert what I believe to be the privilege and prerogative of this 
body. We represent exactly the same number of people with our num- 
ber of seventy-six that is represented by the three hundred and twenty- 
e members of the House of Representatives, and with regard to all 
valuable publications we are entitled to precisely the same number 

I do not expect to have that idea enforced in this resolu- 
tion, but it seemed an appropriate place to make the observation that 


1V 
Of course 


no reason has been shown why the difference should continue to exist 
and to express the hope that the committee will take the matter into 
consideration 

Mr. HAWLEY. The pending resolution, as proposed to be amended 
on the motion of the Senator from Missouri, gives the Senators about 


forty copies apiece of this valuable report, and it gives the Members of 





the House less than twenty each It is true that two Senators repre- 
sent a whole State, vet it is also true that manv of the loeal wants and 
many of the local libraries are supplied by the members. The propo- 
sition of the Senator trom Kansas would introduce a new usage, one 
that has ne er appeared to be necessary for the public business, and 
would also lead to a very he ivy increase ol the appropriation for pub- 
lic printing Che Committee on Public Printing have endeavored to 
restrain the extraordinary disposition of the American people to print 

Mr. INGALLS If the Senator will pardon me fora single su es- 
tion, I do not see how it could increase the « X 1 nditure for publie print- 
ing the numbers of documents were equally divided 

Ml HAWLEY. If the Senator proposes not to increase the total 
number but to simply divide by two 

Mr. INGALLS. I propose to change the distribution 

Mr. HAWLEY It is not prope 0 speak of what the other Ho 
have done, though it might be proper to conjecture what they might 
do. We should find that utterly impossibl However, if the Senator 
does not propose to apply his suggestion to the pending resolution I 
shall say no more 

Phe PRESIDENT pro ¢t 0 question 1s on agreeing to the 
umendment of the Senator from Missouri Mr. CocKRI 






, 
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‘he PRESIDENT pro tempor 


The question is on agreeing to the 
tion as amended 


dry civil bill, as we know, was passed without any discussion j; 
other House. Iam informed by some Senators upon the Committ 
on Appropriations that there is likely to be a good deal of chang 
ALLEGED OUTRAGES AT DANVILLE, VA. the deficiency bill. I think that a ten-minute rule is a very 
; ; es : more economical one than a five-minute rule. Some Senators do 
Mr. HAWLEY Che Committee on Printing, to whom was referred | }jke to transgress upon such a rule, but others are not quite so t 
the joint resolution (5. R. 95) for the printing of extra copies of the rec- | footed about it. I believe that if we gave a Senator ten minutes t} 
port of the Committee on Privileges and Elections in regard to alleged | would be ample time, and it would be more satisfactory. 
outrages in Danville, Va., report the same favorably without any rec- Such a rule, it is true, has been acted upon sometimes in the 
ommendation as to the number of copies rhe when under great pressure for want of time, but it has be« 
for 150,000 copies of the ma frequently— 
: More honored in the breach than the observance. 


t 


resolution as ame nded was agreed to. 


resolution provides 
ority and minority reports, the cost of 
which would be 3109,200 \s the committee stands at present, it 
makes no recommendation as to the number, but reports in favor of Senators run over the time, ask unanimous consent to proceed 
the resolution generally vet embarrassed in their remarks by the fact that they are conti 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to have the | with a five-minute limitation upon debate. The Senate gets 
joint resolution considered now ? habit of going rather slow anyway, pretty much at its leisur 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe the resolution concerning Copiah County } js not quite the thing to bring us up toa rapid gait all at once 
went to the Calendar. This may take the same course. It can be} Mr. ALLISON. I think we had better adhere to the est 
called up hereafte1 


rule. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore The joint resolution will be placed Mr. MORGAN. 


Idonot. I think ten minutes is right, and 
on the Calendar. to amend by striking out ‘‘five’’ and inserting ‘‘ten,”’ before t] 
| ‘*minutes.’’ 
retirement of | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be rea 
mates in the Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the | The CHtEF CLERK. In line 4, it is proposed to strike out t! 
accompanying memorial, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘* ten;’’ so as to read: 

Mr. JONAS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2344) appropriating | That debate on any amendment, or all amendments, to any appt 
money for the establishment of a Government farm at or near the thirty- then before the Senate be limited to ten minutes for each Senator 
first parallel of north latitude; which was read twice by its title, and The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2345 


BILLS INTRODUCED 
Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2343) relative to the 


hi 


pr 
The question is on agreein 


granting a pension to E.| Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Iowa suggests that prol: 

I - ] 

W. Nagle; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | resolution had better be adhered to in the terms presented by |] 
intimates that it never is very rigidly enforced. I should be 
to suspect that if the present occupant of the chair happened to 

Mr. MITCHELL. In the case of the bill (S. 513) granting a pension mding, the probabilities are that there would not be a gr 

to J mes Coley, of Oregon I ask that the vote by whic h the bill was latitude permitted in Case the rule should be adopted. \ 

indefinitely postponed be reconsidered by unanimous consent and that judgment, considering the present condition of the public busi: 
the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. A mistake | }§ @ pretty drastic oes _— . I understand, although I have 
was made in the case. and we wish to correct it. | had the opportunity of examination, that very important and 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks changes in existing laws have been made in the bill making : 
unanimous consent to have the vote heretofore taken in the Senate in- ations for sundry civil expenses of the Government. If the 
lefinitely postponing the bill named by him reconsidered and that the they are reported to be, I judge that they will be strenuous \ 
be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. Is there objection? | | suggest to the Senator from Iowa that in case a debate of 
he Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. } is provoked, as seems to be probable, the operations of this 1 


mittee on Pensions 


JAMES COFFEY. 


be very embarrassing; and I should regret to see it adopt 
HELEN M. HARRISON. | stave of the session. 

Mr. McMILLAN.  Lask that the bill (H. R. 2325) granting a pen- Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, certain] 
sion to Helen M. Harrison be recommitted to the Committee on Pen- | to take into consideration the radical legislation on the sw 
sions. An adverse report was made upon the bill by the Senate com- | bill the majority of the Senate would never agree to the appli 
mittee. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] made the report. the rule. I for one would never move it ona debate of that im 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks | Of course this rule will not apply, the Senator knows very w: 

nanimous consent that the bill named by him be recommitted to the | a majority of the Senate agrees to it. 

nmittee on Pensions. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, Mr. INGALLS. 


If the rule is not to apply, why shou 
is so ordered. | adopted ” 


DEBATE ON APPROPRIATION BILLS. _ Mr. ALLISON. As the rules now are, it is impossibl 
limit debate to five minutes. This only makes it possibl 
on those occasions the debate will have to be limited by a vot 
in order; and the Chair lays be lore the Senate the resolution offered | Senate and by 4 majority of the Senate. . 
yesterday by the Senator from Iowa |Mr. ALLISON]. It will be read. | Wr INGALLS. I have never seen any abuse of the usual p 
Che Chief Clerk read as follows: | of debate that are allowed in this body. I think it condu 
That during the remainder of the present session of the Senate it | welfare of the public service that there should be here a fre 
in order to move at any time that debate on any amendment, or all - ¢ < . a ea . } . 4 
amendments, to any appropriation bill then before the Senate be limited to five | trammeled expression of opinion upon matters of public impo 
n ites for each Senator, and that no Senator shall speak more than once on | Very sure that every Senator feels the importance of the due t 
tie same amendine ntin form orsubstance, The question onsuch motion shall | tion of the public business and the dignity of his station suffix 
ee ee render it very certain that he will not infringe upon what is 1 
or appropriate. 
In view of what is likely to occur, as I said before, I think 
plication of the rule at this time is very unwise. 
propriation bill or to all such bills? Mr. HARRIS. This resolution only makes it in order fora > 
The PRESIDENT protempore. If adopted it will apply to the pend- | to move to limit debate upon amendments. I think there is + 
ng bills; but it is not a resolution which operates upon the bill itself. | of time in the adoption of such a resolution. I am confident 
It only makes it in order to move a limit to debate. harm can result from it, because Iam sure that no Senator 11 
Mr. MORGAN. I suggest tothe Senator from Iowa that he increase | a bill would move to limit debate until at least a reasonabl 
a fair opportunity for debate upon every important question 
had; and if the motion is made, it is within the power of : 


the time to ten minutes. I believe it would be economy of time to 
the Senate to decline to adopt it until full and sufficient ¢ 
been had upon pending questions. 


allow Senators to speak ten minutes instead of five, and it would pre- 
vent a resort to the fashion we have here of moving to strike out the 
last word, and the like of that, in order to keep the floor to complete 
remarks that Senators want to make. Mr. BAYARD. Or to discontinue it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from Alabama that the Mr. HARRIS. Ofcourse. A majority of the Senate can « 
five-minute rule isusual. It has prevailed in the Senate, I think, for | a majority of the Senate may discontinue it even if the res 
many years on appropriation bills, and has been found to be quite con- | be passed. I see no possible harm that can result from it, a! 
venient. It is never enforced, the Senator will remember, unless it is | the resolution as offered by the Senator from Iowa may be ad 
ly necessary to save time and get along with the work. It re- Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I only desire to say that when t 
quires a majority of the Senate to agree to iton any amendment or any | lution was offered yesterday by the Senator from Iowa at th: 
bill. I do not think there is any abuse liable to occur under it. the somewhat extended remarks I had made, I thought it was t 

Mr. MORGAN. There are a great many very important questions | debate to five minutes absolutely, and therefore I objected, ' 
on the pending bill; and the sundry civil bill is coming up. The sun- ! that there might be questions coming up that would require n 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Concurrent or other resolutions ’”’ 


lé 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


resolution 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Does the resolution apply to the pending ap- 


absolute 








te Re wd 


on ee A An 


Bisnis 








minutes’ debate on some ofthe appropriation bills; but after look- 
it this morning, and observing that it only makes it in order to 
ve that that shall be done at any time, either on a whole bill or on 
amendment to it, if a majority of the Senate should think time was 
ny wasted by myself ox others, I regard it is very well to have that 

, the power of the Senate. I think the resolution ought to be adopted 
7t makes no difference as to the time; the Senate can always suspend it 
4t any moment they think it necessary, and five minutes is about as 


much as in ordinary debate I care about. 
Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that we 


can not amend it after it is an established rule of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. We can suspend it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It can not besuspended except by unanimous con- 
sent 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest that it will 
be in order to move to reconsider the vote by which debate was limited 
on any question. 

Mr. MORGAN. That would be inorder, perhaps. Of course when 
the Senator from Iowa gets up and moves a limit to debate on a certain 
pill. or a certain feature of a bill, to five minutes, then it is a question 
for debate whether we shall do it or not, and perhaps we shall consume 
half the day in debating the motion. That is no economy of time. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see that a Senator in charge of a 
bill would never makethe motion if he thought it was likely to be de- 
hated, because that would be a waste of time. 


Mr. MORGAN. Then what is the use of the rule ? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will see by reading the 
ssolution of the Senator from lowa that the motion to limit debateis 


t a debatable motion. 
Mr. MORGAN. I think an amendment allowing ten minutes will 
get ridof the difficulty. I should be willing to vote for the resolution 
i that form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama, to strike out ‘‘five’’ and in- 
se t ** tem.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I move to amend the resolution by striking out 
all amendments.’’ Under this resolution, when a par- 

ramendment is under discussion a motion is made to limit debate 
hat particular amendment, or it may be an extended motion to limit 
all amendments, some of which may not have been consid- 

1 think it sufficient to give to any member an opportunity 
to move that debate ona particular amendment shall be limited to tiv 

nutes, but not to give the power upon the first amendment that 

mes up to move that debate on all amendments that may be offered 
bill shall be limited to five minutes. I out th 
all amendments,’’ in the third line. 
-RESIDENT pro te mpore, 
from Delaware. 
rhe amendment was rejected. 
he PRESIDENT ‘pro tempor 


ition 


the words ** or 
i 
pate on 


ere aba 


move to strike 


Che | The question is on the amendment 
I senator 


The question is on ng to the 


agreel 


Che resolution was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF PENSION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. MITCHELL, it was 


) Phat the bill (H. R. 5667) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors of 
‘ an war, and for other purposes, be printed, as amended by the Senate 
the Senate. 


ie use Oo 


ROBERT BUTLER. 


Mr. BUTLER submitted the following resolution; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
xved, That the Se« retary of War be, and he is here by, directed to place on 

ord in the War Department the order of President Jackson of March 3, 1837, 
ng the commission conferring the rank of lieutenant-colonel by brevet 


bert | 


on Re Butler, adjutant-general, dated July 1, 1815. 


TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODS. 


Ne > : : ; 
‘ir. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent now to consider the bill 
+} hie he . . “ 

i the table which came from the House yesterday merely making an 

teration in the statutes of 1880 to allow dutiable goods to be trans- 


1 


1 
") 


rted both by land and water. Many of the ports in the western part 
of ourcountry find that they can get transportation much cheaper if they 

‘ve it partly by railroad and partly by water. This bill that comes 
rom the House is identical in all its parts with a bill reported from the 

mittee on Finance which allows this to be done, and the only alter- 
ation in the existing law is, ‘‘or where the route is bonded for both 
nd and water carriage,’’ in the first section, and in the second section 

erely making provision so that it can be carried out. 

he PRESIDENT pro te mpore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
lanimous Consent to have taken from the table and now considered 
the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. ALLISON. ° 
t leads to debate. 

Mar M¢ RRILL, There will be no debate about it. 

»y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 
ceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6215) to amend an act entitled 


( I 


y) 


I will not object in this particular instance unless 








‘An t 


act to amend the statutes in relatio1 





mmediate transportation 
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of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

LEGISLATIVE, ET¢ APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON I move now to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the legislative, executive 
and judicial ¢ xpenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1885, and for other purposes 

Mr. BROWN. Willthe Senator indulge me a moment‘ I desire te 


submita report from a committee of conterenc: 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the appropriation bill be first taken up 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion of t! 
Senator from lowa. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RAILROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. BROWN. 

conference appointed on the bill 


H. R. 3961) to grant to the Gulf, Colo 


I desire to submit the report of the committee of 


rado and Santa Fé Railway Compahy a right of way through the In- 


dian Territory, and tor other purposes 
sidered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia presents 
re port of the conference between the two Houses on House bill 3961 
The re port will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 


[ ask that the report be con 






4 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on t! 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3961) to grant the Gulf, Colorad “ 
Santa Fé Railway Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, a1 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have ag 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 


That the House t to the 


numbered 1, and agree 


recede from its disagreemen 
to the same with the follow 


amendment of the Sen 


ng amendment 








Hamels i? 


u of the Senate amendment insert the following rhe line to be located 
sections of twenty-five miles each,and before work is begun on any sect 
line thereof is to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior and that 
Senate agree to the same 
hat ie House recede from its disagreementto the amendments of the S« 
numbered respectively 2, 3, 4,5, 6, and 7, and agree to the same 
Chat the House recede from its disagreementto the amendmentof the Senat« 
numbered 8,and agree to the s the following amendn 
Amend t Senate amendment by ftter Ww l ‘ I 
word “ operation,”’ andadding a i‘' Interior he words **i 
ance with said intercourse laws; si ite agr to the same 
JOSEPH E. BROWN 
PHILETUS SAWYEI 
J.R. HAWLEY 
Manage part the Se 
OLIN WELLBORN 
RICE A. PIER( 
B. W. PERKINS 
Ma s on the part of the Ho 
‘ : _ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempor The question is, Will the Senat 
agree to the report 
Mr. HARRISON I make no objection to the report of the commi 
tee of conference exceptas to the last suggest Che language used 
the Senate amendment, which I had the honor to offer, is exactly an 


literally the languag 


vides that any operatiy 


e of our treaty with those nations 
into the T 


Che treaty pr 
e who may be brought 


nection with the construction or use of railroads shall there be subj 
to the Indian intercourse acts and to such regulations as may be p 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior. That is an explicit treaty 


ulation 


, mean to abide by 


we do not mean to put ourselves 


senate obligations delibs 


asa oul 
for a consideration; it 
of truce-breakers, and to proclaim that we have 


ho re 


rritory 1ncol 


If we, as the representatives of the United States acting her 
rately entered int 
in the attitude 


gard for a treat 


when made with a nation or power that is unable to entorce its treat 


obligations against us, then we ought to disagree to the 
port in that respect. The language of the amendment 
the Senate was exactly the language of our treaty. 
treaty of 1866 with these Indians; 
power of the secretary of the Interior to make rules with reference 
this matter to the Indian intercourse acts. 
may make regulations touching all the matters that are governed by 


intercourse 


conterence 
as adopted | 


+ 


acts, 


ry 
I copied it fromou 
and the limitation is to restrict the 


That is the etfect of it He 
Like 
but it limits his power over these, whereas we e: 














) 


pressly stipulated in the treaty that he might make other rules and regu- 


lations 

We are brought then to the 
sire or are willing, in the interest of a railroad corporation, to delibe 
ately walk over our treaty stipulations in the premises. 


Mr. BROWN. The same argument has been submitted over 
over again as an objection to the granting of any charter to any ra 


that itis a violation of 


1 
treaty wit! 
treavry Witt 


road company through the Indian Territory, 
the Indians. 

Court of the United States some years ago when we enforced t] 

ternal-revenue laws in the Indian Territory, 


we were violating our treaty 


and it was claimed 


The Supreme Court of the United Stat 


said it was true that the act of Congress in reference to the interna 
revenue and the treaty could not stand together, and that the trea 
must vield 

Probably all this railroad legislation may be in violation of t 


square test whether as Senators we cd: 


Lhe 


\ similar question went before the Supreme 


| 
that 


| 
i 


+ 
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strongest tern i violation; but there is no | no reference therein to the treaty obligations, which I suppose he to bo 
question tever about the power of the Government and the right | for granted were binding, as I did, so that it was not necessary to refe; % 
0 e ¢ ‘ ent the Indians do not possess the sovereignty of that | to that; and the conference committee added that rules and regulations 
I o make such rules d regulations and enact such laws as | may be established by the Secretary of the Interior in accordance with 
think proper from time to time on these subjects even without | the Indian intercourse laws. I take it that does not bar the Secreta) 

regard to the treaties. If we take the property of a citizen in one of | of the Interior from continuing the performance of the duty thatis now 
the States as a right of way for a railroad we violate the express grant | resting upon him to lay down for those employés also any obligations 
that was made by the State to the citizen; we take from him property | they may be under under the treaties with the Indians. I think he is 
tl had been guaranteed to him forever. We can only do it by pay- | not barred from enforcing the treaties because he is authorized to lay E 
ing him just compensation. The Government of the United States has | down regulations in accordance with the intercourse laws, Bs 
exactly the same right by paying just compensation to the Indians to Mr. HARRISON. I think there is just where the Senator’s mistake 
take any property that they have within the Indian Territory, and it | is, as in the case referred to by the Senator from Georgia. We had a 
is no more a violation of the treaty in that case thanit is a violation of | treaty stipulation which was violated in its letter, and in its spirit too, 
the grant in the other case perhaps, by our internal-revenue laws; yet the law was as high obliga- 

If we are to have railroads across that Territory we shall be obliged | tion as the treaty, and being the later expression of the legislative will, 
to enact certain laws that do not exactly conform to the treaties here- | it controlled, and the Supreme Court decided that the treaty had no 
tofore made What we are doing is doing the Indians no injustice cer- | sanction which was superior to that legislation. SoIthink it would be 
tainly, because we are paying them very liberal compensation for all | here. 
we take from them. I presume it-will hardly be contended success- Mr. HAWLEY. 


fully in this Congress in future, or in any other Congress, that the In- 
dians can sit down in that Territory, a small number as they are, and 
deny to the people of the United States the right to build railroads 
and conduct transportation across it from one part of the Union to an- 
other. Their rights will have to be held there subordinate to the gen- 
eral rights of the whole people and to the legislation of Congress. In 
all cases, however, we should be very careful to do them full and ample 
justice. We have done so in the case of this railroad charter. We 
provide for paying them $50 per mile, and if we capitalize the $15 per 
mile per annum we are to pay them hereafter, we pay them about $24 
an acre for the land we take. The land would not bring g dollar and 
a half an acre, as it lies there now. I think we have dealt very gener- 
ously and very justly with them. 

Now, if all the employés and everybody connected with the running 
of this railroad are to be under local regulations of the Indians, or un- 
der such regulations as the Secretary of the Interiormight prescribe, 
outside of the regular rules and regulations or outside of the intercourse 
laws, then it seems to me the railroad authorities would be very much 
embarrassed, and if on a formeroccasion we have embarrassed one com- 
pany in that way I do not think it is wise or proper that we should 
embarrass another. If we permit railroad companies to run lines of 
road across the Territory, we should give them all the real authority 
that is necessary, we should find places on the right of way as we do in 
this case for their operatives and employés to live and transact the 
business. 

It seems to me that there is really no more solid objection to this 
than there is to the whole measure, and the Senate has already deter- 
mined upon that. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I confess to some surprise to hear 
the Senator from Georgia say that we must walk deliberately and with 
open eyes over a solemn treaty compact with these Indians for fear we 
may embarrass a railroad company. 

Mr. BROWN. No; that was not my statement. I stated that we 
could not conduct transportation across the Territory without having 
the necessary privileges there for our employés. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Georgia said just what I re- 
marked, that this would result in embarrassment to the railroad com- 


If I thought there was any doubt, being as anxiou 


to abide by these treaties as the Senator from Indiana, and having in- 


| dicated that anxiety in a previous debate, I would add this: 





pany, and he did not controvert my proposition that it was an express | 


treaty stipulation. 

Mr. BROWN. That was said in connection with other matters, but 
it was not all I said. 

Mr. HARRISON, It was not all he said, but it was the gist and 
substance of the argument, and all the argument that has been made 
upon this proposition. 

Now, I want to read to the Senate our treaty stipulation with these 
people upon this subject to show that the amendment I offered was in 
the exact terms of our treaty, and then I want to see who there is 
among us here that is willing to walk open-eyed over that obligation 
for fear he may embarrass a railroad company. After providing that 
railroads may be constructed through the Territory we have this stipu- 


lation in the treaty of 1866 


| sent to, that we have a right to override these treaties entirely 
| not think it would interfere with any purpose he has intimated to us, 


And the treaties with said Indians. 

If the Senator desires to make that amendment I will support it. | 
was upon this conference committee, and assented to the,amendment 
proposed because I thought it expressed what the Senator from Indiana 
desired. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the words the Senator from Connecticut sug- 
gests are inserted there, they certainly would give the Secretary author- 
ity to enforce our treaty stipulations as part of this legislation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It would not interfere, in my opinion, with the 


claim made by the Senator from Georgia, which is a claim I do not 


I do | 


but it would remove the objection made by the Senator from Indiana, 
and if there be any legal force in his objection I concur with him. | 
would not have agreed to the conference report if I supposed-that was 
its construction. 
Mr. INGALLS. 
amended. 
Mr. HAWLEY. It can go to another conference. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). The Chair 
will state to the Senator from Connecticut that the only method is to 
disagree to the report. 
Mr. HAWLEY. lagree tothaton reflection. If there beany doubt 
if the Senator from Indiana thinks there is any doubt, as to the con- 
struction of this matter I hope he will oppose the acceptance of t! 
report. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate con- 
cur in the report of the committee of conference ? 
The report was concurred in. 


The report of a conference committee can not be 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills 

A bill (S. 81) for the relief of Benjamin F. Pope; 

A bill (S. 1721) fora bridge across the Missouri river at White Cloud, 
in Doniphan County, Kansas; and 

A bill (S. 1861) for the relief of the Atlantic Alcohol Company 
Atlantic, State of Iowa. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the tol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 


A bill (H. R. 2344) for the relief of Melissa G. Polar: 
A bill (H. R. 2722) for the relief of Martha Turner: and 
A bill (H. R. 6082) authorizing the payment by the Secretary of th 


Treasury of the United States to Charles H. Getman, the firm of | 
W. Rathbun & Co., the firm of Kenyon, Wright & Co., the firm « 
Bond & Jenkins, and the firm of Page, Fairchild & Co. certain duties 
paid by them on imported lumber accidentally burned while in cus- 
tody of officers of customs and before the same had entered into con- 


| sumption. 


But such railroad company, or companies, with all its or their agents or em- | 
ployeés, shall be subject to the laws of the United States relating to intercourse 
with Indian tribes d also to such rules and regulations as may be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior for that purpose 


I do not care to argue this furt 
Mr. HAWLEY 


Senator f1 


her. 
lhe amendment to the House bill offered by the 
om Indiana [Mr. HARRI 


rhe officers, servants, and emplovés of said 


SON] was in these words: 


I company nece ssary to the con- 
struct 
rhe conference committee here inserted the word ‘operation,’’ to 
} 1, +3 S tos } } . Be we } 
which the Senator makes no objection. So I will read it so 
The officers, servants, and employés of said company necessary to the con- 
str et und manage nt of said railroad and telegraph and tele- 
pl ss ed t s w“ es ngaged | said right of 
Wav t ) “ . I i tercourse laws and such 
r « or s as w be stal i the S etary of the Interior 
rT ‘ | ‘ . : : } , Y 
Phe Senato 1 Indiana self in moving this amendment made 


LEGISLATIVE, APPROPRIATION 
Mr. ALLISON. I call for the regular order. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed considerat 
the bill (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the legislative, ¢ 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, the pending question hé 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out 
line 960 to line 978 the following words: 
That 


ten bushe 


ETC., BILL. 


the Secretary of the Treasury shall exempt all distilleries wh 


ym the 





ls of grain or less perday fre operation of the 


Revised Statutes, rela g tothe m 


provisions 
I 


Or the 


tnufacture Of spirits, ex 

payr ent of the tax and said distilleries shall be run and operated W 
storekeepers; and said Secretary may exempt any distillery or all dis 
which mash twenty-five bushels of grain per day from the operat 
visions of said title relating to the manufacture of spirits, except as to | 
ment of the tax ; and any distillery so exempted shal! be run as f1 “ 
are now operated P l, That special w wehbouses iy be est 

' the Secretary of the Treasury, in w 1 he may cause to be depos 





f anv number of said distilleries, to he designate d by him by his order, 
: whi h any of said distillers may deposit his product, and when so de- 
ae ited shall be subject to all the laws and regulations as to bonds, tax, removal, 
see oahee rwise as is now provided by law for other warehouses. 








And in lieu thereof to insert: 


And section 3961 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended, so as to read as 
f. »ws P F 
No collector shall approve the bond of any distiller until all the requirements 
of the law, and all regulations made by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
relation to distilleries in pursuance thereof, have been complic d with: nor 
sha the collector hereafter approve any b ymnd of a grain d stiller the survey of 
whi se distillery shall be for a less capacity than ten bushels of grain per day ; 
nor shall the survey of any grain distillery be made for a less capacity than ten 
bushels of grain per day ; nor shall the per diem capacity of any grain distillery 
he reduced below ten bushels. Every collector w ho violates this provision shall 
forfeit nd pay $2,000 and be dismissed from office ; and every distiller of grain 
who. afterthe Ist day of November, 1884, operates his distillery on a less capacity 
than ten bushels of grain per day shall be liable to the fines, forfeitures, and 
mprisonment specified in section 3260 of the Rev ised Statutes.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the pending amendment the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I do not think this amendment ought 
to prevail. It seems to me the bill as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives contains what it ought to contain on this question. From 
the earliest period of the Government there has been difficulty on this 
question of internal revenue and whisky taxation. During the admin- 
istration of General Washington there was an internal-revenue law 
something like this, imposing a tax upon whisky, which caused a re- 
bellion in the State of Pennsylvania, and caused the Father of his 
Country at the head of an army to have to go there for its suppression. 

in Mr. Jefferson’s time it was entirely abolished, and he congratu- 
lated the country in his second inaugural address in this language: 





The suppression of unnecessary offices, of useless establishments and ex- 
penses, enabled us to discontinueour internal taxes. These, covering our land 
with officers and opening our doors to their intrusions, had already begun that 
process of domiciliary vexation which, once entered, is scarcely to be restrained 
from reaching successively every article of produce and property. If among 
these taxes some minor ones fell which had not been inconvenient, it was be- 
cause their amount would not have paid the officers who collected them, and 
because if they had any merit the State authorities might adopt them, instead 
of others less approved, 


rhe remaining revenue, on the consumption of foreign articles, is paid cheer- 
fully by those who can afford to add foreign luxuries to domestic com Sorts, be- 
ing collected on our seaboard and frontiers only, and incorporated with the 
transactions of our mercantile citizens; it may be the pleasure and pride of an 
American to ask what farmer, what mechanic, what laborer ever sees a tax- 
gather of the United States. 

That is the language of Mr. Jefferson. As already stated, on account 
of the difficulties that had grown up on the question of whisky tax- 
ation during Washington’s administration, Jefferson had set his head 
very firmly against a tax of this character. There was nothing further 
of the internal-revenue system until the administration of Mr. Madison, 
when the war of 1812 made it necessary during part of Madison’s admin- 
istration to enact laws very similar to those we now have. They were, 
however, war measures, intended as such, not as permanent measures, 
and they were repealed very soon after the end of the war. The war 
ended practically with the battle of New Orleans, on the &th of Jan- 
uary, 1815, and the Congress of the United States passed a law repeal- 
ing the internal-revenue laws, which took effect on the 31st of Decem- 
ber, 1317. So they were only permitted to remain in existence as a 
war measure during the war and for three years after the terminziion 
of the war. 

What have we done in this case? We enacted as a war measure and 
during the war the present system of internal-revenue laws. Of course 
there have been amendments since the war, but we did not act as 
Wisely probably as our fathers did when we continued this war tax for 
nearly twenty years after the termination of the war and when we 
how attempt to make it permanent. 

[ have heard a great deal said recently about the war tariff, and it 
has been claimed by a large majority of my own party in Congress 
that it needed revision and modification. I agree to that; but I think 
it needs it on a plan very different from that of establishing a sliding 
scale of a certain per cent. of reduction. 


t 


There are inequalities in the 
aril that ought not to be there, and when the Republican party mod- 
hed the tariff in 1883 they did not correct those inequalities to the 
extent that they ought to have been corrected. 
\uarrel with my own party or with anybody else on the question of 
necessity of a proper revision of the tariff; but I do not see the 
Propriety of making a point upon the tariff as a war tariff and having 
hothing to say about the internal revenue, which was strictly a war 
ieasure, and only justified according to the common usages of the 
‘overnment and the practices of our people by the war. 

/ know that it is said that men pay the tax on whisky and tobacco 
mane 4 heerfully than they would upon their shoes or their clothes or 
heir hats or some other articles that may be necessary for themselves 
and their families, and that it is better to raise the revenue that way 


ause they will pay it. 
men 


Wit 


the 


7 There are a good many other articles that 


and women would pay taxes on very cheerfully rather than do 
lout them. The people of this country would pay a heavy tax on 


rather than do without it, and I admit that 


( 


1 ; > 41 
the people ot this 
col 


. try would pay a very heavy tax on whisky rather than do without 
‘ mt t . . . 7 - . 
‘t the question is whether the country is really benetited more by 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 
| what it costs, and so far as the injury to the 


e 
| sary and the whisky may not 


| reduce the tax. 


Therefore I have no | 


NO15 


1) +) ++ i? + + , TT’. — V} 
collecting it in this way. Take a man of very small 


means with a 
ram occasionally no matter 
family is concerned or the 
diminution of the means necessary to the support of the family is con- 


family, who is determined to have his « 


cerned it injures them just as much to pay the tax on the 


whisky he 
drinks as it would to pay a like amount on any of the other articles 


necessary to the use of the family. The other articles may be neces- 
be necessary, but that does not alter the 


case; he will use whisky whether it is necessary or not. 


He may be- 
as a luxury, but 
it diminishes the means for the support of his little family just as 
much in the one case as in the other if the same amount is expended. 

Therefore there isreally nothing in the cry that we very often hear, 
that it is the easiest way to collect a revenue and the proper way to 
collect it, because people will pay it more cheerfully in that way. It 
costs after all $100,000,000 of the people’s money to pay $100,000, 000 
on whisky and tobacco, and it costs $100,000,000 of the people’s money 
to pay $100,000,000 on taxes raised in any other way; so that there 
is not after all so much in that point as we have often heard claimed 
for it. 

But, Mr. President, there is another thing that is a little peculiar 
about this matter. We have heard in the Senate from time to timea 
great deal said about the importance of collecting the money on the in- 
ternal-revenue system, and the leading advocates of it have had a 
great deal of sympathy withthe people. Theytell us that itis a great 
hardship to collect a tariff on aman’s wool hat or his trace-chains or any- 
thing else he is obliged to use; and they complain a great deal in be- 
half of the people of such collections of revenue; but the whisky-men 
stand willing atany time to pay fifty, seventy-five, or one hundred mill- 
ion dollars per annum on whisky and tobacco, or more especially on 
whisky, for the tobacco-men are clamoring fora reduction or abolition 
of the tax on tobacco. But you never hear the whisky men complain. 
If a bill is introduced or an amendment is introduced in the Senate to 
abolish the whisky tax or take off a portion of it, to make the amount 
collected less than it is now, we see none of the friends of the distiller 
voting for the reduction. 

It must bea very great pleasure to the whisky men to pay taxes; and 
they are always insisting that we are oppregsing the poor people by the 
tariff, and they very patriotically say, ‘‘ Put it on us; fifty millions, one 
hundred millions, if you please; we are perfectly willing to pay it; we 
make no objection toit.’’ Nodoubt the whisky menare just as patriotic 
as a like number of other citizens, and I suppose they have no right to 
claim more patriotism than others have. I must suspect, therefore, 
that there is a motive in all this, that there is some personal interest 
in itall. They would not be so willing to pay $100,000,000 or any 
other large sum of taxation per annum if it came out of their own 
pockets and was a burden tothem. But it does not; not a dollar of it, 
so faras Iam aware. It is charged uptotheconsumer. The 90 cents 
a gallon is paid by the men who drink the whisky. It is therefore a 
tax upon the people and not upon the distillers. 

But there is another side to it. 


lieve it is necessary, or he may determine to have it 


If there were not a very large profit 


| in this business the whisky men would not be so patriotic in never ask- 


ing the abolition of the tax and their Representatives never voting to 
We have heard a great deal from their Representatives 
on the subject of monopoly and the tyranny of monopoly in this coun- 
try. Now, sir, I suppose ever candid man knows that the whisky mo- 
nopoly, the whisky ring, as it is sometimes called, is much the largest 
and grandest monopoly on this continent. None other that I know 
has So many peculiar privileg sasit has or is so big a monopoly as it is, 
and it is very natural in that case that it struggles to maintain it. I 
do not wonder at that. 

How does the matter stand? 


These liscensed distillers are usually 
men of large means. 


They make large quantities of whisky. They 
pay the revenue on it, and they charge it up to the consumer. How 
much do they make ? 

It has been said sometimes that if weshould abolish the tax the tem- 
perance people would be very much offended at that: that they desire 
a law on the sta 
not know whether the temperance people have very much interest in 
this question in thatshape. If by this taxation we curtail the quantity 


tute-book that imposes a heavy tax on whisky. I do 





that is made, and bring it below the demand, and reduce the consump- 
tion there mig] in it: but the licensed distillers make, 
in connection with what runs the blockade, asthe term i 


it He something 


i ¢ sometimes ts, 
all the whisky they can sell to all the people in the United States 
Nobody is stinted: every ody has just as muchas he wants It issaid 
it is drugged by the dealers sometimes. I do not know how that is; 
but there is certainly plenty for evervbodvy. The distiller keep all 
they can sell at home and all they can find a market for abroad all the 
time; and they keep from seventy-five to one hundred million gallons 
lying in store in bonded irehouse waiting for a consume! 

In the discussion here last March a year it was admitted by the ad 
vocates of : neasu then pending tl it there wereat that time =4.000 > 
gallons lying in bonded warehouse. They keep about that amount 
in addition to all t! ean find a foreign m et ind cle to 
all that they cet tl »people of this c ntrv to drink Therefore the 
temperant > p opie eed n¢ une ry th qu tion, So lar 


<<less fie aannerl oes ; 


or 





so 
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as the tax on thedistillers is concerned, f it certainly does not dimin- 


ish the quantity Chey make enough for each, and enough for all, and 
thev are glad to sell to all. 

But, Mr. President, as I understand it, they have privileges and 
benefits that no other class of people do have. For instance, they are 
permitted when they make their whisky to put it in bonded ware- 
house, and it lies there for three years, if they choose to have it re- 
main, ithout the payment of tax. Aiter the first veal they pay, I 
believe, 5 a I cent. interest on the tax 

Mr. BE No 

Mr. BR¢ ow N Has that been abolished ? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Kentucky says they pay no inter- 
est J thank him for the suggestion, for I was under the impression 


they had to pay interest the last two years. Then they pay no interest. 
They have the right to put the whisky in bonded warehouse and keep 
it there for three years without paying any interest. We would natur- 


ally suppose they ought to be at the expense of storage, because there 
is a very large income to them from the storage. Everybody knows 
that a gallon of bourbon when it is new is not worth half as much as a 


gallon of bourbon when it is three years old. It is one of the things 


that are benefited and greatly increased in value by storage and by time. 


It would not be unnatural to require them to pay the expense of keep- | 


ing it in store, but we do not require that. We pay the gaugers and 
the storekeepers out of the Treasury of the United States, and after we 
have guarded it for them by the agents of the Government for three 
years, if they should then choose, there being a demand in a foreign 
market for it, to export it we do not get a dollar of tax upon it. We 
have s - y taken it in hand for their benefit, and we have stored their 


whisky for them for three years, and we have guarded it by our agents 
pa out of the Treasury of the United States for three years, and at 
the end of that time if they choose to export it we get nothing on it. 
\nd they get a reduction of seven gallons and a half out of each forty 
gallons tor leakage for the three years while we guard it for them, on 
which we get no revenu Probably there is a ten-cent exportation 
stamp or some other stamp—ten cents goes on a twenty-gallon keg, 
about half a cent a gallon. If there is any other tax of any other char- 


acter imposed upon it 1 am not aware of it. That is doing a good deal 
lor them 

| have heard it said, howe ver, that the Imports I who brings his goods 
nto this country has a like right or privilege of storing them in bonded 
wa ise for three or four years, but not upon the same terms and 
not with the same privileges and advantages which we extend to the 
whisky men hey are our specia) favorites. The foreign importer 
may pu imported goods into bonded warehouse and let them lie 
th ve year, and if within one year he withdraws them for con- 
sumption he is only bound to pay the tariff and necessary expenses; 
but those necessary expenses include the storage and guarding and 
everything that may be necessary to take care of the goods. He has 
that to pay The whisky man does not have it to pay, but the United 
States Government pays it for him 

Not only that, but if the foreign importer keeps his goods longer than 
one year and “withdraws th m fromthe bonded warehouse for consump- 
t within the period between the end of one year and the end of three 
vears, he not only has to pay the tax, but, as I find in the statutes, he 
has to pay 10 per cent. of the amount of the tariffadded. That, then, 
does not put the importer of foreign goods and the manufacturer of 


whisky upon the same terms, nor does it extend to each the same ben- 
In the whisky man aiter the end of the year may 
withdraw his whisky for consumption or for foreign exportation with- 
out paying anything of the expenses o1 the guards. The importer 
goods who after the end of the year withdraws his goods for 
consumption must pay all expenses and 10 per cent. added to the tar- 
iff. So there is no equality at all. 


etits the one case 


ol 


ol foreign 


Then there is another advantage which these gentlemen.have, and I 
never hear any complaint of that in the tariff discussions. There is a 
heavy duty on foreign whisky. Iam not sure that I recollect, but I 


belie, ce 


itis $2a gallon. The tariff is $2 a gallon, which is prohibitory 
and excludes foreign whisky from the market, and gives our whisky 
manufacturers the monopoly here. The foreign manufacturer of whisky 
comes to our ports with his cargo of whisky and he seeks to enter it. 
He must pay $2 a gallon tariff before can enter it. Then their in- 
terests are guarded at the ports by the Government by a prohibitory 
tariff, and their productions are guarded for them at home 
charge. Every advantage is given to them that they could ask 
are a favorite, protec ted class—the pets ol the Government. 

In this state the c Mr. President, it does seem to me 
small man, the citizen with small means, ought to have a little share 
in this monopoly. It was stated, I bel vesterday, that heretofore 

e have excluded those who did not use as much as four 
grain per day. Weshutdown on them. They were 


} 
ie 


They 


ol ise, 


that the 


lieve, 


too small to take 





any of this benefit, and we do not permit them to distillat all. Now, 
the proposition of the House of Representatives is to permit those who 
do not distill more than ten bushels a day to be relieved of all the care 
and trouble of officers, and to permit them, as | understand it, to give 
in and pay their taxes tree from that; in other words, they are relieved 
against everytl but the payment of the tax 





iree of 


bushels of 
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The Senate Committee on Appropriations meets that with a propos Pa 
tion to strike out that provision of the House bill and to inser ors 
provision which makes it absolutely prohibitory, and does not y re 
aman who has nota distillery large enough to consume ten }yshels i 
of grain per day todistill at all. In other words, this great boon. a 


this grand monopoly is reserved entirely for the,wealthy whisk) rc 
It will not do, they say, to fritter it away. 


We must not let the s 
men have anything to dowith it. We must not let poor men tak: 
part in it. 


If men do not distill as much as ten bushels a day w: B 


“im . vw i ag 
not allow them to compete at all. That is, as I understand jt 5 ie 
| proposition, and it is outrageous. Now, there are a vast num) S 


men in this country, from Pennsylvania to Alabama, all along 
Alleghany and Blue Ridge ranges of mountains, who have smal | 
of rich land, many of whom are forty or fifty or sixty miles fro 

| railroad, who make their grain, and it is their principal resource for t} 
support of their families. They are obliged to have what are usna 
termed necessaries; they are obliged to have sugar and coffe 

| salt and things of that character. To undertake to haul their ¢ 
fifty or sixty miles to a railroad for sale would cost one-half the 
of it; in other words, it costs about half what they get for con 
carry it to market. If they can, as they have been in the habit , 

| doing heretofore, distill that corn, though it may be but a small qu ‘4 
tity, and make one, two, or three barrels of whisky, they can put t! 

whole crop into on ox-cart and carry it to market and dispose : 

and buy their necessaries. 
The purport of this amendment is tocut off absolutely that p: 

trom all that vast classof people. They shall not distillatall. | 

raise grain they must do the best they can with it or dispose of it 

some other way, or they must haul it probably across the Blu 
Mountains to the railroad and pay the expense and not get mo 
half the real value of it, at the end of the whole trouble, 


becau t - 


have to pay half for hauling it. ’ 
Mr. President, there is great inequality and injustice in this 
should all this very large class of poor people, of common )x 


people of small means, be cut off entirely from this privilege, i: 
that the wealthy licensed whisky men of the West may hav 
nopoly of the business? It is not right, it is not fair, it is 1 
cratic, it is not good republican doctrine. It is not right in 
ble view, and it ought not to be done. I suppose by anoth« 
of Congress, if there be still too much intrusion upon the pre1 
and privilegesof this great monopoly, it will be easy to bring 
bill and say that no one should distill who does not consu 
bushels or fifty bushels per day. Doubtless if we comm: 
tion upon that we shall carry it far enough so that the & 
shall have all the benefits, and all who attempt to compete s 
jail; and nobody else dare intrude, the penalty being the 
fine; nobody else dare compete, or he must be imprisoned it 
But, Mr. President, it has been said in the debate that 
of these men who run smal! distilleries it takes too large a prop 
of the value of the whisky to pay the immense swarm of re\ 
lectors so graphically described by the Senator from North ‘ 
[Mr. VANCE] yesterday, who demonstrated very clearly that 
a great deal larger on alternate years; when the el 
comes round it takes an exceedingly large force to collect the 
from the distilleries. In other words, the Republican party | 
of more agents and retainers and persons in its interest to t) 
the country at public expense from place to place to electior 
their candidates’ aid in this, that, and the other locality. M 
needed in the election year than in any other year, and cons 
the cost of collecting the revenue is about double in the elect 
as shown by the Senator from North Carolina. 
Mr. President, there is an easier way to get at all that. Th 
of this country are not all dishonest; they are not all knaves 
not all need constant watching for fear they will appropriate so! 
that does not belong to them. I know in my State that the se« 
| the country where most of the distilling isdone, Northeast Georg): | 
ticularly, was the strongest Union section when the wat 
I know we had trouble to keep those people along with us, a 


nes 


force 


~Om me 


many of them from going over to fight against ustorthe Union 
were honest mountaineers, they were men of true grit and « 


They had all loved the Union and they would have stood by 
was with great difliculty that we prevented a great deal 
Since the end of the war they have been so much oppressed, 1 
been so badly treated by the revenue laws and revenue 
there is probably no place in the South now where there Is less 
love for the Union and its laws. 

The internal-revenue laws as they have been administ 
driven that people far away from the devotion which they ent 
for the Government and its glory and its laws prior to th 
other words, while there is no rebellion, and no talk of re! 
murmur and complain, and justly, too, that their Governn 
pressing them tyrannically, and that they are trampled und 
the slightest and most trivial pretext, as for selling a small 4 
whisky, or when the law made it penal--that has pro 
changed since—for selling a twist, ora hand, of tobacco, they ha 
seized by the revenue officers and carried a hundred miles to 

) placed in jail, kept there for trial for months, then found g 


ol 


ofeers 
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hly, and imprisoned, and sent home ruined. No people can love a 

overpment that oppresses them in that way. We ought to prohibit 
ench tyrannical measures, and not permit that sort of oppression. 

Well, but, itis said, how then will you enforce the revenue laws? 

-eryhody distill who wants to; make a law that where the distill- 

- below a certain number of bushels per day, ten, if you please, 

ntvif you think better, each distiller under heavy penalties shall 

in and pay tax on every gallon he makes; require him to give it 

oath: and if they are required to do that the great mass of 

+hem, say nine-tenths of them, are honest and will make honest re- 

urns. Make it as penal as you please. If they swear falsely put them 

he penitentiary, and make it penal for them to sell their production 
itil they have reported it and paid the revenue. You can then dis- 
vice all the swarm of leeches that are eating out our substance, and 
1-pev) only honest officials, and you will get twice as much revenue from 
++ section under that system as you get now. But if it costs you all 

, is worth to collect the revenue there, if I am entirely wrong on 
that point, then you have no right to fix a class rule, and say that every | 
man who is wealthy enough to distill a number of bushels equal to 
the rule prescribed may go on and do so by taking a license and there 
hall be no penalty; but if his neighbor who is able to distill but half 
the amount is willing to pay the revenue you deny him the right to do 
so, and you put him in jail if he esmpetes with his wealthier neigh- 
bor That is not democratic; that is not; as I understand it, according | 
the principles of republican government, and I can not support any 
measure which draws such a discrimination, which builds up with 
still more power a grand monopoly at the expense of the great mass 
of the people of the United States who have less means. It is unjust 
legislation in favor of the rich at the expense of the poor, and it ought 
not to receive the sanction of this Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire now to have the point of order decided 
which was made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] yesterday | 
in reference to this amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that the question had better be taken 
upon the motion to strike out alone. I know that a motion to strike 
out and insert is not divisible, but the question might be taken on the 

otion to strike out and not decide the whole question by a single vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand that a 
question of order is made? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order 
on so much of the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations as is to insert new words. That part of the amendment is | 
not in order. It is clearly, the Chair thinks, within the letter and 
spirit of the rule on that subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope weshall have a vote on the motion tostrike 


out, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
residue of the amendment, being the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to strike out from line 960 to line 978 on pages 
40 and 41 of the printed bill. 

Mr. BECK. Would it be in order to modify the proposition as 
made by the Committee on Appropriations ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be in order to move any 
amendment which Senators may desire that is allowable under the 
rules after the question of striking out is disposed of. It is in order to 
move to perfect the text proposed to be stricken out, provided the mo- 
tion be within the rules as to appropriation bills. 

_Mr. BECK. What I desire to ascertain is, the Chair having decided 


the proposition made by the Committee on Appropriations out of order | 


ecause it is new legislation, whether it would not be in order to 
change that now and te move its adoption again if it can be moditied 


80, hat the point of order can be avoided. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks under the order of | 
yé sterday that the committee amendments should be first gone through 
with; that would not now be in order. It will be in order for any Sen- 
itor to move any amendment to this part of the bill when the commit- 
tee amendments are disposed of, as under the agreement of yesterday 

committee amendments are to be gone through with first, or by 

gener J consent it may be received before. 

M1 BECK. | propose now to amend the committee amendment. 

l he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis in order to amend the text pro- 
posed to be stricken out. 
Mr. SHERMAN. But not now. 


the PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion to strike out, 
‘in order to move to perfect the paragraph proposed to be stricken 


+} 


ont 


Mr. BECK. That is not the proposition I desire. I understand the 
ene on Appropriations of the Senate offered an amendment to 
: aan from line 978 to line 998. That is not in order as offered, I 
widerstand. Now, I propose to so amend that as to make it in order 
‘ 4 can by leaving out the words from line 978 to 930: 


And sect ys : . ‘ 
fo ind ction 3261 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as to read as 


XV—352 
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And then say 
No part of t 


} to submit 
! {ERMAN 
Mr. BECK 
Mr. SHERMAN 
As I propose it 
looked at the 
SHERMAN 
Mr. BECK. 


allowed tos 


If I may be 


limitation on the 





capacity of a grain distillery. 
of the Internal Revenue Department 
- bushels to 
i distillery of one bushel to be 
a storekeeper 
| there is no I: 


it, and this proposition 1 
i the money hereby a 


propriated shall not 
| enue Department so as toallow them to license any d 
not a mashing capacity of ten bushelsa day. ‘ 


We are making an appropriation in 
and expenses of agents and surveyors, fees and expenses of ; 
for salaries of storekeepers, and for miscellaneous expenses 
| make an appropriation in line 87 


For salaries and ¢ xpenses of collectors 

There is over $4,000,000 that we 
the use of this Department. 

Mr. HARRIS. 


him a question ? 


the Senator Kentucky allow 
I am quite in sympathy with 
from Kentucky has in the suggested amendment, but 
the statement of the 


object the Senato1 
understand 


Senator from Kentycky, hat there is no law 
now restraining the Commissioner of Internal Revenue wa 
thousand distilleries with the minimum capacity of one bushel a day, 


I understand it 


HARRIS. 


amendment 
adopted it would create a rule of law that does not exist 

Mr. BECK. It would impose a regulation on the department so far 
as the appropriation we are now making 
Commissioner from squandering it as he is now doing 


Mr. HARRIS. 


eure 


The point on my mind 
of law controlling a publie otucer W hic h does not 
Mr. BECK 

Mr. HARRIS. 
| of the rule? 


And if that 


1 think not 


ie public Treasury to run a particular servic 





54,000,000 for the service 


sioner can not run the system a day 
whole machiner 


the United States says is not 





of any law, but by virtue of r 





24,000,000 tor gaugers, 
collectors, a1 
to its head, 

pend it on tl 


the machinery of running 


‘You shall not 





gress is here 


the records 1 


are giving th 





upon obje cts 
missioner 
present law or 


quart and 








and Congress is 


S4. 000.000, an 


Js 


2a 
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stand e and watch that, and so squander the $4,000,000 upon that The SECRETARY. In line 978, in place of the words— 
class Ol houses, and we Can not say that he shall not do it: it is not in And section 3261 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as to 
order; the Senate has no power over itsown appropriations to say what | follows”’— 


shall be done th the money it gives, but that it shall be expended 


as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may see fit to wasteit. That 





is the argument, that is the position we are assumed to be in. 

I would rather vote against giving him one dollar than to give him 
that absolute power I suppose there is no law to prevent us from 
saying we will not give the money unless so and so is done Perhaps 
that might be a new law, as we have been giving it heretofore without 
restraint, I do not know how the Chair would rule upon that; but | 
suppose we have the absolute right, if we are satistied that the money 
we are ng is being squandered, to say that it shall not be squan- 
dered y longer or to refuse to give it unless there is some limitation 
put upon the use of it If the rule of the Senate forbids this, it is an 
absurd, ridiculous ruleand ought not to be regarded. I do not believe 
that is the ru f the Senate, although perhaps I may be in a small 
minority in that regard It ought not to be the rule. Why, sir, there 
could be no evil corrected, there could be no restraint put upon abuses 
even in the expenditure of the very money we are voting to any De- 
partment or branch of this Government if that is the rule Complaints 
m " u ys may be so absolute that there is no doubt 
about é wt that all the money we gave for the current year has bee n 
absolute sted, and yet weare to give thesame man four millions, five 
m ns, any amountof millions, and we are told thatit has got to go on 
in that way because it is the practice of some bureau to expend it in 
that way, and we can not change it. I am not seeking by this amend- 
ment to make a general law lam saying that this money we now 
rive ll be given with this limitation, that it shall be expended in 
such a way as not to produce these results 


| have o ily one more word tosay 10 regard toa rem irk made by the 
Senator from Georgia | Mr. Brown]. He is mistaken when he an- 
nounces that it costs such an enormous amount to collect this tax—lI 
think he said $100,.000.000 to collect 5100.000.000. 

Mr. BROWN. Oh, no. 1 was referring to the remarks made by the 
Senator from North Carolina | Mr. VANCE] about the small distilleries. 

Mr. BECK But I understood the Senator to say the cost of its col- 
lection was absolutely enormous 

Mr. BROWN. I only referred to the small distilleries. 

Mr. BECK Chere never was a more legitimate system fairly col- 
lected than the system now adopted of getting revenue 

Mr. BROWN I did not reier to the collection of internal revenue 


In gre 
Mr. BECK. While the Senator was speaking I was so much struck 
with his remark that I turned to the report, and I found that in the first 
district of California we collected from distilled spirits over $2,000,000; 
in the first Illinois, over 36,800,000; in the fifth Dlinois, $13,000,000; 
in the fourth Indiana, $2,000,000; in the fifth lowa, $7,000,000; inthe 
fifth Kentucky, 356,000,000; In the sixth Kentucky, $3,000,000; in the 
seventh Kentucky, $2,000,000; in the first Missouri, $2,000,000; in the 


first Ohio, $9,000,000. In these ten districts from whisky alone $51,- 
000,000 were collected last year, and the average cost for collection was 


less than 14 per cent., and in those districts three-fourths of the whole 
revenue was collected, and every dollar goes into the Treasury of the 
United States, and not into the pockets of anybody, except the 14 per 
cent., the cost of collection. Can there be a better system of obtain- 
ing 374,000,000 than that, provided it is purged from the evils that 
exist now in squandering it upon the little distilleries that are not car- 
ried on tegitiniakk iV: 

Che sale of whisky is regulated everywhere. A man can not obtain 
a license to sell it in any city in Georgia, Kentucky, or elsewhere unless 
he is shown to be a man of good moral character and will keep an or- 


derly house. A man is not allowed to make whisky unless he is shown 
to be a respectable man, a man of good character, who will obey the 
law We required him fora long time to pay his own storekeeper, 


but that was found to be oppressive and we relieved him from that, 
and now all we ask is that he shall make enough whisky at least to 
pay expenses and give a decent assurance that he is going to carry on 
a legitimate business 

But that has nothing to do with the point oforder. I propose to have 
the words I have read inserted after striking out the words about the 
amendment of the section of the Revised Statutes which is not in fact 
amended and insert 

That no part of the money hereby appropriated shall be expended in the 


maintenance of any grain distillery which has not a mashing capacity of ten 
bushels a day 


And then inserting what follows from line 981; and I shall appeal 
from thedecision of the Chair on that pointof order and ask a yea-and- 
nay vote of the Senate, because if it can not be done in this particular 


appropriatian and we can not in any way curtail the action of the De- 


partment we might just as well refuse to give them the money alto- | 


gether, because it is being wasted and squandered in ways that it ought 
not to be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky will 
send to the desk his amendment and it will be read; after which the 
Chair will rule upon the point of order. 


It is proposed to insert: 


No part of the money hereby appropriated shall be expended for t 
tenance of any grain distillery which has not a mashing capacity of te: S 
a day; and no collector shall approve the bond of any distiller 
requirements of the law, and all regulations made by the Comn 


Internal Revenue in relation to distilleries in pursuance thereof, hay 
complied with; nor shall the collector hereafter approve any bond of 


distiller the survey of whose distillery shall be for a less capacity t} 
bushels of grain per day; nor shall the survey of any grain distiller 


for a Jess capacity than ten bushels of grain per day; norshall the pe 
pacity of any grain d stillery be reduced below ten bushels Every 
who violates this provision shall forfeit and pay $2,000 and be dismis 


¥ 


office; and every distiller of grain who, after the Ist day of Nove 
operates his distillery on a less capacity than ten bushelsof grain pe: 
be liable to the fines, forfeitures, and imprisonment specified in s« 
the Revised Statutes 


The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. The Chair understands the 
of the Senator from Kentucky to be a motion to amend the amend: i 
recommended by the committee. That is, the committee’s amend: 
now is to strike out certain lines of the bill; the Senator fro: 
tucky moves to amend that amendment so as to make it a mo 
strike out the lines that are run through and insert what has 
sent to the Chair. Does the Chair correctly understand the > 
from Kentucky? 
Mr. BECK. That is right. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that an 
ment to the amendment of the committee is in order, although 
a motion to strike out is taken by itself; but the Chair thinks t 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky is liab 
same objection as the one reported from the committee. The ( 
thinks that the difference between a limitation on the expe 
money and an affirmative provision by law guiding the cond f 
officers already established by law, is quite shadowy. It may! 
trated by other clauses of this legislative and judicial appr 
| bill. There are provisions, the Chair supposes, for the sal 
| judges. It would be competent, the Chair thinks, under th: 
the Senate and the House of Representatives to put in und 
rules a provision that money appropriated for a particular judg 
| only be expended at certain dates and in certain quantities, mon 
| or quarterly; but if an amendment went further and provided t 
money should not be paid to a judge whose salary was fixed 
unless the court should be held four times a year, and declan 
should be held four times a year and that grand and petit juries s 
| be summoned and that the jurisdiction of the court should be d 
from what the law already makes it, embracing other objects o1 
objects, that would not be in order. At the same time if in som 
there was a provision for the erection of a court-house, the const 
| and regulation of which the law had not already provided 
item of appropriation might be limited and its expenditure d 
through such agencies as the law should provide. It was 
theory that the Chair held some time ago that the amendme! 
naval appropriation bill for the construction of new ships was i1 
because it was purely a matter of the expenditure of mone} 
viously regulated by law in any way and therefore merely a busines ; 
transaction not required to be in a separate bill. The Chair is o! 
| to rule that this amendment of the Senator from Kentucky is 
order. 
Mr. BECK. Would it make any difference, in the opinion oi 18 
Chair, if we were assured and believed that there was now no !a' 
ulating what shall be the maximum or mininum mash capa 
| distillery? In the case stated by the Chair as to changing the ter! 
court the matter is regulated by law; but the distillery to w!] 
now apply a mininum capacity is not regulated by law, simpl) 
der of the department, as I understand. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not now mea 
hold on the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky as a w 
it must be taken for the purposes of the question of ordet 
would not be in order to say simply as the written pazt of the S 
amendment is— 


ihe “4 





| That no part of the money hereby appropriated shall be expended 
maintenance of any distillery which has not a mashing capacity af ' 
a day 

That question would arise if that should be offered alone 

Mr. BECK. I will offer that by itself, submitting to the firs' 
of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to th 
the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky in that form 1s 
and will so rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit to the Senator from Kentucky t 
succeeds in his amendment as now offered, simply striking 
House provision and inserting what he proposes to insert, lh 
| plishes exactly what the original House provision seeks todo. Its 

to prevent either storekeepers or gaugers from appearing at these = 
| distilleries; and he will accomplish by his amendment, unless be 
| the prohibitory clause, just what the original provision of the 
| proposed. 








Ls. 


Mr. BECK. 
nt but 1 do not desire to offer it now or interfere until the Senate 


8 -. ed upon all those portions which the committee have stricken 


out. F 

Mr. ALLISON. he Senat 
fom Kentucky to the fact that his amendment as he now offers it will 
. omplish precisely what the bill now accomplishes by the provision 


act 


re 
of the House. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky, which will be 
again read. 

Mr. BECK. No; I will offer that after the action of the Senate has 
been taken in regard to the committee’s amendment to strike out. 

[The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn tem- 
porarily. The question recurs on the amendment of the Committee on 
\ppropriations to strike out the lines which have been read. 

Mr. BECK. The proposition is, as I understand it, to strike out all 
after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in line 960, down to and including the word 

warehouse,’’ in line 978. 

[he PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the proposition. 

Mr. BECK. Iask if that proposition is divisible? I desire to vote 
to strike out all from line 960 to and including the word ‘‘ operated,”’ 
in line 971. The other relates to a different subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is divisible. 

Mr. BROWN. I call for adivision of the question, because as to the 
special warehouses provided by the House, from line 971 to line 978, I 
think a very different question is presented. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question on the demand of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] will be divided, and first taken 
on striking out all after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 960 to and in- 
cluding the word ‘‘ operated,’’ in line 971. 

Mr. VANCE. I call for the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Let the werds proposed to be stricken out be read 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paragraph now proposed to be 
stricken out will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The words proposed to be stricken out are: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall exempt all distilleries which mash 
bushels of grain or less per day from the operation of the provisions of titl 
Sof the Revised Statutes relating to the manufacture of spirits, except as to 
payment of the tax; and said distilleries shall be run and operated without 
storekeepers ; 


w 


ter 
1 


are now operated, 


Mr. VANCE. I simply want to understand the effect of this vote. 


| understand it to be that if the Senate strikes out this provision in the 
it having been held to be out of order to insert anything in place 
hat which is stricken out, the law will stand as it is now, without 


bill, 
of t 
any limitation whatsoever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. 


of order to insert anything. The Chair has only held that it was not 


in order to insert what the Committee on Appropriations proposed to | 
The question is on agreeing to the recommendation of the com- 
mittee to strike out the first division, which has just been read, upon 


insert. 


which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
lhe Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 


+} 


to vote, 1 will record my vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. LOGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was ¢alled). 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 
vate *‘ nay.” 

rhe roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. KENNA. My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] is paired on all ques 
“ons with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 
With the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM]. 

Mr. GROOME, ! 
New York [Mr. MILLER } 
with the Senator from Rhode I 

Mr. ALLISON. 
paire d with the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. GEORGE]. 

‘he result was announced—yeas 28, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—28. 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with the 


sland [Mr. ALDRICH]. 


~ Edmunds, Laphan Platt, 
‘ ; Garland, MeMillan, Plumb, 
; ron of Pa Harris, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
/ Harrison, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
a Hawley, Morrill, Sewell, 
"Se i Hill, Pendleton, Sherman, 
Jones of Nevada, Pike Wilson. 
; NAYS—13 
Br. as Fair, Lamar, Vest 
Rietinn Gibson, Pugh 
Cal Hampton, Ransom, 
Jonas, Slater, 
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The chairman will allow me tosay that I wasendeavor- | 
- to ascertain What would be in order and would perfect this amend- | 


I merely wished to call the attention of the Senator | 


| Dolph 


| do not care which ; 
| Mr 






















ABSENT—35. 


Aldrich, Farley Jones of Florida, Palmer 
Anthony, Frye Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Blair George Logan Sabin, 
Bowen, Gorman, McPherson, Vance, 


Groome 
Hale, 
Hoar, 
Ingalls 
Jackson, 


Camden, 
Cameron of Wis., 
Colquitt 
Cullom, 


Manderson, 
Maxey, 
Miller of Cal 
Miller of N. Y,, 
Morgan 


Van Wyck 
Voorhees, 
Walker, 
Williams 


So the motion to strike out was 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
out the residue of the paragraph. 

Mr. BECK. On that I ask for the yeas and nays or a division, | 


agreed to. 


The question now is on striking 


ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Kentucky will not press 
that. It seems to me this last proviso should go out, inasmuch as the 
| first part of the provision is stricken out. It relates to the distilleries 
| which are absolutely exempted here. 

Mr. BECK. Oh, no. 

' Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. It relates to all distilleries. 





and said Secretary may exempt any distillery or all distilleries 
h mash twenty-five bushels of grain per day from the operation of the pro- 
vision of said title relating to the manufacture of spirits, except as to the pay- 

ent of thetax; and any distillery so exempted shall be run as fruit distilleries 


The Chair has not held that it is out 


I havea general pair with | 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAr], who is absent, but as his 
‘eague | Mr. DAWEs] votes ‘‘yea’’ on this question and I propose so 


If he were present, I should 


I am paired 


am paired on all questions with the Senator from 
- My colleague [Mr. GORMAN] is paired 


The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] is 

















































} Mr. ALLISON No; it reads: 
Provided, That special warehouses may be established by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in which he may cause to be deposited the product of any number of 
| said distilleries 
That is, the distilleries which have been exempted. 
Mr. BECK. I beg pardon. 
Mr. ALLISON. The proviso prot eeds 
lo be designated by him by his order, and in which any of said distillers may 
deposit his product, and when so deposited shall be subject to all the laws and 
reguiations, &&« 
Mr. SHERMAN It only relates to small distilleries. 
Mr. ALLISON. It only relates to small distilleries, and-it only re- 
lates to those distilleriesexempted. Until the distilled spirits get into 


the general warehouse they would not be 
this proposed law. 

Mr. SHERMAN The Senator from Kentucky is thinking as I did 
when I[ first looked at it. I thought probably there was no objection to 
it, because there was a proposition pemding before the Committee on 
| Finance a year or two ago authorizing several distillers to club their 
| whisky in one distillery at a place to be selected by the Secretary of 
| the Treasury, so that it might be kept with less expense and less dan 
ger. But not this provision. This is a provision made fo1 
small distilleries, and it ought to go out with the restof the paragraph 
It would not do to put it in now without adding other provisions, be 
cause there mast be some provision for removing the spirits from one 
warehouse the other; there must be some regulation, such as was 
contained in the bill that I had in my mind and which tie Senator no 
doubt had in his mind, by which the Government would be protected 
in the removal of whisky from one place to another; that is, the spirits 
| would have to be gauged and measured before the removal from one 
warehouse to another But those are provisions not found here, and 
this clause ought to be stricken out. It relates only to small disti 
leries and enables the distillers to bring their product together so as 
to be kept at less expense. 

Mr. BECK. The operation of the measure the Senator from Ohio 
suggests as having been considered by the Finance Committee a year 
ago, and which was passed by the Senate I believe unanimously (I 
know it was reported by the committee and recommended by Mr. Raum 


subject to the provisions of 


that 1s 


to 


was precisely the same as this if the word ‘‘ said’’ should be stricken 
out in line 974, before ‘‘distilleries,’’ and the word ‘‘said,’’ in line 


975, before the word ‘*‘ distillers.’’ 
Mr. SHERMAN The Senator is mistaken 
| ample arrangements were made for a 
removal of the spirits. 
Mr. BECK 
it reads 


And wl 


Under that 
rauc? and examination betore the 
This does not contain that. 

I beg pardon. If the Senator will look he 


prov sion 


will see that 


laws and regulation 


rwise,as is now provided by law for 


en so deposited shal! be subject to all the 


bonds, tax, rem and othe 


va 
houses 


That covers everything connected with it 





Mr. SHERMAN. Thatisnot the provision. Thisonly applies after 

the de posit made in a new place. This is subject to the same pro- 

vision that existed before, but there is no provision made here tor ar 

inspection, gauging, &c., of the whisky before it is removed from one 

place to the other I think, therefore, had better be dropped o 

her é 
I th t would be an act of wisdom in the next change in the 

ternal-revenue system to provide that wherever whisky is manufact 


listillery it shall be taken to a large distillery warehouse 


direction of the Government like a Gove t w 





Mae ne rhnmen ire- 
house in customs service and guarded against fire and the poss 
bility of loss Such a provision as that in regard to whisky would be 
a very proper one; the very moment it is manufactured to have it gauged 
and carried to some other place, where it would be secure against fire 


t 
t 
} 
nat 1 
} i. 


and against probable interference or frauc But this clause is not suf 


ficiently guarded for passage now. 
1 Mr. BECK. Wouldit be in order, before a vote is taken on the pro- 
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| tained; the amount that comes into the special warehouse will ly ¥ 


so, t e tostrike out the word ‘‘ said,’’ before ‘‘ distilleries,’’ in 
line 974 i the word ** said,’’ before *‘ distillers,’’ in line 975? If so, 
J j motion 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that motion is in 
oraue 

M1 \LLISON I submit to the Senator from Kentucky that that 
will not cover the case The trouble with this provision is that it was 
intended for the small distilleries, and it was prepared with that view. 
Now, the Senator from Kentucky desires to get in some provision that 
will apply to all the distilleries in the United States. Such a provision 
ought to be prepared with the utmost care, and would probably require 
three, or four, O1 e sections, because the distilled spirits must be fol- 
lowed from the distilleries into the general warehouses, they must be 
gauged in and gauged out kept constantly, or else frauds 
wo ad be ommitted under the pro Isilon 

The PRESIDENT pro " The Senator from Kentucky moves 
ti paragraph which is proposed to be stricken out by strik- 
ing out the word ** said before ** di leries,’’? in line 974. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion to strike out that word 

rhe amendment was agreed t 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky also 
moves to strike out the word ‘‘ said,’’ in line 975, where it occurs before 
the word ** distillers.’ 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to strike out the words ‘‘ of said,’’ in line | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
modify his amendment 

Mr. BECK Yes; that is right. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
to strike out the words *‘ of said,’’ preceding the word ‘‘ distillers,’’ in 

ne Yio 


The amendment was agreed to 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on striking out 
the proviso as amended 

Mr. HARRIS. After the word “‘ distillers,’’ in line 975, to make it 
perfectly consistent with the object of the Senator from Kentucky, I 
move to insert the words *‘ so established.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Tennessee, will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 975, after the word *‘ distillers,’’ it is 
proposed to insert ** so established;’’ so as to read: 

And in which any distillers so established may deposit his product. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to amend. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on striking out 
the proviso as amended. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, one word in regard to that. Weallagree, 
I think, that the most insecure place where distilled spirits are de- 


posited to remain after they are manufactured, especially in the case of | 


small distilleries, is in a little log warehouse attached to those distiller- 
ies, and that the best thing both for the Government and for the dis- 
tillers is that the spirits should be removed to some place of safety 
where they can be held until offered for sale. I read yesterday what 
Commissioner Raum said in that regard. Senators perhaps may not 


recollect it, and I will read it again, because it is short: 


rhe establishment and use of special bonded warehouses, as provided for in 
the second and other sections of the bill 


Referring to the bill that he then presented for the extension of | 


time 

rhe establishment and use of special bonded warehouses, as provided for in 
the second and other sections of the bill, is a feature which I think can properly 
be looked upon with favor. These ware houses would no doubt be established 
by men of means and business standing at important points of trade, where 
transportation would be easy, and would be constructed as nearly as possible | 
fire-proof lo these warehouses would be sent, by direction of the Commis- | 
s under section 3272 United States Revised Statutes, the spirits in ware- 
houses which were deemed insecure, and, under the provisions of the present 
I the spirits in warehouses where the distilleries had been suspended fora 
year and upward 

ro them would also be taken, on the application of the distiller, the spirits 
produced at small establishments, remote from railroad or other important lines 
of transportation, to the great advantage of the small manufacturers, who would 
thus be enabled to insure their goods at low rates, to obtain loans upon their 
warehouse receipts without difficulty, and to deliver their goods, when sold, to 


their customers without unnecessary delay in transportation. These ware- 
houses would be under the control of the collectors and in the custody of store- 
keepers, and in my opinion the interests of the Government, as well asthe con- 
venience of the trade, would be promoted by their establishment. 


At the close of his letter he says 


I venture the opinion that if Congress in its wisdom sees fit to adopt this 
branch of the bill it can be administered so as to protect the interests of the 
Government 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully 


GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 


1 


The provision in this b 


| as it passed the House and as it has been 
amended reads 


That special warehouses may be established by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in which he may cause to be deposited the product of any number of distilleries, 


| spirits. Being in insecure houses the spirits are subject to be d 








yy 


may deposit his product, and when so deposited shall be subject to a 


ind regulations as to bonds, tax, removal, and otherwise as isnow prov . ‘ 
law for other warehouses 

Small lots of distilled spirits remaining in the little wareh 
course would not be removed to a special warehouse except unc 
orders of the Secretary of the Treasury or the Commissioner of Int 
Revenue. Everything necessary for the securé removal would }y 
vided, because the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized by t 


vision to establish special warehouses, ‘* in which he’may caus: 


deposited the product of any number of distilleries.’’ In the ver 
tablishment of those warehouses he can make and will mak 
provisions necessary for the safe removal, including gauging, 1 
ing, and everything else necessary in regard to the spirits to be br 
into them; the amount to leave the distillery warehouses will hy 
tained; accurate accounts will be made. All that will be do 
regulation, and when once there it would be subject to the sar 
to which it would be subject if it should remain in the distiller 
house. 

The reason why we ought to give that permission is perfectly o! 
The Secretary of the Treasury is comyp« lled so long as smal 
whisky remain ina distillery warehouse to keep a storekeepet 
to watch them. Frequently, as I stated yesterday, the cost of k« 
that officer is four times as great as all the revenue derived fro1 
by fire; they are subject to larceny; they are subject to be ta 
with, besides keeping up a host of men to guard them, there bh 
was shown yesterday by the Commissioner’s own statement, seve 
dred and eighty-two little distilleries now mashing less than te: 
els a day and one hundred and forty-six more mashing less than t 
five bushels a day. There are nearly a thousand of them which 
be so adjusted that the contents of thirty, forty, or fifty, wher 
were so many in a neighborhood, could be placed in a special i 


warehouse, where one storekeeper, some intelligent man, could 
the spirits just as well as the thirty or forty men now used in the 


| or forty little warehouses where there are from ten to twenty 


and in some perhaps not more than one barrel. Cases were s| 
year or two ago during a discussion here where one man had gu 
keg of five gallons in the eighth district of Kentucky, and | 
doubt that in North Carolina there are many cases where th 
guarded kegs for months, or staid by them—I do not know w! 
they guarded them or not. 

It seems to me that no harm can come from this provision 
the Commissioner himself would say so. The former Commissioner s 
so. The whole matter isin hiscontrol. The Secretary of the Tr 
can put the safeguards around it. He is not compelled to do it 
may do it in his discretion. The right is given that special warehouses 
may be established by him. It doesnot compel him todo it 
no power out of his hands. If he does establish them, it is ass 
that he will establish them with all the safeguards possible against 
fraud. Why should he not have the right to protect those spirits 1 
are subject to tax and cut down the number of supernumerari 
his judgment he thinks it best? I can not see why not. 

If it is said that we have no warehouses in which to do it, t! 
be procured. We have out of 48,000 post-office buildings per! 
over a hundred that are owned by the Government; and we always 
them when required. If none suitable are offered for rent o1 
tion by the United States, the Secretary of the Treasury will 
cupy those places any more than the Postmaster-General wo 
post-office, or any other executive officer any other public build 
he needs. 

I have nothing more to say except that I can not see how t 
vision can possibly do any harm, and it will give the Secret 
Treasury and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue power to g 
United States in this tax and to secure the property much bett 
it is now secured. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agree 
recommendation of the committee to strike out the proviso 

Mr. HARRIS. In the hurry of offering an amendment at 
ments since I find that the word “‘ distillers,’’ in line 975, s! 
changed to the word ‘‘distilleries,’? and the word ‘*his,”’ 
word ‘‘ deposit,’’ should be changed to ‘‘their,’’ in order to 


| express what I understand to be the object of the Senator ! 


| by that amendment. 


to be designated by him by his order, andin which any distillers so established ° 


tucky in the amendment which he offered. 
Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator from Tennessee makes 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment propos 
Senator from Tennessee will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 975 it is proposed to change t 
‘* distillers’ to ‘‘ distilleries,’’ and to strike out the word 
insert *‘ their;’’ so as to read: 

And in which any distilleries may deposit their product. 

Mr. BECK. I do not think that will do. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall not insist on the amendment if it does 
meet the approval of the Senator from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is will 
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The question is on agreeing to the recommendation of the committee 
rike out the proviso. 
Mr. BECK. Let us have the yeas and nays on the question. 
The veas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I only desire to say one word. This 
the dangerous and delicate part of the whole question of collecting 
enue from distilled spirits. The provision as now suggested by the 
Senator from Kentucky applies to every distillery in the United States, 
nd I think it is a very dangerous piece of legislation. I hope the pro- 
a 1] not be retained in the bill. 

The PI RESIDEN ti pro tempore. The Secretary will 
recommendotion of the 


call the roll on 
committee to strike out the 


reeing to the 
proviso. 
he Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GROOME (when Mr. GORMAN’s name was called 

from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] is paired with the 

Rhode Island {Mr. AL DRICH]. Iam paired with the 
New York [Mr. MILLER]. 
Mir. HARRIS (when his name was called 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 
vote ‘nay.’ 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with my col- 
[Mr. McPHEeRsSON]. As I do not know how he would vote on 
this question, I refrain from voting. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called [I am paired with the 
from Michigan [Mr. PALMER], but understanding that he 
would vote ** yea, I shall vote. I vote ree,” 

The roll-call was coucluded. 

Mr. FAIR. Iam paired with my colleague, the Senator from Nevada 
rMy JONES | 
: lt was announced—yeas 31, 


YEAS—3l. 


The Sen- 
Senator from 
Senator from 


Iam paired with th 
If he were present, I should 


peague 


senator 


as follows: 





nays 8; 


Allison, Garland, Lapham, *latt, 
Brow? Gibson, Logan Pugh, 
Butler Hampton, Me Millar Sawyer, 

( eron of Pa Harrison, Mahone Sherman, 
( wre Hawley, Miller of Ce Vance, 
Dawes Hill, Mitchell, Vest, 

Ee inds Ingalls, Morrill, Wilson. 
Frye Jonas, Pike, 


YAYS—8. 





Bayard Call Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Beck Coke, Morgan, Williams 
ABSENT—37 

Aldrich Fair, ea Riddleberger 
Anthony Farley, Lamar, Sabin, 
B George MePherson, Sewell, 
Bowen, Gorman, Manderson, Slater, 
Camden, _ Groome, Maxey, Tan Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale Miller of N. Y Voorhees, 
( <rell Harris, Palmer, Walker. 
( ultt, Hoar, Pendleton, 
( m, Jackson, Plumb, 
Dolph Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I believe everything is out of the bill now after line 
960, as fat as has been read. 


: PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


line 960 to and 


It is all stricken out after the word 


oliess, in including the word 


* warehouses,’’ in 


ne BECK. I 


‘dollars,’’ in line 


propose now to amend, by 
‘ 


¥60, what was read some 


adding after the word 
time ago 
iat no part of the noneyv 
mnce of any 
ishels per day 
? PRESI DI -NT pro te mpore. Ist objection to the Senator 
tom Kentucky offeri in the amendment at this time, the order of the 
te having s been that the committee amendments should first be 


hereby appropriated shall 


ery whi 


expended for the 
ig capacity of ten 





grain distil h has not a m: 





nere 


Mr BECI K. I beg pardon. 
Oller it afterward. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Sen: itor W ithdrawit? The 
Chair was asking if there was objection to receiving the amendment. 
Mr. ALLISON. I think I shall have to objec t. as a good many Sena- 
tors have left the Chamber under the impression that we had passed 
irom this question. 
Mr BECK. Very well; I shall offer it hereafter. 
™ rn ading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of the 
Penang e on Appropriations was, in line 999, after the word ‘ pro- 
ecg to strike out ‘further:’’ and, in line 1001, the word 
ushels,"" to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ tw enty;’’ soas to 


I will withdraw the amendment and 


before 


That storekeepers, or storekeepers and gaugers, 
illeries whose registered capacity is twenty 
- per day for their services, ; 


ide who are as- 
7 bushels or less, shall 


receive 3 


‘amendment was agreed to. 
fe next amendment was, 
and insert 


in line 1007, after the 
‘15 per cent. 


word ‘‘than,”’ to 


Strike ont : a 
— in excess of the number: 


* are”? 


SIONAL RE 
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and in line 1009, before the word to strike out ‘‘are;”’ 


so as to read 


dispensably,’’ 


rend 


store Keepers, 


And no collector in 


or commissioned, 0 


any district shall 


ore deputy collectors 


recomn nor shall there be appointed 
pers and gaug- 
in commission 


in excess of the 


storekee 
illowed to reinain 
time, than 15 per cent 


ers spectors, « other ofticers 





£ yr 


y of said officers 


more 





number tually engage x duty at the time, and indispensably 
necessary for the performance luty 
The amendment was agreed to 


Mr. LAPHAM. I offer an amendment to the bill 
sideration, which I move be printed and referred to the ¢ 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 

The motion was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed The 
Committe: 


under con- 
mumittee to 


now 


senate 


amendment of the 


‘tore the word *° 


next 
L011. be 


on Appropriations was, in line agents 


to strike out “five ’’ and insert ** twenty-five;’’ in line 1012, atter the 
word ** number,’’ to insert now:’’ and in the same line, after the 
word “* by,’ to strike out *“‘ section 3152 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended by the a ipproved June 1] 13738,”’ and insert ‘‘ law;’’ so 
as to read 

\ ereatter there sha * 1 d exceed or enty-tive agents in 
Leu « t er now a “a \ iW 

rl 1endment was agreed to 

‘he next amendment was to strike out from the items for contin 
gent expenses of the Treasury Department line 1021, in the following 
wort 

For postage, $1,000. 


creed to. 
under the head of ** Independent Treas- 
appropriations for the ‘‘office of the assistant treasurer 
in line 1080, to increase the a 
f *‘assistant treasurer’’ from 34 
The amendment agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in | 
of the appropriation for “* 
trom 335.560 to S36. 060. 
The amendment was <¢ 
The next 
t treasurer at ¢ 


Che amendment was a 
rhe next a 


ury,’’ in the 


mendment was, 


ppropriation for the 


500 to 35,000 


at Boston,”’ compen- 
sation o 
was 
ne 1097, to increase the t 


ottice of the assistant treasure a 


rreed to 

in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Office of 
hicago,*’ in lined L0G, be tore the word ‘‘clerks,’’ 
‘two’’ and insert word *‘ dol- 
, to insert *‘one janitor at S600;”’ line 1109, 


out ‘tw four’’ and 





amendment was, 
assistan 
to strike out the word ‘three:’’ after the 
lars,’’ in line 1107 


atter the word ‘‘all,”’ 


and 1n 


to strike enty-one thousand 





insert **twenty-three thousand two;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
Office of assistant treasurer at Chicago: For assistant treasurer, $4,500; for 
cashier, $2,500; for paying-teller, $1,800; for book-keeper l receiving teller, at 
£1,500 ea h; twocoin, coupon, and curren erks, at S1,54s i issist t 
book-keeper and three clerks, at $1,200 each; for one messeng S840; « ani- 
tor, at $600; andthree watchmen, 3720 each; in all,? OU 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, in the: ippropri: itions for the ** Office of as- 
sistant treasurer at San Francisco,’’ in line 1193, atter the words ** as- 
”’ to strike out ‘four ce insert ** five in line 1194, 





stant treasure 












atte word cash el to strike out ‘** two thousand e hundred ”’ 
and ins ‘three thous sand ;”’ in line 1195, afterthe word ** thousand,’’ 
to insert ** five hundred in line 1196, after the word *‘ thousand,”’ to 
insert ** four hundred;’’ and in line 1203, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to 
strike out twenty-five thousand seven,’’ and insert twenty-eight 
thousand one;’’ so as to make the clause read 
Ot f assistan rat San Francis | a@ssista sul M) 
cashier, $3.04 bo 22 ik ‘ clerk, $2,404 sta shies 
T2 Ot I g-teile S200 issista iM r, $200 eller, $1,800 
one = ) o cler} Lain I I “10 ir Watchmen, 
at 3. cu « ia _— a 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, in line 1216, after the word ‘‘others,’’ to 
Strike out “twenty-five and insert twenty-eight:’’ so as to make 
the clause read 
For engraving, printing, finishing, and binding interest, transfer mn, 
pe sic 1 othe ecks andd iding cost of paper for 
é we the easure ofthel iStates, assistant treasurers, pen ts 
¢ off rs.and others. $28.000 
> amendment was agreed to 
> next amendment was, under the heading ‘*‘ United States mints 
and assay offices,’’ in the appropriations for the ‘* office of the Director,’’ 
in line 1224, after the words ‘‘ class two,’’ to insert ‘*‘ one of whom shal 
be a ster ographe1 ’ so as to read: 
Iwo clerks of class 2, one of whom shall be a stenographer 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘*‘ mint at 
San Francisco, Cal.,’’ in line 1267, to increase the appro ition for the 
compensation of *‘ assistant assayer, assistant melter and refiner, and 


000 each to $2,500 eacl 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next ame in line 1275, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriat salary of superintendent, assayer, melter 
and refiner and coiner, &c., at the mint at San Francisco, from $41,900 
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I next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ mint at Den- 
ver, { ) in line 1320, after the word *‘ dollars,’’ to strike out *‘ and 
hereafter the mint at Denver, Colo., shall be designated ‘assay oflice 

t Denver, Colo.’ ’ 

TI ext amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Government in the 
ferritories in line 1393, before the words ‘‘associate judges,’’ to 
strike out *‘three’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ and in line 1395, before the | 
word ‘* thousand,’’ to strike out ‘*‘ sixteen’’ and insert *‘twenty-two;”’ 


so as to make the clause read 

Territory of Dakota: For salary of governor, $2,600; chief-justice and five as- 
sociate judges, at $3,000 each; and secretary, at $1,800, $22,400 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 1403, to increase the appropria- 
tion for ‘* legislative expenses ’’ of the Territory of Dakota trom $26,- 


2468 to S35 000 
nendment was agreed to. 


1 next amendment was, in the appropriation for the ‘* Territory of 


1e@ al 


Alaska.’’ in line 1503, after the word ‘*thousand,’’ to insert ‘‘ five hun- 
dred so as to make the clause read 
Territory of Alaska 
For salary of governor, $3,000; judge, $3,000; attorney, marshal, and clerk, 


$2.50) eac! r commissioners, >! 
hi all S20 St 


000 each; four deputy marshals, $750 each ; 


The amendment was agreed to 


| that bill ? 





Mr. PLUMB. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


It is about $600,000. 
Certainly as much as $600,000. 


My impression j 


that it is between $300,000 and $900,000, but I would not like to 
dertake to state accurately, because I have not the figures before me 

Mr. PENDLETON. In what appropriation bill is it that the chief 
expenses of that office are provided for? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are found in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Are the details of the appropriations made jp 


Mr. ALLISON. The appropriations are made now with pretty ful! 
details. Formerly the appropriations were made in a lump, but last 
year we required careful detailed estimates to be made of the expendi- 
tures of the Signal Service. Although I have nothad time to examin 
it carefully, I think the appropriation bill as sent to us from the H 
appropriates for that bureau in considerable detail. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Will the Senator bekind enough to inform | 
if he can, where I can lay my hand upon the statutes, the provisions 


ise 


| of law which regulate the service of that bureau ? 


| Signal Service is very much like Topsy; it has ‘‘ 


| is established by law. 
| has been gradually enlarged and amplified until a few years ago, || 


The next amendment was, in line 1509; before the word ‘‘contin- | 
gent,’’ to insert ‘‘incidental and;’’ and after the word ‘* governor,”’ in 
line 1511, toinsert ‘‘two thousand;’’ so as to read: 

For incidental and contingent expenses of the Territory, to be expended under 
the direct of the governor, $2,500 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of 
in line 1519, after the words *‘ 


‘* War Department,”’ 

to strikeout *‘ twenty-eight’”’ 

and insert ‘* twenty-nine;’’ in line 1520, after the words ‘‘ class one,’’ 

tostrike out ‘* seven’’ and insert ** eight:’’ and in line 1526, before the 

word *‘hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘nine thousand seven”’ and insert 
eleven thousand nine ;’’ so as to read 


class two,’ 


WAR DEPARTMENT 
For compensation of the Secretary of War, $000; one chief clerk, at $2,750; 
one disbursing clerk, at $2,000 nographer, at $1,800; three chiefs of di- 
vision, at $2,000 each ; five clerks of class 4; seven clerks of class 3; eight clerks 
2; twenty-nine clerks of cl eight clerks, at $1,000 each; four mes- 
SLX Assistant messengers ; eight laborers carpenter, $1,000; foreman of 
000: one hostler, 3600; two hostlers, at $40 each 
inall; $111,930 


The PRESIDING 


“ult CAi 


one st« 


of class iss 1 
senwers 


labore 
at >>40 


rs, $1 and one watchman 
OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair. 
ls the attention of the Senator from Iowa to the fact that the 
yin ] 1525, should come after the 


Cl 
semicolon after the word ‘‘all 
word ‘‘ dollars.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON lagree. Strike out the semicolon 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so modified, there being no 
objection Che question is on agreeing to the amendment of the com- 


ine 


mittee 

The amendment was agreed to 

Che reading af the bill was resumed The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1546, to insert 

i 1¢ following additional clerks in the Office of the Adjutant-General. for 
the sole purpose of completing the regimental registers of the volunteer forces of 
the several States during the late war iamely One clerk of class 4: three 
clerks of class six clerks of class 2: and twe clerks of class 1: in all, $29,400 

Che amendment was agreed to 

Mr. ALLISON Immediately after the amendment which has just 
been agreed to, | move to add 

For the hire of a suitable building, for heating the same, and for the purchase 


of the necessary desks, chairs, stationery 
of War to carry forward expeditiously 
re sters of regiments, $3,500 


~ a 


in order to enable the Secre tary 
the 


work of completing the volunteer 


The amendment was agreed to 


The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 1576 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from lowa, in line 1571, to the word *‘of."’ Should it not be 

wer 

Mr. ALLISON It should be I will move that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be agreed to, there being no 
obyection 

Che reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 1579 

Mr. PENDLETON I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa 


who has cl 


arge of the bill whether the amount of $45,000 appropriated 
here for t 


he office of the Chief of the Signal Service embraces all the 
appropriation that is made forthe service in all the appropriation bills? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that this 
simply tor the clerical force in the office of the Chief Signal Officer. 

Mr. PENDLETON. The clerical force ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The clerical force I believe is all that is included 
here. The main appropriation for the Signal Service is found in the 
sundry civil bill, which has not yet been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Can the Senator from Iowa inform the Senate 
what is the total amount appropriated in all the appropriation bills for 
the performance of the service in that bureau ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I can not accurately state it at this moment. 


Is 


Mr. ALLISON. It would be very difficult for me to doso. T 
grown up.”’ I do 
not think it ever was established by law in the sense that a bur 
It has grown up as a growth of the war, and 


lieve in an appropriation biil, we authorized the appointment of a brig 


~~ 
dier-general as the head of it, General Myer, who had been for a long 
time in the Signal Service. He was promoted to the rank of brigad 

general by virtue of a statute passed three or four years ago. I think 


| that is all the law there is on the subject except what is contained 
| the appropriation acts. 


Mr. PENDLETON. The Senator will doubtless remember that sor 
comment was made in another place a few years ago, or a few months 
ago perhaps, in relation to the expenditures for traveling expenses of 
the officers of the bureau and in relation to the printing expenses 
the persons connected with that office. I do not see any appropriat 
of that kind here, and I have no desire specially to ask the Senator 
day about these other matters. If he can indicate upon what b 


may find special provisions made for expenditures in that bureau 


perfectly willing to defer any suggestions that I may have to mal 
the subject, but if he prefers it I should like to ask him some questions 
either to-day or hereafter, when the subject is more properly betfo1 


| Senate. 


The 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Ohio will defer that 
of questions, as all those expenses are appropriated for in the 
civil bill. The committee will endeavor to examine into the d 
items of expense so as to furnish full information respecting the 

Mr. PENDLETON. Ido not know that any of the items rm 
to the Signal Service in this or any other bill which will be rep 
are not entirely unobjectionable, but I have been looking a litt 
the statutes to see the organization of the bureau. It 
spread itself out in many directions, for if lam not mistaken v 
that bureau had a great deal to do with fitting out an expedit 
the north seas last year. I find it very difficult in the Revised > 
utes or any other place to trace up the various powers belonging t 
bureau 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator refer to the Howgate expe 

Mr. PENDLETON. = It was an expedition in search of some! 
do not know whether it was the Howgate expedition or not 

Mr. MORGAN. Howgate has not been found yet, I believ: 

Mr. ALLISON. The appropriations for the Signal Servic 
found, as | said to the Senator, in the sundry civil bill. I ha 
House print of that bill before me now, and I find that as it ca 
the House the total amount as footed up by the Senator from k 
[Mr. PLUMB] is $624,000. However, I will say that from severa 
ters received and from sundry indications, I think it is expect 
the sum will be somewhat enlarged when the bill comes into tlic > 
But all the details are found in that bill. I commend 
Senator, and I hope he will defer special inquiries until we ha\ 
an opportunity of examining the matter. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I shall do so in deference to the Senator s 
I should like to ask the Senator if he does not think it would be 
thing to have a codification of all the provisions of law in relat 
the establishment of that bureau, and whether either the War! 
ment or some committee of the Senate had not better be charg 
the duty by the next session of collating those laws. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ithink that would be a very wise thing to 
would take very little time, I think, and very little space. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Perhaps very little space, but Iam inc! 
think from the examination I have made it would take a good « 


seems to ! 


ate. 


| time. 


' 


Mr. ALLISON. Very likely. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I should like to ask another question ; 
nection with the subject, whether these appropriations have not swe!!e¢ 
year by year to such an amount as that it would perhaps be a coe" 
thing to have a separate appropriation bill for the Signal Service >! 
reau as we have for the Military Academy and various other esta!)!!s 
ments. 


Mr. ALLISON. Ithinknot. I will state to the Senator that thes 











npre 
rs 


voreased, It is only last year and this year, if my memory serves me, 
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»nriations have been diminished in the last few years rather than | Publication of Records of the Rebellion,”’ in line 1671, after the words 


‘two clerks,’’ to strike out ‘‘ at $1,000 each’ and insert ** of class 1;”’ 


Two clerks of class | 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 1671 I move to strike out ** two”’ and in- 


sert ‘‘three.’’ these clerks being all of the same grade: so as to read: 


Three clerks of class 1. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amendment will be treated as a 
modification of the amendment reported by the committee, so as to 
read ‘‘ three clerks of class 1.’’ The question is on the amendment as 
modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 


line 1678, to increase the total appropriation for the ** Oflice of Publica- 


x that we have appropriated at all in detail for the Signal Service. We | so as to read: 
y were in the habit of making a Jump appropriation, and the amount 
wm was expended according to the wisdom and discretion of the officer at 
& she head of that bureau, except as supervised by the Secretary of War. 
Mt BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
i 7 rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio yield,? 
ES Mr. PENDLETON. Inone moment. I wish to callattention to one 
Be other thing, and then I shall yield with great pleasure. I call the at- 
7 tention of the Senator from Iowa to page 191 of the estimates of ap- | 
fy propriations for this year, in which I find a statement that the aggregate | 
Be of estimates for the Signal Service is $1,368,645, and some items are | 
ia given of the general amounts that go to make upthatsum. I have no | 
“I desire to press the subject at this moment if the Senator prefers that | 


his attention should be called to it when the sundry civil bill is under | 
consideration; but having noticed this estimate of appropriation, as the | 
' statement of the Senator from Iowa prompted by the Senator from | 
i Kansas is that it is about $600,000, I call his attention toa discrepancy 
of some $700,000, not with a view of asking any explanation at this 
time but so that we may have it explained hereafter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state in response to the Senator from Ohio, 
however, that the amount estimated is not a very clear indication of 
the amount to be appropriated as these bills come to us. 

Mr. PENDLETON. That is clear. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nor is it a very fair indication of what the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations will be likely to report. Of course the 
Signal Service is like a good many ether branches of the service in our 
Government; those at the head are quite willing to amplify and draw 
into their bureau or Department a good many things that Congress is 
not in the habit of appropriating for. I promise the Senator to look | 
into it with great care and will try to give him full information of the | 
details. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like the Senator to inquire at the same | 
time, if it would not put him to t.o much trouble, as to what Depart- | 
ment of the Government the Signal Service Bureau isamenable to. I | 


have been informed that the chief of the bureau is not a military offi- | 
cer in the sense that he is amenable to the rules and regulations for the | 
government of the Army; that he is a civil officer with a military title. | 
I should like very much to know the exact status of that bureau in re- 
lation to the Departments of the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose that the chief of the Sigmal Service is a 
military ofticer, and I suppose he would be amenable to the Articles of 
War, whatever they are. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that he is not. 

Mr. ALLISON. He is appropriated for as a brigadier-general and 
considered to be a brigadier-general in one of the staff corps of the 

Army; but I can not lay my hand now upon the precise law that gov- 

; erns his appointment and: his status in the War Department. I am 
quite sure he is in the War Department or is so considered. 

} Mr. BUTLER. I have been informed that he is not liable to court- 

; martial and that he is not governed by the rules and regulations for 
the government of the Army. That has been my information; I do not 
know how correct it is. I should like the Senator, while looking into 
that bureau, to have an eye to that question also. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall also have an eye to that question, and I will | 
consult with the Military Committee and the Judiciary Committee to 
ascertain what their construction may be of the existing statutes on 
this subi¢ ct. 


Mr. BUTLER. It might be a very important matter to have that 
determined with reference to the very question of responsibility in the 
disbursement of the money appropriated by Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall look into it. 

Che reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the items for ‘‘ the office of the 
Quartermaster-General,’’ in line 1605, before the word ‘‘subsistence,”’ 
to strike out ‘* for’’ and insert ‘‘in lieu of;’’ in line 1606, after the word | 
duty,” to insert “‘at a rate to be fixed by the Secretary of War, not 
exceeding 33 per day;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
a For per diem, in lieu of subsistence of the agents employed while traveling 
on auty, at a rate to be fixed by the Secretary of War, not exceeding $ per day, 


ind F 


for actual necessary expenses for transportation, $30,000. 


(he amendment.awas agreed to. 
ry ; : a . . : F 
The next amendment was. in the appropriations tor *~ the office of the 


“net of Engineers,” in line 1664, after the word “‘ exceed,”’ to strike 
our hity-two ”’ and insert ‘‘fifty-six;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
; 5, And the services of skilled draughtsmen, civil engineers, and such other serv- 
4 aa a — Secretary of War may deem necessary may be employed in the office 
“ a the Chief of Engineers to carry into effect the various appropriations for 
a nae and harbors, fortifications, and surveys of military defenses, to be paid 
i, val the — appropriations: Provided, That the expenditures on this account 
of eet ty al year ending June 30, 1885, shall not exceed $56,000; and that the 
: ae , of War shall each year, in the annual estimates, report to Congress 
; humber of persons so employed, and the amount paid to each. 


_ amendment was agreed to. 
he next amendment was, in the appropriations for se the Office of | 





tion of Records of the Rebellion ’’ from $30,630 to $31,080 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert there $32,250 as the total 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


| Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1700, to increase the total 


amount of the appropriations ‘‘ for contingent expenses of the Secretary 
of War and the bureaus, buildings (except the War Department build- 
ing), and oflices of the War Department,’’ &c., from $60,120 to $63,620. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ publie build- 
ings and grounds,”’ in line 1734, after the word ‘‘at,’’ to strike out 
‘six hundred and sixty,’’ and insert ‘seven hundred and twenty;’’ 
and in line 1735, after the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three hun- 
dred and twenty ’’ and insert ‘‘ four hundred and forty;’’ soas to make 
the clause read: 


For two night watchmen in Smithsonian Grounds, at $720 each, $1,440 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in line 1743, after ‘* Washington Circle,’’ to 
insert ** one for Du Pont Cirele;’’ in line 1748. after the word ‘* reserva- 
tions,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’? and, in line 1749, 


| after the word ‘‘each,’’ to strike out ‘‘ four thousand six hundred and 


twenty’’ and insert ‘‘five thousand two hundred and eighty;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: £ 

For one watchman for Iowa Circle; one watchman for Fourteenth Street 
Circle and neighboring reservations; one for Rawlins Square and Washington 
Circle ; one for Du Pont Circle; one for McPhersonand Farragut Squares; one 
for Stanton Place and neighboring reservations; one for Armory Square and 
reservations east to Botanical Garden; one for Mount Vernon Square and adja 
cent reservations; eightin all, at $660 each, $5,280 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1752, to increase the appropriation 
‘tor one night watchman for Armory Square and reservations east te 
Botanic Garden,’’ from 3660 to $720 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘he next amendment was, to strike out 
lows: 


lines 1754 and 1755, as fol 


For one bridge-keeper at Chain Bridge, $660 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for the ‘‘State, War, 
and Navy Department building,’’ in line 1765, before the word ‘** watch- 
men,’’ to strike out *‘ forty-five’’ and insert ** fifty-seven;’’ inline 1770, 
before the word ‘* charwomen,’’ to strike out ‘fifty-six ’’ and insert 
‘* fifty-four;’’ and after the word ‘‘all,’’ in line 1771, to strike out 

‘ eighty-three thousand eight hundred and twenty”’ and insert ‘* ninety- 


two thousand one hundred;’”’ so as to make the clause read 


State, War, and Navy Department building: Office of the superintendent: 

| One clerk, class 1: one chief engineer, at $1,200; six assistant engineers, at 

$1,000 each; one captain of the watch, $1,200; two lieutenants of the watch, at 
$840 each; fifty-seven watchmen; one machinist, at $000; two skilled laborers, 
at $720 each; seventeen firemen; six conductors of the elevator, at $720 each; 
sixteen laborers; one laborer, at $600; and fifty-four charwomen, at $180 each 


in all, $92,100 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the *‘ Navy De- 


| partment,”’ in line 1782, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘* one 


stenographer at $1,400;’’ in line 1784, before the word ‘* clerks,’’ to 
strike out ‘*two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ in the same line, after the 
words ‘‘ class two,’’ to strike out ‘‘six’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ in line 
1791, after the words *‘ class two,’’ to strike out ‘‘ who shall be a ste- 
nographer;’’ and in Jine 1794, after the word ‘‘all,’’ tostrike out 
‘*tifty-six thousand ’’ and insert ‘* fifty-seven thousand six hundred; ’”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


Navy Department: For compensation of the Secretary of the Navy, $8,000 
for compensation of chief clerk of the Navy Department, 32,500; one disbursing 
clerk, $2,200; five clerks of class 4; three clerks of class 3; one stenographer, at 
$1,600; one stenographer, at $1,400; three clerks of class 2; five clerks of class.1; 
four clerks at $1,000 each; telegraph operator, at $1,000; one carpenter, $1,000; 
two messengers hree assistant messengers; one messenger boy, at M20; one 
messenger boy, at $240; three laborers; one clerk of class 2, and one laborer 
for inspection board); one clerk of class 2 (for examining and retiring); one 


clerk of class 1; and one assistant messenger (in care of library in all, $57,610. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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t was, in the appropriations for the ‘* Nautical Al- | | bills for gas in the Post-Office Pe nt were very high. Thos 
- word ‘‘at,’’ at theend of line 1819, tostrike out | have not been paid I believe for the last four months, and for 
? and insert ‘‘ seven hundred and twenty;’’ | reason he had some occasion to examine into them. 
dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘one laborer;’’ and} Mr. PLUMB. I call the attention of the Senator to that not lx 
after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fourteen thou- | I design now to move any amendment, but I notice in various sla 5 
insert ‘‘fifteen thousand three;’’ so as to make the | here there are large sums of money for lights under miscellaneous ¢ 
| penses, and they are large enough toa person unaccustomed to ve; 
lowing assistants, namely : Three at $1,600 | large expenditures to cause inquiry, and in view of some of the rec: 
2Weach; two at $ ach ; one assistant | developments also to a suspicion in my mind that perhaps some of th 
0; one laborer sums might be diminished 
greed to Icall the attention of the chairman of the committee now to this | 
was, in the appropriations for the *‘ Hydro- | because the sundry civil bill, in which there is an appropriation | 
after the word “‘ for,’’ to strike out ‘‘chief | for gas for the publié squares and parks of the city, is to be consider 
.400:"’ in line 29, after the words | by the committee, and I make the suggestion that possibly in that b 
rk of class 1;”’ and in line 1831, after there may be some limitation placed on these various expenditures { 
six thousand three’ cae insert “‘five | gas which would conduce to economy and to the diminution of expens 
» the clause read | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will be proceeded wit 
- class 2: one clerk of class1: oneas-| The readingof the bill was resumed. The next amendment of ¢} 
it, $420; in al Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Bureay 
of Ordnance,’’ Navy Department, in line 1900, after the words ‘class 
line 1835, to increase the appropriation | two,’’ to insert “one clerk of class 1;’’ and in line 1902, after 
vers, copyists, copper-plate printers, printers’ | Word “‘all,”’ tostrike out “eight thousand nine”’ and insert ‘‘ten t 
in the Hydrographic Office’ from $32,660 to | Sand one;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
7 : Bureau of Ordnance: For chief clerk, $1,800; draughtsman, $1,800; one ¢ 


reed to of class3; one clerk of class 2; one clerk of class1; one clerk, at $1,000 
I to. : ; 
= sistant messenger; and one laborer; in all, $10,180, 


one 
vas, to strike out lines 1837 to 1841, inclusive, 
as follow The amendment was agreed to. 

For purchase of chart-paper, copper plates, printing material, and foreign hy- The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘Bureau of Medi- 
drog hic works; photolithograph sto printing-presses,and | cine and Surgery,”’ Na\ y Department, in line 1930, after the word 
engraving and drawing outside of Hydrographic Office, 520,00 ‘one,’’ to strike out ‘‘assistant chemist’’ and insert ‘‘ laborer;’ 

(nd in lieu thereof to insert ; to make the clause read: 
For purchase of chart-paper, copper plates, electrotyping copper plates; ink 


and other materials necessary in printing division; materials for drawing di- 
Vision am oO mount 


ng chart 


Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: For chief clerk, $1,800; one clerk of 
$; one clerk of class 2; one clerk of class 1; one clerk, at $1,000; one assist 
Z rts; materials for engravers; for photolithograph- | messenger; and one laborer; one janitor, $600; one laborer, $480 (for nava 
ing charts for immediate use, and transfer of photolithographic and other charts | pensary); in all, $9,460. 
to copper; re pai rs to p nting-presses and purchase of new hydraulic press; for 


extra drawing and engraving, and for purchase of foreign charts and hydro- The amendment was agreed to. 
graphic works 8 for the use of the vessels of the Navy ; for the pur hase aw. The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the Office 
eerste surveying, and for repair of tach instruments, 250). | * Judge-Advocate-General, United States Navy,” in line 1934, aft 
a ; word ‘‘for,’’ to insert ‘‘one clerk of class four;’’ in line 1935, after 1 
The amendment was agreed - Qr : words ‘‘ class one,’’ to strike out ‘* one clerk, at one thousand dolla 
Che next amendment was, after line 1854, to insert and in line 1936, after the word ‘‘all,’”’ to strike out ‘‘ five thon 
six’ and insert ‘‘ six thousand four;’’ so as to make the claus 
Judge-Advocate-General, United States Navy: 
For one clerk of class 4; one clerk of class 3; two clerks of class | 
For the purchase of instruments for a systematic examination of the currents | laborer; in all, $6,460 
of the ocean by the steam merchant marine, £1,200. 





For new edition of Maury’s pilot chart, $3,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1856, to insert 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1937, to insert: 


For the compilation of the naval records of the war of the rebellion : | 
agent forthecollection of confederate naval records, $1,800; one clerk, at $1 

Contingent expenses of branch offices at Boston, New York, Philadelphia, | ' all, 2,500 = . . 
Baltimore, New Orleans, and San Francisco, including furniture, fuel, lights, For trave ling expe nses of agent, freight, expressage, postage, and ot r 
and care of offices, car-fare and ferriage in visiting merchant vessels, freight, | S8™Y €*perses, $1,000: Provided, That said agent shall be allowed wh 
express, telegrams, and other necessary expenses incurred in collecting the | 28 0 duty a per diem in lieu of subsistence ata rate, to be fixed by the Se 
latest nautical information for the pilot charts, $5,000 of the Navy, not exceeding $ per day and for actual necessary expenses 
transportation 


The omenanent was agreed to. 
Th ct amendment was, in line 1866, after the word *‘ thousand,”’ 
to cane out *‘ charts’’ and insert ‘‘ dollars;’’ so as to read: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Naval Ob- 
servatory,’’ in line 186x, after the words ‘‘ assistant astronomers ’’ to 
strike out ‘‘four thousand nine’’ and insert ‘‘ one at 52,100 and two at 
31,500 each, five thousand seven;’’ in line 1572, after the word “ dol- For stationery, furniture, newspapers, plans, drawings, drawing mat: 
lars,’’ to insert **two computers, at $1,200 each;’’ and in line 1876, after | freight, expressage, postage,and other absolutely necessary expenses « 
the word ‘‘all.’’ to strike out ‘* seventeen thousand feur’’ and insert | Navy Department and its various bureaus and offices, $13,990. 

‘twenty thousand six;’’ as to make the clause read : The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1955, after the word “‘ officers 
strike out ‘‘eleven thousand’’ and insert ‘‘ thirteen thousand nine! 
dred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Naval Observatery Sais of three assistant astronomers, one at $2,100 and The next amendment was, after line 1956, to insert: 
two at $1,500 each, $5,700; one clerk of class4; one instrument-maker, $1,500; For rent of rooms for use of the presses used for hydrographic pri: 
two computers, at $1,200 each; four watchmen, including one for new Naval Ob- 7 


servatory grounds; two skilled laborers, one at $1,000and one at $720, and seven wt ann. 
laborers; in all, $20,620 The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert there: 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 1896. “or removal and resetting of said presses, $1,000. 
Mr. PLUMB. I notice the item of ‘ gas,’’ and then again ‘“* for 
lights,’’ in various Departments and offices in the city of Washington. 
I wish toask thechairman of the Committee on Appropriations whether 
he knows the price paid for gas; whether it contemplates the price paid 
by private consume rs ornot; whether it is in the discretion of the per- 
sons having charge of these various contingent funds. I speak of this 
because in the sundry civil bill the price is fixed for the care of lamps 
in the various parks and public places in the city. I desire to know if 
we have any uniform rate at which gas is paid for in the city of Wash- is 
ington ? The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not know whether there is a uniform rate ap- The next amendment was, im line 1965, after the word ** bu 
plied to all the Departments. I happen to know that the gas bills in | © !sert: 
some of the Departments are pretty high. This item of expenditure is Suess manne ae Sees <p. sects, te be opposes! , 
under the disbursing officers of the different Departments, of course, | 4¢t ®Y 4nd with the advice and consent of the Senate, at £2,500 each 
and I should suppose that the rate per thousand feet would be the | Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
same to all, but lam not advised as to that. That of course can be | ‘‘ by the President, by and with the advice and conse nt of the Ser 
ascertained by a careful examination of the expense account. I know | and inserting ‘‘ by the Secre tary of the Interior.’ 
the Postmaster-General said to me the other day that he thought the | The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The Secretary of the Navy in a letter informs the committee that 
will require a thousand dollars to remove and reset these presses 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment ‘ 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for th: 
partment of the Interior,’’ in line 1962, after the word ‘* dollars 
strike out: 

Second Assistant Secretary, $3,500. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Now I move to strike out the word ‘‘the,”’ before | President by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. There- 
she word ‘board,’ in line 1966, and insert ‘‘a;’’ so as to read: | fore it is important to insert the words I have just asked to have in- 
rhree members of a board of pension appeals. serted. But the three inspectors of sury eyors-general and district land 
rhe amendment to the amendment was agreed to. | offices are now appointed by the Cecnennry of the Interior, and naving 
Mr. LOGAN. I should like to call the attention of the chairman of | struck out the words Mc be. appointed by the Secretary of the In- 
she committee to the compensation allowed to the Assistant Secretary | t€Tl0T, I am afraid there might be some confusion in reference to 
of the Interior, $4,000. Ought not that to be equal to the Commis- | them. Pheretore I ask that by unanimous consent those words may 
sioner of the General Land Office, $4,500? The Commissioner of In- | be eae Hine gh y , - ed 
\ffairs has $4,500 by this bill. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 


dian ; hare os. : 
Ml \LLISON. The Assistant Secretary now receives the compen- | 20RC; an ithe vote by which the amendment was made is reconsidered. 
ake 4 shslbs av JALSS IS ble ‘ al | , “ , | Thea 4] S hill eae sata : nn : : . os ‘ ge 
tion here named, and we heard no suggestion with reference to it | Che reading of the bill was resume d. The ne xt ame ndment ot the 
at Committee on Appropriations was, in line2022, after the word ** each, 


so as to read 


st . 
nd made no amendment regarding it. > — hi; . 
' ° e - > st ** 4 } , rag ang ince e6 irtv-elioht-: 

Mr. LOGAN. There has been no suggestion about it, but on ac- to strike out ** thirty-three ’’ and insert ** thirty-eight; 

cout of the increase in the other offices I thought it would be fair to Thirty-eight clerks of class 4. 

e amendment was agreed to. 








low $4,500 to him. | oT 
" Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senator can call attention to it afterward. | The next amendment was, in line 2023, before the word “ clerks, 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well; I will wait till the reading of the bill is | to strike out ** forty-six’’ and insert ** sixty-six;’’ so as to read 
through. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
as amended in lines 1965 to 1968. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1980, after the word ‘‘ dol- | 
lars,’’ to insert: 


Sixty-six clerks of class 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2023, after the word ‘‘ three,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ fifty-seven ’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-seven;’’ so as to read 


Seventy-seven clerks of class 2. 


The amendment was agreed toe. 
The next amendment was, in line 2024, after the words ‘‘ class two,’’ 


ne female clerk to sign 1 vatents, $1,200. ct “eg ted 2) ¢ 46 , ” 
One female clerk to sign land patents, 31,20 to strike out fifty-eight’’ and insert ‘* seventy-eight;’’ so as to read 


Mr. ALLISON. Imove to amend that by adding after the word 


Seventy-eight clerks of class 1 


‘clerk ’’ the words ‘‘ to be designated by the President.’’ | The amendment was agreed to. 
rhe amendment to the amendment was agreed to. | The next amendment was, in line 2025, after the words ‘class one,”’ 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. | to strike out ‘‘ forty-seven’ and insert ‘‘fifty-seven:”’ so as to read 
Che reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the : . 


; \ ati in li 1994 ; 1 | Fifty-seven clerks, at $1,000 each. 
Committee on Appropriations Was, In line 94, to increase the total | Th 
aS pyprope : : ; ; The amendment was agreed to. 

amount of the appropriation for compensation of the Secretary of the} = 7, concise ‘a ‘ 
: ° ] ee . : Che next amendment was, in line 2026, before the word ‘‘ copyists, 
Interior, Assistant Secretary, and the clerks and employés in the office to strik ail, 30 iis ale 56 eae. Deine. O ohettiea: maliains 18 dim te tek meal 

— ’ . ra, - 2 = 0 strike out ii -lour ane ser Ss | aS SO aS to read: 
of the Secretary from $147,730 to $152,930. ra . ; . 


| Sixty more copyists, at $900 each. 
The amendment was agreed to. xty more cop} \ each 


The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the General Land | I he ame ndment was agreed to. 

: ; & ; wr . . ‘ | The ne . 1e ' : ine I) reduce the ; a 
Office, in line 2005, to increase the appropriation for salary of the ‘‘Com- | , Che next amendment was, In line “Ved, to reduce the appropriation 
missioner of the General Land Office’’ from 54,000 to $4,500. | for compensation of ‘‘six packers ’’ from $720 to $660 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. | Mr. ALLISON. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in line 2006, to The amendment was reje ted. 
nsert: The next amendment was, in line 2031, to increase the total amount 


One assistant commissioner, who shall be authorized to sign such letters, pa- of the appropriation for the salary of the Commissioner of the Ge ne ral 
pers, and documents, and to perform such other duties as may be directed by Land Office, assistant commissioner, and the clerks and employ: sin 
the Commissioner, and shall act as Commissioner in the absence of that officer | the General Land Office, from $417,650 to $557,890. 





}case of = vacancy in the offices of Commissioner, $3,000 Mr. ALLISON. The amendment just made will require a change 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert ‘‘to be appointed by the Presi- | of footing. It should be $558,730 instead of $557,800. 

dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate.’’ | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
Theamendment to the amendment was agreed to. | to the amendment. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. | The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
rhe next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in line The amendment as amended was agreed to 

2012, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out: | The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Law clerk, $2,000 | Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2033, after the word ‘* for,’’ 
{nd in lieu thereof to insert: to strike out “the actual expenses’’ and insert ‘‘per diem in lieu of 
Cwo law clerks, at $2,000 each ; two examiners of office decisions, at $2,000 each. subsistence;’’ in line 2034, after the word *‘inspectors,’’ to strike out 


‘while on duty;’’ after the word ‘‘ misconduct,’’ in line 2036, to in- 


Che amendment was agreed to. ects li ; ; 
sert while traveling on duty, at a rate to be fixed by the Secretary of 


The next amendment was, in line 2018, alter the word ‘* each,’ to the Int t l 3 lf 

batt 4 ok 7 » Interior, 1 ‘xceeding >: ‘r day, an actu: cessary eX- 
strike out ‘‘ three principal clerks, at $1,800 each,’’ and in lieu thereof | ee ee Loe oe: ee 
o insert: 5 | penses of transportation;’’ and in line 2040, after the word ‘‘ dollars, 


| to insert **‘ to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 


fen chiefs of division (three of whom shall be in lieu of the three principal ” 1 } ] 1 
clerks now authorized by law), at $2,000 each. ; Interior; so as to make the clause read 
For per diem in lieu of subsistence of inspectors and of clerks detailed to in- 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert there ‘‘ and to be appointed by the 


vestigate fraudulent land entries, trespasses on the public lands, and cases of 








Secretary of the Interior,’’ striking out in line 2017 ‘* to be appointed | ofticial misconduct, while traveling on duty, at a rate to be fixed by the Secre- 

by the Secretary of the Interior,’’ and inserting it below. It is a mere | t@ty of the Interior, not exceeding $3 per day, and for actual necessary expenses 

tran iti , ” of transportation, $10,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 

ransposition. of the Interior , . 
Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The suggestion of the Senator from ls 


he amendment was agreed to 


lowa will be regarded as a modification of the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment in the appropriations for the ‘*‘ Indian Office,’’ in 
line 2048, after the word *‘ thousand,’’ to insert *‘ tive hundred;’’ soas to 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert in line 2022: read: ; 

ee id the additional law clerk, examiners, and chiefs of divisions shall be ap- | Foe Geenganentem on She Commannaner of Lenten AL, SOA, 

pouted by the Secretary of the Interior, The amendment was agreed to. 
So that there shall be no question about it. | Mr. ALLISON In line 2050, I move to strike out ‘* onechiet’’ and 
Mr. PLATT. Let the whole paragraph be read as amended. insert ‘‘*two chiefs,’’ and in line 2051, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to 
Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- | sSert “ea h;’’ so as to read: 

ment as it will read if amended as proposed. — Two chiefs of division, at $2,000 each 


lhe Secretary read as follows: 
Three in pectors of survey : . . 
Spec S < irveyors-general and district land offices, at $2,000 each: T . } } rp 1 
\ chiefs of division (three of whom shall be in lieu of the three principal | The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
aan io authorized by law), at $2,000 each ; to be appointed by the Secretary Committee on Appropriations was in the same clause, in line 252, before 
"the Interi . ie; ‘ t 7 ; a ae > *% s9 :9 . 
sl > denen And the additional law clerk, examiners, and chief of division | the word ‘‘clerks,”"’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘ four,’’ after the 
»e appointed by the Secretary of the Interior. y sce ’ . . ‘6 . } 
TI ¥ word ‘‘ four,’’ at the end of thesame line, to insert ‘‘ one of whom shall 
Mr amendment was agreed to. | have charge of the educational division;’’ after the word ‘‘ division,’’ 
a r. an IN. The Chair will excuse me if there is a little con- | in line 2053, to strike out ‘‘nine’’ and insert ‘‘eleven;’’ in line 2055, 
USI1O cc . . . ° . : , Y . 2 ¢¢ , 
oe nabout this. It arises from the fact that three principal clerks | after the word ‘‘ dullars,”’ to strike out ‘fifteen ’’ and insert ‘‘eight- 
’ are converted into chiefs of division are now appointed by the | een;’’ after the word *‘ draughtsman,”’ in line 2056, to strike out 


The amendment was agreed to. 
le 
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eight’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ and in line 2057, after the words ‘‘ class 
on to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert “‘ fifteen;’’ so as to read 

Indian Office: For compensation of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
$4,500; chief clerk, $2,000; one financial clerk, at $2,000; two chiefs of division, 
ut $2,000; one principal book-keeper, $1,800; four clerks of class 4, one of whom 
s have charge of the educational division; eleven clerks of class 3; one 
stenographer, at $1,600; eighteen clerks of class 2, one of whom shall be a 


draughtsman; ten clerks of class | 


at $900 each 


fifteen clerks, at $1,000 each ; fourteen copy- 
one assistant messenger, and one laborer 


ists one messenger! 


Che amendment was agreed to 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert, after the words ‘‘assistant mes- 
senger,’’ in line 2060, the words 
O messenger-boy, at $360 perannum 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2060, to change the total of 
the appropriations for compensation of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, and the clerks and employés in his office, from $88,620 to 


$105,720. 


Mr. ALLISON The total should be changed. Instead of ‘‘$105,- 
720°’ it should be ‘‘ $108,080,’ we having added $2,360 to the total. 


| move so to amend the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

rhe amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations forthe ‘‘ Pen- 
tion of ‘* medical referee’’ from $2,500 to $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 2074. 
Mr. MITCHELL. In line 20741 move to strike out the word ‘‘one,”’ 
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And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For per diem, in lieu of subsistence for traveling examiners while tra, 
on duty, at a rate to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, not exceed 
per day, and for actual necessary expenses for transportation, $360,000 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert the words *‘and assistanc: 
line 2101, after the word ‘‘transportation.’’ Those words are 
original clause, and they ought to have been copied here. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of t 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out lines 2108 to 2011 
clusive, as follows: 


¢ 


For per diem for one hundred and fifty additional special examiners a 


: - Ve 
provided for, for subsistence, and for actual and necessary expenses for tr 


And in lieu thereof to insert 


For per diem in lieu of subsistence for one hundred and fifty additional specig 
examiners above provided for, while traveling on duty, at a rate to be fixed by 


| the Secretary of the Interior, not exceeding $8 per day, and for actual necessar 


where it occurs before the word ‘*‘ thousand,’’ and insert in lieu thereof | 


two:”’ 
dred:”’ 


and after the word ‘ thousand ’’ 


so as to read: 


to strike out “‘ eight hun- 


Eighteen medical examiners, who shall be surgeons of education, skill, and 
experience in their profession, at $2,000 each 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
trom Pennsylvania that the Committee of the Whole is now acting upon 
imendments recommended by the Committee on Appropriations. 


amendment will be in order when the bill has been gone through with. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


time being? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2077, before the words 
cipal examiners,’’ to strike out ‘‘ forty-five ’’ and insert 
to re ad 


Fifty principal examiners for review board, at $2,000 each. 


se 


** fifty ;’’ so as 


The amendment was agreed to 
Che next amendment was, in line 2080, before the werd ‘* clerks,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ sixty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy;”’ 


Seventy clerks of class 4 


so as to read: 


Che amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, in the same line, 
to strike out ‘* ninety-five ’’ and insert 


after the word ‘‘ four,’’ 
‘*one hundred;’’ so as to read: 
One hundred clerks of class 3 
Che amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 2081, 
strike ont “‘ three hundred and ninety’ 
is to read: 
Four hundred clerks of class 2 


after the word ‘‘ three,’’ 
’ and insert * 


to 


so 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ two,’’ 
strike out ‘‘three hundred and fifty-eight ’’ and 
dred;’? so as to read: 

Fo 


in line 2082, 
‘* insert 


to 
‘*four hun- 


ir hundred clerks of class | 
Che amendment was agreed to 
rhe next amendment was, after 
strike out ‘‘ninety-five’’ and insert 
to read 


the word ‘‘one,’’ in line 2083, to 


‘**two hundred and twenty;’’ so as 


lwo hundred and twenty clerks, at $1,000 each. 
Che amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, in line 2087, before the word ‘‘ copyists,”’ 


strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and insert ‘‘one hundred and thirty;’’ so as 
to read 


One hundred and thirty copyists, at $900 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2092, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation for compensation of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, deputy commissioners, clerks, and employés in the Pension Of- 
fice from $1,689,250 to $1,955,650. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 2094 to 2096, inclusive, 
as follows: 


For per diem for traveling examiners, for subsistence, and for actual and nec 
essary expenses for transportation and assistance, $360,000. 


expenses for transportation, 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert after the word ‘‘ transportation 
in line 2116, the words ‘‘ and assistance.’’ 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of th: 


$220,000, 


| Committee on Appropriations was to strike out lines 2118 to 2128 
sion Office,’’ in line 2068, to increase the appropriation for compensa- | 


clusive, as follows: 


That hereafter there shall not be allowed to any special agent of any of | 
Executive Departments, when they are actually engaged in traveling or absent 
from their posts of duty on the business of the Government, for subsistence and 
other actual and necessary expenses, not including transportation, any sum ex 
ceeding the amount actually expended,in no case to exceed $3 per day; a 
sworn itemized statements of such expenses shall be presented at the end 


each month by each of said special examiners so engaged to the proper account 


ing officer of the Treasury. 


His | 


Will the Senator reserve his amendment for the 


The next amendment of the | 
prin- | 


| have been acted on. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was,in the appropriations for the ** United 


a a 5 | States Patent Office,”’ i » 2130, to increase the ¢ riation for th 
The Chair will state to the Senator | Stes Patent Office,’’ in line 21 to increase the appropriation fort 


‘compensation of the Commissioner of the Patent Office’ 
to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk read the next item, in lines 2131 and 2132 
For assistant commissioner, $3,000. 


Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to offer an amendment there, but I u 
stand it is not in order now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not at this time, until the committe 
amendments shall have been acted on. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Until the bill is completed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Until the committee amendm: 
The bill will then be open to amendment 


’ from $4,504 


| erally. 


‘four hundred;”’ | 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2133, after the word ‘‘dollars 
to insert— 

One law clerk, at $2,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2138, before the word ** prin 
to strike out ‘‘twenty-three’’ and insert **twenty-six;”’ 


Twenty-six principal examiners, at $2,400 each. 


pa 


80 as to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2140, before the words ‘first as 
sistant,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty-six’’ and insert ‘ 
read: 


Thirty first assistant examiners, at $1,800 


‘thirty;’’ so as t 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2141, before the words 
assistant,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-six ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-three,’ * 
as to read: 


Thirty-three second assistant examiners, at $1,600 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2143, before the 
assistant,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-six’’ and insert 
read: 


words 
**forty;’’ so as 

Forty third assistant examiners, at $1,400 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2144, before the words ° 
assistant,’’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so us 


| nead: 


Fifty fourth assistant examiners, at $1,200 each 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2151, after the word ** 
strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ and in the same line, alt 
word ‘‘four,’’ to insert ‘‘one of whom shall act as application clerk 
so as to read: 





Three clerks of class 4, one of whom shall act as application clerk 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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next amendment was, in line 2153, before the word ‘‘clerks,”’ 
A AdK S ‘ ”” 
¢ strike out “ four’’ and insert “‘seven;’’ so as to read: 


4 


a 
seven clerks of class 3,one of whom shall be translator of languages. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. : . 

The next amendment was, in line 2154, after the word “ languages, 
¢o strike out ‘fifteen’? and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to read: 

rwenty clerks of class 2. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

fhe next amendment was, in line 2155, after the word ‘* two,’’ to 
strike out ‘* forty-five’’ and insert “‘sixty;’’ so as to read: 

Sixty clerks of class 1. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2165, before the word “skilled, 
to strike out “‘ fifty-one’’ and insert “* fifty-three;’’ so as to read: 

Fifty-three skilled laborers, at $720 each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


sé 


The next amendment was, in line 2168, after the word ‘‘each,’’ to 


insert : 
Five laborers, at $360 each. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 2169, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation tor the compensation of the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, assistant commissioner and the clerks and employés in the Patent 


Oftice, from $546,350 to $658,890. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 2196, after the word ‘‘ patents,’’ to 
insert ‘‘and for expenses attending defense of suits instituted against | 


the Commissioner of Patents;’’ so as to make the clause read : 


For investigating the question of the public use or sale of inventions for two 
years or more prior to filing applications for patents, and for expenses attending 


defense of suits instituted against the Commissioner of Patents, $1,000. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 


cation,”’ in line 2210, after the word ‘‘ messenger,’’ to insert 


make the clause read: 


Bureau of Education: For the Commissioner of Education, $3,000; collector 
and compiler of statistics, $2,400; chief clerk, $1,800; two clerks of class 4; one 
statistician, $1,800; two clerks of class 3; one translator, $1,600; four clerks of 
2; six clerks of class 1; two clerks, at $1,000 each; seven copyists; two 
copyists, at $800 each ; one copyist, $720; one assistant messenger ; one engineer 
and skilled laborer, at $900; one watchman; two laborers; two laborers, at 


class 


$48) each: one laborer, at $00; one laborer, at $360; in all, $46,200 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 2222, to increase the appropriation 
for collecting statistics for special reports and circulars of informa- 


tion’ from $2,200 to $7,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


‘1 . . . . . ~ | 
rhe next amendment was, in the appropriations for the “‘ office of 


> 


Commissioner of Railroads,’’ in line 2233, after the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘one clerk of class 4,’’ and insert ‘‘ one assistant book- | 
Keeper, at 32,000;’’ and in line 2236, after the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to 


strike out ‘‘ four’? and insert ‘‘ six;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


_ Office of Commissioner of Railroads: For Commissioner, $4,500; book-keepet 
e-,400: railroad engineer, $2,500: one assistant book-keeper, at $2,000; one clerk 


class 5; one copyist; and one assistant messenger ; in all $14,620. 


Che amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Office of 
the Director of the Geological Survey,”’ in line 2258, to reduce the ap- 
propriation for compensation of ‘‘chief clerk’’ from $2,400 to $2,200. 


Mr. LOGAN. I move to insert “‘ four ’’ instead of ‘‘ two.”’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the Senator proposes simply to 


linogmon to b 
disagree to the amendment. 


Mr. LO iAN. Yes, sir; to disagree to the committee’s amendment. 
fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 


amend: rent. 


Mr. LOGAN. I will state the reason so that the Senate may under- 


Stand it 


Several SENATORS. It is not necessary; we understand it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment recommended by the Committee on Appropriations. 
The amendment was rejected. 


C Che reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
ommittee on Appropriations was, in the same clause, line 2260, to re- 
the appropriation for compensation of *‘ chief disbursing clerk’ 


duce 


from }2.400 to $2,200. 


“ Mr. LOGAN. I move in that case also that the Senate disagree to 
ve amendment of the committee, leaving the amount as fixed by the 


louse, $2,400 instead of $2,200. 


__the PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate 
“gree to the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations? 


he amendment was rejected. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
€ Appropriations was, in line 2270, to reduce the total 
int of the appropriation for compensation of the Director of the 


Committee on 
amor 
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Geological Survey, executive officer, and the clerks and employés in 
the oftice from $35,340 to $34,940 

Mr. LOGAN. I move to disagree to that amendment, so as to leave 
the aggregate amount as it was in the House bill, in order to corre- 
spond with the action already taken. 

The amendment was rejected 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
line 2287. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out that paragraph, with a view 
of inserting the amount there in line 2302. The clause reads: 


For rent of suitable building for use of custodian, 3360 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa will be regarded as agreed to, if there be no objection, 
and lines 2286 and 2287 will be stricken out. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2299, after the words ‘“‘ for 


| rent of,’’ to strike out *‘a building’’ and insert ** buildings;’’ in the 
| same line, after the words ‘‘ of the,’’ to strikeout ‘* United States Geo- 
| logical Survey and Pension Office’’ and insert ‘‘ Department of the 


Interior, in the discretion of the Secretary;’’ and in line 2301, after 
**Secretary,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘ not exceeding 
twenty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For rent of buildings for use of the Department of the Interior, in the dis- 


cretion of the Secretary, not exceeding $20,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. Now, I move to insert ‘‘ three hundred and sixty ’ 
after the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ in line 2302; so as to read: 

For rent of buildings for use of the Department of the Interior, in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary, not exceeding $20,360 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


| Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2304, after the words ‘‘ Pen- 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Bureau of Edu- | 
“one en- 
gineer and skilled laborer, at $900; one watchman;’’ and in line 2214, 
after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ forty-four thousand five hundred 
and eighty’ and insert ‘‘ forty-six thousand two hundred;’’ so as to 


sion Office,’ to insert ‘‘not exceeding;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For rent of additional buildings for use of the Pension Office, not exceeding 
$18,760. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. Lobserve that on p@ges 94 and 95, so far as the Secre- 
tary has now read, there are appropriations in excess of $60,000 for rents 
It appears to me that that amount is enormous. I can not say that it 


isexcessive, because I do not know exactly the accommodations that are 
| required, but it would be interesting to know from the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations how much longer the Government is to be 
called upon to make these annual appropriations for this extraordinary 
amount of rent. I believe we have a building in process of construction 


for the use of the Pension Office to which a great many hundred thou 


sands of dollars have been already appropriated, and which it is to be 


hoped will some time be completed. I hope the chairman will advis« 


usas to what the situation is so far as the Government property is con- 


cerned. 


Mr. ALLISON. In response to the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Kansas, I think I ought to say that the rent paid by the Interior 
Department seems exorbitant, as we provide here for $64,000 and up- 
ward of rent for the Interior Department. This of course is largely 


due to the force in the Pension Oflice. 
Twelfth street and Pennsylvania avenue is rented for $16,000 
Mr. INGALLS. By the year or for a term ? 
Mr. ALLISON 


1 


lieve pays $16,000 per annum for that building. That also is rented 


from year to yeal 
Mr. INGALLS 
Mr. ALLISON 


The old newspaper office ? 
TI 


provided in the House bill, by the Pension Office and Geological Sut 
vey; but the Committee on Appropriations, in looking over the enor 


mous rents, believed that it was wise to allow the Secretarv of the In- 


terior in his discretion to make disposition of all these buildings 


As Senators will see, we have provided in the bill for a large increase 


of force in the Land Office, made necessary by the constantly acemmulat 


ing business of that office; and if that force is to be finally provided for 
additional room will be required by the Commissioner of the General 


Land Office 


the Commissioner of Patents. The Commissioner of Patents informs 
us that this increase is absolutely necessary for the expeditious conduct 
of the business of his office, and the committee are satisfied that his 
The whole expense of the Patent 
Office is now paid by inventors, and asum ranging from $75,000 to 
rhese various bureaus must be provided for out 

side of the Interior Department building for the present, although if 
ippropriate a sum sufficient to finish the third story of the 
Interior Department building known as the Patent Office building 


statement is correct in this regard 
$100,000 additional 


we shall 


about one hundred clerks can be accommodated there 


Mr. INGALLS When is the new pension building to be finished ? 


The building on the corner of 


{ll these rentals are by the year. It is so espe- 
cially provided in the law. The Pension Bureau also has the building 
on the corner of Thirteenth street and Pennsylvania avenue, and I be- 


1e old office of the Republican newspaper. Thi 
provision to be found in line 2302 is a proposition to rent what is known 
as the Hooe building, near the Ebbitt House. That is to be used, as 


We have also provided here a considerable increase for 


naa es ores 
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ALLISON. 


progressing, but not 


The 1 


is Ta 


1ew pension building in Judiciary Square is 
y, I think, as it ought to progress. We 


ate foran additional appropriation of $200,000 


T 
I 
} 
pidly 
now betlore us an estin 


to complete that building and to furnish it, although when the build- 
ing was authorized to be constructed it was stated that $450,000 would 
} 


be suthiicient to complete it 


Mir. INGALLS. How much has been spent on it? 





Mr. ALLISON. There will have been spent to the end of the pres- 
it fiscal year $450,000, or nearly that sum. 
Mr. INGALLS. How much will be required to finish it ? 
Mr. ALLISON Two hundred thousand dollars. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That includes the furnishing. 
Mr. ALLISON. That includes, I believe, the furnishing, or at least 
hat furniture will be required when the clerks are removed from the 
oO rb ws When the Pension Office building is completed it will 
n house 1,200 clerks, so that when that building is com- 
ted possible w n reduce these rentals by from $30,000 to 
)perannum. But we are confronted by the fact that after the 
re building h is now being constructed in Judiciary Square shall 
e hee ed there will still be a necessity for a considerable 
n annu for rentals for offices for the Interior Department. 
bye s all I need say with reference to these rents. 
Ir. INGALLS These rents represent a capitalized sum of more 


$2,000,000 at the rate that the Government is paying on its obli- 


uubt very much whether the property that we hire for 
pay these extraordinary sums is worth three-quarters of a 


tions I d 
} 


lich we 


m, certainly not to exceed $1,000,000; and yet we are paying every 
year at the rate of 3 per cent. the interest on more than $2,000,000. | 
[t appears to me that it would be very wise, and as a matter of economy | 

idicious, for the Government to make such appropriations as are nec- 


essary to secure the requisite accommodations for the carrying on of its 
own executive business. Ican not but think that these appropriations, 
while they are undoubtedly required and are indispensable in the cur- 
rent ol ire extravagant and unwise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 


publ G business. q 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next am 


is of ndment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out lines 


2306 and 2307, in 





the tollowing words 
For rent of additional buildings for the use of the Patent-Office, $5,000. 
Mr. INGALLS. Why is that stricken out? Ifadditional buildings 


are required why should they not be allowed ? 


Mr. ALLISON. ‘That item is included, as the Senator will see, in 
line 2302 

The amendment was agreed to. 

he reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committ. 


on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ** 


survey- 
and their cl 


ors nerai 


re rks,”’ in line 2315, before the word ‘* thou- | 

sand,’’ to strike out *‘ three’’ and insert ‘* five,’’ and in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘ all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ five’’ and insert ‘*seven;’’ so as 
to make the clause read 

For surveyor-general of the Territory of Arizona, $2,500; and for the clerks in 
his office, 35,000; in all, $7,500 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa to line 2313. The word ‘‘of’’ is omitted after the 
word erritory.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a misprint. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is no print at all. 

Mr. ALLISON Well, it is an omission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The word ‘‘of’’ will be inserted. 
The question is, Will the Senate agree to the amendment reported by 


the committee ? 
Che ani nd 


The 


ment was agreed to. 
reading of the bill was resumed. The next 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2328 
veyor-general ot, 

the word 
and insert 


strike out 


amendment of the 
, after the words ** 
’ to strike out ‘* Minnesota and;’’ 
‘office,’’ to strike out 


‘*ten thousand:’’ 


in line 2330, after 
‘‘fourteen thousand nine hundred’’ 


‘seventeen thousand four’’ and insert ‘twelve thousand 


tive:’’ so as to make the clause read: 
‘or surveyor-general of the Territory of Dakota, $2,500; and for the clerks 
n his office, $10,000; in all, $12,500 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The business of the office of the 
surveyor-general of Dakota is very large. I observe that the commit- 
tee recommend to reduce the sum appropriated for clerk-hire from 
14.900 to 510,000. 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see that in the paragraph as the 
bill came from the House, Minnesota and Dakota were consolidated. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
Mr. ALLISON. 


for elsewhere. 


I see. 
We strike out Minnesota, and that State is provided 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 2343, to insert: 


For surveyor-general of Minnesota, $2,000; and for the clerks in his office, 


$8,000; in all, $10,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 


sur- | 


and in line 2331, after the word ‘‘ all, ’’ to 





The next amendment was, in line 2349, before the word ‘‘ thousand 
to strike out * 


eight ’’ and insert *‘ten;’’ and in the same line, after a 
the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve;’’ so Ps 
make the clause read: ¥ 

For surveyor-general of the Territory of Montana, $2,500; and for the clerk. a 
in his office, $10,000; in all, $12,500. 5 Mg 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 2359, after the word “ ofifice.”’ t, j 
strike out ‘‘six thousand ’’ and insert ‘‘ seven thousand five hundre: 
and in line 2360, after the word “‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ eight thousand 
five hundred ”’ and insert ‘* ten thousand;’’ so as to make the clans 
read ; 
For surveyor-general of the Territory of New Mexico, $2,500: and r. 
clerks in his office, $7,500; in all, $10,000, E 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in 
strike out ‘* four’’ and insert 
‘*all.’’ to strike out ** seven ”’ 
clause read: 


line 2362, after the word “ office. 
‘five;’’ and in line 2363, after the w 
and insert ‘‘ eight;’’ 


so as to make 


For surveyor-general of Oregon, $2,500; and for the clerks in his office, $ 
in all, $8,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 
toinsert ‘‘ five hundred;’’ and in line 2370, after the word ‘‘ thousa) 
to insert ‘‘five hundred;”’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For surveyor-general of the Territory of Washington, $2,500; 
clerks in his office, $5,500; in all $8,500. 


o 


368, after the word ‘‘ thousar 


and 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Post-O 
Department,’’ in line 2378, to increase the appropriation for compensa- 
tion of the ‘‘chief clerk to the Postmaster-General’’ 
$2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2380, to reduce the appropriat 
for compensation of the ‘‘appointment clerk ’’ from $1,800 to 51 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I desire to oppose that amendment 
hope the Senate will disagree to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I will state t] 
| committee proposed this amendment at the suggestion of the | 

master-General. We findon further examination that this is a fait 

officer. The reason which the Postmaster-General gave for this1 

tion, as we supposed, was that owing to the fact that the Civ 

Commission now provided for all the appointments we could red 
| compensation of the appointment clerk; but on further exan 
we found that the appointment clerks are kept pretty busy, : 
erally are old clerks. As we have not reduced any of the oth 
thought it was inexpedient to reduce this one. ‘Therefore | 
with the Senator from Maine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, 
| agree to the amendment reported by the committee ? 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
Cammittee on Appropriations was, in line 2684, after the word 
lars,’’ to strike out: 

Jennie M. Hunt 


Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the « 
mittee whether striking out those words will make it necessar\ 
crease the number of clerks by one? Is there the same numbet! 
clerks that there would be if she were not taken out of the nu 
appropriated for and put in specifically ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iso understand, and that it is not necessary 
nie M. Hunt is now employed in the office of the Third Assistant 
master-General. 

Mr. DAWES. Thesame number is appropriated for there that \ 
be appropriated for if she was not taken out ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That I understand to be so. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will shestill be retained if the amendment 0! 
| committee is agreed to? 

Mr. DAWES. It is expected that she will be retained, but 
number of clerks has been made one less in the Third Assistant 
| master-General’s Office on account of her having been put in | 


from $2,200 t 


~ 


Col r 


Will the Ss 


One clerk 


, at $1,000, 


if you strike her out here you must increase the number in the 1 
Assistant’s office. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the suggestion of the Senatoi 

Mr. INGALLS. A clerk who has such exceptional value 
specifically designated by name in the appropriation bill it appears t 
ought not to be thus lightly dealt with. I hope we shall have s 
specific and definite information on this subject before we are ‘ ' 
upon to agree with the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. It was not the committee that put the name 


| cifically. 
Mr. INGALLS. But the committee propose to strike her name‘ 
Mr. DAWES. They propose to conform to the uniform cust 


| The Senator is troubled to death because her name was put in speciic- BS 
ally. I suggest to the Senator that he make the inquiry of the House 
| which put her name in specifically. 
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OE EE EE EE EEE OOOO EE OOOO Eee —— 


Mr. ALLISON. It is not necessary to change the number, I will Mr. ALLISON. It is not necessary to repeat the sum given to the 
say to the Senator from Massachusetts. In response to the Senator | laborers for the reason that in the latter part of the bill the price paid 
from Kansas I will say that this lady is now employed in the office of | laborers is stated. I suppose the twenty laborers are included in thi 
the Third Assistant Postmaster-General | footing. [ have not examined it. . 
Mr. INGALLS. And will probably continue to be employed? The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
re Mr. ALLISON. I think so. Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘* Judicial,”’ 
FE Mr. DAWES. It is due to the lady that some one should state that | the appropriations for the *‘ Office of the Attorney-General,”’ in line ‘ 





she isa 


a cripple and has suffered by a fall in the elevator. It was from | 2559, before the word ** copyists,’’ to strike out ‘‘seven”’ and insert 
the kindest possible motive on the part of those in the House who put | ‘‘eleven; ”’ and, after the word ** copyists,’’ to strike out ** one messen- 
tie Sante I’. 





bs +» her name here. It was ascertained afterward that it was not neces- | ger’’ and insert ** two messengers;”’ so as to read 
. wy. and that she would be provided for in the Department without | Eleven copyists, two messengers 
ny specific designation of her in the appropriation bill. The amendment was agreed to. 


ld l “; 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate agree The next amendment was. in line 2562. to increase th appropria- 


F to the amendment reported by the committee? tion for compensation of ‘fone engineer”’ from 31,000 to 51,200 
y Che amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. 
P The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of th The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 2566 
; ar oe : 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2387, to reduce the total Mr. ALLISON. In line 2565, before the word ‘‘tiremen,’’ I move 
amount of the appropriation for compensation of the Postmaster-General | to strike out ‘‘two”’ and insert ‘‘three:’’ so as to read: 
; and the clerks and employés in his office from $30,760 to $29,660. i 
bi ie PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the Th inlaid aie ictal tie 
w . . ° . ne amenamen as ugreet 
Senator from Iowa to the fact that this general aggregate will have to The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations w . 
» 3: . . e he» nena! nh Ol Tit Ol itte¢ Di propriations as, 10 
be changed by reason of disagreeing to the previous amendment. line 256 aa rae a ne ae eee aaa oes 
. SOVNT ld be $30,060 ine 2o66, to Increase the total amount of the appropriation ior com 
Mr. ALLISON. It should be $30,060. a2 sain eal aia De didiaaies maral. Snkattonfienaral Setant oftcasn. 
ms are rh LTA D . . . ‘ pensation of the Attorney-General, Solicitor-General, assistant atto1 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthere be no objection that amendment ~ a" 7 ae eee Sees 
z : : neys-general, solicitor of internal revenue, and the clerks and employcs 
will be agreed to, and the amendment as amended will be agreed to. |.“ : 4} oe 14. 3% ita nis 
a oa: t ° : van . in the office of the Attorney-General from $111,390 to $116,030 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the can ARMM Shas mem eniedll atk Men onmmeadiedend tenah oadder tie tek 
, : . . . ° . Ye Dil. 2 Jiuls . Lhe AD > dmMenahien yUST Thade Lhe touil 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the office hould be cl ved ; 1 ‘§$116.750.”” 
ot . 66 Thee =e “ea : fn ‘ 3 : 9202 . aa should be changed so as to reac $116,750 
. of the *‘ First Assistant Postmaster-General,’’ in line 2393, to increase iin: eemeemiian a PEE 
Fs - 7 rer > a oT pets ee — all 7 : ihe amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
ee the appropriation for compensation of ‘‘ chief of salary and allowance The amendment as amended was agreed to 
. "4 - » ie ¢ 3 I , a5 a : , a8 agree 0. 
; division ’’ from $2,000 to $2,200. lle hen ; 
. wast eo . The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of th 
1 ‘ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2394, after the word*‘ dollars,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ one clerk of class 4’’ and in lieu thereof to insert ‘‘ chief 
of bond division, $2,000.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2407, to increase the total amount . i 

Péha . inti aT 0 Neat ; » Kir Fate Ing aster. “or contingent expenses of the Department, namely ‘or furniture 
ot the appropriation for compensation ol the First Assistant Po tmaster pairs, $1,500; for law and miscellaneous books for library of the Depart 
General and the clerks and employés in his office from $100,060 to | $1,500; to supply deficiencies in sets of State statutes, $500; for statior 
£106,100. $1,900; for miscellaneous expenditures, ®uch as telegraphing, post: 
rh, lights, labor, and other necessaries cluding ordins repairs of building and 

The amendment was agreed ©. - . “an amanda a 160: ‘na $12,560. es a ” 

rhe next amendment was, in the same clause, to strike out the fol- 
lowing proviso from line 2409 to line 2414: 


Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2569, after the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,’’ to insert ‘‘ five hundred;’’ in line 2573, before the word ‘* hun- 
dred,’’ to strike out ‘‘ five’’ and insert ‘* nine;:’’ and in line 2577, after 
the word 


ill,’’ to strike out ‘‘ eleven thousand six hundred ”’ and 
sert ‘‘twelve t 





thousand five hundred:*’ so as t6é make the clause 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 2580, to increase the appropria- 














. Provided. T e » clerks at $1 ( ach and for .f the laborers pro- : tte . ‘ ; 
; d Phat three of the clerks at $1,000 each, and four of the labor T3 pl tions ‘‘ for care and subsistence of horses, purchase of new horses, and j 
ied for above shall be paid from the appropriation made for stationery in the : : * < : ; be 
act making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the | repairs of wagons and hamess,”’ from $1,200 to $2,000 
fiscal year 1885. The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment was agreed to. The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ United 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the office of the | States courts,’’ after line 2630, to insert 
‘Third Assistant Postmaster-General,’’ in line 2435, before the word For compensation of the district attorneys of the United States, $20,10 i 
‘female,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘ eight;’’ so as to read: | The amendment was agreed to. 
Eight female clerks, at $1,200 each. The next amendment was, aiter line 2632, to insert 
The amendment was agréed to. For compensation of the district marshals of the United States, $12,70 ; 
The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ each,’’ in line 2436, to The amendment was agreed to. 
aDSETU: Che reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 
One fe ee, east poe areene and supply deficiences in the ad- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In line 99 there is one amendment 
Gresses of letters, and to decipher illegible superscriptions, $1,400; one female £ 4] ++ + = ‘ 
} . > = - ne ommittee propriations which Vas reserve — 

rk in charge of the foreign branch of the dead-letter office, $1,400 _ — : r a —— Appro] anges as a d. 

my Mr. HARRISON. Inline 99 1 move to amend the amendment of 

Che amendment was agreed to. t} es ; trikit tt] rd “ 5 Satie * iia 9 ; 

i coh ae eee ee : he committee by striking out the work six,’’ before ‘*‘ hundred,’’ and 
e nextamendment was, in line 2446, to increase the total amount inserting ‘‘ eight;’’ so as to read, “$1,800.” The committee pr ed 
+} 4 as ae . . cathy ‘ nserting wnt; SO aS TO Tei . Re . ii¢ OmMmmittee proposed 
ol the appropriation forcompensation of the Third Assistant Postmaster- } : ‘ Pal } 
General and the clerks and Samia in bhi i : 21) QQ) to increase the compensation to one clerk to the superintendent of the 
eral ¢ 2» clerks anc > “ue Is thee ir Ose o> | 
9) way employes In Als office Irom 9290, 050 tO | Senate document-room from $1,440 to $1,600. I propose to make it 
- ie = 51.800. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. Jes ' 

Thea 7 . : a ; Che amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

ihe next amendment was, after line 2447, to insert T { led 

Ne enaiiin Gitn Saal cots ' ; The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

0 enabie © rostmaster-General to employ an agent and necessary assist- The PRFSIDENT fy ari The Chair il] cnoces Senator 
ints to supervise the manufacture and distribution of post-office envelopes, a | . The PRE areas ge ree rh hair will suggest to the ate 
su exceeding $3,000, to be paid from the appropriation ‘for registered- | [rom Iowa that the amendment agreed to on the motion of the Senator 

; package covelepes, looks, and seals, and for office envelopes and for dead-letter | from Indiana would increase the total sum required for compensations 
Chvciopes, inthe »St-( ice : ation act fo > tise: rear S85 , + 
2: ithe Post-Office appropriation act for the fiscal year, 188 of officers and employes of the Senate. 
; ny imendment was agreed to. Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; by adding$200 in line 16. There was an- 
the next amendment was, in the appropriations for the office of ‘‘su- | other change of $192. The total amount to be added on line 16 would 
7 perintendent of the money-order system,”’ in line 2472, before the word | be $392. I move to strike out $66,884.60 and insert $67,276.60. 
eee to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ and in line 2473, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to this amend- 
oe oe word *‘all,’’ to strike out “‘seventy-one thousand eight hun- | ment? The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 
oe snd forty ’’ and insert ** seventy-three thousand one hundred and Mr. ALLISON. Yesterday I offered an amendment in line 400 t 
iXty sO as to make the clause read: strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘two,”’ but the Secretary and also the 
* r superintendent of the money-order sytem, $3,500; chief clerk, $2,000; six | Reporter, as I note by the KECoORD, took my amendment to apply to 
‘ < ks of class4: eic¢ Detinn at alana @. Ges ot ae > } : | } a ae } : } a 
1; six clerks it ight clerks of class 3; five clerks of class 2; ten clerks of class | line 4()4 I wish to have that correction made by unanimous consent 
a ae rks, at =1,000 each ; five clerks, at 2900each; one assistant messenger: TY PRESIDENT oes il ‘ ry S ; fy 1 low: be nnar 
FS mon, pineer, $1,000; two firemen ; four watchmen; one conductor of elevator, The PRE ee eee eee a en asks unan 
2 aed | 73.1 harwomen, at $180 each; one female laborer, $430; and ten laborers: | Mous consent that the amendment adopted in line 404 be reconsidered 
a 1 Aall, 573,160, . " . 
4 rh and disagreed to and withdrawn, so that line 404 will stand as reported 
5 ™ amendment was agreed to. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. The 
p- The ae of the bill was resumed and continued to line 2509. Senator from lowa also moves to amend line 400 by striking out the 
ES 1e IES wT - ; : r ‘ ° ° ° . “+ é 99 ° " . 
: theS <ESIDEN [ pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of | word ‘‘one’’ after ‘‘ governments ’’ and inserting ‘* two;’’ so as to rea 
‘ a ; et se Iowa to line 2506, ‘‘ nineteen watchmen, twenty labor- For expenses of exchanging public documents for the publications of for 
' TS. ¢ > @ ‘* r ‘ : . 1 +8 + > 5 
on av umber, $900. The Chair suggests that the word “‘ each governments, 52,0" 
snouir > > ™ . . . ° ree . : : owe . ; 2 
e inserted to make it conform to the rest of the bill. The Is there objection to thisamendment? The Chair hears none, and it 


sum ¢ > » . . 1 
u allowed to the twenty laborers does not appear to be mentioned. | is agreed to. 
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Mr. ALLISON Aiter line 403 I move to insert, at the request of 
the Committee on the Library, as understood by the Committee on Ap- 
} pl lis he lolliowing 

fo enable the Joint Committee on the Library of Congress to purchase works 

Secretary of State to contract for and purchase of Mr. B. F. 

S S 20K pies of each volume of the compilation to be prepared by him of 

certain documents relating to the peace of 1782 and 1783 100 copies for the use of 

t Department of State and 100 copies for the use of the Library of Congress, 
t s 1 20,000, or s« thereo!l as may be necessary 





ihe PRESIDENT pro tempore Is there objection to this ame nd- 
ment Che Chair hears none, and it is agreedto. The Chair will call 
Line tlention ol! ie Senator from Iowa to the footing in line 402 after 
the change made in line 400 

Mi ALLISON lt should be 913,500 

Che PRESIDEN pro tempore Is there objection to this amend- 
re he Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 166, after the word “‘ installments,’’ I move 
tO insert 

ereafter no speech or portion of a speech or remarks shall be printed in 

the KRecorb that shall not have been delivered on the floor of the Senate 
House of Representatives in open session 

Mr. VES1I Mr. President, I wish to say a word upon that amend- 
ment 

Mr. MORGAN. \ point of order lies against it. 


Mr. VEST Very wel 


Mr. MORGAN. I make the point of order on the amendment 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the 


Senator from Alabama 


Mr. MORGAN. I raise the question that the amendment is new 


legislation 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore 


ments? 


Mr. ALLISON. Was there a point of order made upon the last 


amendment ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 


MORGAN] made the point of order that it is new legislation. 
Chair thinks it is, in the form in which it is put. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Joint Committee on the 
Library to move to insert, after line 403, to follow the amendment 


adopted on the motion of the Senator from Iowa, the following: 


lo enable the Joint Committee on the Library to purchase the painting of 


the ectoral Commission of 1877, by Mrs. C. Adele Fassett, $15,000 


The amendment was agreed to 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the same committee to offer one 
other amendment, which completes the amendments of the Committee 


on the Library. After lime 412, I move to add: 
For concrete walks in Botanic Garden, and sundry necessary improvements 
to building, as per estimates of Edward Clark, Architect of the United States 


Capitol, 4,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORGAN. At the request of Senators I withdraw the point of 
order I made upon the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. I regret 
that I cut the Senator from Missouri off from making his observations. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 


Senator from Iowa will be read. 
T 


Ps propose d to add: 


And hereafter no speech or portion of a speech or remarks shall be printed in 
the RecorD that shall not have been delivered upon the floor of the Senate or 
in 


House of Representatives open session. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the exact meaning of that 
understood. I am in favor of the principle of the amendment; but 
would it prevent the ordinary revision of speeches, the correction of 
grammar, sometimes a transposition of words, and whatever little 


things of that sort may be necessary? 
Mr. HALE and others. Oh, no. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Thatis done every day. 
Mr. ALLISON. It is not so intended. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I wish itdistinctly understood; because, although 


I very seldom revise what little I say here, still when I do I find some- 
times mistakes that I should like to correct. I have no objection to 
the amendment with the understanding that itis not to prevent us 


} 


from doing what 


new matte! 


Mr. HARRIS. Ido not think such an understanding as the Senator 
from Ohio suggests, if the language of the amendment becomes a law, 
will avail him. In my opinion, if the amendment is agreed to, neither 
the Senator from Ohio nor any other Senator could so revise his remarks 
gle word that he had not uttered on the floor. 


as to insert a sip 


might perhaps strike out, but I doubt whether he could insert. 
not think he could 


Mr. VEST. I offered the amendment substantially as the chairman 
of the commniittee has proposed it, and I have some doubt myself as to 


The Chair sustains the point of or- 
dei Has the Committee on Appropriations concluded its amend- 


The CHIEF CLERK After the word ‘‘ installments,’’ in line 166, it 


hat is usually done, transposing, &c., without inserting 


what would be the construction. I shall offer a substitute for it 
I think will meet the views of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendmentof the Senata 
Iowa is withdrawn. Does the Senator from Missouri offer an a: 
ment to the bill? 

Mr. VEST. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the s 
ator from Missouri will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 166, after the word ** installm« 
is proposed to add the following proviso: 





Provided, That the report in the CONGRESSIONAL REOORD shall be an a 
transcript of the proceedings and the debates of the two Houses of (¢ a 
and that no speech shal! be published therein which was not spoken i: S 
ate or in the House of Representatives, and such speeches shall! be pr 
they were actually delivered, except verbal corrections made by the au 
the speech and by no other person; and that when speeches are reserved 
their author for correction the y shall be returned to the Reporter ott H 
in which they were delivered within one week, and if notso returned t 
then be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD from the original n 
Reporter 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is On agree 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON In line 100, among the Senate provisions 
to strike out ‘‘ seven hundred and twenty ’’ and insert 
dred;’’ so as to read: 


l 


One page in the document-room, $900 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. ALLISON. The footing will then be changed again, addi 
in line 17. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa 
correct the total in line 17 by adding thereto the increase mad 
sary by the last amendment. Is there objection? The Chair] 
objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CALL. In line 113, I move tostrike out ‘* two hundre: 
insert ‘‘four hundred and forty;’’ so as to read: 

Conductor of elevator, $1,440. 


I offer this amendment after conference with members of t! 
mittee on Appropriations. The conductorof the elevator of the 
was formerly paid $1,440. He has no assistant, and that is the s 
which is paid in the other House. He has been classed with t 
sengers heretofore. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM. In line 2132, in the appropriations for th 
Office, I am directed by the Committee on Patents to mov 
out ‘‘ three ’’ and insert ‘* four’’ before the word ‘‘ thousand.’ s 
read: 

For assistant commissioner, $4,000 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that amendm 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the amendment been ret 
the Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. It has not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Chair is obliged t 
the point of order. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to appeal to the chairman of the Co 
on Appropriations to withdraw the point of order. I know that 
matter is not debatable. I am sure that this officer ought to1 
least $3,600; I think he ought to receive $4,000, but I shall be 
to make it $3,600, so that he may be placed on an equality 
deputy commissioners of pension, two of whom receive $3,600 

Mr. INGALLS. What officer is it? 

Mr. PLATT. The assistant commissioner of patents. He is 
cialist; he is a gentleman who has large ability, and I think is 
entitled to $4,000. I wish the Senator would withdraw his p 
order and consent that the salary be made $3,600. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I have here a letter from the Commission 
ents, who says that the salary of the assistant commissioner is 
quate and that it ought to be increased to $4,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt there is a great deal of tee 
the subject in the Patent Office, and I regret exceedingly to mak 
point of order, but the Committee on Appropriations have had nu 
ous applications from almost every bureau and every Departh 
the Government to increase the compensation of officers. 1 
mittee yielded in one or two instances to what seemed pressing 
and of course this among others was regarded by the committ 
we saw that if we went into it there would be no end of the 
I therefore shall be compelled to insist upon the point of orde! 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. The Chair is obliged to sust 
point of order. The Chair will call the attention of the cl 
the committee to a correction necessary, in line 17, in the age 
appropriation for compensation of Senate officers and employes 
the amendment adopted on the motion of the Senator fron 
[Mr. CALL], the aggregate should now be $67,696.60. Is ther 
tion to having it so corrected? The Chair hears none, and 
ordered. 
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Mr. BECK. After the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ in line 960, I move to in- 
sert the oe 
That all distilled spirits entered for withdrawal for export may be 


I id 
art eo remain, for a period not exceeding six months, in the ware house 


é a stillery in which they were stored when so entered, subject to such reg- 
sus as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe. 
Mr. INGALLS. I reserve a point of order on the amendment. 
Mr. BECK. I was about to say that I am afraid after consultation 
with a number of gentlemen, that the point of order will lie against this 
mendment. I have a statement from the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, which is perhaps too long to read, in regard tothis matter, in 
W hii ( h he says that hecan now, by a good deal of circumlocution, give the 
h of time. here proposed under the authority which is now confided 
to him. but he would rather have the direct authority of Congress to 

\w it to be done than to have to do it by any sort of indirection. 
[hat is the substance of his statement. 

(’nder the law as it now stands the spirits can remain in warehouse 

» month or six weeks and then be sent to any port of export and re- 
in there two or three months longer. 

Ty hisis the condition: There are $29,000,000 of taxes to be paid before 

the Ist day of July and it is impossible for the holders of the spirits 

»pay them. They have been exporting all they could. They sent 

57,780 barrels to different points, of which 25,000 barrels were sent to 

Bermuda, 3,000 to Hamburg, 26,000 to Bremen, 2,000 to England. 

The warehouses at Bermuda were absolutely full. They are building 

houses for themselves at Hamburg and elsewhere, and they can 

get the spirits exported because there are no conveniences for them. 

Che banks of the country are carrying all they possibly can. These 

ders are driven to the point of bankruptcy; many of them have 

lately been compelled to make assignments. A little relief of this sort 

will perhaps enable them to pull through until the market shall im- 
rove 

laid the matter before the Committee on Finance, and I was in- 

structed by them, I believe unanimously, to present this as an amend- 
ent to the present bill, subject, however, to the point of order I ad- 
mit. The Committee on Appropriations also looked it carefully, 
ulter consulting with the Commissioner, and believing that it would be to 
the interest of the Government and its revenues, and in the interest of 
the business of the country at a time like this when it is quite impor- | 
tant that the failures and embarrassments should not bring any further 
isasters, if they can be avoided, it was thought this relief might be given. 

[ do not think there is any dissent either in the Committee on Fi- 
ince or the Committee on Appropriations as to the merits of the 
ueasure, but I know it was the general opinion that if the point of 

rder was made I could not have the provision inserted here. 

| believe I have stated the case now as it exists. The chairman of 
( oe on Appropriations will correct me if I have not done so. 

Phat is Sow there is of it. 

*~RESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order 
made ni the Senator from Kansas, and thinks the amendment is not in 
order, 

Mr. MITCHELL. In the appropriations for the Pension Office, in 


1 ~») 


2075, I move to insert: 


al 


For chief of special examiners, $3,000. 
Mr. ALLISON. Is that the only amendment the Senator will pro- 


PiOse 


\ MITCHELL. There is another amendment that I think ought 
be agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I shall yield to that amendment, but to no other. 
think the chief of the division of special agents ought to have more 
compensation than he is receiving, and the committee so thought, and 
thorized me to make an exception in his case, but I forgot it. 
Mr. MITCHELL. The Commissioner of Pensions, in his last annual 


port, Says: 


Ir. McCalmont, formerly the chief of this division, under whose supervision 
was organized and developed, resigned on July 1, 1883,as chief, by reason of 
i. lure of his health, a was assigned a supervising district, and I have se- 
ired the services of Mr. Rathbone, late of the Treasury Department,a 
3 ited in every canal tothe de ‘velopment of this branch of our service 
ake his place. He has thrown himself into the work with energy, andi is giv- 
£ personal supervision to the division of the country into districts and assign- 
ent of examiners and supervisors thereto,and already the influence of this 
is being felt in accelerated results. It is believed that the net savings to 
ted by this division in the coming year will be sufficient to defray the 
st of this bureau to the Government for salaries, rents, and all ex- 
I shall be disappointed if it does not, inasmuch as the work of the past 
“ar has more than one-half accomplished this result. 
from the report of the special examination division of that bureau it 


“ppears that there were examined by these special examiners during the 
‘ast year seven hundred and forty-one cases, and the saving resulting 
irom their investigations are stated as follows: 


Lmour 





e¢ 


Ine « : « . 
t due and unpaid 158 pensioners whose names were frtecantit 
hive pstigation. 





This gentleman el many years as secret agent of the T reasury 
Department, and was selected specially on account of his large experi- 
ence in that business. 

_ Mr. ALLISON. My attention being called to it, in line 2075, after 
_ word ‘‘each,’’ I move to insert: 
For chief of divisien of special agents, $2,500. 


| of the committee to lines 2425 to 2432 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore Does the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia withdraw his amendment ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I withdraw my amendment, then. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 2075, I move to strike out ‘‘twelve’’ and 
insert ‘‘eleven;’’ so as to read: 


Eleven chiefs of division at $2,000 each 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 2093, $500 must be added to the total foot 
ing for the Pension Office. I move to strike out ‘‘ nine hundred and 
fifty-five thousand six’’ and insert ‘‘ nine hundred and fifty-six thou- 
sand one hundred and fifty;’’ so as to read: 

In all, $1,956,150. 

Che amendment was agreed to 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Chair will call the attention ot 
the chairman of the committee to page 11 of the bill in the appropria- 
tions for the House of eae Nag: where a clerk to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs has been added to the annual clerks, in connection 
with the question whether the total of the appropriations for the House 
officers and employés should not be changed. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the difference bet ween $6 a day for four months 
and 52,000 a year. I ought to apologize to the Senate with reference to 
the footings. lusually have the clerk of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions here when these bills are considered, who makes the footings as 


we go along, but he is otherwise engaged this afternoon, and I have 
neglected the footings. The footings can all be corrected by the Sec- 
retary, by unanimous consent, of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The item jor clerk to Committee 


on Naval Affairs was inserted in line 240. The total appropriation for 
House officers and employés appears to be in lines 189 and 190 

Mr. ALLISON. The footing there has already been changed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Butthis amendment has been made 
since that change, the Chair understands. 

Mr. ALLISON. Three hundred and thirty-eight thousand one hun- 
dred and tiftv-five dollars and ten cents will cover the difference. as | 
toot it. It is now $337,955.10. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
amend, in line 189 and 190, so as to make the total $338,155.10 is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to 

Mr. GROOME. I should like to call the attention of the chairman 
1 see that the chief of the 
division of dead-letters receives $2,250, and the chief of the division 
of postage-stamps receives a like amount, while the chief of finance 
division receives but $2,000. I am informed that the duties of the lat- 
ter officer are as laborious and are more responsible than those of the 
other two chiefS; that under his supervision all the money to the mail 
contractors, aggregating twenty-odd million dollars a year, is disbursed 
It seems to me that his salary ought to be equal to that of the other 
two officials, especially as he is a bonded officer I ask the chairman 

1e committee if there is any serious objection to amending in line 

432 so that the chief of the finance Uivision shall receive $2,250 a year ? 
ch an increase was recommended a year ago. 
Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know that there is any sort of objection 
t exce pt that this officer seems to be pretty vigorous on that ques- 
tion. We raised his salary last year from $1,800 to $2,000, and we 
hoped to have a rest for one year. I! think the Senator had better not 
press the amendment. 

Mr. GROOME I do not see anything in the Book of Estimates on 


the subject I do not propose to press it. 

Mr. ALLISON, This officer received $1,800 up to last yeal 

Mr. BECK. I now propose the amendment that I had read some 
time ago, the consideration of which was postponed. After the word 
‘dollars,’’ in line 960, 1 move to add 


No part of the money hereby appropriated shall be expended for the main- 
tenance of any grain distillery that has not a mashing capacity of ten bushels 
a day. 

I desire a vote upon that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore., The question is on agreeing to the 
umendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky 

Mr. BECK. lL ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. GROOME. I announce again that I am paired on all questions 


with tl Senator from New York | Mr. MILI ER }. 


The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 27: as follows 


YEAS—21, 
Bayard, Coke Maxey, Vance, 
Beck, Garland Morgan, Ve ‘st, 
Brown George Pendleton Williams. 
Butler Hampton, Pugh, 
Call, Jonas, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Lamar, Slater, 
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NAYS—27 
Allis Ha! MeMillan | 
Camer of Pa Harrison Mahone ) i 
Ca 10f Wis Hawley, Miller of Ca idleberger, 
Conge H Mite sawyer 
Dawes Ingalls Mort Sewel | 
Ed: ~ Jones of Nevada Paln Shermar \ 
Fr Lapham, Pike 

ABSENT—28 i 
A I Hoar Miller of N. Y 
Anthony ba ickson Sa | 
Blais Fa ; ] sof Florida Saulsbury | 
Bowen ( son Ken Van Wvek, 
Camden (ro iat Logan Voorhees | 
Colquitt ( mie MePhers« Walker 
Cullom Harris MI lerson W ils | 
So the amendment was rejected. 


} 


ihe Dill was reported to the Senate as amended 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore If there be no objection the question 
will be taken on the amendments in gross. | 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to reserve an amendment on page 4. 


The PRESIDENT p npore Che Senator from Alabama reserves 
an amendment on page 4 
Mr. MORGAN. In 81. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
page 4. 

Mr. MORGAN In lines 81 and &®2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that amend- 
ment will be reserved and the question will be taken on all the other 
amendments together. 


T 
r 


ine 


There are several amendments on 


he amendments were concurred in. 

he PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 

read. " 

The SECRETARY. In line 81, after the words ‘‘ dollars,’’ the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, struck out *‘ acting assistant door- 
keeper,’’ and inserted ‘‘ assistant sergeant-at-arms;’’ so as to read: 


The reserved amendment will now 
be 


Assistant sergeant-at-arms, $2,592. 


Mr. MORGAN. I merely desired to understand why we call upon 
Congress to prescribe officers for the Senate. Heretofore we have done 
this by resolution of the Senate entirely. I believe all of our Senate 
officers are chosen by order of the Senate, either by resolution or by 
election, and it seems to me that this is putting ourselves in the power 
of the other House unnecessarily. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would say to the Senator from Alabama that it 
was represented to us by several gentlemen who had served on com- 
mittees, that it was necessary to have an assistant sergeant-at-arms in 
order to have an officer to serve process. As it is now, there is no ofii- 
cer, as I understand, authorized to serve process, except the Sergeant- 
at-Arms. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
by resolution. 





We could authorize any officer to serve a process, 


Mr. ALLISON. At any time. | 

Mr. INGALLS. That explanation seems to me unsatisfactory. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is a matter I have no interest in whatever and 
no care about; but 


the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] and one or 
two other Senators who have been on investigating committees, made 
this suggestion to the Committee on Appropriations. 
thinks it is an unwise thing to do, I shall not press it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I merely wanted to know why it was that we were 
consulting both Houses in fixing the officers of the Senate. 

I concur with the Senator from Kansas that there is no satisfactory 
explanation for this departure from custom. I do not care to have an 
officer put in over the Senate that we can not hereafter remove or change 
without the consent of the House. I do not think it good policy. I 
am willing to vote for a resolution appointing assistant sergeant- 
at-arms. ? 

Mr. INGALLS. 


at-arms, 


If any Senator 


an 
au 


This does not create the office of assistant sergeant- 
as I understand it. It merely makes provision by appropria- 
tion for this year for an officer unknown to the law, unrecognized by 
our rules. I think the Senator from Alabama is clearly right in the 
suggestion he makes. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is just where the Senator is mistaken. The 
Committee on Rules reported this special officer. When we came to 
look into it we found the Committee on Rules had changed the office, | 
and if the Senator will look to the report of the Committee on Rules he 
will find that they have provided there for an assistant sergeant-at-arms. 

Mr. INGALLS. It must be under some different name than this. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator has a copy of the rules I will show | 
him where it is. 

Mr. FRYE. In the House of Representatives there is a Sergeant- 
at-Arms and a Doorkeeper, two distinct officers. In the Senate of the 
United States there is a Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper under one 
name. By the resolution of the Senatean assistant doorkeeper was cre- | 
ated. The assistant doorkeeper, Mr. Bassett, has been provided for as | 
assistant doorkeeper, not assistant sergeant-at-arms and assistant door- | 
keeper, but assistant doorkeeper. By a resolution of the Senate a num- 
ber of years ago an officer was created to act practically as assistant 
sergeant-at-arms, Mr. Christie, and he was named at the time, as I find 





\ 
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| Mr. Bassett, the assistant doorkeeper, is elected by the Senate. 


| Senate and he is named assistant doorkeeper, and not assi 
| geant-at-arms. 


| looking at Rule I that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, wh: 
| the Doorkeeper, has certain duties imposed upon him. T! 





JUNE 26, 


in the debate before me. Mr. Conkling named Mr. Christie as the vey. 
tleman for whom at that special time the office was created. He isn 


assistant doorkeeper, because Mr. Bassett is assistant doorkeeper 


i 


gentleman at yonder time, who has practically charge of the Se 


| Chamber, isappointed by the Sergeant-at-Arms and is really what 


House would be an assistant sergeant-at-arms. 

When the Sergeant-at-Arms is absent he has no deputy mentio: 
law anywhere, appropriation bill, or anything of that kind. Th, 
no one authorized to sign the pay-rolls or do anything of that ki, 
And yet as a matter of fact the gentleman in charge of that doo) 
deputy sergeant-at-arms, acts as such in every single thing except { 
when the Sergeant-at-Arms happens to be absent he has not th 


py wer. 


I undertook in the Committee on Rules to have the office of 
geant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper divided, as they were in the Hoy 
there were objections made to that. 





I can not, however, for th: 
me, see the slightest objection to calling this officer ‘assistant 
geant-at-arms’’ or ‘‘deputy sergeant-at-arms.’’ He is in fact dk 
sergeant-at-arms, and does all the duties of assistant sergeant-at 
when the Sergeant-at-Arms is here. It does not interfere with th, 
sistant doorkeeper in any possible way, because he is elected 
stan 
He is assistant doorkeeper, not deputy serg 
arms and doorkeeper. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is a very good explanation of it; but thes 
ate ought to do it; there is no reason why we should ask the H 
Representatives to do this for us. 





It ought to be done by a reso 


| of the Senate, and not by a law of the land to be signed by the Pres 


That is my objection to it. 

Mr. FRYE. My judgment is that the officer will not be pro 
for anywhere except in the appropriation bills. The debate to 
I have referred occurred on an appropriation bill. He has been na: 
each year in the appropriation bill. All that I desired, so far as [1 
concerned, was that a proper name should be given him instead of t 
name which he received there. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will there be any confusion between the func 
of Mr. Bassett and Mr. Christie after this is passed ? 

Mr. FRYE. If he is called deputy sergeant-at-arms, of cours 
because Mr. Bassett is assistant doorkeeper. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Christie is a much younger man than } 
sassett, and I do not desire to put him in any superiority ov: 
Bassett. 

Mr. FRYE. The Committee on Rules determined without 
hesitation that nothing should be done of any kind which would 
terfere at all with the dignity of the office occuped by Mr. |! 
and he is left just as the Senate has created and elected him, 
doorkeeper. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


With that understanding I shall not press 1 


jection to the amendment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
amendment made, as in Committee of the Whole, by strikin 
line 81, “‘acting assistant doorkeeper’’ 
geant-at-arms.”’ 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Iowa informed me, with cons 
erable spirit, I thought for him, that the Committee on Rul 
vided for the appointment of an assistant sergeant-at-arms. 


al s 


¢ 
t 


and inserting * 


@SSI15 


2c } 
Cs» Lid 


I tind 


rule is: 
That the assistant doorkeeper and acting assistant doorkeeper sha 
signed during the day session of the Senate to duty upon the Senate fk 
There is no assistant sergeant-at-arms under our rules. Th 
creation of an officer of the Senate by an act of Congress, and | 
to any interposition on the part of the House of Represertatives 
President of the United States, in declaring who the officers 
body shall be. Itis one of the functions that belong to the Se! 
say what their officers shall be, and what their executive corps > 
consist of, and I reiterate the statement that there is no assistant 
geant-at-arms recognized by our rules. If the Senate desire to « 
to the idea that the Congress of the United States shall prescri 
the officers of this body shall be, well and good; but I submit 


| is an innovation which is very undesirable. 


Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Kansa- 
if the President of the United States and the House do not part 
in making all these offices just as much as the Senate. 
Mr. INGALLS. No, sir; because the other officers are re 
by the Senate and created by the Senate and that is merely a dé 
or description. But here is an officer not recognized by the ru 
created by action of the Senate, and for the first time appearing 
appropriation bill, and therefore it is created by an act of Congres 
Mr. DAWES. They are no less created by an act of Congress ' 
they are found in an act of Congress because they were also in t! 
If the act of Congress creates the one, it creates the others that ar 
tioned in the same section andin the same operative words. An 
Congress makes each one of these just as much as it makes that 










\fr, SHERMAN. It seems to me this is a matter purely for the Sen- 
as Sea . . : . 
‘ culate by its own rule. If there is any feeling created by 


te to re e . . 
yi<—-and I ean conceive that there might be between old officers of the 
Rien itte—the best way is to let it go to the Committee on Rules, and, 
Bent - © 


-¢ it is deemed advisable to introduce a new officer called assistant ser- 
veant-at-arms, we can do it by rule or resolution. This does not 
- ingethe salary. I think therefore it had better be left tostand un- 
der the old rule. 

fhe trouble is that hitherto the Doorkeeper of the Senate has always 
heen considered the second ranking officer here, and I think there ought | 


ee fea 
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AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 
Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. PLATT, Mr. PENDLETON, and Mr. SLATER 


| submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively to 


the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAHONE, trom the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


a +) be nothing to disturb that position. We ought not to change the | AMENDMENTS TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL 
ic relative rank of these officers or their standing and position until the | fr. MILLER, of California, submitted an amendment intended to 
5 senate considers the subject more fully. I hope, therefore, that with- | pe proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
F out further discussion and without any contest this matter will be al- | was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
, lowed to stand, because all these officers are respected by Senators. I | printed. 
think it would be better to leave it stand under the old rule until the AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

B Committee on Rules consider it and act upon it and report what they | 

Be think would be proper for the consideration of the Senate. | Mr. LAPHAM submitted an amendment intended to be proposed b) 
QS Mr. DAWES. Ido not think any Senator desires to make the as- | him to the river anc harbor appropriation bill; w hich was referred to 
B sistent doorkeeper anything but the second officer of the Senate. There | the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

By is no question about that. Every Senator desires to have him remain | HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

f the second otticer of the’ Senate. ; After providing for the second officer | The bill (H. R. 6087) authorizing the payment by the Secretary ot 
a of the Senate, calling the next officer assistant sergeant-at-arms does not | ag bee a. = 7 vy ey = 
Ag . ; 7 ea . . | the Treasury of the United States to Charles H. Getman, the firm of 
Ke vive him rank before an officer who was created before him. 1 E. W. Rathbun & Co.. the fir f Kinv Wright & C ae 
i. Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I did not desire to speak with any | B a aaa ” iu "4 oe ¢ P. sae a . aa . c gh. beer Sea 
v2 excitement upon this question, and if I did I wish to beg pardon of my | eee eons, ae eee ethan ee ace ae ee uties 


friend who sits next me [Mr. INGALLS], because it is a matter that I 
would not get excited over, even for him. [Laughter. ] 

: When this matter first came up in the Committee on Appropriations 
it was pretty generally believed that we having appropriated fora long 
time for an acting assistant doorkeeper should continue to do so; but 
after considerable conversation with the Sergeant-at-Arms we yielded 
to it. He explained to us the difficulties he had in the way of always 
being required to deputize some one to serve process, and that many 
times the Sergeant-at-Arms would like to be absent, and when absent 
if there was an assistant sergeant-at-arms he would be clothed with 
the authority of the Sergeant-at-Arms and could serve process. 

Mr. INGALLS. Allow me one moment, right there. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to ask the Senator how, without the 
action of the Senate, the description of this officer as assistant sergeant- 
ut-arms would authorize him to serve process? 

Mr, ALLISON. That I will answer ina moment. We examined 
the situation, and we found that the rules provide for a Sergeant-at- 
Ee \rms and a Doorkeeper. 

i Mr. INGALLS. No; that is the same officer. The Sergeant-at- 
Ei Arms and Doorkeeper is one officer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. That is just whatIsay. The rules 
provide for the appointment of a Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper, 
one person. We found that there was an assistant doorkeeper and no 
assistant sergeant-at-arms, and we found that this new Committee on 
Rules, which regulated everything for us so wisely and so well, changed 
entirely the rule upon this subject by declaring that the acting assist- 
ant doorkeeper should be assistant sergeant-at-arms. The Sergeant- 


ae at-\rms and Senators came to us, who seemed to understand this ques- 
y tion; I confess I do not. Therefore the committee simply changed the 
phraseology. Of course we knew that we could not change this officer | 
until the Senate agreed to it. 
a I have no wish about this matter for myself. If it in the slightest | 
Fs degree interferes with what now exists as the proper prerogative and 
i priority in the Senate with reference to position and rank, | should be | 
the last person to even suggest it. One of the first questions that I 
asked was whether it would place the present occupant of the position 
of acting assistant doorkeeper above or beyond the position held by 
another officer of this body, whom we all respect as we do. That ques- 
tion was thoroughly considered in the committee. 
; have no wish about this. If it is not a wise thing to do, vote | 
F down the amendment. I care nothing about it and the committee | 
BS cares nothing about it. 
. Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
i amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 
K he amendment was not concurred in; there being on a division— 
a ayes 19, noes 24. 
4 rhe amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
‘ read a third time. 
a The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
Fe RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
BA Mr. MCMILLAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
ie - report back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7012) making appro- 
a priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
bd ao *s on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. I move that the 
; — printed, and that it be recommitted to the Committee on Com- 
* 


he motion was agreed to. 


XV 


or 
Dd) 


paid by them on imported lumber accidentally burned while in cus- 
tody of officers of customs and before the same had entered into con- 
sumption, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The bill (H. R.°2722) for the relief of Martha Turner was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 2344) for the relief of Melissa G. Polar was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


» 
{ 
> 
> 


ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


|} Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7162) to forfeit the unearned lands granted to the 
Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph line from the Stgtes of Missouri and Arkansas 
to the Pacitic coast, and to restore the same to settlement, and for other 
purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 





THE SIGNAL SERVICE. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I[ask unanimous consent to be allowed to offe1 
a resolution and have it considered now. As it only asks a report from 
the Secretary of War at the next session of Congress, I think there will 
be no objection to its immediate consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is directed to collate the various laws 
under which the Signal Service is organized, and to report a codification thereof 
with such amendments as he may suggest at the commencement of the next 
session of Congress. That he also report the status in the Army of the chief 
officer of the Signal Service Bureau, and the propriety of keeping the said bu- 
reau under the general supervision of the War Department. 


Mr. HARRISON. Let that resolution lie over until we can see it 
in print. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over and be 
printed. 
| BILL INTRODUCED. 
} 
Mr. MAHONE introduced a bill (S. 2346) regulating the appoint- 
| ment of assistant naval constructors; which was read twice by its title, 
| and referred to the Committee on Naval Aftairs. 


rHE TRADE-DOLLAR. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I offer the following resolution 


Resolved, That the Finance Committee be discharged from the further con 
| sideration of the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade 
dollar. 


Mr. HARRIS Let that lie over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over and will be 
printed. 





CHARGE OF DESERTION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire with the leave of the Senator from Kan 
sas tosubmit a report. The Committee on Military Affairs, to whic 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4583) to relieve certain soldiers of the chary 
of desertion, have instructed me to report the same back to the Senate 
with sundry amendments accompanied by a written report, and a; 
amended recommend the passage of the bill. I ask that the report b. 
printed and I give notice that at an early day I shall call up the bi! 
for action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 


be no obier tion 


The report will be received if ther 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
| Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the tui- 
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ng enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro lf mpore 


A bill (S. 81) for the relief of Benjamin F. Pope; 
4 bill (S. 472) for the relief of George P. Webster; 
\ bill (S. 675) to extend the benefits of section 4 of an act entitled 


‘An act making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
year ending June 30, 1866,’’ approved March 3, 1365; 

A bill (S. 17 for a bridge across the Misouri Riverat White Cloud, 
in Doniphan County, Kansas; 


9 


\ bill (S. 1861) for the relief of the Atlantic Alcohol Company, ot 
Atlantic, State of lowa: and 
A bill (H. R. 6215) to amend an act entitled *‘An act to amend the 


statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880. 
TRANSPORTATION OF DUTIABLE GOODs. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move that the bill (S. 1925) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in relation to immediate trans- 


portation of dutiable goods, and for other purposes,’ 
endat 


’ now on the Cal- 
be postponed indefinitely, the House bill on that subject having 
the Senate to-day 

The motion was agreed to. 


passe a 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. PLUMB. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Will it be neces- 
sary to lay the Atlantic and Pacific forfeiture bill before the Senate as 
intinished business ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
awaits its reading. 

Mr. PLUMB 


7 
at 1 o'clock? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be the unfinished business 
for to-morrow if the Senate now proceeds to the consideration of exec- 
utive business and then adjourn without taking up other business. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Indiana. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. Aftereleven minutesspent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 51 minutes p. 


It 


is before the Senate now, and 


Will it come up asthe unfinished business to-morrow 


m.) the Senate adjourned. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 26, 1554. 
The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
JOHN 8S. Linpsay, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


BENJAMIN F. POPE. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I ask unanimous consent io have taken from the 
Speaker’s table for present consideration the bill (S. 81) for the relief 
of Benjamin F. Pope 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be 
authorized to 
to appornt 


it enacted, &c., That the President of the United States be, and heis hereby 


nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
Benjamin F. Pope to be an assistant surgeon in the Army of the 
United States, as of the 14th day of May, 1867, and he shall take rank and posi- 
tion on the list of assistant surgeons as of the date aforesaid; and the said Ben- 
jamin F. Pope is hereby authorized to retain all pay and allowances actually re- 


ceived since the date of his original commission, and to receive all other pay | 


and allowances due since that date: Provided, That he shall receive no pay or 


allowances for the time between February 13, 1871, and June 17, 1871, during 
which he was actual vy out of the service 

The SPEAKER 
this bill? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to 
examined by any committee. 

Mr. DIBRELL. It is a Senate bill, and has received the unanimous 
approval of the Committee on Military Affairs. This officer was mus- 
tered out by mistake under the act of July 15, 1870. The President 
revoked the order mustering him out and assigned him to duty. He 
is now in charge of the hospital records in the Pension Department, 
and has been for several years. But the Treasury officials have raised 
a question as to the authority of the President to revoke the order 
mustering him out. This bill simply settles that difficulty. It does 
not take one dollar out of the Treasury. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


know whether this bill has been 


There being no objection, the bill was taken up, read three times, | 


and passed 


Mr. DIBRELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
CHARLES H. 
Mr. NUTTING. 


GETMAN AND OTHERS. 


I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 


the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the fur- | 
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J UNE 


| ther consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, and that ; : 

| House now proceed to its consideration. 

| The bill was read, as follows: 

| A bill (H. R. 6087) authorizing the payment by the Secretary of the Trea. 
the United States to Charles H. Getman, the firm of E. W. Rathbun & « 

firm of Kinyon, Wright & Co., the tirm of Bond & Jenkins, and the firn 

Fairchild & Co. certain duties paid by them on imported lumber ac 


burned while in custody of officers of customs,and before the sam 
tered into consumption 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is } 
| rected to refund to Charles H. Getmanasum not exceeding $4,196.17 ; t 

of E W. Rathbun & Co., a sum not exceeding $3,936.65; to the firm of kK 
Wright & Co., 23; to the firm of Bond & J; 
sum not exceeding $1,604.38, and tothe firm of Page, Fairchild & Co 
exceeding $671.28; said sums being the amount of duties supposed to 
said parties, respectively, to the collector of the port of Oswego, N.Y... 
imported from Canada and destroyed by accidental fire at said port wh 
custody of officers of the customs,and before the same had enter: 
sumption: Provided, however, That nothing shall be paid to either of sa 
until he shall present proper vouchers to the accounting officers of th 
Department showing the amount paid by him for duties as aforesaid 
showing the amount of imported lumberactually destroyed by said fir: 
case on which the said duties were paid 

Mr. WELLER. I desire that the gentleman from New Yor 
NUTTING] shall explain something about this bill. I want 
whether there was any insurance upon this lumber in favor ot 
parties at the time it was burned. 

TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman fro: 
York will make a brief statement, subject to the right to object 

Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Speaker, in 1881, I think, atthecity of Os 
N. Y., about three million dollars’ worth of lumber was burned 
night by one fire. The lumber to which this bill refers was on t 
ernment dock at the time of the fire. The duty had been paid upo 
the afternoon preceding the fire; and there was no insurance upon 
I understand it. The lumber had been insured as it came across 
vessel, from Canada I suppose; but the insurance ceased when th 
ber was placed on the dock, as I understand. This bill proposes 
pay the duties upon the lumber destroyed at that time, those d 
having been paid on the afterneon preceding the fire, and ther 
been no insurance whatever upon the lumber at that time, as | 
stand it. 

Mr. WELLER. I understand from the gentleman that this lu 
was not at the time of the fire in possession of the parties who a1 
seeking this redress, but was in the custody of the custom-ho 
cers. 

Mr. NUTTING. The lumber was in the custody of the Gov: 

It was being counted and adjusted so as to get at the amount 
| cireumstances are clearly explained in the letter of the Secreta: 
Treasury, which is printed in the report. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole Hous: 
Private Calendar was discharged from the further consideratio 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third tim 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and pass 
Mr. NUTTING moved to reconsider the vote by which th« 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 

table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MONUMENT TO MARY, MOTHER OF WASHINGTON 
| Mr. GARRISON. I again ask unanimous consent that the ‘ 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from t 
ther consideration of House bill No. 5410 and that the bill be now ' 
up and passed. The objection made to this bill a few days ago 
withdrawn. 

The bill as amended by the Committee on the Library was 
| follows 





A bill (GH. R. 410) for the completion of the monument to Mary, t 
Washington, at Fredericksburg, Va. 

| De it enacted, &c., That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may 
| essary, be, andis hereby, appropriated, out of any money i: the Treas 
| otherwise appropriated, to be used in the completion of the unfini- 
| ument to Mary, the mother of Washington, at Fredericksburg Va 
| grading and inclosing with stone curbing and iron fencing a space of t 
| feet square around the base thereof, substantially in accordance wit! tl 
| mendation of the Select Committee on the Washington National 
| their report to the House of Representatives of June 1, 1874; which * 
| 


be expended under the direction of the President of the United State- 

officer as he may designate : Provided, Thatthe money hereby approprial 

be drawn, from time to time, only as may be required during th pr 

the work, and upon the requisition of the President: And provided f 

| no part of the sum here'y appropriated shall be so expended until U 
land at Fredericksburg, Va.,on which said monument is situated || f 

| four feet square) shall be conveyed, with all the right, title, and interest | 

| of the owner thereof, to the United States, and the deed duly record 

Src. 2. That this act shall be in force from ite passage 

The SPEAKER. 

| this bill ? 

| Mr. WELLER. I am opposed to using any money for th« 

| of any monument until the pensions of soldiers are paid wl 

| are due. I object to this bill. 


MARTHA TURNER. 


Mr. HOUK. I ask unanimous consent that the Committ 
Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from th« 


- 


Is there objection to the present consider 
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consideration of the bill (H. R. 2722) for the relief of Martha Turner, 
ind that the bi'l be now taken up for passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to Martha Turner, widow and beneficiary of John Turner, late of | 
Union County, in the State of Tennessee, the sum of $2,000, in full payment for 
the services of the said decedent in piloting and conducting recruits from the 
confederate to the Union lines during the late war. 

Chere being noobjection, the Committee of the Whole House on the 
ivate Calendar was discharged from the further consideration of the 





CO 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 

being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
\Mr. HOUK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
1 also meved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


rhe latter motion was agreed to. 
ATLANTIC ALCOHOL COMPANY, IOWA. 

Mr. PUSEY. lask by unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table the bill (S. 1861) for the relief of the Atlantic Alcohol Company, 
ot Atlantic, State of Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

‘sh The bill was read, as follows: 





to it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
rized and directed to pay to the Atlantic Alcohol Company, of Atlantic, State 

f lowa, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of *2.734.20, in fall for internal-revenue tax collected from them on certain dis- 
tilled spirits on or about the 2th day of June, 1835, said spirits having been de- 
stroved by fire on the 4th day of July, 1883,and before the proper stamps had 
been affixed: Provided, That the stamps issued to be used on the alcoho! de- 
stroyed shall be firstreturned to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for ean- 


elation 

Mr. PUSEY. I now ask that the Clerk read the certificate of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENUE 
Washington, June 24, 1834 
| certify that on July 18, 1883, tax-paid spirit stamps of the face value of 
$2,734.20 were received at this office, having been forwarded by the Atlantic Al- 


cohol Company, of Atlantic, lowa, for redemption; and that the said stamps 


ire still in possession of this office unredeemed. 


WALTER EVANS, 
Commissioner of Internal Kevenu 
A. H. H. 
Mr. CABELL. I object. 
Subsequently Mr. CABELL withdrew his objection; and there being 
no further objection the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a 
tirst and second time, and ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. PUSEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
, table 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER AT WHITE CLOUD, KANs. 
Mr. MORRILL. I ask by unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill (S. 1721) for a bridge across the Missouri River 
it White Cloud, in Doniphan County, Kansas. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 
An act (S. 1721) for a bridge across the Missouri River at White Cloud, in Doni 
phan County, Kansas. 
enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
rica in Congress assembled, That the Chicago and Central Kansas Railroad 
Company, an incorporation organized under the laws of the State of Kansas, is 
eby authorized to construct and maintain # bridge across the Missouri River 


such point as may be hereafter selected by said corporation, within one mile 
of the town of White Cloud, in the county of Doniphan and State of Kansas, as 


‘ 


Nas 


“ {best promote the public convenience and weltare and the necessities of 
2% Susiness and commerce, and also to construct accessory works to secure the best 
at practicable channel-way for navigation and confine the flow of the water toa 


permanent channel at such point,and also to lay on and over said bridge a rail- 
Way track for the use of any railroads that are or shall be constructed to said 





fe river at or opposite said point; and said corporation may construct and main- 
aie “in ways for wagons, carriages, and for foot-passengers gharging and receiv- 
7 ‘ue Teasonable toll therefor as may be approved from time to time by the Secre- 





vy of War. 


“ec. 2, That said bridge shall be constructed and built without interference 
with the security and convenience of navigation of said river beyond what is 
hecessary to carry into effect the rights and privileges hereby granted; and in 

er to secure that object the said company or corporation shal] submit to the 

S retary of War, for his examination and approval, a design and drawings of 
the bridge, and a mapof the location, giving, tor the space of one mile above and 
one mile below the proposed location, the topography of the banks of the river, 
shore-lines at high and low water, the direction and strength of the currents 

| stages, and the soundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream, the 
cation of any other bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other information 
us nay be required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and 





ch a il ~e oaks pian and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of 
ud * = the bridge shall not be built: Provided, That if the said bridge shall be made 
me ’ y unbroken and continuous spans, it shall have three or more channel-pans, 
ri ee shall not be of less elevation in any case than fifty feet above extreme high- 
be ——— mark, as understood at the point of location, to the lowest point of the | 
oy — rstrueture of the bridge, nor shall the «pans of said bridge be less than three 
RA . mared feet in length, and the piers of said bridge shal! be parallel with the 
irrent of said river, and the main span shall be over the main channel of the 


mo — ~~ less than three hundred feet in length: And provided also, That if 
shed: ge uilt under this act shall be constructed as a draw-bridge, the same 
Je constructed as a pivot draw bridge, with a draw over the main channel 
uf Fiver at an accessible and navigable point, and with spans of not less than 


pis iundred and sixty feet in length in the clear on each side of the central or 





vot pier of the draw, and the next adjoining span or spans to the draw shall | 
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| not be less than three hundred feet, and the head-room under such span shall 


not be less than ten feet above local high-water mark: Provided also, That said 
draw shall be opened promptly upon reasonable signal for the passing of boats; 


| and said company or corporation shall maintain, at its own expense, from sun- 


set till sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House 
Board shall prescribe: Provided also, That all railway companies desiring to use 
said bridge shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges in the pas 
sage of the same, and in the use of the machinery and fixtures thereof and of all 
the approaches thereto, under and upon such terms and conditions as shall be 
prescribed by the Secretary of War, upon hearing the allegations and proofs of 
the parties, in case they shall not agree 








S! }. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed, upon re- 
ceiving such plan and mapand other information, and upon being satisfied that 
a br built on such plan and with such accessory works and at such locality 
will conform to the prescribed conditions of this act, to notify the company that 


he approves the same; and upon receiving such notification the said company 
may proceed to an erection of said bridge, conforming strictly to the approved 
plan and location; and should any change be made in the plan of the bridge or 
said accessory works during the progress of the work thereon, such change 


shall be subject likewise to the approval of the Secretary of War; and in case 
of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free 
navigation of said river, caused or alleged to be caused by said bridge, the case 


may be brought in the cireuit court of the United States of the State of Kansas 
or State of Missouri in which any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be 
located 





Sec. 4. That the said bridge and accessory works, when built and constructed 
under this act and according tothe termsand limitations thereof, shall be law 
ful structures; and said bridge shall be recognized and known as a post-route 
upon which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the 
same of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States 
than the rate per mile paid for the transportation over the railroads or publie 
highways leading to said bridge; and said bridge shall enjoy the rights and 


privileges of other post-routes in the United States ; and Congress reserves the 
right at any time to regulate by appropriate legislation the charges for freight 
and passengers over said bridge 

Sec. 5. That the United States shall have the right of way for such postal tele- 
graph lines across said bridge as the Government may construct or control. 

Sree. 6. That Congress shall bave the power at anytime to alter, amend, or 
repeal this act so as to prevent or remove all material and substantial obstruc- 
tions to the navigatién of said river by the construction of said bridge and its 
accessory works; and the expense of altering said bridge or removing such 
obstructions shall be at the expense of the owners of or persons controlling such 
bridge 


Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman from Iowa who heretotore objected 
to this bill has some amendments to offer. 

Mr. WELLER The gentleman having in charge this bill has con- 
sented that the follofving amendments shall be considered at the present 
time. They are satisfactory, as I understand, to him. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. Of course the bill is still open to ob- 
jection after the amendments have been read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa who has heretofore ob- 
jected to this bill has withdrawn his objection. 

Mr. WELLER. I have withdrawn my objection and have moved 
the amendments which I now ask the Clerk to read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the amendments will be 
read and will be acted on in gross 

There was no objection, and the amendments were read, as follows: 








Amend section 2 by adding after the first word, ‘“‘ and,” in the thirtieth line, 
the following words: “* the best 

Further amend said section by adding after the word “ prescribe,’ in the forty- 
first line, the following words 

Provide however, That said corporation or company shall build or cause to 
be built, at the timeof the erection of said bridge, proper sheer-booms or other 
proper protections to safely guide vessels, boats, rafts, and other water crafts 
through any span of said bridge; and plans therefor shall be approved by the 
Secretary of War before said bridge is built: And further provided, In ease of 
failure to so build such sheer-booms and other proper protections to navigation, 
the sume shall be done by order of the Secretary of War at the proper costs 
charges, and damages of and to be paid by said company or corporation.”’ 

Amend section 5 by adding after the word telegraph,” in the second line of 
said section, the words “ and telephone also in line 3, same section, after the 
word “* contre add the words “ without damages or charges therefar;:’’ sothat 
said ation ng so amended, will read as follows 

“Sec. 5. That t United States shall havethe right of way for such postal tele 
graph and telephone lines acrosa said bridge as the Government may construct 
or contro), without damages or charges therefor 

Amend second 6 by striking out of line 2 the words ‘so as and insert in 
their stead the word also.” Further amend section 6 by striking out in line 
3 thereof the words “‘and substantial Further amend section 6 by adding 
after the word removing in the fifth line, the words said bridge | ACOESSOTY 
works, or so that said section will read, being so amended, as follows 

‘Spe. 6. That Congress sha | have the power at any time to alter, amend, or 


repeal this act, also to prevert or remove all material obstructions to the navi- 
gation of said river by the construction of said bridge and its accessory works ; 
and the expense of altering said bridge or rem@y ng said bridge, accessory 
works, or such obstructions shall be at the expense of the owners of or persons 
controlling such bridge.”’ , 


The question recurred on the aloption of the amendments of Mr. 
WELLER. 

The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 26, 

Mr. WELLER. No quorum hasvoted. I would like, Mr. Speaker, 
if permitted, to make a suggestion 

The SPEAKER. The vote is being taken, and the point of no 
qnorum having been made, the Chair will appoint Mr. Post, of Penn- 
| sylvania, and Mr. WELLER tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 36, noes 131. 

So the amendments were rejected. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


noes 3 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. (H. Res. 277) authorizing the Secretary of State to deliver to 3 4 
Mr. LEWIS. I now demand the regular order of business. in interest, or their duly authorized representatives, custom-house « it 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state there are several gentlemen | tificates and other vouchers filed in support of the claim of MceManns ¥ a) 
on the floor who have matters merely for reference to committees. If | ™’. Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to the | 
there be no objection, those gentlemen will be recognized at this time. | Mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
' "IC 71) . . > 
Mr. LEWI I will yield for that purposs JOHN W. SANDERS. 
CONSOLIDATED INDEX. Mr. NEECE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7437 
Mr. SHELLEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- | for the relief of John W. Saunders; which was read a first and secon 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered + 
Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ a clerk | be printed. 
during the recess for the purpose of preparing a consolidated index of the 22,298 MELISSA G. POLAR 
claims reported to Congress by the commissioner of claims, under the act of | ae wert 
a a ee Waslans ster the Benloot ons and tt che aan | Mr. SPRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to rey 
out of the contingent fund of the House the same compensation paid committee | sider the vote whereby House bill No. 2344, for the relief of Melissa: 
clerks Polar, was ordered to be read the third time and passed. 
MES. SOPHIA HELRIGEL. The SPEAKER. The Chair will state for the information o! 
k 
Mr. JORDAN. by unanimous consent. introduced a bill (H. R. 7430) | House that there was an error in the engrossment of this bill by w1 
for the relief of Mr Sophia Helrigel; which was read a first and sec- | the word ‘‘ of ’’ was substituted for the word ‘‘ to,’’ and in order to co 
i} ) Ss he I 4 : as «< « : a é ys 7 aaenea . 1 ‘ cana . cael : ai : 
ond time, referred to the Committee on War Ciaims, and ordered to be | rect that error it would be necessary to vacate the vote on the passay: 
printed | of the bill, and also the vote ordering it to be engrossed and read t 
Mr. JORDAN, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. | third Semne. se ; ‘ 
7431) for the relief of Mrs. Sophia Helrigel; which was read a first and | If there be no objection these votes will be reconsidered and vacated 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. and or- | rhe re was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
dered to be printed | Mr.SPRIGGS. I now ask unanimous consent that the word 
; Pallet an | in line 2 of section 3, be stricken out and the word ‘* to’’ be substituted 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. so that it wil] read: 
\ message trom the Senate, by Mr. Me ‘COOK, its Secretary ’ announced | That upon the presentation of said duplicate certificate to the Secretary. & 
that the Senate agreed to the report of the committee of conference on | Tt ao biecti i a coaeatl ae 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 3961) to | The SPEA or rae and it was ordered accordingly. ie 
grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railway Company a right of | _ i — e a —" is now upon ordering the bil 
. WW . . ‘ : 2 TTORSE ‘ we ‘ " i. 
way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. | “he bill w: re oat t ~~ ara te ci 
Also, that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H.R. |, +26 9! ae - - to be Se ee een S Canes Sime; 8 
6215) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend the statutes in rela- we EPRIt . = enneeaie ee og — _ ee 
tion to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other | * r. SERIGGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the b 
purposes,’ approved June 10, 1880 | passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 1 
Also, that the Senate had passed a resolution, 4n which the concur- — latt . i 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested, to print 11,000 | iS SEE PAR TNS AEROS CO. 
extra copies of the report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries | AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 
for 1884. é Mr. BRUMM, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7435 
The message further announced that the Senate non-concurred in | to amend the pension laws; which was read a first and second tiny 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 838) | ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 
to consolidate the Bureau of Military Justice and the corps of judge- ORDER OF BUSINESS 
advocates of the Army, and for other purposes, and asked a conterence | Mr. LEWIS. I call for tl 1 i 
. r. LEWIS. “i > regular order. 
of the two Houses thereon; and further, that the Senate had appointed Th, SPEAKER a ee - “a . ni 
Messrs. LOGAN, SEWELL, and MAXEY as managers at said conference ne SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees fo 
on the part of the Senate ports. mecaee Gp waAac P. Tee 
STATE OF ISAAC P. TICE. 
GENERAL LEWIS J. BLAIR. Mr. TUCKER. fi the C itt the Judie si 
ke : ' ee Mr. °R, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported ba 
: > . : s eONnse . ed { ‘ 32) | . . ° . = \ 2 } 
Mr. LOW RY, by unanimous pen a, introduced a bill H. R. ig *~) | with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5092) for the relie! 
granting a pension to Lewis J. Blair, late colonel Eighty-eighth Regi- the administrators of the estate of Isaac P. Tice, deceased; which 
ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and brevet brigadier-general; which | ~ gaye seca? oy “~~ : , ee es 
oe 5 -, | referred to ri 2 0 > W . se . vate Calenda 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid | ™ mamee ¢ the Comanittns = the Whole Honsoon the perane Ce 
Pencians, ond. exdesed to be printed | and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ensions, and ordaeret 0 be pr ed. 
WILLIAM EAST. TESTING OF CHAIN AND ANCHORS. 
Mr. CLAY, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7433) | Mr. BOYLE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back wit 
% ‘ a . xu? om . . 7 oa : 4 ead le > : > i >» 5353) > ire > sti r Ml 
tor the relief of William East; which was read a first and second time, | *™« ndments the bill (H. R. 5353) to require the testing of chain 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed, | 22¢hors; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
: | amendments and accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
SYLVESTER GREENOUGH. : 
" ; . . — TARE OF HOPS, ETC. 
Mr. COOK, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7434) ee ee 7 Jaa 
granting a pension to Sylvester Greenough; which was read a first and | Mr. BOYLE, from the ¢ ommittee on Commerce, also appectec 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered | with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 5794) to regulat: 
to be printed | fix the tare of hops, the weight of hop-baling, and a standard welg 
L. A. DAVIS | of hops; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying re} ! 
~ A. Di : t 
aan oe ; s ~.sa-. | Ordered to be printed. } 
Mr. PERKINS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7435) } f 


. CHESTER R. MERRILL, 


Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3666) for the re/ie! 
| Chester R. Merrill; which was referred to the Committee of the W! 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying repo 
ordered to be printed. 

POSTAGE ON FIRST-CLASS MATTER. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Roads, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bil! 
1330) fixing the rate of postage to be paid on mailable matte! 
first class; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
accompanying report, hereafter to be filed, ordered to be printed 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. HOLMES presented the views of a minority of the Com 
on Invalid Pensions on the bill (H. R. 1652) to grant pensions !0! 
ices in the Army and Navy and Marine Corps of the United States 
the war of the rebellion; which were ordered to be printed w1! 
report of the majority. 


granting a pension to L. A. Davis; which was read a first and second | 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ELECTRIC PAGE-CALLS. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, by unanimons consent, introduced the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
the Rules: 

Resolved, That the Western Electric Company, of Chicago, be permitted to 
attach to not less than five or not more than fifteen desks of members in the 
Hall of the House of Representatives electric page-calls on the system in use in 
the State-house at Des Moines, lowa; and also in the capitol] building at Lan- 
Mich.: Provided, That said work shall be done at the expense ef said 
company, and under the direction and supervision of the Committee on Rules, 
and shall not interfere with or injure the carpets or desks of members, and shall 
be removed by said company at its own expense upon the order of the House or 
of the Committee on Rules 


| 


sing, 


HUGH 


Mr. LORE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 7436) for 
the relief of Hugh Lyons; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. | 


CLAIM OF M’MANUS VS. MEXICO. 


LYONS. 


ALBERTINE COCKRUM. 


| . yt 
Mr. BELMONT, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution | Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also repo 





3 
x 
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1884. 
ack with amendments the bill (H. R. 5902) for the relief of Albertine 
Cockram; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and accompanying 
port, ordered to be printed. 
EDWARD HAKBERT. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 43) for 
the relief of Edward Harbert; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 





} 


DAVID 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3185) 
vranting a pension to David Peterson; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PETERSON. 


MARY C. AXLINE. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | 


ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 6653) granting a pension 
to Mary C. Axline; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN JEFFRIES. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 1982) 
granting a pension to Benjamin Jeffries; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ABIGAIL HONEY. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5929) for 
the relief of Abigail Honey; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; 
which were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed: 

A bill CH. R. 6859) for the 

A bill (H. R. 6868) for the 


relief of John Richmond; 
relief of Catherine McCarthy; 
A bill (H. R. 2003) for the relief of Daniel K. Wright; 
A bill (H. R. 4441) for the relief of Amy L. De Witt; 
\ bill (H. R. 6858) granting a pension to D. H. Denny; 
A bill (H. R. 
191347, in favor of Barbara A. Cheeney; 
A bill (H. R. 6097) granting a pension to Russell Harvey; 


A bill (H. R. 5313) for the relief of Abigail Honey; 
A bill (H. R. 1994) granting a pension to W. W. Dennis; 


A bill (H. R,. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill 
A bill 


176) granting a pension to Elizabeth Tribble; 
1998) for the relief of George G. Shumard; 
H. R. 444) granting a pension to Joseph Austin; 

H. R. 470) for the relief of John O. Vallandigham; 


\ bill (H. R. 1773) granting a pension to Jemima Underwood; and 


A bill (H. R. 7132) for the relief of John B. Goodie. 


FREDERICK P. DEARTH. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7315) granting 
* pension to Frederick P. Dearth; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 


report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN O. GARDNER. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7178) | 
eranting an increase of pension to John O. Gardner; which was reterred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 


the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. 


and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 


A bill (H. R. 7317) to rerate the pension of Philip Hofeld; 

\ bill (H. R. 2061) granting a pension to Richard R. Yearyin; 
\ bill (H. R. 1765) granting a pension to 8. J. Grissom; and 
\ bill (H. R. 6949) fot the relief of Samuel Henry. 


CHARLES H. BRIGANCE. 

Mr. JONES, of 
back with 
the pensio 
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2014) granting an increase of pension on certificate 


MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ;.!s0 re- 
ported adversely the following; which were severally laid on the table, 


: Texas, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5605) to increase 


n of Charles H. Brigance from eight to twenty dollars per ported back fay 
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month; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 


JOHN A. VANDERHOFF. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H, R. 7256) 
granting a pension to John A. Vanderhotf; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
companying report ordered to be printed. 


ac- 


PENSIONS FOR TIPPECANOE CAMPAIGN. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER, trom the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5224) granting 
pensions to the officers and soldiers of the Tippecanoe campaign of 1811, 
and to their surviving widows; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 


R. G. 


Mr. DOWD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4233) for the relief of R. G 
Huston & Co.; which was referrred to the Committee of the Whole House 


HUSTON & CO, 


| on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed 


MADISON R. CALVERT. 
Mr. DOWD, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back with 


a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4273) for the relief of Madi 


son R. Calvert; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 


W. B. WALDRAN. 


Mr. DOWD, from the Committee on Claims. also reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4294) for the relief of James 
D. Stratton, assignee of W. B. Waldran; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the a 
companying report ordered to .be printed. 

i, Be 
| Mr. DOWD, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back with 
| a favorable recommendation the bill (Mi. R. 410) for the relief of E. P. 

Thompson; which was referred tothe Commmittee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 


THOMPSON. 


MARY A. 
Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 690) for the relief of Mary A. 
| Lewis, widow of Joseph N. Lewis; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 
FRANCIS I. WHEELER. 

Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5945) for the relief of 
Francis I. Wheeler; which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole 
| House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 


LEWIS. 


FRANK GALT. 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Accounts, reported adversely 
| the joint resolution (H. Res. 155) for the reliefof Frank Galt, a notary 
public of the District of Columbia; which was laid on the table, and 
the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The list of committees was concluded. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will recognize 
gentlemen to submit reports who were not in their seats when their 
committees were called. 


There was no objection. 


EMPLOYES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Labor, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 7091) granting leave of absence to the 
employ¢és of the Government Printing Office and pay when actually 
sick; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

FORFEITURE OF 


ALABAMA LAND GRANT. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 179) to declare forfeited certain lands granted 
to the State of Alabama to aid in the construction of railroads, &c., 
and to enforce the same by judicial proceedings; which was laid on 
the table, | the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


and 
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the C ttee 
1? 


ll] (H. R. 2488 


HAY 
Mr. 
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on Ways and Means, re- 


BLACKBURN, from 
bi for the relief of R. D. Hay; 
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which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
SUBMARINE CABLE 
Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back ad- 
versely the bill (H. R. 5326) to provide for the extension of letters 


patent for an improvement in insulating submarine cables 
laid on the table, and the 


which was 


ccompanying report ordered to be printed. 


[ARY F. POTTS 
Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, also reported a bill 
H. R. 7439) for the relief of Mary F. Potts; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed 
MILY AGNI 


On motion of Mr. LOVERING, by unanimous consent, the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of 

the b H. R. 765) for the relief of Emily Agnel; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Ep CK A. REPLOGLE 

Mr. EVERHART, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 


adversely the petition of 
Tennessee; which w 


l t I printed 


Replogle, of 


the table, a 


Madison County, 
ul the accompanying report 


ordered to tx 


t{EPPRINTING OF A REPORT 
On motion of Mr. HEWITT, of New York, by unanimous consent, | 
the report accompanying the bill (H. R. 7366) giving effect to the con- | 


vention with Mexico was ordered to be reprinted 


LEAVE OF ABSENCI 
Mr. KELLEY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
the remainder of this session 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana If the business of the morning hour is | 


concluded, I move that the House proceed to the consideration of busi- | 
ness on tl 
ral MEMBI Regular order 
BROWNE, of Indiana. This is the 


he Speaker’s table 


re ve 


My 


RS. 





regular orde! | 
he rules the motion 
i 
i 
} 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under tl 
indicated by the gentleman from Indiana can not be made until after 
the disposition of the unfinished business. The Chair will cause to be 
read the rul upon this subject 
The Clerk read as tollows from Rule XXIV 


i. After the hour shall have been devoted to reports fro: 


i committees, it shall 
be in order to proceed to the consideration of the 


unfinished business in which | 


the House may have been engaged at an adjournment, and at the same time 
each day thereafter, other than the first and third Mondays, until disposed of; 
and it shall be in order to proceed to the consideration of all other unfinished | 
business whenever the class of business to which it belongs shall be in order | 

5. Unfinished business having been disposed of, it shall be in order to enter- | 
tain a motion that the H se do now proceed to the business on the Speaker's 
table, which, the motion prevailing, the Speaker shall dispose of in the follow- | 
ing order 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana will see that his } 


motion is in order only after the untinished business has been dis- | 


posed ot 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana I think the Chair is correct in his in- | 
terpretation of the ru But I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana 


tion of consideration as to the 


The SPEAKER 


May I not antagonize or raise the ques- 
untinished business ? 
Certainly 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And may I be permitted to say, Mr. | 
Speaker, that my object in asking the House to go to business on the 
Speaker's table is that we may take up for consideration the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the Mexican war pension bill, which was passed | 
in this House with so great unanimity a short time ago. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama It isa hour for the gentleman 
from Indiana to become an advocate for pensiloning soldiers of the 
Mexican war. [Cries of ” 

The SPEAKER rhe 
of consideration respectin 


Mr. ADAMS, of 1 


late 


‘** Regular order !’’ ] 

gentleman from Indiana raises the question 

r the unfinished business 

inois. I wish to ask a parliamentary question. 
The SPEAKER rhe gentleman will state it 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. If the motion of the gentleman from In- 
diana should prevail and we should go to business on the Speaker’s 
table, will it be for the consideration of the bill which he 

r all the business on the Speaker's table? 

‘he SPEAKER It will he 
Speaker’s table in its regular 
Senate amendments have 
The question is, Will 
unfinished business ? 


indicates or 


for the consideration of business on the | 
order. But under the rules bills with 
priority in the order in which they stand. 
the House proceed with the consideration of the | 


The question was taken; and there were—ayes 82, noes 60 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask the yeas and nays 
on this question 


rhe yeas and nays were ordered 


( 
( 
( 
( 
| Clements, 
( 
( 
‘ 
( 
( 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 83 
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voting 106; as follows: 


Adams, J.J 
Aiken, 
Alexander 
Arnot, 
Ballentine, 
Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Belmont 
Bennett, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 
Boyle 
Breckinridge, 
Broadhead, 
Buchanan 
Burnes 
Cabell 
‘aldwell, 
ampbell, Felix 
andler 
‘lay 


‘obh 
ollins 
osgrove 
ovington, 
ox, S.S. 

Dargan., 

Davis, L. H 

Deuster 

Dibrell 

Dorsheimer, 
Dunn 

Eaton, 


Adams, G. E. 
Atkinson, 
Belford 
Bowen, 
Brainerd, 
Breitung. 
Brew er, F. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm 
Cannon, 
Cassidy, 
Chalmers, 


Culbertson, W. W. 


Cutcheon, 
Davis,G.R 
Davis, R. T 
Dingley, 
Dunham, 
I ] wood, 


Evans, I. N. 


Anderson, 
Bagley 
Barbour, 
Barr 
Bayne, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Biand 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, J. H. 
Buckner, 
Budd 
Burleigh, 
Calkins 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, J. M 
Carleton, 
Chace 
Clardy 
Connolly, 
Converse, 
( ook, 

( W.R 
( 
( 
( 


risp 


Sulberson, D. B 
‘ullen 


So the House 


notice: 


Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, with Mr. BAYNE. 
BLACKBURN with Mr. RUSSELL. 
Mr. MorRRILI 


Mr. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


YEAS—135 


Elliott 
Ellis 
English 


Ermentrout, 


Ferrell 
Fiedler 
Findlay, 
Foran, 
Forney, 
Garrison 
Gibs 





Gilascock, 
Greenleaf, 
Halse 
Hardeman, 
Hardy 
Harmer 
Hatch, W.H 
Henley 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hewitt,G. W. 
Holman 


Hopkins 
Houseman, 
Hurd 


Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J.H 
Jones J K 
Jones, J.T 
Jordan 
King 
Kleiner 
Lanham, 
Lewis 


NAYS 


Everhart 
Funston 
Geddes 

George 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 

Hart, 

Hatch, H. H. 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henderson, T..J. 
Hepburn, 


Lore 
McAdoo, 
MeMillin, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills 
Mitchell 
Money 
Morrison, 
Morse 
Moulton. 
Murphy, 
Mutchler, 
Neece 
Oates 
O'Ferrall, 
Patton 

Pic ree 

Pee 

Post 

Potter 
Pryor 
Randall 

Re rm 
Rigezs 
Robertson, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rosecrans, 


scaies 





seney 
seymour 
shaw 
Shelley 
Sin 


ngieton, 


s—s 


Laird 
Lawrence, 
Lovering, 
Lowry 
Lyman 
McComas, 
Millard 
Milliken, 
Ochiltree, 
Payne 
Payson 


Perkins 


Hitt Peters 
Holmes Po und, 
Hort Price 
Houk Pusey 
Howey, Rankin, 
Jeffords Ranney, 
Johnson, Ray, G. W. 
Kean, Reed 
Kellogg, Rice 

NOT VOTING—106, 
Curtin Keifer, 
Davidson, Kelley 
Dibble Ketcham 
Dockery, Lacey 
Dowd Lamb 


Dunecatr 
Eldredge, 
Evins, J. H. 


Finerty, 
Follett 
Fyan 
Gof 
Graves 
Green 
Hancock 
Haynes 
Hemphill, 
Herbert 
Hill, 


Hiscock 
Hoblitzell, 
Holton, 
Hooper 
Hunt 
Hutchins. 
James, 


Kasson, 


Le Fevre, 
Libbey 
Long 

Met oid 
McCormick, 
Matson, 
Miller, S.H 
Morgan 


Morrill, 
Muldrow 
Muller, 
Murray, 
Nelso 

Nicholls 
Nutting 
O Hara 


O'Neill, Charles 
O Neil, J.J. 
Paige 

Parker 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 


Spriggs 
Stewart, ¢ 
Stocks! 
Storm, 
Sumner,C.A 
Sumner, D.H 
Talbott 
Taylor, J. M 
Thomps 
Throckmortor 
Tilimar 
Tucker 

Tully 
Turner, H.G 
Turnet 
VanA 
Vv ince 
Van Eaton 
Wallace 
Warner, Ri 
Weaver 


iearle 


ager 


Osca 


istV le 


Wellbori 
Weller 
Wempl 
Williams 
Willis 





Rock we 
Rowel 
Smith, 


Spooner 
Stewart, J. W 
Stone 

Strait 
Strubk 
Townshend 
Valentine 
Wadswort 
Wait 
Wakefield 
Ward, 
White, M 
Whiting 
Wilson, James 
Winans, Joh: 
Woodward 
York 


Ray, Ossia 
Reagan 
Robinson, J.8 
Robinson, W.1 
Rogers, W. I 


Russe! 
Ryan, 
Skinner, C.R 
Skinner, T.G 


Slocum 
Smalls 


Snyder 
Springer 
Steele 


Stephenso: 
stevens 
Taylor, E 
Taylor, J.D 
Thomas 
Warne 
Washbur 
White, J.D 
Wilkins 
Wise, J.5 
Wood 





\ 1 


decided to consider the unfinished business 
The following were announced as paired on all questions until further 


with Mr. GRAVES. 
The following were announced as paired on all political questions 
until further notice: 
Mr. Hiscock with Mr. HERBERT. 


TALBOTT with Mr. STEELE. 
SNYDER with Mr. BARR. 
HILL with Mr. HoLron. 
MORSE with Mr. DAvis, of Illinois. 
REAGAN with Mr. KELLEY. 
Evins, of South Carolina, with Mr. LACEY. 


Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. HAYNES 


Mr. 


Mr. GREEN with Mr. THOMAS. 


BUCKNER with Mr. KELLOGG 


i mee la 


‘oe 
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LE FEVRE with Mr. RoBINsoN, of Ohio. 












\ 

ir RoGERS, of New York, with Mr. HOOPER. 

Mr. PAIGE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH. a 

Mr. DOCKERY with Mr. BREWER, ot New Jersey. 

\ir. CONVERSE with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. LIBBEY. _ 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. JOHN 5. WISE. 

5 Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. CHACE 

oe Mr. MORGAN with Mr. CULLEN. 

. 3 Mr. HuTcHINS with Mr. CALKINS. 

pos he fullowing were also announced as paired 

3 ‘ir. McuLpRow with Mr. GOFF. 

CULBERSON, of Texas, with Mr. BISBEE. 

Mr. Jones, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH, until June 25. 
‘Ir, WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. KETCHAM, until June 30. 

on ‘Ir. LAMB with Mr. Lona, until June 28. 
\Ir. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. PETTIBONE, until June 27. 
Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, with Mr. PERKINS, until June 27 

‘ Mr. WILKINS with Mr. KAsson, until June 27, 

rhe following were announced as paired on this vote 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. JAMEs. 

Mr. BAGLEY with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire. 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, with Mr. ANDERSON. 

Mr. Crisp with Mr. NELSoN. Mr. Crisp would vote ‘‘ay,’’ and 

; Mr. NELSON *‘no.”’ 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. Iam paired with Mr. BURLEIGH on all 

estions except this land grant, and therefore I have voted. 

On motion of Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the names was dispensed with. 

lhe vote was then announced as above recorded 

BACKBONE RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chai 
Che House resumes the consideration of the untinished business, the bill 
H. R. 5622) to repeal section 22 of the act to incorporate the Texas 
Pacitic Railroad Company, approved March 3, 1371, and to declare the 
forteiture of the land grant therein made, and tor other purposes. 

Mr. LEWIS. I yield to the gentleman from California to submit a 
privileged report 

CHEROKEE KESERVATION, ARKANSAS. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
mick favorably the bill (H. R. 1781) to provide for the disposal of the | 
Cherokee reservation in the State of Arkansas; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed 

BACKBONE RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The House resumes the consideration 
of the unfinished business, and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the ground upon which the majority of 
the committee rely for the forfeiture of the land grant under consideration 
may be stated in the first place as a failure to construct the road on the 

ne and tothe point required by the granting act and the charter; sec- 

; mdly, as a faiture to perfect the transfer of the grant by the grantee 
to the claimant company; and thirdly, that no road was constructed 
Within the five years’ limit expressed in the proviso to the grant. 
\t the conclusion of my remarks yesterday evening, when I gave 
Way to a motion to adjourn, I stated that subsequently, December 11, 
Is72, in order to enable the Backbone company to avail itself of this 
grant, the Legislature of Louisiana amended the charter and author- 
zed t to construct a road from Baton Rouge by the way of Alexan- 
Gra lo Shreveport; not to the eastern terminus of the Texas Pacilic 
Railroad, but to Shreveport. 
an proposition was questioned by the gentlemen from Louisiana 
st. LEWIS]. IT will read from page 1 of the majority report 
‘he State Legislature, act approved December 11, 1872, said: 
il power and authority to commence the construction of their road in the 
i f New Orleans or Shre veport, or at any intermediate point on the line of 
map road is may best suit the convenience of said company and facilitate the 
- struction of a continuous line from the city of New Orleans to the « ity of 
> “veport, or perfect railroad communication with the Texas Pacific Railroad 
; y other railroad in Northwestern Louisiana at or near the State line: Pro- 
_— t Phat the said company shall construct the line of its road be- 
vrs wt the @ty of New Orleans and the city of Baton Rouge, on the east of the 
; a eeiver, to the corporate limits of the said city of Baton Rouge or ad- 
4 In all the legislation had hy the State of Louisiana up to this point 
i® one of the objects was to have the road constructed upon the east side 


ot th — 
alhe Tlvey 


Che grand object desired or sought, however, to be gath- 
Mi its legislation was the connection of New Orleans and the 
lississippi with the Texas Pacitic railway system. 


ered trom 


* 
r 
aa Lower 





Mar. anne however, before leay ing this point, thaton the 2d of 

i act to the besa of the United States passed a supplemental 
% company w am _— Pacific grant, under the fifth section of which that 
5 Marshall edi to construct its road or to control a road trom 
hae ns x., to Shreveport, La.; and in order to state the question 





presented in a concise form I will read from the report of the 
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Judiciary Committee, drawn by its chairman, always concise and to the 
point 

But betore doing so let me say that the act of May 2, which 
in fact made Shreveport the eastern terminus, required it to allow 
connections to be made by any and all other railroad companies east- 
ward. The Legislature of Louisiana at the following session, December 
11, 1872, amended the charter of the Backbone company so as to give 
it the right of building its road to Shreveport, thereby recognizing 
Shreveport in this act of May 2 as in fact the eastern terminus of the 
Texas Paciticsystem, and not Marshall, as contended for by the majority 
of the Committee on Public Lands 
Mr. COBB. Ifthe gentleman will pardon me, I understand him t 
speaking legislative enactment of the State of Louisiana. N« 
itleman insist that the Legislature of that State could change 

with regard to fixing the terminus of this road 

to this grant? I want to understand the 
The gentleman will have an opportunity of replying 
ll list I have I will ex- 


LiSLO 


1872 


iY yw, 
does the a 
the 
h 
Mr 
to me, and if he 
plain exactly what I mean 


law ot Congress 


\V h is subject ventleman 


OATES 


wi n for the few moments that 


Mr. LEWIS Does not the very act you allude to make an express 
provision to that end ? 

Mr. OATES {s I have said, gentlemen will have the right to reply 
and can answer my points. But I will state to the gentleman that | 
am now speaking of the purposes of the Legislature in granting the 
charter, and that the Legislature recognized Shreveport as the eastern 
terminus of the Texas Pacific system 

Mr. COBB But does the legislative enactment control the act of 
Congress ? 

Mr. LEWIS Evidently the ventleman thinks so 

Mr. OATES. I must decline to be interrupted. Gentlemen, as |] 
have said, will have ample time to reply 

Then Feb ary 13, 1873, the second and final map of location was 
tiled and the withdrawal of the lands made. 


In June, 1875, the New 
acitic Railroad Company obtained its charter. February 19 
a few days before the expiration of the five years’ limit in t] 
pro’ granting act, the Legislatur Louisiana amended 
the charter, and authorized the New Orleans Pacific company to build 
from New Orleans to Shreveport and Marshall or whatever point was 
necessary to form a connection with the Texas P Thereby 

of Louisiana was ide: 


gentlemen will see the object of the Legislaturs 


> 


Orleans | 


1876, but 


ie 


to the ol 


acific system 


tical in this respect with the legislation of Congress in regard to the 
Backbone company. The object was to obtain a connection betwee 
the city of New Orleans and the lower Mississippi with the Texas Pacific 


railway system. This is not denied by the majority of the committe 


who on page 3 of their report say: 
ed 


The | 


pro by this company corresponded with and ran in the sam 
general direction as the route indicated by the New Orleans, Baton Rouge an 
Vicks Railway Company,on file in the General Land Office,except th 
the route of the latter from New Orleans to Baton Rouge was on the east, wh 


that of the former lay on the west, side 


But there was the difficulty again encountered; here was the grant 
to the Backbone company; the five years’ limit had about expired 
That company had done nothing except to file its map of location. It 

no part of the road had been built. It was b 
its inaction defeating and disappointing the object and purpose of th: 
State of Louisiana and of the United States, for the desire ot 
expressed in their I 
Therefore, as the Backbone grant was in the 
Pacific and would not or could not proceed, on 


of the Mississippi River 


was not constructed 


each, a 
gislation, was to favor this important connection 
April 30, 1877, 
Legisl it 
act for th 
grant and the unconstitutionality of the act, the New Orleans Pacifi 
Company was not forwarded in its enterprise thereby 

In June 1g a case, perhaps an agreed case, which is characte 
ized by the majority as a piece of judicial ledgerdemain, was presente: 


if purpose ; 


tollowil 


in the United States circuit court at New Orleans and by that cou 
decided that this repealing act was void 
This decision is characterized in the majority report as a piece o 


judici il ledgerde main, but any gentle man it seems to me who will e 





amine this legislation will see that the State of Louisiana and the Ne 
Orleans Paciiic Railroad Company were in accord: and that case 
made tor the purpose of determining the worth of the re pealing act 
it had any Che judge properly decided that it was void Althoug!] 
that decision, it is said, is not binding on the State of Louisiana be 
cause it is not a party to the suit, every lawyer knows or ought to 
know that the act was a nullity for the reason that in the charts 
was stipulate i that the said ¢ Mupan 

Shall possess and enjoy the ts and franchises granted to said compa 
the State Louisana in this and heretofore; and sucn grants and the « 
avements he i id } red to on the part of the State of Lo la 
shall t deeine , and shall be, binding contracts between the State 
Louisian < i D v to be impaired, disturbed, or mod it 
subsequen vis except w ie consent and on he petition of said 
pany 

Now, article 447 o ie Code o uisiana, In existe when th 
charter was granted, reads 

A corporatio valiv establishe mav be disso 

' 1 : ‘ 


way of the New Orleans 
the 
ure of the State attempted to repeal the charter, and passed an 
but still, owing to the natureand character of the 
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the public interest, provided that when the act of incorporation imports a con- 
tract, on the faith of which individuals have advanced money or engaged their 
property, it can not be repealed without providing for the reimbursement of the 
1dvances made or making full indemnity to such individuals 


second. By the forfeiture of their charter, when the corporation abuses its | 
privileges or refuses to accomplish the conditions on which such privileges were | 
granted,in which case the corporation becomes extinct by the etfect of the vio- | 


lation of the condition of the act of incorporation. 


It is not claimed that on the second ground this corporation had 


forfeited its charter and had become extinct; but the repealing act is 
on the first ground. The Legislature passed a repealing act, when the | 
record before the House abounds with evidence that this company had | 


issued its bonds and sold them and had contracted debts and liabili- 
ties. Therefore it was not competent to repeal its charter without its 
consent, and this consent was not had; no petition was put in for this 
repealing act Therefore it was not competent for the Legislature to 
repeal its charter without providing indemnity for its creditors, and 
the repealing act was a mere nullity. 
What next? There was the grant stillin the way. It is admitted, 
nd therefore it is unnecessary to be argued, that the grant was of an 
estate upon condition subsequent. It is the undoubted law from Black- 
stone all the way through all the authorities to the present time that 
in this character of estate when the condition is not performed the 
estate does not becom ipso facto void or revert. It is within the dis- 


cretion of the grantor to permit the estate to continue vested or by a | 


re-entry or acts equivalent thereto to terminate it. In the absence of 
such action on the part of the grantor, whether an individual or the 
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makes no difference. The New Orleans Pacific Railroad Con 
took the grant cum oncre, subject to forfeiture, subject to the claims 4 
creditors. Sofar as the Governmeut is concerned that transfer, whethe 
it was made in good faith or with a fraudulent purpose, is jes jy, 
alios acta. 

Mr. LEWIS. May I ask a question ? 

Mr. OATES. No, sir; Ihave nottime. If the transfer was yaa 


ipany 


mace 


for a fraudulent purpose who had a right to complain? The credito 
of the company, the stockholders of the company; no one else 

If this assignment was improperly made, made for a fraudulent » 
pose, the courts were open to the stockholders and to the creditors ¢ 
interfere and interpose for the adjustment of their rights. It matter 
not to this Government whether this grant was thus transferred or yot 
the object, the grand purpose of the Government in making the gr 


pur- 


has been completely effectuated; to wit, a road has been constructed 


touching all the points mentioned in the granting act. The road \ 
thus constructed, completed, and trainsrunning on it from New Or\: 
connecting with the Texas Pacific Railroad for something like a) 
and a half before the present bill was introduced to declare a forteit 
of the grant. 

Mr. LEWIS. A bill was filed to forfeit this grant long before that 
in 1878 or 1879. 

Mr. OATES. Bills were introduced for a forfeiture prior to t! 


| time. itistrue. Bills were introduced into the Forty-seventh Congress 
mark you, before the completion of the road. What was the result ’ 


Government or a corporation, the estate remains in the grantee. No | 


one else can disturb it. The grant then stood thus in this case. 
\ sharp criticism is made in the report of the committee upon the 
conduct of the president of the New Orleans Pacitic Company because 


The bill or the resolution was referred to the Committee on the J 


| diciary, which then had jurisdiction of the forfeiture of land grants 


he came before Congress after this act had been declared void and under- | 


took to get this grant to the Backbone company declared forfeited and 
onferred upon hiscompany. This action of his was in accord with the 
will of the State, because the State had done everything it could to get 
this Backbone company or its grant out of the way to permit the New 
Orleans Pacific Company to build the road and facilitate it in doing so. 
He came here and protracted his efforts. He urged that it was a de- 


funct corporation—on the faith manifestly of this repealing act. But | 


Congress declined to forfeit it. Bills were introduced. They were re- 


ferred to committees. Strenuous efforts were made by Wheelock, the | 


president of this company, to have this grant forfeited. It is cited as an 
evidence why it ought to be forfeited now because he said if this grant 
was out of the way his company was able and willing to construct the 
road without Government aid. But that is no ground for forfeiture. 
Chat is manifestly the result of hisenthusiasm for a forfeiture in order to 
get the land grant out of the way or conferred upon his company—at 
least to get it removed. 


The House thereby had cognizance of the matter. After a full inves 
tigation, to the satisfaction of my learned friend from Illinois [M 
PAYSON ], who was perfectly familiar with this whole subject, and w 
had, prior to that time, filed his objection in the General Land Ofti 
against the issuance of patents, that gentleman became satistied t! 
there was no just ground for forfeiture, and wrote a letter to the Secr 
tary of the Interior so informing him. 

Mr. LEWIS. Did he have any authority to withdraw the reso 
tion ? 

Mr. OATES. He had to get permission of the committee to do 

Mr. LEWIS. The resolution was offered in the House and referre 
to the committee. 

Mr. OATES. A resolution in the same Congress was introduced i 


| the Senate and referred to the proper committee of that body and 


When we look at the granting act we find that the purpose of the 


Government of the United States in making the grant was to have 
connection between the eastern terminus of the Texas Pacific system 
and New Orleans. That was the purpose of the Government, and the 
only requirements were that the road should be constructed to touch 
Baton Rouge and Alexandria and reach connection with the eastern 
terminus of the Texas Pacific and be completed within five years. 
Che object of the State was the same, and the right of the company 


from Baton Rouge westward to Shreveport to build the road and the | 


right of way were conferred by the Government of the United States 
in advance of any action by the Legislature of Louisiana. 

Che road has been constructed, and was completed in October, 1883, 
and is within the withdrawal limits of the grant. This is sufficient 
to entitle the company to the lands unless the failure to build the road 
within the five years willdefeat their claim. (Van Wyck rs. Knevals, 
106 United States Reports. 

\fter the failure upon the part of Colonel Wheelock, president of the 
company, to obtain a forfeiture of this grant, he then resorted to nego- 
tiation and purchase, and finally succeeded. There is in the report a 
criticism upon the mode of the purchase, and it is denied that any title 
passed by the purchase, on the ground that it was fraudulent and that 
there was no transfer made of this grant. It is admitted that it was 
transferable or assignable. That is not questioned. The record dis- 
closes that there was a meeting of the president and the directors, or a 
quorum of them, and they passed a resolution to make a transfer of the 
land grant of the Backbone company to the New Orleans Pacific. Sub- 
sequently the New Orleans Pacific Company accepted the transfer, the 


January 5, 1881. There was also a meeting of the stockholders of the 
Backbone company subsequently called for the purpose of ratification. 
They met and ratified the transfer. 

Mr. LEWIS. State how they did it. 

Mr. OATES. You state in your report that a majority of the stock- 
holders were represented by Wheelock, the president of the New Or- 
leans and Pacific Railroad Company, as their proxy. 

Mr. LEWIS. I stated that he represented stockholders, not that he 
represented a majority of the stockholders, 

Mr. OATES. It makes no difference in law whether this transfer 
was made for the purpose of defraudiug or not; it is legal on its fac 


Although the consideration recited in the deed is but one dollar, that 


that committee considered and reported back, and its action declaring 


veal 


against this forfeiture was confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. LEWIS. My friend is mistaken. 

Mr. OATES. No; I am not. 

Mr. LEWIS. The Senate never took any action on that. 

Mr. OATES. I will send it up to be read. 

Mr. LEWIS. I know what the report is, but I do not think 
Senate ever took any action upon it. 

Mr. OATES. I will not have it read now, but will print it asa } 


|} of my remarks. The whole question is embodied in that report 


was concurred in by the Senate, and which is as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 711, Forty-seventh Congress, first session 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 
JUNE 7, 1882.—Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Jonas, from the Committee on Railroads, submitted the following 

The Committee on Railroads, to whom the subject was referred, sub 
following report : 

A petition has been referred to the Committee on Railroads of certa 
of Louisiana, asking for the forfeiture of the land grant made to the Ne 
leans, Vicksburg, and Baton Rouge Railroad Company by the ninth s« 
the act entitled “‘An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad ( 
and to aid in the construction of its road, and for other purposes 
Maret 3, 1871, on the ground that the company to whom the grant was mat 
failed to build the road within the time prescribed by the act 

The grant was made to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge, and Vicksbu 
road Company, its successors and assigns. That company was incor) 
an act of the Legislature of Louisiana, approved December 30, 1369. Thi 
of Congress in making tie grant was to aid in the construction. of the propos 
road, via Baton Rouge, Alexandria, and Shreveport, to connect with t! 
terminus of the Texas Pacific Railroad, and thus connect that road 
Mississippi River and the Gulf of Mexico. 

The committee find that this connecting road, on almost the sa: 


| between the same points (if not built by the original grantees), has 


by the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company, which was organiz 
charter confirmed by an act of the legislature of Louisiana, approved | 
19,1876. This road is now completed and running between New ©: 
the eastern terminus of the Texas Pacific Railroad, at or near Mars! 


. aad > | its route being via Baton Rouge, Alexander, and Shreveport. 
deed having been made by the authorities of the Backbone company on | : 


The New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company (\ 
has corporate existence), by deed dated the ith day of January, 15> 
and transferred to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company al! its 1 
and interest in and to the lands granted to it by the before-mentioned 
gress incorporating the Texas Pacific Railroad Company. This transf« 
proved, ratified, and confirmed at a meeting of the stockholders of t 
leans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company by a vote of t 
of its entire capital stock. The transfer was formally accepted by th« 
directors of the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company. 

The deed of transfer, a certified copy of the resolution of the stock s 
the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company ratiiy!s 
transfer, and a certified copy of the resolution of the board of directors 
New Orleans Pacific Railway Company accepting the transfer, have be« 
in the Department of the Interior 

A commissioner to inspect a portion of the railroad built by the New © 
Pacilic Railway Company was, upon the application of that company, ap! 
by the President of the United States, and the report of the said commm!s= 
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proving the construction of the portion of the railroad inspected by him, was | 
vi filed in the Department of the Interior. s 
‘"Cpplication is now made for the issuance of patents to the New Orleans Pa- r 
ape ilw ,y Company for the lands granted by Congress to the New Orleans, | 
a ~~ a -e and Vicksburg Railroad Company, and by the last-named com- | 
ee rd to the New Orleans Pacitic Railway Company, as heretofore | 
pan . eS 
st erant was originally made to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 
“a Railroad Company, its successors and assigns, for the purposes above | 
7 = road has been built by the assignee of the grantee, and the objects of the 
rant have been fully attained. : 
No forfeiture of the grant was made before the completion of the road on 
vrounds alleged, and we think it would be unjustand inequitable to make 
euch forfeiture now when the work has been completed by the assignee com- 
any, which has built the road in good faith and in full expectation of receiv- | 
im iin benefit of the grant, which remained unforfeited and assignable in the 


control of their grantor. 5 ; 
Your committee think no consideration of public policy requires the forfeit- 


re of the grant, and they recommend that the committee be discharged from 
further consideration of the memorial. 

his brings me to the consideration of the third point. It is de- 
clared by the majority of the committee, and I may say, for the record 
discloses it, that the Committee on Public Lands are about as equally 
divided on this question as you can divide eleven men, six declaring for 
the forfeiture and five against—it is declared by the majority of the 
committee that this grant ought to be forfeited because no road was 
constructed within the five years’ limit. 

Now. I maintain that while it was within the power of the Govern- 
ment to declare a forfeiture at any time after the expiration of the five 
vears, Congress having failed to doit until after the road was completed, 
that isa waiver of the right to declare a forfeiture, and it would be most 
inequitable for usto doso now. With reference to the transfer, let me 
remark, in passing, that recognition was had from the executive depart- 
ment, as summarized in that portion of the report of the Committee on | 
the Judiciary to which I referred awhile ago and which I will now | 


read: 


x 


The New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, after obtaining said deed from 
the Backbone company, applied to the General Land Office and Interior De- 
partment for information as to the recognition of the validity of the transfer of 

ind to it on the part of the authorities of the United States. The events which 
ed to this may be noted in order. 

February 3, 1881.—Resolution of the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company 
\uthorizing its president to accept the grant. On the 17th of February a letter 
of Comissioner Williamson to Mr. Barnum, president of the Backbone com- 
pany, Which closes as follows (S. Ex. Doce. 31, pp. 23, 24): | 

rhere can be no doubt that when the president of the New Orleans Pacili 
Railway Company accepts said transfer, the company will be fully vested with 
the right, title, and interest which the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 

rg Railroad Company has in and to said grant.”’ 

On the 19th of February, 1881, the New Orleans Pacific Company accepted the 
vrant, and on the 2lst of February Commissioner Williamson wrote to Mr. Bar- 


m, president of the Backbone company, in these words | 
rhe transfer by the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad | 


(Company ofall its right, title,and interests in and to said grant to the said New 
Orleans Pacific Railway Company is now complete.” (8S. Ex. Doe. 31, pp. 24,25 

These events in their order show that before its acceptance of the grant of 
ands the New Orleans Pacific Company was careful to be satisfied that their 
tle would be effectual, and for the reason, which fully appears from the afti- 
davits of G. M. Dodge and E. G. Wheelock, that they did not intend to under- 
ike to build the road along the general line of the Backbone company with 

the Congressional land grant to that company as a basis of credit upon 
which to proceed securely. 

Much contention seems to have arisen over this whole matter, as appears in 
Executive Document 31, which ended in the opinion of Attorney-General 
Brewster dated, June 13, 1882, upon the validity of the assignment. (See pp 
25 Phat opinion held that the Congressional grant to the Backbone com- 
pany was legally assigned tothe New Orleans Pacific Company, and was a grant 

presenti. 


[ maintain that the building of the road by the New Orleans Pacitic 
Company makes the question stand precisely in the attitude as though 
the road had been built by the original grantee, the Backbone com- 
pany, with this exception: that after the transfer to the New Orleans 
Vacitic Company they constructed the whole line of road in less than 
two years; there was no delay about it. The company was induced to 
build the read by the recognition of the officers of the Land Depart- 
ment, by assurances from the executive department of the Government 
that the transfer of the grant was complete, and by a letter from the 
(delegation in Congress from Louisiana giving assurance that they would 
lo all they could to secure the land grant to the New Orleans Pacific 
Company. 

General Dodge swears that by reason of the land grant this company 
Was induced to undertake the construction of this road; that without 
the land grant they would not have undertaken it, would not have 
expended the money necessary to have constructed it. 

Now, touching the question of the right of forfeiture, it is a well- 
settled principle of law that any person interested in the estate may 
perform the condition, and the performance of the condition after the 
*xpiration of the time named dispenses with or discharges the con- 

‘ition if influenced or accepted by the grantor, or if with full knowl- 
«ge he remains silent or forbearant and sees the condition performed 
: thout objection; in either event equity and good conscience alike 
declare that the right of forfeiture is thereby waived. 
Now, in the limited time which I have, it is quite out of the ques- 
= = me to read in extenso the authorities I have at hand upon this 
proposition. 

lhe SPEAKER pro tempore Mr. Morse). 

‘man trom Alabama [Mr. OATES] has expired, 


( 


The time of the gentle- 


of private deeds? 





O41 


I ask that the gentleman be allowed to pro- 


Mr. BLANCHARD. 


| ceed. 


Mr. OATES. I desire but a few minutes more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. OATES. There was full knowledge and recognition by the Gov- 
ernment, because this question was brought to its attention in both 
branches of Congress, and was brought to the attention also of the Ex- 
ecutive Departments; this, too, before the completion of the road, while 
the condition was in fact being performed, and yet Congress refused to 
forieit this grant. 

Mr. LEWIS. 

Mr. OATES. 

Mr. LEWIS. 
is the reason 

Mr. OATES. Congress could have declared the forfeiture if it so 
desired. I wish to read from the head-notes in the case of Ludlow 
vs. The New York and Harlem River Railroad Company (12 Barbour’s 
Reports, page 440 

Phe defendants obtained from the plaintiff a deed in fee of a strip of land, the 
fences, &c., and the deed was to cease and be void unless the railroad was com- 
pleted through the premises granted on or before a certain day therein named. 
The road was not completed at the time specified, but the plaintiff made no 
effort to assert his right tothe estate, or to do any act equivalent to an entry at 
the common law until two years after the forfeiture had oceurred. During that 
time he saw the defendants making large expenditures over the premises in 
question; he gave them notice to make the fences, which they did accordingly 


about a year beforethe suit was commenced ; he traveled over the road himself, 
&ec.: Held, that no stronger evidence could be exhibited, short of the execution 


Refused ? 
It has not done so. 
It has not had a chance to vote on the question; that 


|} and delivery of a new deed, of a design to waive the forfeiture and confirm the 
| grant than these facts, and that the plaintiff could not, therefore, recover the 


premises in an action of ejectment 
In 2 Paine’s Reports, page 562, in the case of The People of Vermont 
vs. The Society for the Propagation of the Gospel in Foreign Parts, the 


| court said: 


But without placing our opinion entirely upon this view of the case (although 
we think it would be difficult to surmount the objections already stated to the 


| claim set up on the part of the State), the fact set up in the plea and admitted 


by the demurrer, that the condition has been performed, is an unanswerable 
objection to the claim of forfeiture. 

It isa general rule that any one may perform a condition who has an interest 
in itor inthe land whereto it is annexed; and if atime to perform be appointed, 
the purchaser may perform. This was the rule laid down in the case of Marks 
vs. Marks, and is recognized by the elemenjary writers; and when a condition 


| is once performed it is thenceforth entirely gone, and the thing to which it was 


before annexed becomes absolute and wholly unconditional. 

This was a legislative grant, and the condition was performed after 
the expiration of the time specified. 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LEWIS. (re not the cases which the gentleman has cited cases 
And does the gentleman contend that the principles 
applicable to covenants in private deeds apply to public grants? 

Mr. OATES. They do, Mr. Speaker, with this exception: A public 
grant must be construed more strongly against the grantee than a private 
grant; in other words, in the case of a legislative grant the act must 
show that the right claimed is within the grant. Notwithstanding that 
rule, the common-law rule with reference to the performance of condi- 
tions in the case of estates upon condition is not changed at all, but is 
the same whether the grant be a public legislative one or a private one. 

In the case of Marks vs. Marks (10 Modern) Lord Chancellor Parker, 
assisted by the master of the rolls, held that an estate in remainder, 
upon condition that the remainderman pay a certain sum of money 
within three months after the death of the first taker, that the condi- 
tion was performed and the estate became absolute by a payment of the 
money after the three months had expired. 

In Williard vs. Alcott (2 N. H.) a grantor of an estate to his son, on 
condition that the son should maintain the father in a certain manner 
during his life. which the son failed to do, it was held that the failure 
of the father, who resided on the premises, to notify the son that he 
re-entered and took advantage of the breach before suit brought, was 
a waiver of his right of forfeiture. 

In Chalker vs. Chalker (1 Conn.) there was a breach of condition in 
non-payment of an annuity, and the grantor subsequently accepted the 
money. This was held to be a waiver of the condition subsequent at- 
tached to the grant, and that a forfeiture once waived can never after- 
ward be claimed. 

In Hume rs. Kent (1 Ball and B.) it was held that allowing a tenant 
to lay out money in repairs of the estate after a breach of condition was 
a waiver of the right to declare a forfeiture. 

In Andrews rs. Senter (52 Maine) it was held that any acts by the 
grantor or vendor inconsistent with his claim of forfeiture are evidence 
of a waiver of that right. 

I could enumerate many more authorities to the same effect 
run all through the books 

Now, there is this difference only between my friend from Illinois 
and myself in regard to this question: In the minority report it was 
claimed that the seventeenth section of the act had an effect upon this 
grant I new admit, on further investigation, that ithas not. There- 
tore the only difference between us is in the language employed, wherein 


They 





he claims that the equities in this case are with the company, and that 
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no forfeiture should be had—evidently meaning what I mean. The 


difference is in mere form of « xpression rather than in substance 


that we agree that as between an individual and the New 
company the individual as grantor would on the 


l believe 


Orleans facts have no 


in a court of justice to declare this grant forfeited. 

I claim that the condition having been performed, the grantor, with 
full knowledge, having permitted the condition to be performed, al- 
though the time had elapsed, would as between individuals constitute 
an estoppel against declaring this forfeiture 


bones 
standing 


We may speak of an 
in a legislative sense, meaning nothing more than a declaration 
ol public polic V 


tained by 


equ ty 
But when we speak of equities as known and ascer- 
rules it is law, as well defined in its enlarged sense. There- 
I maintain that both by law and equity, by the fixed 
rules which obtain in cases between individuals, the Government 
forteiture That this Government is strong 
enough to do whatsoever it pleases I will not question But the doc- 
trine th ire that the 

i a doctrine which belongs only to 


an 0) 
right of kings as the supreme 


lore 1n This Case 


like 


has no right to declare this 


laches not to be imputed to the Government, 


Crovernment ¢ no wrong, 1s 


rovernments which recognize the divine 


iaWw 
While this 


great Government is powerful enough to do whatsoever 
pleases by ] 


yhysic , yet in dealing with its citizens it will treat 


ai lorce 


them 


and itself as equals before the law in the adjustment of rights. 
That is what should be done by it in every case and in all of its depart- 
ments. Therefore apply this principle as between individuals, and it 


s manifest t it is unlawful for the Government now to declare this 
land from that company which it so promptly 


fore take this la 
opportunity to do it. 


ture and 
had the 
No lands are claimed for sixty-eight miles of road from Ney Orleans 
to White Castle. The New Orleans Pacific Company bought that, it 
ft Morgan’s Louisiana and Texas Railroad, and the At- 
torney-General very properly decided that the company were not enti- 
tled to any lands for that. The grant was made to aid 
struction of a road, not to pay for one already in existence. 
The eighteenth section of the Texas Pacitic grant, which applies to 
the case under consideration 


earned onc 


being a part o 


in 


the con- 


is in these words 


Sec. 18. That the President of the United States, upon the completion of the 
nof twenty miles, shall appoint one commissioner, whose duty it shall 
ine the various sections of twenty miles as they shall be completed, 
thereon to him in writing; and if from such report he be satisfied 
company has fully completed each section of its road, asin this act 
he shall direct the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents to said 
company for the lands it ito under this act as fast as each 
is completed 


first sectio 


be to exan 


and report 
that said 
provided 


is entitle section of 


said road 


Under the authority conferred by this law the President appointed 
Thomas Hassard, a competent man for that business, to inspect the road 
as constructed. He performed that duty and reported with minute 
particularity under oath that the road was properly constructed. 

On the 13th of March, 1383, the Secretary of the Interior made a re- 
port to the President, setting forth a history of the various transactions 
pertinent to the question to be considered, as appears in Senate Execu- 
tive Document 31, page 76, and recommended that patents be issued 
to the company 

Chereupon the President approved the recommendation of the Sec- 
retary 

Now 
Executive that the New Orleans Pacific Company was entitled to the 


here 


lands granted to the Backbone company less the sixty-eight miles of 


purchased road. Did the Department and the President have authority 
of law fortheir action? They unquestionably had 
made was conclusive and binding 

\ universal principle of law is that if an agent act within the scope 
of his authority his principal is bound thereby 
the United States can act only through its agents, and hence this rule 
hpplies to it with full force 2 Nott and Huntington’s Reports. 

In the Floyd case in this volume, where the Secretary of War ac- 
cepted or certified checks against the Government without authority, 
his act was held not to be binding. But in Adams’s case, in the same 
volume, the court held that where the general in command of a Western 
army made an illegal contract forthe construction of mortar-boats, and 
after they were built the Secretary of War without any express author- 
ty, but by mere implied authority, it bein: within the scope of his 
power, ratified the contract, and thereby gave it force and validity. In 
Johnson vs. Towsley, in 13 Wallace, the Supreme Court of the United 
States has declared as settled law that where a Department or officer 
is authorized by law to decide any question and he does so the decision 
is as conclusive and binding as a judgment of a court of law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, thanking the House for indulging me in time 
beyond that allotted to me, I will trespass no further. 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Speaker, no American citizen can be insensible 
to the great benetits conferred on the trade, commerce, and advance- 
ment of all the material interests of this country by railroads. It 
would have been better for the railroads and those who invest money 
in them, infinitely better for the people who travel and transport goods 
over them, if they had been confined to the common and statute law 
as Common carriers only [can not but believe that the immunities 
and powers given to our railroad system beyond the rights and powers 


Then the decision 
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-have been infinitely better for them and for the country. 


was a decision by the Interior Department and the Chief 


The Government of 








of common carriers, by water or other means of transportation 
But th 
islation of this country in the States and by the Congress of the | 
States in its wisdom has conferred upon railroad companies powers 
beyond the purposes for which they may be equally useful to th: 
ple and at the same time not oppressive in their exactions 

Mr. Speaker, it was generous, nay it was patriotic, in the States ut 
ing vast domains in the West to give to this people lands to whi ; 
had a perfect title and which they generously surrendered for th 
tional good. It was an inspiration of American statesmanship 
led Jetferson to purchase Louisiana and the vast territories inc luce 
the purchase; and in the war with Mexico this great people cony 
and gave to the public still more lands. Forseventy-five years the 
given to this country were held in sacred trust for the people, to 
homes for the homeless and to give lands to the landless. Fifty 
millions of acres, were given to the States for internal comm 
tions, for the advancement of trade and commerce, the settlem: 
the States, and for the purpose of education. Two hundred mi 
acres have been voted to railroad corporations. In 1862 the Cong 
of the United States passed a law known as the homestead law 
sir, was beneficent and generous legislation. It gave to the overt 
population in the Atlantic States a welcome to a home and a tit 
land where the American freeman could settle, turn the virg 
the light of the sun, and build upon it a home for himsel! 
family, and in the fullness of time acquire by his residence a fee-s 
title. From 1861 until 1874 these unprecedented and muniticent 
were made to railroad corporations. 1874, when the ch: 
curred in the majority in this House, not one acre has been given 
and not one land grant has been revived or extended. [ Applaus: 

Corporations are almost a necessity and vast benefits have arise: 
such grants and the works accomplished through them, but ot 
measureably more value are the lands to the people of this hi 
I repeat, sir, that from 1874 to this time not one acre of land has 
given to a corporation and not one grant that has lapsed by reas 
the failure on the part of the corporations to comply with its. 
tions has been revived or extended beyond the time of its limita: 
[Applause.] I must not be understood, sir, to intimate for an 
that this great Government should not be held to its contracts 
they were in the beginning. *‘ Keep thy covenant,’’ proclaimed 
the plains of Mesopotamia so longsince in the dark past, applies t 
viduals as well as to governments and people, and is a safe rul 
duct for all humanity; and where our Government has made a « 
let us fulfill it to the letter, but do not let the gift of this great 
ernment and people be revived into life by management o1 
There runs through this entire bill the clearest evidence of manage 
by individuals to take a million of acres of land which should 
been dedicated to the people as their homes when they acqu 
under the homestead law. 

This Government can be strong and the Republic maintained 
strength only by the occupancy of land by the holders of sma! 
erty. History is philosophy teaching by example; and tell me 
the line of history where a government republican in form has « 
where a few people owned the land and the masses were serfs 01 
or small tenants. All the roads of the Empire lead to Rome is the st 
of history. Armies marched from Rome to conquer and pillage tore) 
countries. They brought to Rome wealth and power, producil 
tralization and too much of the immorality they found in 
countries. Such was the centralization in that great republic 
last a few people, rich and powerful, owned all the lands of th: 
try. A distinguished citizen of Rome returning from foreign > 
found upon the slopes of the Alps, in Tuscany and Lombardy, ' 
the Roman law should have given the soldiers one-fourth of th 
one-fourth reserved to the state to be sold and the money retu! 
its treasury, one-half to be given to the Roman freemen [01 
Tiberius Gracchus found in all the provinces on the slopes ot t 
scarcely one Roman freeman who owned an acre of land. Neturning 
Rome, as the tribune of the people, he introduced a law, and in it ws 
generous to the rich patricians. There were political rings at ' 
time in Rome as there are unfortunately in this country at t! 
ent day. The rich and the powerful had their following of hen 
and servitors, and when the law was proposed by Gracchus h¢ 
generous to the patricians, as it provided that they should be p 
the homes by the freemen who had been deprived of them. 1t 
just, a generous, and a liberal offer. It was just to the patri 
was equally just to the people; but the rich and the powertu 
not accept his generous offer. From the tribune they followe: 
through the streets of Rome, clubbed and stoned him to deat 
threw his body into the Tiber. Then, sir, equality and libert 
menced to decay and darkness fell upon the civilized world: | ! 
fled to the cloisters; in their ignorance rulers could not even sigh ' 
names to their decrees. There wasanarchy and pillage and wr 
oppression throughout the civilized world. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, that history teaches by example. W* 
back and gather wisdom from the events of the past, but who w! 
power to look forwardand anticipate what is in the future? 1h 
dition of the Roman republic has not failed to tf 


sir, 


Since 


\s 
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bamanity from that time to this. At the beginning of the French 
piLude a sin . . 
when France was entering upon revolution and the people 


revolution, . : : 3 
for the right to be relieved from oppression, when the ex- 





+ now a 
Fs p aes oft yrannical landlords had robbed them of all their just rights, 
: reduced to poverty and frenzied by oppression the French people rose 
» their majesty, and in their struggle for their just rights convulsed 
: +ho commerce and trade and civilization of the world for fifteen years. 
p, t in the end the domain was taken from the church and state, and | 
Pa rance was divided into small estates by purchase. 
i There are 10,000,000 of property-owners in France to-day, with a 
population of 37,000,000. There are less than four and a half mill- 
j ions in this land of liberty, with its population of 55,000,000. At that 
. f al ul era in the history of the world, Mirabeau, who was a real friend 
PB of humanity, uttered from the tribune in the States-General words of 
¥ wisdom and eloquence: ‘* Thus,’’ said he, ** perished the last of the 
h Gracchi by the hands of the patricians, who, having received the mor- 
2 -.) blow, flung a handful of dust toward heaven, attesting the aveng- 
-? ine gods, and from this dust rose Marius—Marius less great in having 
ce exterminated the Cimbri than in having quelled in Rome the aristoc- 


racy of the nobility.’ There were never words more sublime in sen- 








timent or more beautiful in rhetoric uttered in the classic age. Burke 

is never grander in the British commons or our own Webster in the 

; Senate. And, sir, mark the conclusion, the beauty of the prophecy 

fe nd the purity of the philosophy: ‘* Privy ileges,’’ said Mirabean, ** must 

¥ have an end—the people is eternal.”’ The wisdom of that prophecy 
ae and philosophy is not unprofitable in this discussion, _ 

{nd now, Mr. Speaker, without proposing to speak of the details of 


} 
this bill, I must reter to it in general terms, as gentlemen on both sides 
have given all the data necessary for a proper conclusion. I have, sir, 
the most profound respect for the chairman of the Committee on the 
‘ Judiciary, for his learning, his integrity, and his patriotism, and yet | 
ry find in this bill, as expounded upon the one side and the other, that 
Bs this land is to be taken from the people by artifice and not by fair 


dealing. Old charters are revived, life is given worn-out and forieited | 


vrants, and with apparent attempt by indirection to revive a munifi- 
iF cent grant of this Government. There is running through the entire 
hill evidences of the want of title and covenant, surely things of in- 
terest to this people. 

It was the intention of the American people to enjoy this rich her- 
itage given to them by the States and held in trust by the Federal Gov- 
ernment for so many years. If there be doubt on this subject, the 
covenant of the Governmentbindsit. Let this question go to the courts, 

wre my learned friend the chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
can be heard and the legal and just rights of the parties can be fairly 
wijudged. This is scarcely a question for a popular assembly. This 
is not the place to decide a question serious as the one under considera- 
tion. We perform our duty by maintaining that the grant has lapsed 


i by the failure of the corporations to perform the covenant they made. 
; This question can be settled by the calm deliberations of the courts pro- 

vided by the Constitution. When the court sits upon the question in- 
Fs volving the rights of American freemen I trust, sir, the judges will put 
% on ermine that will be spotless. And if the courts decide that the con- 

A tract with the companies is of such character and requires this means 
Ee for its fulfillment, Lsay the American people will bow in submission to | 
a the decision. I repeat, ‘* Keep thy covenant;’’ but if the court should 
ae: find that there is management and artifice and indirection in the at- 
ES tempt to acquire title to this land, then decree back to the people of 
ye: this country the lands that belong to them. 
= Mr. Speaker, the amount of money invested in railroad corporations 
ee in the United States is upward of $7,000,000,000, and that does not in- | 
Bb lade the land granted by Congress. In contrast to that the taxable prop- 
et erty in the United States is something more than $17,000,000,000, not 

% including the property free from taxation by this Government and many 
zt of the States. Of the 200,000 miles of railroad in the world we have 


120,000 in the United States; we are gridironed with railroads. Whois 


ble to the fact that they have advanced the national power and 
consequence and contributed to the ease and comfort and happiness of our 


bsens] 





eS commodities, promoted trade and commerce and the social intercourse of 
es our people? If the railroad system of the United States prior to 1860 
E a xtended their lines to the South, instead of to the West. on the 
a isothermal lines, I doubt if we would ever have had that terrible and 
Fe unhappy war in which so many of our people perished and which left 


large a part of our rich country in poverty. 


tg t " . ° 

eS ‘is lortunate for this country that the vast amount of capital in- 
% vested in railronade « ad ell . . } 
SS ted in railroads and the enormous wealth of the few men who own 
es Host 4am ae : . bs . 

an ost Of the capital stock can not combine together and make common 


Cause 


in the government of this country. The citizens who control 
railroads of this country are generally enlightened men. They 
Know too well the value of this Government in the protection of thei1 
interests to attempt such a thing. If they should combine, they could 


the 





~n i this Government and mold its destinies for the future. They 
Len cous Q > . . . Y . . . 
E ae who should sit in this Chamber and in the august body at 
> ve otier end of the Capitol, and what citizen should occupy the pala- 


lal residence kg 
" dence at the other end of the Avenue, and who should be upon 
He benches of the courts; and, if united, with their vast power they 


people, united jarring interests, afforded facilities for the inter: hange of 
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could say who should compose the court of last resort of the American 
citizen, a court that has power to interpret laws, a tribunal that in 
power and influence is to the individual American citizen next to his 
God. 

Who would be the keeper of an insane asylum if the inmates could 
combine; who would undertake the task? But, sir, they can not com- 
bine because reason is dethroned and the inmates madmen; nor can th: 
railroad companies combine to dominate this country by their wealth 
the number of people connected with them, or their power. Ambition 
rivalry stands in the way of their combination, and as yet there is a de- 
gree of patriotism which to an extent controls those in the manage- 
ment of the railroads and the vast capital invested in them. But, su 
it might come in the future; and while it is scarcely proper to expe: 
such a calamity, there is a time when it is fair to object to a combina 
tion such as is presented in this bill, enriching railroads with lands 
which should be taken back and given to actual settlers under the b 
neficent legislation of our country, to soldiers who so gallantly served 
it in its great peril. Why, Mr. Speaker, the 200,000,000 acres give 
to corporations would make seven States like Pennsylvania, and tl 
gift of this vast domain to railroads can scarcely be said to ma 


your country strong. I read in a newspaper that a syndicate of ara 
| road corporation had in the West 10,000 acres of wheat. I presuni: 
| that two hundred men could put the seed in the ground and reap and 
| garner it with the modern machinery used in husbandry. Ten or fit 
teen men could watch and care for this great farm during the wint 
but what becomes of those not so employed? Where do they go? 
Their homes are not there nor can they settle upon lands. Throw 


out of employment, they must become what are known in this count: 
as ‘‘tramps,”’ and the man who would work for a living if he could g 
employment is remitted to the highway and to want. d’nder the rag 


| ged clothes of a man called a tramp there may beat a heart as faitht 


to the Government as yours, and no man with proper feeling will r 
fuse a crust of bread to hungry humanity thrown out of work and cast 
upon cold charity, even though he be called by the opprobrious nan 
ol tramp 
| A minister of the United States accredited to one of the great powers 
abroad, after the war, was summoned into the presence of the oldest 
if not the ablest statesman and diplomate in Europe, who addressed 


| himasfollows: ‘* Your country presents an anomaly tothe world. Th 
Crimean war closed in 1856 We are still at a depreciation of 33 pet 

| cent. on our securities. You have had an exhaustive war. Nearly 
700,000 people engeged in productive industrial pursuits perished, and 

| a large part of your country was left in desolation and poverty. Thi 


debt of your Government and States exceeds $10,000,000,000, not 
counting the debts of your smaller municipalities. Your national debt 
exceeds three billions and a half. You have commenced to pay your 
debt ; tell me, is that a real payment from the income of your Govern 
| ment, or is it to give you credit in the money markets of Europe ?’’ 
The minister said, ** Sir, how much landdo you own?’’ The state 
man stated the extent of his vast domain. The minister named ove1 
other members of the nobility of the empire and the extent of their lands 
was given to him, making an aggregate like that given in this country 


to associated classes. States could have been carved out of such pos 
sessions as large as many of the States of the American Union. The 
minister said: *‘ You manage your lands through agentsand your peo 
ple work reluctantly and merely to live. From these lands you get 
| what enables you to live herein luxury. Now, sir, in my country you 


start from Baltimore, from Philadelphia, from New York, or from 
Boston, and you may travel by five lines of railroad for 1,500 miles o1 
more. You pass through States and towns and villages where an in 
dustrious people produce whatis wanted in the country. On your right 
and on your left you find comfortable farms with all the appointments 
| and appliances of civilization and thrift and progress. You find the 


] 
church and the school-house, comfort and happiness, and nineteen 
twentieths and more of the men living upon the farmsown them. That 





makes my country strong and powerful, makes it able to pay the public 
indebtedness, to maintain individual happiness and prosperity, and per- 
petuate the liberty of the Republic, and so long as we have credit at 
home it is immaterial to us whether or not we have credit abroad 

I have said when the land was given to this Government by the States 
or acquired by purchase or conquest it was intended to make homes fo 
the overflow of the population of the Atlantic States, but the beneticent 
legislation that gave to the settler after five years’ occupation, during 
which time he had farmed the land and built his home on it, the tee 
simple titie wa lefeated toa large extent by these vast grants to « 
porations [ know full well how much the railroads have done for this 
country; everybody knows that; and yet railroads would have come 
in the progress 0 American people. There is no enterprise whic] 
leads to profit and comfort, there is nothing which will invite capita 
and money that can not be performed by the American people whe 
inducements are offered to them. So far as I am concerned, whether | 
maintain my place upon this floor for a single day or fora term, I w 
never vote to 1n rporate i company lor any purpose by rhiat mal oy 
lation, nor will I ever vote to make a grant to a combination o1 
class of people; for of all things in this country that we should hav: 
fear of, is centralization of power—centralization here at Washingtor 


Cater 
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power taken from the States; a departure from the purposes of the 
apostles of liberty and freedom who framed our Constitution; a depart- 
ure from the equality which can only come from a republican form of 
government, until all power seems to be centering here, as all power did 
at Rome until it broke that republic. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, what makes Ireland so poor to-day ? The poor 
Irishman living in his cabin does not own it or the ground it stands 
on. You make a government strong when members own a part of the 

however little, and the roofs that cover their families. The large 
landed estates of Ireland have taken from the people of that unhappy 
country their spirit. They are oppressed by absenteeism and fruits of 
their labor gathered by others who live in luxury; and that gallant 
people, with their poets and orators and statesmen, whose soldiers have 
fought in every battle in which the British arms have triumphed and 
whose blood has stained the soil of every battlefield of American free- 
dom—Lexington and New Orleans and Buena Vista and Fredericksburg 
attest this—have been dispersed throughout theearth. Is it a wonder 
this brave people are restless under oppression? Their 9,000,000 popu- 
lation has come down to less than 5,000,000, and it is a historical fact 
that in the great famine of 1846—"47 2,000,000 people perished by starva- 
tion, and yet landlords exported grain from that country at that time. 

I can not but think it will be better for this country to be in the hands 
of small land-owners, especially when as at present power is so central- 
ized in this Federal city, and when the jurisdiction of the courts of the 
National Government has been so extended that the people scarcely tind 
2 settlement of their rights of property and person in the State courts. 
Why, sir, I can remember when the American citizen no more felt the 
power of the Federal courts than the air he breathed. When money is 
centralized in the hands of a few, when a few men dominate and con- 
trol the business of the country, I tremble, sir, for its liberties, and won- 
der if monopolists shall be allowed to shape its future. Twenty-five 
million acres of land were recently purchased by foreign people in one 
body, it is said by some reports by fraud. I learned last September in 
California that an English and Scotch company had purchased a vast 
tract of the red-timber land of that State likely to become of great value 
and not too much of it to monopolize. I know full well, Mr. Speaker, 
that if you divide the property of this country it could not remain 
idlivided. Every one who has a sense of justice in his soul would 
look with horror upon the division of property as an act of communism 
and socialism. To divide would place the idle and the vicious on a 
level with the intelligent and the industrious. From the former it 
would soon pass away and the balance would be restored. In addition, 
the absence of all laws of primogeniture is the surest protection against 
the accumulation of vast landed estates. To expect that every man 
should have a home of his own and a part of the land would be Utopian. 
It would be a dream, and such dreams would be dissipated by the wak- 
ing senses which come to us in teaching the actual and not the ideal. 

But there is a measure of conservatism which should protect the in- 
dustrious pursuits of the masses of the world. Lands having been given 
to corporations, if they have not fulfilled their contracts it is the high- 
est duty of this Congress to forfeit their contracts and take the lands 
back and fulfill their pledges with the people made long before the leg- 
islation which gave them these vast properties. The citizens of the 
United States should have these lands for homes, and the Government 
should regard these as sacred trusts. 

Mr. Speaker, I view the future of this country with hope, and I have 
never believed the corporations could control itsdestinies. As I havesaid, 
they can not combine to control it; but no one can be insensible to the vast 
power in the hands of a privileged class and of the influence they have 
in the legislation of Congress and of the States. 
fact that men are willing to do as a corporation what they would scorn 
to do as individuals, and they too often forget in the parlor of a corpo- 
ration the code of morality that governs them as individuals. 

At the beginning of the French revolution in 1790 there were issued 


soil, 
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Government that no more of the public domain will be given to cory, 
rations. ' 

My time is nearly exhausted, Mr. Speaker, and perhaps there jis }j+. 
tle more to say on this question. It can not fail to be noticed wis) 
great satisfaction that at a recent national convention there was a decla 
ration made against the importation of foreign laborers by corporat 
How wonderfully elastic political opinion is in this country! 
views are as variable and changing as the colors of the kaleidos: 
Why, here in this book upon my desk is a statute passed in 1864, unde, 
which foreign labor could be imported, and which expressly proy 
that the imported man could be mortgaged and held in bondage for 4 
year, and if he built a house his house and land could be sold by s 
mary process on the contract made with him. At that time the wa 
was ragiu.s. To give more accommodation and encouragement to thes 
people it was declared that they should not be subject to military duty 
That statute bears date the 4thof July. It is rather remarkable tha 
the birthday of freedom and liberty and equality should be selected on 
which to sign such a law. That law was afterward repealed, and did 
not long disgrace our statute-book. 

And now, sir, waking after a long period of inexcusable inditferenc 
the convention at Chicago has declared against any such legislation 
fact for the enactment of such legislation as is necessary to prevent 

During the last Congress the passage of the Chinese bill was stead 
resisted upon this floor. The bill first passed was sent back wit] 
veto by the President, and it is a notorious fact that every voice: 
on this floor and every vote cast against the bill of this session to mak: 
that law effectual was by Republican members, whose convention « 
clares for the policy they have opposed. And who, sir, knows what 
be the fate of that bill in the august Chamber at the other end of 
Capitol, controlled as it is by the political friends of the gentlemen: 
the other side? 

It was my good fortune to be here when the first Chinese bill was 
passed; and it was my privilege to raise my voice and cast my vote for 
Doubtless the convention soon to meet at Chicago will speak 
no uncertain sound on this important question. Too many h 
already been imported, too many are here now; they interfere witht 


ions 
Its 


De 


ded 


t 


| labor of the American citizen. 


| 


Hungarians, and Bulgarians have been imported. 


Mr. Speaker, what becomes of your tariff and revenue laws’ 
are questions that can be settled in the future. If they are not corr 
they can be corrected, and the wisdom is here to do it. They are ques 
tions that can be settled in accordance with the constant change ot 
dustrial conditions and require legislation adapted to these conditions 
There is no man of sufficient wisdom to anticipate what the econo: 
cal and financial necessities of this great people will require. Congress 
is here to attend to that; to legislate for their interests and their wa 
But the question of giving away the lands, the inheritance of the yx 
ple, can not be decided by the platform of a national convention. \\ 
have the right in this country now, or if not now in the near future, | 
say who shall come to this country and who shall not come, and 
will not permit corporate wealth and power, either foreign or domest 
to control this country and dominate its destinies by the importat 
of such labor as has been imported within the last two or three years 
In the district I have the honor to represent large numbers of Italians, 
They do not assit 


| late with our people, and never can any more than the Chinese. Lhe 


interfere with our own citizens who labor, native and naturalized 


| take from them their legitimate employment. 


It is an unfortunate | 


There is no question that should appeal more strongly to the states 
man, philanthropist, and patriot than the condition of the laborer 
this country. The wonderful skill and ingenuity of the American p 


| ple has wrought such marvelous improvement in labor-saving 0 
: ar : ) 
| chinery that it in large measure does the work of man until the b 


nine thousand million of assignats, founded upon the public domain, | 


trom which it may be estimated how much of that country was held 
by the governing classes. 

The issue of the assignats was a financial experiment and failed. 
Then came the revolution, and from it the restoration of the land of 
the country from the state and church to the people by purchase, and 
from that time France has been divided into small properties. But 
two nations in the world could have paid the exactions which were 
made on France at the end of the war with Germany. France is one; 
the United States is the other. England could not have paid it. Eng- 
land is owned by a small portion of her people. I have a sincere belief 
that France will remain a republic, and chiefly from the number of 
small proprietors. 

Our Government made these vast concessions, and has also covenants 
with the people, as it held these lands in trust for their use and benefit. 
\ code of morality that applies to individuals which can not be applied 
equally to the Government isa fraud and a delusion. But, sir, the Gov- 
ernment should be held strictly to the letter of the law, and the people 
will sustain any such legislation, but beyond that not one step. No 
part of the lands granted that have been forfeited by the failure to per- 
form the covenants on the part of the companies should remain in their 
hands oneday. And it must be considered as the settled policy of this 


of the skilled mechanic is rarely found, and there isan overproduct! 
and there can scarcely be said to be employment for the labor of tis 


| country; if not now, that time can be anticipated in the near tutu! 


Now, if there is any power for us to legislate so as to protect Amer 
can labor it isa duty we owe to the people todo so. And we can do 
it on this question, for I can not but believe that if the public lands 
had been reserved for the purpose for which they were int nded and 
that the crowded population of the East could go West and find homes 
there, great good would be done. We are growing in population. aud 
the lands now illegally held by corporations under grants t) 
been forfeited or being acquired in vast tracts by foreign capi 
would afford in the future homes for millions of American 1 
Let us return, then, to the original condition of things before that | 
rible war separated us, making the South poor and blistering the 
ality of the North; let us return to the principles of the founder 
this Government; let us accept the Constitution and laws and |v‘ 
to them; let us keep our covenant and require the fulfillment 
covenant with us; let us be faithful to our trust; and above al) Un 
let liberty and justice, equality, concord, and fraternity preva! 
plause. ] a 

Mr. COBB. The debate upon this bill has already extendec ;, 
siderable length, and I trust some understanding may be now hac &s 
when the vote shall be taken, so that gentlemen who desire to ac 
the House may know when the time for debate will expire. I we 


{ret 
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suggest that an agreement be made to take a vote within the next hour 


ind a half. s 
; Mr. LEWIS. Say at 4 o'clock. . : 

Mr. COBB. It is suggested that I say 4 0’clock. - e have already 
occupied two hours in this debate to-day, and I think we can get 
through in two hours more. We have other bills much more impor- 
tant than this which we want to dispose of. : 

Mr. ELLIS. There are other gentlemen who desire to be heard 
upon this subject. It is very evident that we can do nothing more to- 
day than to diseuss this bill; and I therefore suggest that the debate 
he allowed to go on until 5 o'clock. 7 

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to give notice to the House that if I can be 
recognized I will call the previous question at 4 o'clock. 

Mr. PAYSON. How does the gentleman propose that the time 
shall be divided between now and 4 o'clock? How is he willing to 
have it divided ? 

Mr. LEWIS. 
to that. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is right. 

Mr. COBB. The time in the debate thus far has been about equally 
divided between gentlemen on each side. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, with all that has been said so 
eloquently by the distinguished gentleman who has just taken his seat 
‘Mr. CURTIN ] in favor of ‘“homes for the homeless ’’ and r lands for the 
landless,” and in favor of small holdings of land as tending to make a 
strong and prosperous Government, I most heartily agree. With his 
other sentiment, that this Government should keep its covenants, I as 
heartily agree. 

Mr. Speaker, we have presented to us by the bill and report under 
consideration the extraordinary proposition that this House should vote 
in favor of the forfeiture of a grant of land made in aid of a railroad, 
ater the road has been entirely completed, every condition complied 
with, the cars running and the terms of the grant satisfied. 
what reason is the forfeiture asked? It is based upon two grounds: 
One that the original grantee was not an honest corporation; the other 
that although it can not be denied, even by the majority of the com- 
mittee, that the road has been built, yet it was not constructed within 
the time limited. 
propositions. 

With regard to the first, grant, Mr. Speaker, for thesake of argument 
that the ‘‘ Backbone ’’ corporation was as corrupt and swindling a body as 


Equally between the two sides. I have no objection 


» dark days “ons ti yas ever own to the surface | . . . 
in all the dark days of reconstruction was ever thrown to the surf | road and obtained their grant by purchase and assignment. 


of the troubled waters of that period. Grant that in all the ** carpet- 


bag ”’ 


argument ? Ihave yet to learnasa proposition of law that because one 
party to a contract may have a bad character the other is absolved from 
complying with the conditions of the contract, even though the party 
having the bad character complies all through with the terms of the 
agreement, 
ure, answers the proposition. 


It 8o happens, Mr. Speaker, that this grantee corporation which has | 


been so assailed is not claiming this grant and never built the road. 
It is admitted further that it assigned its rights to the New Orleans 
Pacific Railroad Company, and it is further admitted in the majority 
report that it was perfectly competent for the company to make this 
assignment. It is admitted that the company could make this assign- 
ment, not only by the terms of the granting act but by the general 
laws governing the holding and transfer of property. The transfer, I 
admit, was not: made within the time limited for the building of the 
road. I admit that this road was not built within the time limited by 
the granting act. 
House plainly to the actual facts. This road was chartered, as appears 
by the granting act, for what purpose ? 
that act. In section 22 of the charter of the Texas Pacific Company 
We find this language, referring to the grant under consideration: 

That the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, char- 


tered by the State of Louisiana,shall have the right to cennect by the most | 


eligible route, to be selected by said company, with the Texas Pacific Railroad. 


Then follows the grant of land. Plainly, the object of Congress was 
to furnish an outlet to the people of the lower Mississippi Valley and 
the city of New Orleans by means of the Texas Pacitic Railroad. And 
observe the language: 


hall have the right to connect by the most eligible route, to be selected by 


Said company 


; Right here I pause to remark that stress has been laid upon the fact 
hat the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company 
Was chartered to run its road on the east side of the river and that the 
“signee Company constructed its road on the west side. That is true. 
But, Mr. Speaker, they constructed it within the limits of the grant. 
They were authorized by Congress in the act making the grant to con- 
struct the road by the route that they themselves should deem most 
eligible, going from New Orleans by Baton Rouge and Alexandria, so 
“s to make the connection; and this, it will not be denied, is just what 
they have done. They have built the road. They have connected with 


Bi R ; : : . aan - 
‘ton Rouge and with Alexandria and with the Texas Pacitic system. 


t 





rience — 


company should build their road on the east side of the river. 
gress merely selected them as a medium for carrying out its purpose of 


And for | 


| erty, rascality, or I care not what, to construct their road. 
| ple in that section wanted a road. 


I propose to address myself briefly to these two | 


era there was no worse corporation than this; yet if the company | 
complied with its contract, what has its moral character to do with the | 


| revoking the charter. 


To state that, it seems +, as a reason for is forfeit- | *-~. : ; ; , 
To state that, it seems to me, as a reason for this forfeit- | United States court that act was unconstitutional and a nullity. 


But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the | 


I want to read the language of 
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It will not be denied by the majority of the committee that this very 
thing has been done, for the fact is notorious. So far as concerns the 
mere charter by the State of Louisiana of what is called the Backbone 
road, I have this to say: The charter originally contemplated that the 
Con- 


giving to the people of New Orleans and the lower Mississippi Valley 


a connection with the Texas Pacific system, and granted them the 


right to go by the route they themselves should deem most eligible. 

The company constructed the road as the charter even of the Back- 
bone road required—by Baton Rouge, by Alexandria, and connected 
with the Texas Pacific road. They did not construct their road on the 
east side of the river; and I may remark the people of that section are 
very glad, as it turns out,that the company did not construct the road 
ontheeastside. Why, Mr. Speaker, since that road has been constructed 
on the west side another road has been built running through the State 
of Mississippi along the east side, exactly where it was first contemplated 
that the Backbone road should run; and this, with the fact that the New 
Orleans Pacific constructed their road on the west side, has given th« 
people of that country two roads instead of one, and has thus operated 
as a benefit to the people, not as an evilor aninjury to any one. 

Mr. Speaker, in the leading case of Van Wyck vs. Knevals the Su- 
preme Court has held that such a deviation is not sufficient to forfeit 
the grant. I read the language of the court in that case : 

As to the alleged deviation of the road constructed from the route laid down 
in the map, admitting such to be the fact, the defendant is in no condition to 
complain of it. The lands in controversy are within the required limit, whether 
that be measured from one line or the other. A deviation of the route without 
the consent of Congress so as to take the road beyond the lands granted might 
perhaps raise the question whether the grant was notabandoned. But nosuch 
question is here presented. The deviation within the limits of the granted lands 
in no way infringed upon any rights of the defendant. 

Now Iam very anxious that this Houseshould be thoroughly informed 
about the exact status of the equities as well as the facts in this case 
and for that purpose shall call attention to a few facts. 

It is true that the Backbone people were unable, either from pov- 
The peo- 
The city of New Orleans greatly 
needed a connection with the Texas Pacific system of roads. To that 
end they chartered the New Orleans Pacific. That road immediately 


| went to work and tried to get this grant? finding the Backbone people 
| could not build their road. 


Congress refused to forfeit the grant and 
transfer it to them. They then did make a contract with the Backbone 

It is not necessary for me to take up time now answering an argu- 
ment which has been made that the Backbone people could not make 
that transfer because they had no charter. The facts are, the Legisla- 
ture, without making them a party, assumed to pass an act forfeiting or 
It is a principle so well known that it is element- 
ary in the law that a charter is not only a law but a contract, and one 
party alone can not annul it. Besides that, it has been decided by the 


I come now to what I was going to say. Then the New Orleans 
Pacific set about getting a transfer of this grant to itself. Before they 
did it, however, they came to Washington and inquired about the status 
of the grant, and they also inquired of the authorities whether if the 
grant was transferred they could construct the road and have the bene- 


| fit of it. 


Now, I wish the House to listen. I want the Clerk to read a lette1 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office on this subject. | 


am going to follow this up and state a regular chain of facts upon 

which I propose to make an argument. First, I ask for the reading of 

a letter of the Commissioner of the General Land Office at that time 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE 
Washington, D. C., Febrwary 17,1881. 

Sir: In compliance with the verbal request of Hon. J. H. Ketcham, I make 
the following statement 

By the twenty-second section of an act of Congress entitled ‘*An act to incor 
porate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company,”’ &c., approved March 3, 1871, a 
grant of land was made to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Rail 
road Company for the purpose of aiding in the construction of its road 

Ata special meeting of the directors of said New Orleans, Baton Rouge and 
Vicksburg Railroad Company, held December 29, 1880, a resolution was adopted 
authorizing the president and secretary of the company to transfer all the right, 
title, and interest of said company in and to said grant to the New Orleans Pa- 
cific Railway Company, and to make and execute such instruments as should 
be necessary for that purpose 


On the 5th day of January, 1881, the president and secretary, pursuant to said 
authority, executed a deed in the name of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and 
Vicksburg Company, conveying all the right, title, and interest of said company 


in and to said 


grant to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company 
On the 3d d 


ivy of February, 1881, the directors of the last-named company 
authorizing the president of the company to accept said 
to execute any documents necessary to evidence the ac¢ 


adopted 1 resolution 
conveyance, and ept 
ance 

There an | » doubt that when the president of the New Orleans Pacific 
Railway Company accepts said transfer the company will be fully vested with 
all the right, title. and interest which the New Orleans. and Vicks- 
burg Company has in and to said grant 


Very respectfully set 


Baton Rouge 


WILLIAMSON 


Commissioner 


Orleans, Baton Rouge and 
Vicksburg Railroad Company 
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Mr. VAN EATON Chere tollowed an acceptance on the part of the | pany is connected, I hereby agree, consent, and obligate myself a sa 
New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company of the transfer of the Backbone company and any other company or assoc lation connected with it that t g * 
apa ' ao 7 I : > | of settlers and occupiers on the land included within the limits of . rane 5 
l i | ask the Clerk to read No. 11 in that document, Senate Docu- shall be recognized and protected as follows, to wit: ie" 
ment 20 


read “as tollow s 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFIC! 
Washington, D. ¢ February 21, 1881 
Ss rhe president of the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company has duly 
cepted, in behalf of said company, the deed referred to in my letter addressed 
you, dated February 17, 1881, being the deed to the said New Orleans Pacili 
tailway Company by the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railway 


ts right, title, and interest inandto the grant to said last-named 
twenty-second section of an act of Congress entitled An act 


the Railroad Company &c., approved March 3 


ny ofall 
inv by the 


orporat« Texas Pacific 


he transfer by the said New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 
Company of all its right, title, and interest in and to said grant to the said New 
Vrieans Pacific Railway Company is now complete 
Very respectfully 
1A. WILLIAMSON, Commissioner 
H. BARNUM 
President of the New Orleans. Baton Rouge and 
Vieksburg Railroad Company 
Mr. VAN EATON. The New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, 


} } 


ured by the Departments here, first, the Backbone could transfer 
grant, and second, the transfer was complete, on the faith of that 
transfer, as I am prepared to prove by written affidavits of the officers 


of the company, proceeded to construct the road 


ts 
it 


It was asserted yes- 
it it was constructed by somebody else’s money, and not on 
the faith of the grant. I hold in my hand the affidavits of the presi- 
dent of the construction company; of Mr. Wheelock, president of the 
New Orleans Pacific Company, and of Mr. Barnum, the president of the 
Backbone company, all showing this grant was made in good faith to 
the New Orleans Pacitic Railroad Company, and it went on and con- 
structed the road on the faith of the assurance of the Department here 
they could obtain the land grant. 


4 


law tl] 
eCraay til 


\bout this time, however, the members of Congress representing the 
1 of country where this grant lay, fearing that the settlers on the 
lands might be disturbed, made some objections. That was 
atterward arranged satisfactorily, the company binding themselves not 
to disturb the settlers and to allow them in good faith to purchase any 
lands on which they had settled not exceeding one hundred and sixty 
acres to each head of a family at a lower price than the Government 
had placed upon them, to wit, 32 and that arrangement was 


secT1lO! 


granted 


an acre, 


made. Now, I ask the Clerk to read No. 38, of the same Senate doc- 
ument 
Che Clerk read as foHows 
WASHINGTON, January 4, 1382. 
Sirk: We hereby withdraw the opposition and protest filed by us to the recog- 


tion af the New Orleans Pacilic Railroad Company as the grantees and trans- 
ferees of the land in Louisiana granted by the act of Congress of 1871 tothe New 
Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, and claimed by said 
New Orleans Pacific Company as transferees of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge 
and Vicksburg Company 
Phe object we had in filing said protest was the protection of the rights of set- 
tlers on the land covered by said grant, and as that has been obtained by agree- 
nent with the company, we do not wish to throw any further obstacle in the way 
f the recognition by the Department of the Interior of the rights claimed by 
he Company 
Phe New Orleans Pacific Company have constructed the road running through 
he grant—thatis to say, from New Orleans to Shreveport—and having obtained 
funds with which to do so upon the faith of its right to the land grant, we 
k that justice demands the recognition of their claims to the land. 
We with great respect, your obedient servants 
Ek. W. ROBERTSON, 
Sixth District of L« 


Member 


of Conoress, suishind 


N.C, BLANCHARD, 
Vember of Congress, Fourth District of Louisiana. 
SPCRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 
dorsement Hon. FE. W. Robertson and N.C. Blanchard, Washington, D 


‘ January 4, 1882, withdraw their protest against patenting certain lands in 


lisiana to New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company 
Mr. VAN EATON. Now, Mr. Speaker, that settlement, after every- 
ing had been arranged satisfactorily to the settlers, was assented to 
v Mr. BLANCHARD and Mr. Robertson, the members of Congress who 
t 
ind in this land grant. Great care was taken that no settler’s rights 
should interfered with. On the contrary, they were thoroughly 
rotected and placed upon a better footing than they had been, or than 
hey would be, if they bought from the Government. While on that 
subject allow me to say it is a fact that this company went on and 
ompleted their road (though I shall elaborate that more fully after a 
But supposing the patents were about to issue, they proceeded 
to carry out their contract in regard to the settlers. 
Now, for the information of members I will give you the contract 
ith the settlers and the agreement, which I ask the Clerk to read 
s numbered 77 in the same document. 
Che Clerk read as follows 


be 


Lilie 


WASHINGTON, January 4, 1882. 


GENTLEMES : In consideration of the withdrawal by you of the protest and ob- 
ection filed by you with the Department of the Interior against the recognition 


of the claims urged by the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, to the land | 


grant made by the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Com- 


iny by the act of Congress of 1871, and now claimed by the New Orleans Pa | 


fic Company, transferees of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg 
Company, on behalf of the said New Orleans Pacific Company and any other 
railroad association or combination with which said New Orleans Pacific Com- 


it that time represented the districts which contained every foot of 


Settlers and occupiers of any of the lands aforesaid up to this d 5 
given the right within twelve months from the register of the patents is. 4 
the Government to the said company or its transferees for said 4 t} 5 

eS 
z 
Y 


ite 





office of the clerk of the district court and ez officio recorder of conve, 
mortgages of the parish where the land wanted by such settlers or occy 
situated, to file their applications with the railroad company, through avens< fs 
to be designated by the company for the purpose, for the land claime: r 
by them; such settlers or occupiers shall at the time the title-de« 
to them pay one-third in cash of the price of the land so occupied set 
them, and shall have one and two years from that time, with 6 per ‘4 
est, in which to pay the remainder, mortgage and vender's privii et 
tained by the company 

rhe price of land to be paid by such settlers or occupiers shal 
per acre, and the quantity of land to be claimed by each shall not 
hundred and sixty acres : 

Immediately upon the register of the patents in the office of the 1 f poe 
mortgages of the parishes atfected by the land grant, the railroad « 
give notice by publication for ten days in a newspaper in the parish w 
settlers or occupiers live, and also by publication at the court-house door 
parish, the fact of the register of patents, and that the company is read 
ceive application from settlers and occupiers for the land wanted by the: 
indicating the place where and person to whorn application should be 1 

Should this notice not be given immediately upon the register of the pa 
these settlers and occupiers are to have twelve months in which to file th 
plication from the time of the giving of such notice aforesaid. Proof 
pancy shall be the same as required by the laws of the United States for t 
quisition of public lands if required by the company 

E. B. WHEELOCK 


President New Orleans Pacific Railway Co 


ROBERTSON and N.C, BLANCHARD, 
Re presentatives in Congress fron 


Hons. E. W 


Louisiana 


Accepted on behalf of settlers and occupiers. 
E. W. ROBERTSON 
Member of Conyress Sixth District of I 
N.C. BLANCHARI 
Member of Congress Fourth District of Lo 
Mr. VAN EATON. Now, then, to show that good faith was kept 


that connection, these people proceeded to give notice to the sett 


and I ask the Clerk to read the notice to the settlers, which will bh 
found on the same page of this document. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
NOTICE TO SETTLERS 
Lands granted by act of Congreas of March 3, 1871, to New Orleans, Baton Rou 


Vicksburg Railroad Company, known as ‘Backbone Road 


This grant having been assigned to the New Orleans Pacific Railway ( 
pany, and the title to the landsso granted having been duly vested 
Orleans Pacific Railway Company, by proper action of the author 3 
United States, notice is hereby given to the settlers whose claims w 
vided for in the agreement made by the New Orleans Pacific Railway ( 
and Messrs. Blanchard and Robertson, Representatives in Congress 
January 4,1882,that the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company is 
to receive claims under said agreement, in order that patents may be issued 


such settlers as soon as the same can be obtained from the United States | 
ernment, 
On application to the undersigned, stating full particulars of claim, a 


tion of land, a circular will be forwarded containing a copy of the above ag 
ment with Messrs. Blanchard and Robertson, and such other information as 
be necessary. 
E. B. WHEELOCK 
President New Orleans Pacific Railway ( 

NEW ORLEANS, November 18, 1583. 

Mr. VAN EATON. 
given. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman allow me a moment 
attract his attention to a point in connection with that agreeme 
to ask whether in violation of it the company did not mortg 
land giant and put it upon record and keep it there until last Ja 
when they found that we were about to legislate upon the su! 
forfeiting these lands, and withont reserving the rights of the «' 
in any respect? 

Mr. VAN EATON. It makes no difference, it would be utter 
gatory if they did. But I do know this, that when theirattention ws 
called to the fact they immediately canceled the mortgage a 
another one which does protect in the fullest manner the righ 
settlers. 

Mr. COBB. Because they knew that the lands would be to 
certainly if they did not, or rather they became apprehensiv: 
they found that we were beginning to take action upon the sub 

Mr. VAN EATON. The gentleman can state his reasons and 0} 
in his concluding remarks. I prefer not to have my tim 

Now, the contract was and isto-day toallow the settlers to have 
lands at $2 an acre, and until the title deeds are issued the settler ¢ 
pay the $2 on them; they only need to pay one third of it in cash 
then proceed to settle npon and occupy the lands, and have one 
twe years within which to pay the balance. And all of that is a 
settled, signed, sealed, and agreed to. Now, if this House shoal 
clare a forteiture and if that forfeiture should stand in the conrts, Ui 


That shows clearly that there was 


a 
leant 


| people will be in a much worse condition than they were before * 


in the haads of the railroad company. Their last estate wil! bet 
worse than the first. Their titles will be all unsettled; the lancs © 


go back tethe public domain, and any contract, any agreemen 
fore made, will of course not remain binding. Somuch for the tt 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am going back for a moment to follow my © 
of argument. I find that so far the transfer has been approved 95°" ie 
Department, the settlers protected, the road built on the faith of '™ 





18s. 





it 


he grant was made. What else do we find? When the road was so 
smpleted the Department was notified of that fiuct and commissioners 
re requested to be sent to make the examination. rhis matter was 
erred to the Attorney-General and these questions were asked. The 
<ecretary of the Interior, wishing to be right about this contract, wrote 
the Attorney-General, giving him a full and detailed statement of 





Ee hat had been done, just as I have been trying to go over it, and then 
e asked these questions: 

be Was the grant to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 

Bi ( any a grant in presenti? s 

ey Had the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, at 


Ba ~ date of its alleged transfer of lands to the New Orleans Pacific Railway 
:pany, such an interest in the lands, under said act, as Was assignuabl« 

is the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company suc h a successor to or as- 
F “ oe of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company as 
‘ « vontel iplated by said act? 


K rhe answer of the Attorney-General is of some length. I will read 
oy the last paragraph: 

ie (greeably to the foregoing views, and in direct response to the several ques- 
Fan ons submitted, I have the honor to reply as follows: The first, second, and 
* rd questions— 


[hose I have just read— 

inswer in the affirmative. 

fhe fourth question he answers in the negative. That was whether 
hey would have a right to lands coterminous with the road they had 
purchased and not built. They have abandoned that. There were 
sixtv-eight miles constructed, over which they located their road, and 
the Department decided that, being a road constructed before they 
ommenced theirs, they could not have any lands, and that claim was 
ye handoned. 

F The Attorney-General therefore decided this company had a grant 
hich they could assign; and secondly, he decided that it was such an 
ssignment as was contemplated in the act. 

The New Orleans Pacitic Company, I say, went on and completed 
their road. When it was completed they reported that fact to the De- 
partment at Washington. And here is what follows: On page 76 of 
senate Executive Document No. 31, of the Forty-eighth Congress, there 
isa letter in which the Secretary of the Interior notifies the President— 
| will not read it; itis long; but I will give the substance of it—notities 
the President that the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company, the grantee 
of the Backbone grant, has built its road and has so reported to him; 
that he has sent out commissioners; that they have examined it; that 
they report it completed according to the terms of the grant. And Mr. 
reller recommends that patents be ordered to issue. And here is the 
indorsement which follows: 


EXECUTIVE MANSION 


rhe within recommendations are approved. 


March 16, 18%3, 


CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 
Now, we have followed this up to its completion, examination, ap- 
proval, and order of the issue of patents. Everything has been done 
uit that. There is another letter in which Secretary Teller gives the 
reason Why patents have not issued. I will not read it. He says it 
s because proceedings have been instituted in Congress looking to a 
forfeiture, and he thought it better not to issue patents until Congress 

cted 

I have thus stated the facts. I only want to call the attention of 
y the House very briefly to the law. The position has been taken by 
my colleague on the committee, the gentleman trom Alabama [Mr 
OATES], very properly, that although this road was built out of time, 
i yet having been built, having been completed without objection on 
ie part of the Government, all] the rights to the land have fully vested 
aud their title has now become perfect; and further than that, that 
Now 


the Government has absolutely waived its right to a forfeiture 
s fet us see what the law-books say: 

cE {real from Washburn on Real Property, p 
conditi 


ve Speaking oO! 


ag 150 
: ons—of course the House remembers that this is treated as a 
F: ondition subsequent; that is, a grant, with a condition subsequent, 
lable to be forfeited in the case of non-performance of the condition 

1 the question of performing the conditions out of time, Washburn 


. condition, however, defeats the estate to which it is annexed only at the 
«lection of him who has a right to enforce it. 

1 

In this instance the Government. 
: Notwithstanding this breach, the estate, if a freehold, can only be defeated by 
- 4 entry made; and until that is done it loses none of its original qualities or 
b Notw ithstanding the time has elapsed in which the condition was to 
F « periormed, it still remains a title in the grantor, and loses none ot 


its original qualities or incidents. But that is not all. 


a \nd any one whois interested in a condition, or the estate to which it is at- 
Ft ““, laay perform it,and when it has been once performed it is thenceforth 
Ae Sone forever, 
Fa When tha sendiatess 
a ; hen the condition is performed there is no more condition: it has 
Fs x = forever, and the title is perfect. 
; _ gentleman say this does not refer to a condition performed out 
‘me. Well, let us see what follows. On page 454, section 19, the 
{ same author Savs: os 


A 





forfe . ss or ‘ 
‘elture may be saved, though a condition may have been broken, if the 
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party who has the right to avail himself of the same waives this right, which 
1e may do by acts as well as by express agreement 


And in section 20: 


But onsti- 
tuted an express condition in a deed would notamount to a waiver 
of a right of forfeiture for such breach 


a mere silent acquiescence in or parol assent to an act which is « 
} } ‘ 
i breachn o 


Then this follows: 


Where, however, a grant to a railroad company of 
that the reed should be completed by a certain time, which was not done, and 
after that the grantor, knowing the fact, suffered the company to go on and in- 
cur expenses In constructing their road and made it was held to 
be a waiver of the condition and forfeiture 


lands was upon condition 


no objection 


I commend that decision to this House. I admit that in this case 
the road was constructed out of time. But bearin mind with what ex- 
ceeding care these grantees went to work building that road and in- 
curring expense; consulting with the Department, getting its approval, 
and spending large sums of money, as they say in one of their reports 
spending $400,000 on one bridge across the Atchafalaya River, the difti- 
culties of which I happen personally to know. And all the time the 
Government not only silently acquiesced but absolutely, through its 
executive and ministerial officers, told them that the grant was good, 
and that they would get the land if they built the road. And when 
the road was all done the executive officers of the Government agreed 
that the road was built according to contract, according to the manner 
and for the purpose which Congress intended. That is the case which 
is presented to this House to-day, and that is the grant for which a for- 
feiture is now asked. 

Mr. Speaker, no man can make a suitable argument to this House on 
a subject as vast as this is in the short space of one hour. I have been 
forced to run rapidly over matters connected with this grant | have 
endeavored to cover all the salient points. I have endeavored to state 
the reasons that prompted the minority of the committee to make their 
dissenting report. I now would commend the subject and that report 
to the sense of justice and equity of this House. 

I would state further that this is not one of the vast grants which 
have been sometimes spoken of so deprecatingly. There are only about 
a million of acres of land comprised in this whole grant. This road is 
through a section of country that sadly needs development by means of 
is; a section of country that has been neglected for years, which 
in all the centuries until this road wag built never heard the sound of 
a locomotive’s whistle.. The construction of this road has been a benefi- 
cent work. Congress in making this grant saw the benefit that would 
result from opening up that lower Mississippi country to the Texas Pa- 
cific system and the rest of the world. Congress made the grant. the 
road has been built, the country has been opened up, and the people 
there have been benefited. Everybody, Government and people, are 
satisfied except, in the language of the minority report, the majority of 
the Committee on Public Lands, and I believe nothing will ever satisfy 
them but the forfeiture of the entire grant, right or wrong. 

If I have any time left, Mr. Speaker, 

The SPEAKER 

Mr. GLASCOCK 


, 


I desire to reserve it. 

The gentleman has fifteen minutes remaining. 
Betore the gentleman takes his seat will he an- 

swer one question * 

Mr. VAN EATON. If I can. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. I understand that the latter portion of the gen- 
tleman’s argument is based upon the decision in the case of Ludlow 
vs. New and Harlem Railroad Company (12 Barbour. 444), cited 
in 1 Washburn on Real Property. That decision was as follows: 

W here 


Yor K 


however 


a grant toa railroad company ind was upon condit 
that the road should be completed by a certain time, which was not done i 
after that, the grantor knowing the fact, suffered the company to go on and i 
cur expenses in constructing their road, and made » objection, it was held to 
De a wa ver of the condition and forfeiture 





Mr. VAN EATON Yes 

Mr. GLASCOCK That was the case of a private grant. 

Mr. VAN EATON. It may be so: Ido not know. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. Does the gentleman see any distinction between 
the cases ofa private grantor and a public grantor; and does he hold 
that equities or limitations were against the sovereign power grant 
ng as against an individual grantor ? 

Mr. VAN EATON. Nobody will deny the doctrine about laches not 
running against the Government Whether this particular case was 
a grant by the Government or by an individual, I have this to say: a 
vovernment, particularly our Government, is as much bound by the 
vreat rules of right and morality as an individual. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. As the gentleman seemed to base his argument 
on the leval ph ise of the case, I asked him that question expecting a 
legal answel 

Mr. VAN EATON. Ido base it on the legal phase of the case and 
on the eternal principles of right. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Permit me to ask a question 

Mr. VAN EATON Certainly. 


BLE 
nd completed by the immediate assignee of the first com- 
pany, of the B 

Mr. VAN E 
BLE 


that it was not 


Mr. STRI 
was built a 


I understand the gentleman to assert that this road 
ckbone company. 

That is true. 

understand the majority re 


built by that company. 


ATON 


Mr. STR it I port was held 


i 
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Mr. VAN EATON. I know that my colleague on the committee 
[Mr. Lewis] claimed yesterday that that was not so. There was no 
evidence before the committee of that kind On the contrary, Judge 
Dillon, who ably argued the case before the committee, took the other 
ground and claimed that it was built by the New Orleans and Pacitic 
Railroad Company. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I understand that you have affidavits upon the 
subject by the New Orleans and Pacific Railroad Company 

Mr. VAN EATON. I have. 

Mr. STRUBLE. If you have time I would like very much to have 
you state the substance of those affidavits and by whom made. 

Mr. VAN EATON. One is made by Mr. Wheelock, president of the 
New Orleans Pacific road, stating that everything connected with the 
transfer was in perfect good faith, and that to his personal knowledge, 
as president of the New Orleans and Pacific road, the road was con- 
structed in perfect good faith, on the faith of the land grant. The 
affidavit of Mr. Dodge is that he was president of the construction 
company that constructed the road. He states in his affidavit, sworn 
to here in Washington, that he never would have begun the construc- 
tion of the road if he had not been assured that he would get the ben- 
efit of this land grant 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 


tion ? 
Mr. VAN EATON Yes, sir. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is it true, as stated on page 33 of Ex- 


ecutive Document 21 of this Congress, that directors authorizing this 
transfer had no authority to authorize the same. 

Mr. VAN EATON. No, sir; it is not true. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask the gentleman further 
whether it is true that William H. Barnum owned 35,000 shares of this 
company ? : 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the gentleman that 
I have not had the opportunity of looking into Mr. Barnum’s portfolio, 
and I can not answer the question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I find this matter on page 40 of Execu- 
tive Document No. 31. This seems to be an exceptional case in which 
the Democratic side is taking an interest, and I want to know whether 
there is any “‘ milk in the cocoa-nut.’’ 

Mr. VAN EATON. I suppose the gentleman from Kentucky is a 
better hand at hunting up such things than Lam. I shall have to let 
him answer that question. I turn the cocoa-nut over to him to crack. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
buying ** mules,’’ and is a prominent man in this country; and I wanted 
to know whether he was at the bottom of this whole business. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the passage of this bill. 
The arguments which I have heard in support of it are not new to me. 
The questions involved in it I had occasion to examine to my own satis- 
faction during the Forty-seventh Congress. Before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the last Congress, of which I had the honor to be a member, 
a bill similar in terms to this was considered in connection with nu- 
merous others of like character; and all the arguments which have 


been adduced here were presented there with reference to this bill. So | 
far as I am concerned, nothing specially new has been presented. But 


very much, Mr. Speaker, which controlled me in coming to the conclu- 
sion I then arrived at has not been adverted to upon this floor; and Iask 
the continued attention of the House to such facts as I shall present 
as a reason why this bill ought not to become a law. 

Ever since I have occupied a seat upon this floor 1 have been an 
earnest, patient, laborious investigator of the questions involved in 
the cases of the different land-grant roads where there had been a fail- 
ure of performance under the terms of the act making the grant, and 
during the Forty-seventh Congress the whole subject was given care- 
ful attention. As I have said, among other cases then before that Con- 
gress was this. Although the roud had been constructed and was in 
successful operation, and had been accepted by the executive depart- 


ment of the Government, as well by the President as the Secretary of 


the Interior, yeta resolution looking to the forfeiture of the grant was 
pending before the Judiciary Committee of that Congress 

An application for the issue of the patents for the land had been 
made, and upon certain representations of fact made to me as a membet 


of that committee I addressed letters to the President and Secretary of 


the Interior asking a suspension of action until L could fully examine 
the questions involved 

At that time I had been engaged in the examination of the case ot 
tne Texas and Pacitic Railroad grant claimed by the Southern Pacitic 
Railroad Company, a grant it will be remembered made in the same 
act making the one we are now considering, and it was represented to 
me that this case was precisely similar, identical in all its features 
with the Texas Pacitic case, that the rights of many settlers in good 
faith were involved, and that unless application was made to the Pres 
ident and Secretary of the Interior by some one whose request they 
would respect and probably comply with, the land would pass beyond 
Congressional control before action could be had 

It was well known in the last Congress that I had made the case ot 
the Texas Pacific grant a special matter of study and investigation, 
and that I was firmly of opinion that the Southern Pacific Railroad 


William H. Barnum is in the habit of 
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Company had not a shadow of right to the vast area of land it ¢] 
and that I was diligently striving to procure the passage of a 
forteit that grant 

Hence I suppose application was made to me to secure delay 
partment action, and, as I have said, I wrote the President and »; 
tary of the Interior asking a suspension of action. 
courteously complied with, and action was delayed. 

Upon my return in November, 1882, I at once took up this cas: 
after careful examination concluded then that the Government ouy 
not to interiere with the grant, if it had the power, as a matte; eg 
equity between itself and the railroad company, and that it had not 1 es 
power legally todo so. And on that conclusion, and at the reques 
of the entire Louisiana delegation to the Forty-seventh Congress 
dressed a letter to the Secretary of the Interior withdrawing my r , os 
for suspension of action, which letter has been a matter of pub 
ord for nearly two years. 

Iam of the same opinion now. I have patiently listened to al 
guments made in favor of this proposed action and am only streng 
ened in my conclusion. 

The difference between this case and the Texas Pacific is so apparent 
that only a word is necessary. There the road was built by a riya 
hostile company, without hope or expectation of the grant, which y 
conveyed to it after the road, built as a rival opposition road, had 
constructed. Here, as I expect to show and believe, the grant was » 
cured as a basis for building the road by the claimant company 
the road built on the faith of it; and the road, as constructed, complet 
before hostile legislation was begun as to it. 

And while I have always been, and shall ever be while I am in} 
life, earnestly in favor of forfeiting and restoring to the public doma 
every acre of land to which these railroad companies are not entit 
either legally or by equivalent equity, yet I hope I shall neve: 
blinded by even proper prejudice that I shall fail to do what I lx 
to be just. 

I am accustomed to doing my own thinking on this question 
as every other I have to deal with here. I have, I hope, the 
of my convictions. 

I was opposed to forfeiture of this grant after examination the: 
am opposed to it now, and for reasons which I shall give, based 01 
facts: 

Primarily I indorse all the propositions advanced by the distinguis 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN]. I believe that this 
Government of ours after having made a covenant should kee] 
And the question which is presented to this body now as a busi 
proposition is whether a contract that was made by this Goverm 
in 1871 and which has been performed by the other contract 
ties should be by the Government adhered to and performed 
part. I do not agree with the sentiment that I have heard uttered 
this floor that this Government has the power todo anything. It 
has the power to do what is right; and that is what I insist it sh 
do in this case. 

Mr. Speaker, the facts upon which the action of this Hous 
based are comparatively few. In the first place, here is a line o! 
three hundred and thirty-three miles in length, constructed as | s 
insist and shall demonstrate, as I think, before I sit down, upon t 
faith of this land grant. Everything which has been done wit! 
ence to it, and which has been a substantial compliance with the r 
ments of Congress, was done before this hostile legislation was in 
Although the railroad was constructed out of time, still it was 
structed; was accepted by the executive branch of the Government 
imposed upon it the obligations of a land-grant road; everything U 
could be done by the Government toward its acceptance was dou 
before this bill was introduced or any hostile legislation proposed 
against the company claiming the grant. 

This grant is claimed by the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Co1 
a corporation organized under the laws of the State of Louis 
June, 1875, to build and operate a railroad from New Orleans to > 
port by way of Baton Rouge, and it asserts its right to the grant as! 
successor and assign or the grantee of the New Orleans, Bator 
and Vicksburg Railroad Company by deed of conveyance tro! 
company executed in January, 1881, of this grant. This latte 
pany was chartered by the Legislature of the same State Decem!» 
1869, and by its act of incorporation was authorized to build a ra 
from a point on the New Orleans, Jackson and Great Norther 
road in the parish of Livingston to a point on the State line 
Louisiana and Mississippi, with a branch to Baton Rouge. A 
will be kept in mind, is east of the Mississippi River. 

December 11, 1572, and after the grant in question was made y 
vress, the Legislature of that State passed an amendatory act, au 
ing the company to build its road from New Orleans to Shrevepo! 
any other railroad in Northwestern Louisiana near the Louisiana > 
line, ‘‘ but trom New Orleans to Baton Rouge, on the east sic: 
Mississippi River Now, the act of Congress making the grant 
tion 22 of the Texas Pacific act of 1871, which I will ask the ‘ Eo 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


mail! 


My request 


Bhat Da 


re 


ip 


That the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Compa : 
| tered by the State of Louisiana, shall have the rightto connect, by the me- = 
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11. wonte to be selected by said company,with thesaid Texas Pacific Railroad at 
~$4 ae terminus, and shall have the right of way through the public land to 
ee ies extent granted hereby to the said Texas Pacific Railroad Company ; 
a in aid of its construction from New Orleans to Baton Rouge, thence by way 
a ale x indria, in said State, to connect with said Texas Pacific Railroad Com- 
ne + its eastern terminus, there is hereby granted to said company, its suc- 
_ a nd assigns, the same number of alternate sections of public land per 
ae n the State of Louisiana as are by this act granted in the State of Califor- 
to waid Texas Pacific Railroad Company ; and said lands shall be withdrawn 
" market, selected, and patents issued therefor, and opened for settlement 
pre-emption upon the same terms and in the same manner and time asis 
ovided for and required from said Texas Pacific Railroad Company within 
said State of California: Provided, Phat said company shall complete the whole 
of said road within five years from the passage of this act. 





ni 






Mr. PAYSON. Under this act some surveys were made and some 
work done and indebtedness incurred by the Backbone Railroad Com- 
pany, but nothing amounting to any substantial compliance in the way 
of construction of the road during the whole time within which the road 
should have been constructed. Financial embarrassment seemed to 


S049 


Mr. PAYSON. I donot care to be interrupted further. I will say 
to the gentleman from California that if he will not interrupt me I 
will come to all that presently. 

Mr. HENLEY. I will not do it any more. 

Mr. PAYSON. This grant being made originally to the company 
commonly known as the Backbone Railroad Company, and it at that 
time having no authority whatever to build its road west of the Mis- 


| sissippi River, matters remained in that condition substantially until 


the organization of the New Orleans Pacific. For reasons not necessary 
to be stated, it is enough to say as a conclusion of the whole matter 
the, New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company be- 


| came financially embarrassed or practically insolvent, so that, except 


in the matter of making some preliminary surveys, or possibly doing 


| a little work, but nothing in the way of substantial pertormance, that 


overwhelm it, and in the mean time the New Orleans Pacific, organized | 
in 1875, having the same termini, and its proposed line of route practi- | 


cally coincident with that of the Backbone Railroad through its entire 
length, all within the limits of this grant, and near the middle of it, at- 
tempted to preserve this grant for itself to aid in the construction of its 
line. Congressional action to that end was sought, to which I shall 
refer later. Finally the New Orleans Pacific arranged to purchase the 
right of the Backbone company to the grant and go on and construct 
the road, but before doing this certain correspondence was had with the 


Interior Department as to whether the grant was an assignable one and | 


whether the New Orleans Pacific could legally succeed to the rights of | 


the Backbone company. The correspondence will be noticed: later, but 
these dates will suffice now: 

December 9, 1880, the Backbone company resolved to convey to the 
New Orleans Pacitic this grant of land. 

January 15, 1881, such conveyance was made. 


company went to the wall. Then the New Orleans Pacitic Railroad 
Company was organized, having the power to build a railroad trom New 
Orleans to Shreveport. 

Mr. DAVIS. Any place they pleased. 

Mr. PAYSON. Practically from New Orleans to Shreveport. I beg 
the gentleman not to interrupt me. We do not disagree about it, but 
it does not strengthen my statement of the fact by the gentleman in- 
dorsing it. Wedo not disagree about it. The New Orleans Pacitic 
was organized. There stood the charter of the Backbone company in 
the way—a subsidy land grant in its interest in the way, and the 
terminal points of the two corporations practically the same. 

The gentleman says ‘No, sir.’’ I will yield a minute to him to show 
that. 

Mr. LEWIS. I say no, because that very act did not change the ter- 


| minus of the road as fixed in the grant by Congress. 


February 3, 1881, the conveyance was finally accepted by the New | 


Orleans Pacific Company, and the Interior Department, on February 

21, 1881, as will be shown, pronounced ** the transfer complete.”’ 
Upon this recognition, the New Orleans Pacitic proceeded to build 

the road, assuming it to be a compliance with the act of Congress, 


upon practically the same line, basing its expenditure for that purpose | 


upon faith in the validity of the transfer and the opinion of the Com- | 


missioner of the General Land Office of the Interior Department, and 
this was all done before any hostile legislation had been begun toward 
the New Orleans Pacific Company. 

Mr. LEWIS. Did I understand the gentleman to state that no bill 
was introduced to forfeit this land grant until after the road was com- 
ple ted? 


Mr. PAYSON. I say this bill was not introduced, and no bill was | 


introduced, nor was the suggestion ever made, to take this land or any 
part of it from the New Orleans and Pacific Railroad Company until 
alter it had completed its road. 

Mr. LEWIS. Did not the gentleman himself introduce a resolution 
on this subject in the Forty-seventh Congress? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir; but that was after the road had been ac- 
cepted by Mr. Hazzard, the examiner appointed by the President. 

Mr. LEWIS. Does not the gentleman know as a fact that bills to 
forfeit this land grant were introduced in 1877, 1878, and 1879? 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman will not anticipate me I think I 
shail make myself understood. He does not understand me at all, or 
he would not state what he now states. The bills introduced in the 
Forty-iifth Congress were to forfeit the lands of the Baton Rouge Com- 
pany and bestow them on this company. 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I understand the matter as the gentleman 
does. And the bill introduced in the Forty-sixth Congress was for the 
same purpose. 

Mr. LEWIS. That is so. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I understand the gentleman and he under- 
stands me. I beg he will not anticipate me, for I promise that I will 
hot make a single statement of fact with reference to this case which I 
can not prove by him. 

Mr. LEWIS. That is all right. 
it. I think I know something about this matter. I have been paying 
attention to it for several years, and so far as the facts of the case are 
concerned I yield to no one on this floor in my knowledge of them. 
Whether I am correct in the conclusions I base upon those facts is an- 
other proposition. The House may or may not agree with me there. 
~ So lar as the facts are concerned, I assume to speak from knowledge. 
ao LEY . I understood the gentleman to state very distinctly 
Oe ee hostile to this land grant had ever been introduced in 

Are = until after the completion of the road. 

saarae Yes, sir; as to this company. 

= Pan ! - Tam not talking about this company. 
wie as UI - Tam talking about it. That is precisely what Iam 

“ing to say; that as to this company no adverse legislation was pro- 
posed till after it had built the road. ” 

Mr. HENLEY. Youcan not distinguish between the two companies. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. You say they had a roving commission to go where 
they pleased. 

Mr. PAYSON. After the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company 
was organized it commenced and did everythingin its power, so far as 
I have been able to ascertain, to secure to itself the privileges that the 


| New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company had. 


The contest commenced there at home. An attempt was made to re- 
peal the charter of the old railroad company by the Louisiana Legisla- 
ture in the interest of the other company. The contest was then trans- 
ferred to the Halls of Congress. ° 

Mr. HENLEY. You do not pretend 

Mr. PAYSON. Idecline furtherto be interrupted. The gentleman 
will learn what I pretend if he will do me the honor to listen. In the 
Forty-fifth Congress a bill was introduced, and that is the bill referred 
to by the gentleman from California, who does not now honor me by 
his attention, seeking to forfeit this land grant as to the Backbone 
company and bestow it on the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company. 

But it is asserted in the majority report made by the gentleman from 
Louisiana that nothing was done with reference to it in that Congress 
whatever. Iam authorized to state by gentlemen now members of 
this Congress that the Committee on the Pacifie Railroads of that Con- 
gress having this matter before them unanimously voted to report a bill 
declaring the grant forfeited as to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and 
Vicksburg Railroad Company and bestow it on this company. That 
report was prepared by Mr. Elam, then a member of the House of 





| Representatives from the State of Louisiana. 


Mr. LEWIS. Forty-sixth Congress. 

Mr. PAYSON. In the Forty-fifth Congress. 

Mr. LEWIS. Go ahead. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman insists upon interrupting me I in- 
sist he shall be accurate. 

Mr. LEWIS. Go ahead; I will not interrupt you. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman is only demonstrating and empha- 
sizing that he does not know and is not familiar with the facts in his 
own case. 

Mr. LEWIS. I will permit you to say anything you please. 

Mr. PAYSON. I repeat, that action was in the Forty-fifth Congress. 
By reason of the crowded condition of the Calendar nothing was done 
with reference to it, but that was the action of the committee. Inthe 
Forty-sixth Congress a similar bill was introduced and favorably re- 


" A Van, otha: | ported, and failed in the same manner. ‘That answers the proposition 
Mr. PAYSON. I know it is all right, otherwise I would not state | 


of the gentleman from California. On that committee were Mr. ELLIS 
of this House, Mr. HARMER of Pennsylvania, and I think the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. CHALMERS] sittingon myright. All three 
were on the committee. I am authorized to say that committee unan- 


imously made a report to the same purport and with the same result. 


| That report was prepared by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. EL- 


LIs], but no action was had. 

Mr. CHALMERS. As I have been referred to, let me say that my 
recollection is that it was not unanimous. 

Mr. PAYSON. I understood it was. 

Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. WELLBORN and myself were ina minority. 
I will state further in reference to the Forty-fifth Congress, my recol- 
lection is that Mr. Elam asked leave to print a report, and it was re- 
ferred back to the committee. I do not think it was ever acted upon. 

Mr. PAYSON. I am told by members that that is the case; but 


| whether unanimous or not, it was the action of the committee. 


Rec 


- ee wee 
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1e Forty-seventh Congress a bill was introduced in the 
eferred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads there, 
which committee, as the record shows, reported unanimously against 
any interference with this railroad company, and the report is a part 
of the record of the Congressional proceedings of this Government. 
That, Mr. Speaker, has been the history of Congressional action with 
ference to this grant; and so I come back to the proposition I at first 
advanced, that from the commencement of this contest down to the 
present time there has never been a report, there has never been any 
action, direct or indirect, on the part ol either House of Congress, or of 
any committee of either House of Congress, adverse to the claim which 
the New Orleans Pacitic Railroad Company makes to this grant. So 
the question is presented here, whether or not under the circumstances 
of this case a forfeiture of this grant is either legal or equitable; and I 
insist, sir, and I will endeavor to demonstrate if my time permits and 
I can have the honor of the attention of the House that it is now giving 
me, that the grant is not forfeitable, either legally or equitably; and I 
will be glad if the gentlemen who are to follow me in support of this 
bill will follow the propositions which I shall assert here to show to the 
House by argumentand by authority whether the positions I shall take 
are supported by the books or not 

This road was constructed by an assignee company, the New Orleans, 
Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Company, standing as the grantee of the 
first corporation, the Backbonecompany. It is not denied, in fact it is 
conceded, that a deed has been executed, and by the proper officers, 
which deed upon its face conveys the legal title to this grant to the 
claimant company. 

Nobody pretends to deny it. It is admitted all through the case. 
But in the early history with reference to this grant it was insisted 
that the grant was not such a one ascould beconveved. It was argued 
by those who opposed the claims of this company‘that the New Or- 


re 


by the Government to build the road, it alone could perform the con- 
ditions of the grant and it alone would be entitled to the land, and 
that not until after it had performed the conditions and had built the 


then strenuously insisted upon. 
But the authorities are all the other way; that the language of this 
act being that there is hereby granted to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge 


| was authorized to build by the Louisiana Legislature from New 0: 


| which this road shall be built and in aid of which the grant 


| 


and Vicksburg Company every odd section of land for so many miles | 


on either side of the road, to it, ‘* its successors or assigns,’’ that it vested 
that railroad company with present title to the land, and that being 


so vested it was the subject of alienation and conveyance. That doc- | 


trine insisted upon last year has been abandoned by the majority of 


the committee now, and they in their report concede that the New Or- | 
leans Pacific Railroad Company, by the deed which was made to it by 


the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Company, took the legal 


title to the land as such, but coupled with the burden of the perform- | 


ance of the conditions. So thereis no necessity for arguing that phase 
of the case. 
The majority say: 


That the grant is assignable we do not question, not because of the language 


“its successors and assigns’ in the granting act, but because the right of dis- 
position is inherent in ownership 


That being so—that the title to the grant could be legally assigned 
and conveyed—it follows that the New Orleans Pacific would stand in 
the shoes of the grantor, the Backbone company; it would take the 
grant with all the burdens, and subject to the same conditions; and 
it necessarily follows that unless the grant could be forfeited against 
the Backbone company had it done all that the New Orleans Pacific 
has done, it can not be forfeited as against the latter company. Let 
us see what the authorities are on this question. 

By the conveyance the New Orleans Pacific was vested with the full 
right of the Backbone company, subject to the condition that it should 
build the road. 

The law is well settled that any one interested in a condition may 
periorm 1. 

Che concession of the power to assign is conclusive against the right to 
forfeit as against the assignee, unless the grant could have been for- 
feited against the assignor, since this concession implies that the as- 
signee may perform the condition, namely, build the road; and the 
law is clear that a substantial performance of the condition is all that 
is required. 

Who may perform the condition? The law on this subject is well 
settled that any one interested in a condition may perform it. 


It isa general rule that any one may perform a condition who has an inter- 
est in it or in the land whereto it is annexed. * This rule is recognized 
yy the elementary writers People of Vermont vs. Society for Propagation of 
the Gospel, &« 2 Paine, 545 

Any one who is interested in condition or the estate to which it is attached 
may perform it, and when it has once been performed it is thenceforth gone 
forever 2 Washburn on Real Property, 2d ed., p.10; 2 Crabbe on Real Prop- 


erty, 815; 10 Mod., 419; Cruise, title 19, Estates on Con., ch. 2, sees. 6,20; Bac. 
Abr., title Condition (P) 1; Simonds rs. Simonds, 3 Met., Mass., 558 

A substantial performance of the condition according to the meaning and in- 
tention of the parties is sufficient Wilson vs. Galt, 18 I11., 431 

it is sufficient if the substance of the condition be performed Comyn's Dig., 
Condition (G), 14 


If the condition be performed in substance it is sufficient. So if it be per- 
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formed as near the intent of the condition as can be. 
L), 1 


Comyn’s Dig ‘ 


Angell and Ames on Corporations, section 776, say: 


A substantial performance of conditions, however, is all that 
whether they be conditions precedent or subsequent 


So that it is clear that if the grant was legally conveyed th: 
more power to forfeit this grant against the New Orleans Pa 
there would be against the Backbone Railroad Company. 

What, then, is the next objection? And it will be not M 
Speaker, and to this I invite the attention of the House, that « 
gument made in favorof the forfeiture of this grant is based uyx 
technical grounds, purely technical reasons, and those alone 
I propose to address myself and take up the arguments in th: 
they occur to me, whether or not the opposition is well grounde: 
first is, and that point is strenuously insisted upon by the gent 
from Louisiana [Mr. Lewis], that under the charter which the > 
Orleans Pacilic Railroad Company had, and the amendments t 
required that the railroad which it should construct from New 0; 
to Baton Rouge should be built on the east side of the Mississ 
River. I agree that the charter does so provide, that the ra 


to Baton Rouge should be built on that side of the river. 

I concede the fact, too, that the railroad it did build is located ont 
west side of the Mississippi River from New Orleans to Baton Roug 
answer to the objection made by the gentleman from Louisiana is 
This grant is made by an act of Congress, and Congress, when 
this grant, found in esse—in existence—a corporation capable of « 
something created by the Legislature of Louisiana; and the act of ( 
gress making this grant provides in express terms that the rout 


| shall be upon the route that the company deems the most eligib 
leans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Company being the agent selected | 


Mr. LEWIS. That is not my position. 
Mr. PAYSON. Then what is it? 
Mr. LEWIS. My position is that the road ought to lx 


| accordance with the act of the Legislature of Louisiana. 
road and within the time prescribed by the granting act. That was | 


Mr. PAYSON. That is what I say as to your position. I supp 
I was capable of speaking the English language with some degre 
directness and that I would beunderstood in making an ordinary st 
ment. But the gentleman bears me out in my statement. HH: 
that because the road was not built on the east side of the Mississ 
River, therefore it had no power to build on the west side, because 1 
charter provides that it might build a road on the east side 

Mr. LEWIS. No, that it must. 

Mr. PAYSON. That it had no right to build it on the west s 

Mr. LEWIS. That is my position. I do hold that. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is the gentleman’s position, as I hav 
edly stated. 

Now, I do not believe, since the decision of the Supreme Court 
‘*Granger cases’’—bearing upon the power of Congress to deal 
question of interstate transportation, to confer upon corporations s 
powers and privilegesas it might choose for purposes of carry 
effectuating its purposes—I never supposed a lawyer would 
to stand up on the floor of this House and claim that Congres 
stricted in any manner with reference to its dealings with 


| transcontinental lines. 


| right of eminent domain in any State of this Union even 


I assert the law to be, and I will demonstrateit before I an 
that it makes no difference whatever as to the restrictions \ 
State Legislature made upon the local corporation. Cong! 
confer upon it the power to build a railroad wherever it cho 
Legislature did not create a corporation, Congress has power « 
its arm to create the corporation itself and permit it to ex: 
opposition of a State Legislature. That is the settled law oi 
to-day; and I doubt whether there is a lawyer who values | 
tion that will stand on this floor and dispute that position. 

A familiar illustration of it is found in the case of the Cent! 
cific Railroad. There was a corporation named in one of th 


| grants that were ever made by the Congress of the United 


grant to the Union and Central Pacitic Railroads. The Cent 
Railroad Company was chartered and organized under an act 
islature of the State of California, and the only power that it 
its charter was to build a line of railroad from the city of Sa 
to the east line of the State of California. That was the only} 
had; precisely a pat case with this. 
Mr. LEWIS. Will the gentlemen permit me—— 
Mr. PAYSON. Not now. 
Mr. LEWIS. Ido not want you to misstate me. 
Mr. PAYSON. Iam not misstating the gentleman. Ia 
about the Central Pacific Railroad, and Iam asserting the do 
trying to assert it, that it is perfectly and utterly immate 
tween the Congress of the United States or the Governni 
country and the different States of this Union, what power Is co”! & 
by a State Legislature. If Congress in its wisdom and for ! 
jects, to effect national purposes, sees fit to clothe any local co! 
with additional powers or impose upon it additional duties Hy 
so, and nobody, not even a State, has any right to complain. {© ES. 
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-»ow that I can state it any plainerthan that. In illustration of that 
- onosition I was saying, Mr. Speaker, that the Central Pacific Rail- 
coal Company, which was the beneficiary, to the extent that it con- 
tru ted its road, of the great grant to the Union and Central Pacific 
lroad Companies, only had the power to build its road from Sacra- 
mento, in the State of California, to the east line of the State. What 
i i( ‘ongress do? Congress wanted the line to extend to San Francisco. 





nding zheCentral PacificCompany organized by the State of California | 


nd willing to perform the obligations sought to be imposed upon it, 
Cor vress exercised its power and said: ** Build this road from the city of 
San Francisco east to the State line and we will make you this grant of 
ind And in the Sinking-fund cases, reported in 97 United States, 
the Supreme Court of the United States expressly decided the very 
tion that I am presenting here, and say that as between Congress 
corporation it is utterly immaterial what powers it had granted 
the State Legislature, but for whatever rights it claimed as 


ques 
and the 


to ny 


he tween the Government and it, it must look to the national Legis- | 


lature. 

"So in this case. Here was a corporation of the State of Louisiana, au- 
thorized, I agree, to build its road only on the east side of the Missis- 
sippi River by its Legislature. But Congress comes in and says: “If 
vou will build a railroad from New Orleans to Shreveport upon the 
most eligible route to be selected by you we will make you this grant 
of land.”’ 
road was built by its assignees between the points named in the grant- 
ing act. I desire some of the gentlemen who will follow me to call 
attention to some authority which is in conflict with the proposition I 
have just advanced. 

I will call attention to the familiar text-book of Cooley on Constitu- 
tional Limitations, where the distinguished author lays down precisely 
the same proposition and in about the same words that I have used here. 
I am quoting from that work from memory. So, Mr. Speaker, I take 
it that disposes of the objection, if it may rise to the dignity of an ob- 
jec tion. 

Another objection is made, Mr. Speaker, and it is regarded as one 
of the strong points in this case by gentlemen on the other side of it. 
They say that although this grant was conveyed in form by a deed fair 
upon its face, and if the antecedent steps had been regular would have 
conveyed the title, yet it is absolutely void for want of power. 
question of ulira vires is raised as against the corporation which was the 
grantor in that deed, the Backbone company. My friend from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Lewis] labored long and earnestly to show that although 
the Backbone company was chartered by the Legislature of the State 


of Louisiana, still before that deed was made the Legislature of Louisiana | 


had repealed the charter and therefore it had no legal existence, so that 


it could not execute this conveyance, and therefore the New Orleans | 


Pacific Company took nothing by that deed. 


I grant that they at- 
tempted to do what he says they did do. 


But Ideny, Mr. Speaker, that 


the act of the Legislature of Louisiana was worth the paper upon which | 


it is printed. 

I ask the attention of the lawyers of this body just for a moment to 
this fact. Without stopping to read it I will ask permission to print 
it at length with my remarks. But I will say to the gentleman from 
Louisiana in front of me [Mr. Lewts], if he does nét understand my 
recital of this legislation precisely as I do, I will regard it as a personal 
favor if he will stop me anywhere to correct me. 

_ Mr. LEWIS. It is rather late for repentance, I think. I wanted to 
interrupt the gentleman before and he would not let me do it. 

Mr. PAYSON. In the charter which was passed by the Legislature 
of Louisiana incorporating the Backbone Railroad Company is found 


this language, substantially: ‘‘ This chartershall be deemed and held to | 


be between the State of Louisiana and the corporation hereby created, 


a contract which shall not be impaired, abrogated, or interfered with | 


except upon petition by the corporation.’? That is almost verbatim 
4 quotation from the charter of the Backbone Railroad Company. An- 
terior to that time, as a matter of prior legislation, there was a general 
act of the General Assembly . 

Mr. LEWIS. It has always been in existence. 

Mr. PAYSON. No; it has not always been in existence, for there 
was a time when the State of Louisiana itself did not exist. It was 
found among the session laws of Louisiana, and it is immaterial when 
It Was passed so it was prior to this legislation. That general act pro- 
vide din general terms that the Legislature should have power to abro- 
gat the charters of private corporations, but only upon certain condi- 
eee h as providing for the payment of the debts of the corpora- 
Gons and all that sort of thing. Subsequent to that general act this 
: ur _ was passed, which was the latest expression of the legislative 

‘ and contained the clause which I have quoted. 

; In the repealing act, and without stopping to read it, for it is pretty 
‘oLumminous—I will give the substance of it, giving to the gentleman 


troy | ss 
4401 LJOUISI 


iana (Mr. Lewis] the same privilege that I gave him before 





Of correctin if ae . ° ° . 

vl recling me if I misstate—in the repealing act is only found the sim- 
Ne Drovis Pimeneeaal ‘a . m . . 

pie | Vision of repeal and nothing else. There is no pretense on the 
oat of anybody who has ever been connected with this case either 
‘ 


ae ever wasa petition of this railroad company for the abrogation 

vel a larter, or a compliance with the general law of Louisiana with 
at . > > > ~ 7 . a - . 

ence to the repeal of charters generally. Nobody will ever pretend 


f 
ot 





And this route was selected by the company and the rail- | 


The | 
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that; nobody has ever asserted it; and I say here contidently that from 
this time until the vote shall be taken on this bill nobody will stand 
up here and assert it. 

That, it seems to me, settles the legal question. I appeal to lawyers 
within the sound of my voice, who are familiar with the decided cases 
from the Dartmouth College case down to this day, if the doe trine 
elaborately asserted by the gentleman fiom Louisiana {[Mr. LEw1s} 
yesterday would find a lodgment in the brain of any lawyer in this 
country. Nobody should assert it, and in the few minutes which I 
have spoken here it has been mentioned for the first time in th 
cussion 

Mr. LEWIS. My friend will not find in my speech of yesterday that 
I made anything more than a statement of the fact that the Legislatur 
of Louisiana—— 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, yes; the gentleman says he only stated the fact 
that the Legislature of Louisiana repealed the charter. [am endeavor 
ing todemonstrate that the Legislature of Louisiana did not, because it 
could not repeal the charter by the action it took; that is what I said 

Mr. LEWIS. I claim that I have a right to interrupt the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not yield. 

Mr. LEWIS. Youstatedin the beginning of yourremarks that you 
were willing to be interrupted for correction as to statement of facts. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam willing to be interrupted when I misstate any 
facts. 

Mr. LEWIS. I say youare not stating facts now. You agreed that 
I should be permitted to correct you if you made a misstatement, and 
I say you have made a misstatement. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope the gentleman will not get excited. 
trying to treat him more than fairly. 

Mr. LEWIS. But you do not treat me with any courtesy at all 

Mr. PAYSON. I stated to the gentleman, and I repeat it now, that 


Si 


is Gls 


lam 


as to any statement of fact which I may make with reference to this 


legislation, or any statement of fact in connection with the relation of 
these two railroad companies to this land grant, I am willing and will 
| be glad to be corrected. But I do not hold myself responsible for the 
| misstatements, or rather the erroneous conclusions, of the gentleman 
| from Louisiana, and do not agree that out of my time he may endeavor 
to set himself straight before the Houde as to the fallacies in which he 
indulged yesterday. As toany question of fact in relation to this grant, 
the attitude of Congress toward it, what the courts have decided, any 
} question of fact in a broad sense, I am not only willing but will be glad 
| and desirous to beinterrupted; forall I want is to know what the facts are 





Mr. LEWIS. I state that the gentleman has misstated the position 
| which I took yesterday. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will yield to the gentleman out of my time three 
minutes to state what his position is in reference to this repeal, and to 
| state how he now desires the House to understand him. Does the gen 
tleman take it? 
| Mr. LEWIS. I did not hear you. 
| Mr. PAYSON. I beg the gentleman will give me his attention. I 
am vociferating at the top of my voice, and the gentleman does not 
give me his attention. 
| Mr. LEWIS. There is no doubt about your vociferating. 

Mr. PAYSON. I say I willgive the gentleman three minutes of my 
time to show the House what his position is in reference to the effect 
of the attempted repeal by the Legislature of Louisiana of the Back- 
bone charter. 
| Mr. LEWIS. I merely stated that yesterday as one of the facts in 
| this case, but made no argument upon it at all. 


I stated it simply as 
a fact in the history of this matter, and did not attempt to make any 
argument on that branch of the case at all. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is that all the explanation the gentleman desires to 
make ? 

Mr. LEWIS. That is all I desire to state. I only want to correct 
your misstatement that I made any elaborate argumenton that branch 
of the case. 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, I am willing to admit that the gentleman made 
no elaborate argument. ‘Then if it is not asserted by the gentleman 
from Louisiana, if he does not now claim that the act of the Legislature 
of his State was effectual to any degree in repealing the privileges of 
the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, I 
ask him now why he stated it at all as part of his argument ? , 

Mr. LEWIS. Stated what ? 

Mr. PAYSON. Why, you stated as a fact that the charter had been 
repealed 

Mr. LEWIS. Ididsofor thesimple reason that I wanted the Hous« 
to be in possession of all the facts, whatever effect they might have 
That is the reason I stated it 

Mr. PAYSON. 
charter and the 
about i 

This is the provision of the Backbone charter 


1 will call attention to the exact lang the 
alleged repeal, that there may be no room for dispute 


t, as that seems to be regarded as spe cially important 


uage ol 





An act to incorporate the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Ruilroad 
Company, and to expedite the construction of their road 
Sec. 26. Be it furtl enacted, &c., That the said company may accept the 





terms, conditions, and provisions of this act at any time within one year fro 


the date of its passage and approval by a written acceptance, s L by bri 
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» directors of the company,and addressed to the governor of the 


State Louisiana; and in case of such acceptance by said company, said com- 

par ill be entitled to the benefit of the provisions of this act, and shall pos- 

sess and enjoy the rights and franchises granted to said company by the State 

of Louisiana in this act and heretofore; and such grants and the engagements 

herein made and entered into on the part of the State of Louisiana shall be 

deemed to be and shall be binding contracts between the State of Louisiana 
id t 


said company, not to be impaired, disturbed, or modified by subsequent 


gislat except with the consent and on the petition of said company 

Approved December 30, 1869 Acts of Louisiana, 1570, pages 7 to 19 

This the general law, passed prior to the charter. Article 447, Code 
of Louisiana, the general law, provides that— 

A corporation legally established may be dissolved 

First. By an act of the Legislature, if they deem it necessary or convenient to 
the pul interest; provided that when the act of incorporation imports a con- 
tract,on tl 


he faithof which individuals have advanced money or engaged their 
t can not be repealed without providing forthe reimbursement of the 
advances made or making full indemnity to such individuals. 


property 


Second. By the forfeiture of their charter, when the corporation abuses its 
privileges or refyses to accomplish the conditions on whichsuch privileges were 
granted, in wh ch case the corporation becomes extinct by the effect of the vio- 
lation of the conditions of the act of incorporation 


This the 


An act to repeal an act « 


‘repealing ’’ act: 


ntitled “‘An act to incorporate the New Orleans, Baton 


Rouge anda Vicksburg Railroad Company, and to expedite the construction of 
their road,’ No, 143, approved December 30, 1869; and also an act entitled “An 
act authorizing certain parishes, cities, and towns, by contributing tothe New 
Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, or by subscribing 
for its stock, « 


x by purchasing its bonds, or by issuing the bonds and warrants 
of the i parishes, cities, and towns, toaid in the construction of the road of 
the said company or its branch or branches,”’ No. 80,approved March 16, 1870; 
and also an act entitled ‘“‘An act authorizing the parishes of Livingston, Saint 
tielena, East Feliciana, East Baton Rouge, and the city of Baton Rouge to aid 


in the construction of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Rail- 
road No. 145, approved December 50, i869. 

Src Be it enacted by the senate and house of representatives of the State of 
Louis tin General Assembly convened, That the act entitled *‘An act to incor- 
porate the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railrbad Company, and 
lo exped 


te the construction of their road,’’ No. 143, approved December 30, 1869; 
and also the act entitled “An act authorizing certain parishes, cities, and towns, 
by contributing to the New Orleans and Vicksburg Railroad Company, or by 
subscribing for its stock, or by purchasing its bonds, or by issuing the bonds 
and warrants of said parishes, cities, or towns, to aid in the construction of the 


road of said company or its branch or branches,’ No. 80, approved March 16, 
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"a 
| course of opinion and decision has affirmed the doctrine which I wi)! ra 
state in the language of the Supreme Court in the Schulenberg case I 


| struction, which had not been extended; and Congress had passed nx 


1870; and also the act entitled ‘“‘An act authorizing the parishes of Livingston, 
Saint Helena, Kast Feliciana, East Baton Rouge, and the city of Baton Rouge 
to aid in the construction of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Rail- | 
road,’’ No. 145, approved December 30, 1869,be, and the same are hereby, re- 
pealed 

SE‘ Be it furthe 


r enacted, &c., That this act shall take effect from and after 


and that all lawsand parts of laws contrary tothe provisions of this 
and the same are hereby, repealed. 


its passag 
} 


act b« 


LOUIS BUSH, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
LOUIS A. WILTZ, 


ieutenant-Governor and President of the Senate. 


I 


Approved April 30, 1877 
. FRANCIS T. NICHOLS, 


Governor of the State of Louisiana. 


A truc 


< opy 
WILL A. STRONG, 


Secretary of State. 


(Acts of General Assembly of State of Louisiana, extra session, March 2, 1877. 


Now I come to another phase in this case. Itis insisted by the gen- 
tlemen on the other side that time is of the essence of this contract—— 

Mr. HENLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me one moment, | un- 
derstood there was a limitation of time in this debate ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I can not yield for any further arrangement. 

Mr. HENLEY. Thegentleman must yield for the rules of the House. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope the gentleman will not be so peremptory as 
to say that I ‘‘must yield.’’ If he says that, I will not, though I am 
usually glad to extend any courtesy. 

\ MeMBER (to Mr. PAyson). He says you must yield to the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. HENLEY. I understood the time was to be divided equally 
between the opponents and the supporters of the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. I neverunderstood there was any order of the House 
about the division of time. I tried to get such an order, but nobody 
would agree it. 
my time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). It does not. 
gentleman is entitled to occupy the floor until his hour expires. 

Mr. HENLEY. Three-fourths of the time thus far given to this de- 
bate has been consumed by gentlemen on one side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
order of the House in regard to this debate. The gentleman from IIli- 
nois is on the floor in his own right, and is entitled under the rules 
to one hour. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, it was insisted on the other side, as 
another proposition, that time was of the essence of this contract; that 
in order for this company to claim this grant it was essential it should 
be shown that this road was constructed within the five years. No 
authority was cited in support of that proposition, nor can any be found. 
I make this statement without any affectation of learning. Commenc- 
ing with the leading case upon this question, the case of Schulenberg 
vs. Harriman, in 21 Wallace, followed by an unbroken line of decisions 
of the Supreme Court and preceded by repeated and continued opinions 
by the Department of Justice, to be found in the sixteenth and seven- 
teenth volumes of the Opinions of the Attorneys-General, the uniform 


to 


The 


Mr. Speaker, does this interruption come out of 


The Chair will state that there is no | 


| been taken to revest the title of the United States. 


| and the public lands of the United States, within certain defined li 


because it is better expressed than I could express it: 
If the condition be not enforced— 
That is, if the forfeiture be not declared for breach of condition— 


the power over the land and the grant continues as well after as befo 
breach and is limited only by the object of the grant. 


That is, the building of the road. 

This doctrine, Mr. Speaker, has never been departed from by th 
preme Court in any case to which my attention has been called. (Cas 3 
after case has arisen where the application of that doctrine has been 
made, and this is the first instance either in Congress or the Depart ; 
ments where its application has been disputed where the road has heey ¥ 
substantially completed before adverse legislation was begun. 

I call attention to the opinion of the Attorney-General in two « 
on the question as to ‘‘time being of the essence of the contract,’ 
as to whether, after the expiration ofthe time, if Congress does not 
terfere to assert a forfeiture, the title to the lands is at all impair 
reason of the delay. 





~ 





1. As to the effect of the proviso to the fourth section of the act of July 4 

While the part of the road to which your inquiries relate was not complet 
within the time limited by law, no attempt has been made to enforce a 
feiture of the lands granted to the State of Minnesota, or by any means 
tive or other, to revest the title in the United States. The question whet 
State of Minnesota may still claim, under the act of Congress, lands whic! 
been earned by the construction of the road since the expiration of the px 
is determined by the case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman (21 Wallace, 44 
was the case of a grant of landsto tho State of Wisconsin to aid in the « 
tion of a certain railroad within that State by an act of June 3, 1856. 17 
guage there used in reference to the condition upon which the grant n 
defeated by non-completion of the road within ten years was as follows 
further sales shall be made, and the lands unsold shall revert to the | 
States.”’ The road had not been completed within the time required for it 


4s 


yact 
taken any judicial proceeding to enforce any forfeiture of the grant for f 
to construct the road within the period prescribed. Upon this state of f 
was held that a present interest was passed by the grant to the State of \\ 
consin; that the proviso was in the nature of a condition subsequent; | 
prohibition against further sales, if the road were not completed, add 
ing to the force of the proviso, because a cessation of sales was necessa 
plied in the condition that the lands should revert, but thatif the « 
were not enforced the power to sell continued as before its breach, limite 
by the objects of the grant and the manner of sale prescribed by the act; a: : 
that as no action had been taken, either by legislation or judicial proce: 
to enforce a forfeiture or revest the title in the United States, that title re 
in the State as completely as it existed on the day that the title by 
the line of the railroad acquired precision and became attached tothe 
alternate sections, 

In direct answer to your inquiry upon this point I therefore reply t 
Department is authorized by law to issue patents to the State of Minnes 
lands opposite that portion of the road constructed in sections of ten « 
tive miles since February 26, 1877, the date at which, according to the 
section of the act of July 4, 1866, it was provided, in the event that the: 
not completed, that the lands not patented should revert to the Unité 
and this for the reason above stated, that no act, legislative or 


at t 


jud 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, October 25, 1 

Sir: Your letter of the 15th instant presents for my consideration t 
eation of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company for the app: 
three commissioners to examine a section of twenty-five miles of its) 
from Albuquerque, N. Mex., under section 4 of the act of Congress of Ju 
1866 

The Atlantic and, Pacific Railroad Company was created by, and or 
under, the act of Congress above mentioned, and was granted the rig! 








Springfield, Mo., through the Indian Territory and New Mexico, to the I’ 
coast. 

Before 1871 it appears that the company constructed its road from Spr 
to the western boundary line of the State of Missouri, and this port 


road was duly accepted by the President,and patent for the land iss 


action was in accordance with the provision of section 4 of the grant 





| completed in all respects as required by the act the commissioners sha 


which provides that when the company shall have twenty-five cons¢ 
miles of any portion of said railroad ready for the service contemplated 
ident of the United States shall appoint three commissioners to exam 

same; andif it shallappear that twenty-five consecutive miles of road have 


port to the President of the United States, and patents to lands, as provided ! 
by the third section of the act, shall be issued to the company. 

The company next completed thirty-four miles in the India: Territ 
to 1871; but because the United States had not extinguished the India 
steps were taken for the issuance of patents along the road in that Terri! 

From the early part of the year 1871 down to August or September of t! 
ent year no section or portion of the road was constructed by the compa 
fact no work of any kind or description was done by the company on the! 

Section 8 of the act makes it a condition of each and every grant, right, 4 
privilege given to the company that the company ‘‘ shall commence the wors 
on said road within two years from the approval of this act by the Presid 
and shal! complete not less than fifty miles per year after the second yea! 
shall construct, equip, furnish, and complete the main line of the wh 
by July 4, 1878.” 

The company has not conformed to this condition, as it appears that 
years prior to July 4, 1878, no road was constructed; and, in additior 
two years subsequent to that date no portion of the road was construct« 

The ninth section of the act recites that the conditional grants were maces 
accepted upon the further condition that “if the company make any breac! 
the conditions and allow the same to continue for upward of one year, ' 
such case, at any time hereafter, the United States may do any and al 
things which may be needful and necessary to insure a speedy comp'«! 
the said road.” 

By section,20 Congress has retained the right to add to, alter, amend, or rep 
this act, having due regard for the rights of said railroad company 

Having in view the panone and conditions of the granting act, 4! 
failure on the part of the railroad company to perform the conditions presen" 
in the manner recited, you request my opinion upon the following questio®: | 

‘Is it within the power and the duty of the Executive to appoint commis" 
ers to examine the section of road submitted by the Atlantic and Pacifi Ra . 
road Company, to accept the same if completed in all respects required by te 
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act of July 27, 1866, and to cause patents to be issued to said company for lands 
situated opposite to and conterminous with the section of road if completed? 

" As I think the grant to this railroad must be treated as a present grant, to be 
n ade afterward definite, as from time to time the various portions of the road 
are completed, the only inquiry would seem to be whether or not the conditions 


Mr. PAYSON. I say the authorities are all to the point where there 
was a condition subsequent and that condition was performed in sub- 
stance by the grantee or anybody entitled to perform the condition, and 
y wont ; oreeneres - before the grantor has taken steps to take advantage of the breach of 
Sd hich the company received the grant are in their nature conditions pre- | ,, ve . 7 +43 rie as A eRe, Sen eae aan oe 
eee ee ee it conditions precedent, the failure to perform such con- condition, the n the condition is waived. The law is precisely the same 
ditions would deprive the road of ite right to make application for the benefits | aS to the Government in reference to any of these transactions as it is 
of the act if after such soneiiens oe eee oct semen to a peeters between individuals, except the single difference that negligence is 
ftheroad. If conditions subsequent, then it would be necessary for the Unitec an i . . » Cove > P at ia : » wena 
oe ane advantage of such conditions by acting under the ninth gection | M€VeT imputable to the Government, and that is the only exception to 
f the act, and proceeding iteelf to do acts and things which might be safe or | the rule. 


ol 


necessary to insure a speedy completion ere or wo wa ee Mr. OATES. Here is a caseof a legislative grant. 
of the grant by legislative action, or by providing for enforcing the same by a >AYSON. The ve sete . *ay ere ; =o ; 
d cial proceeding. If the United States were disposed to revest in itself or to Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Alabama (Mr. OAT ES] calls my 


enforee a forfeiture of the lands granted, it would be necessary to take some attention to this case, The People of Vermont vs. The Society for the 

tion indicative of - a 5 ’ si all et . Propagation of the Gospel, &c., 2 Paine, 563. It is a legislative public 

The ease of Schulenberg vs. Harriman is apparently decisive of the present | ,,.. ers re : s a ae eae eee = 

sctiire. That was the case of a grant of lands to the State of Wisconsin to aid | grant on condition, and one question was the effect of a performance 

» the construction of a certain railroad within that State by the act of June 3, | After citing Marks vs. Marks, 10 Mod., 419, the court say: 

186. The language of the first section of that act was, ‘‘ that there be, and 

hereby is, granted to the State of Wisconsin”’ the lands specified. Similar lan- 

ruage is found in the third section of the act of July 27, 1866: ‘‘ That there be, and 

ie reby is, granted tothe Atlantic and Pacific Railroad eee, &ec. In that 7 : a ; 

case the grant was made upon a condition that if the road be not completed And I call attention to Washburn on Real Property, volume 2, page 

within ten years ne further — onan be wee and ee tends aan — 10, where it is said, in speakingof estates on condition and of the rights 

revert to the United States. ie road had not been completed within the time | | ¢ ee ekg yr aoe . ee ° 3 

required for its construction, which had not been extended, and Congress had | of the grantor in case of breach of the condition: 

passed no act, nor provided for any judicial proceedings, to enforce any forfeit- | Notwithstanding the breach, the estate, ifa freehold, can only be defeated by 

ure of the grant for failure to construct the road within the period prescribed. | an entry made, and until that is done it loses none of its original qualities ox 

Upon this state of facts it was held that the grants tothe State of Wisconsin | incidents. 

were grants in presenti, which acquired precision as the right of the road became | And any one who is interested in the condition or the estate to which it is at- 

fixed by its location, and that the lands had not reverted to the United States, | tached may perform it, and when it has once been performed it is thenceforth 

although the road was not constructed within the period prescribed, no action | gone forever. " 

having been taken, either by legislation or judicial proceedings, to enforce a for- | - : 7 : , ; 

feiture of the grant, (21 Wall., 44.) I will not take the time of the House by reading the list of author- 
rhe « ens the = —_ ee be held, _ ipcdeberchemne nag Say” ly be | ities I have here before me to the same purport. Nearly all of them 

conditions subsequent. Apparently they are much more strongly so in the case eee eh aie : ae Pex . et E as 

referred to. The section, 9, in which they are found distinctly contemplates have been cited by the gentle man from Alabama [ Mr. OATES |, and it 

that the United States will do some act, and may do certain acts upon the breach | is unnecessary to repeat the reading; but the House will remember that 

“eo ae eet . 1 8) nutelned | all the cases, without any exception, yet considered by the committee 
lam, therefore, o opinion 1a 1e grantto 1é Talroac 1aS not been Tforteitec : ss s . a * aa . ; ; - a ae _ 

by its failure to build its road within the time named in the act, no action, by | the House have been where nothing whatever has been done, or 

reason of its failure to perform the conditions, having been taken by authority where there has been only part periormance. 

of Congress. pony lye — grant, even i it be Seats : =—— = | Here the road, as constructed, was completed and accepted, and the 

to forfeiture, 1t has still a right to proceed to construc 1e road, and until in ; . : * : el . aa, . . . Le ne mae 

come form advantage shall be taken of the breach of the conditions, it would | condition substantially performed betore this bill was introduced int 

be the duty of the executive department to give it the benefit of the grant the House. 

I aan aan Saeeens ees that it oe be oe the ee ae ee The next case I will call attention to isthe Saint Vincent Extension 
of the Executive to appoint commissioners to examine the section of road sub- | . 1 Saad >, ‘ i ir : a . : ao : : es 
itted by the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, to accept the same if | of the Saint Paul and Pacitic : Cwo-thirds of that road was completed 
completed in all respects as required by the act of July 27, 1866, and to cause | alter the time and the last of it elever?y ears after the time had expired 
patents a _ aoneeeey nao a situated opposite to and conter- | gs to the grant. 
minous with the section of road il completed, re coal . a . . > a_i a + -949 B19 

I have the honor in this connection to refer to the opinion delivered to your | Che Braine rd Branch of the Saint Panland I acilic, a grant of ~ 13,712 
Department by me of the date of November 29, 1879 (upon which I understand | acres. There not aspadeful of work was put in time by the people who 
the De sowiyeaneon Pn gas in which the case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman, | took the grant, and no one ever pretends or insists that was forf itable. 
supra, Was considered, he ; . wT ne at 962 . eietiiiie : i 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, Phen comes the Hastings and Dakota, 1,293,400 acres, One hundred 
CHAS. DEVENS. and twenty-eight miles of the road was built after the time, some seven 
| years after the time, and only forty-seven miles was built within the 
time. The grant went, and nobody pretends or ever did pretend the 
Mr. Speaker, would the House believe this statement: thatof the land- | Government could interfere. 
aided roads, aggregating over 12,000 miles in this country, roads aggre- | Then comes the West Wisconsin. 
gating more than 8,000 miles have been completed out of time? In | fifteen years after the time. 


ut 


When the condition is once performed it isthenceforth entirely gone, and the 
thing to which it was before annexed becomes absolute and wholly uncondi- 
tional. 


l 





Hon. CARL SCHURZ, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


There was a road that was built 
It should have been completed June 5, 
lowa, in Nebraska, in Kansas, in Michigan, in Minnesota, in Dakota, | 1866. It was completed fifteen years out of time. The grant was 
and all over the great Northwest the great majority of all the land- | 1,305,600 acres. 
grant roads were completed out of time. Of the fourteen principal | I next call attention to the Wisconsin Central. A part of the main 
roads to which I shall call attention, this is the first road in regard to | line was built out of time, and a part of the road from Ashland to Su- 
which it has ever been suggested that it should be interfered with on | perior City has not only never been built, but has been abandoned, as 
that account. | gentlemen from that part of the country well know. That part of the 
_ Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, I may as well refer to these cases now. The | Wisconsin Central road from Ashland to Superior City has never been 
first is that of the North Wisconsin, formerly the Saint Croix and Lake | built, and a large portion of the road was built out of time. No one pre- 
Superior, and now the Chicago, Saint Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha. | tends there is any right to interfere with that grant of 1,800,000 acres. 
Chis is a road two hundred and twenty-six milesinlength. The grant | Then comes the Jackson, Lansing and Saginaw road, in Michigan. 
in aid of it was 1,408,000 acres, and not a spadeful of earth was turned | Twenty miles of that road is built from Janesville to Amboy. It was 
on that road before the expiration of the time. It was all built outof |} a branch line. The main line is built, and that is regarded as a sub- 
time, the main line and branch. stantial compliance with the conditions of the grant. ( 
his is the road out of the grant to which arose the Schulenberg case, Then comes the Southern Minnesota Railroad Extension. Of that 
and it was built thirteen years out of time, and built by an assignee | road one hundred and forty-nine miles was built within the time, only 
company, precisely as in the case being considered. a small proportion of it within the time contemplated by the law, and 
Innoneof these cases has it been proposed téinterfere. Why? Be-| that also was regarded as a substantial performance. The grant was 
cause, as I shall show, the authorities are to the point that if there | made to the Southern Minnesota Railroad Company, which company 
has been substantial performance by anybody who was interested in it | was succeeded by another, the Southern Minnesota Railroad Extension 
and before the grantor chose to take advantage of the breach, the right Company. This company, as the assignee of the original grant, went 
sgone. I will call attention to the authorities in support of it. ) 





: 4 Will C on and completed the construction out of time, and that is-not to be 
ana HENLEY. The House desires information. | interfered with. The Lake Superior and Mississippi is another. The 
Mr. PAYSON. Ask mea question; I do not yield for a speech. | Little Rock and Fort Smithis another. And if the gentleman from Ar- 


Mr. HENLEY. I understand the gentleman to say the authorities | kansas [ Mr. JoNes] is present I desire to call his attention to a matter 
are humerous that in a Government grant, where the condition subse- | in connection with that road which took place in the last Congress. It 
quent is performed after the time prescribed, the grant is then yielded | was, or a portion of it rather, substantially built within the time re- 
and is not forfeitable. Cite one single authority to the country. quired. It was not entirely built. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have not cited one authority as to a Government 
grant. Iam speaking on the subject of grants generally. 


A bill was introduced declaring 
the land forfeited because of non-compliance, 
Mr. HENLEY Th a The question came before the Committee on the Judiciary of the last 
Me -NLEY, 1en what is the gentleman talking about ? Congress, of which ] was a member, and it was shown by the certificate 
r. PAYSON. I am talking about the law in reference to a grant, | from the governor of that State that the road was then entirely com- 
~~ td gentleman’s attention toit if he will not interrupt me. | pleted. The Committee on the Judiciary unanimously reported, at the 
Mr: PAYS« N : rh, that is becoming too monotonous. request of the ge ntle man from Arkansas, a bill to the effect that the 
tee t isamonotony the gentleman will have the oppor- | grant ought not to be interfered with, and the patent issued, and it was 
lity to indulge in when he follows me by referring us to a few books | done. 
where a different doctrine is laid down. —~ ' 


There is another case, a late case, in the district represented by the 
\ saaar ane ame is , ase, L i pl y ; 
Mr. HENLEY. I will, if you ever get through your speech. 


gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE], the Sioux City and Saint Paul 
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ded 


CONGR 


ESS 


Hf 


' which has been reported to this House from the 
P iblie L 


( ‘ the inds. The grant made in that case was for 
tion of a road from the Minnesota State line to Sioux City 

or Le Mars Chey commenced the construction of the road at the Min- 
3ota State line and built toward Sioux City When they got within 











‘ enty-sSix miles of Sioux ( tl ey m ide connection with another 
road wl is constructing from the opposite direction but had built 
n tox Sioux ( t} ad being built by the Me- 
( estern. I believe They made a junction with this read at 
! \ de rt there a no necessity for the construction ot 
, The Committee on the Publi Lands reported i bill, which 
pass ( witl the tf days by unanimous consent ig 
i ‘ } I Swi n e « terminous with the const cted 
om Ss )) declaring a forfeiture of the unearned part 
] } rhe st ) ( S 
\I Co end from lown should do the Committee 
| ) ‘ e to sa that Vy the as this land can not 
\ ysO> ! re is another road, Mr. Speal the Saint 
|’ ~ ( there is a little branch from Saint Paul to 
. vi vas never constructed Part, I thin} f the 
j oad was built within the time, but this was never con- 
ough I heen held to be a substantial « mpilance 
\ e given a tot thirteen of the roads standing upon anal 
ou it absolutely pat grounds with the case considered here nd 
I i he e te true, and never has been disputed, that there 
i were su estion at any time that Congress should or could 
< e ftorteiture of any of them 
rhe question was asked by the gentleman from Louisiana, ‘‘ Why 
Grovernment the benefit of the doubt. as inthe case of the 
) ( |, passed the otherday ?’’ and looked at me as if address 
i tome; and I assume that he expected an answer. | 
» him with pleasure. The difference issimply this: In the 
ca Oregon Central grant, as every member of this House present 
ver, there had been only twenty-five miles of the main line 
| even and one-half miles of the branch road bui and the 
ninety-seven miles of the main line, which was the essential factor in 
the st en absolute iy ibandoned by the company claiming the 
ben ( he grant. Here, in the case at bar, the railroad company 
ha } formed the conditions betore adverse legislation is attempted, 
‘ claiming the lands which are conterminous with the con- 
: ol the road 
4) of the case may be touched upon by gentlemen upon the 
ot! n they come to close this debate. It is that sixty-eight 








m f s road trom New Orleans northwardly trom Baton Rov 
t built by this company at all. I presume that will be 

ert ca it is a point that is noticed by the committee. It is 
1 i matter of fact hen this company commenced the con- 
t this road to Baton Rouge and Shreveport they purchased 
f { Morgan Steamship and Railway Company sixty-eight miles 
of cons ed road, which they utilized as a part of their road. But 
the im no land o weount of that 1 rie applicat on to the Interior 
Department is for lands conterminous with the roads they constructed 
Now, another thing. It wasstated by the gentleman from Louisiana 
| Mr. Lev that the New Orleans Pacitic Railroad Company did not 


aoild this road, and he asserts it was built 
he lead of Mr. Jay Gould. 


Gould 


by the Texas Pacific under 
[ have nothing in sympathy with Mr. 
I do not know him personally, although I have heard some- 
hing of him through the newspapers. But I speak of what appears in 
the records of the Public Lands Committee, in documents there which 
have never been disputed, when I say that at the time the contract for 
this road was made Mr. Gould had nota dollar of interest in the Texas 
Pacitie C It was then under the presidency and control of Mr. 
Thomas Scott, a name somewhat familiar to every one who is interested 
in railroad matters. But, then, what difference does thatmake ? 

Another point was made by the gentlenian from Louisiana, that the 
road was not constructed by the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany. I hold in my hand and will ask to have it printed with my 
remarks the sworn statement of General Dodge, of Iowa, who was 
connected with the construction company which did build the road, 
and the testimony ot Mr. Wheelock, who was at that time the 
president of the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company. In those 
affidavits, which have been matters of record in the Public Lands Com- 
mittee since last January, they make the sworn statement that this 
railroad was built by the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Company upon 
the faith of this grant and upon the positive and direct assurance first 
of the Backbone Railroad Company that the grant should be obtained, 
and then later on, in the fall of 1880 and the early winter of 1881, on 
a direct aflirmance on the part of the Interior Department that the 
grant was assignable and that the New Orleans Pacific would be en- 
titled to it if it secured the grant and built the road. 

The papers made by the gentlemen named are these: 


M. Dodge in regard to the construction of the New 
submitted to House Public Lands Committee 

D BUILT 

Dodge, state that in the winter of 1879 or spring of 1880 Mr. E. 
president of the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company, came on 
and without any suggestion from me, to see me and other gen- 





mipany. 


sworn 


statement of Grenville 


Railway 


Sworn 
Orleans Pacific 


HOW THE ROAD WAS 
1, Grenville M 
B. Wheelock, 


his own motion 





tlemen with 
terprise of building the road of the said company from New Orlean 
showing us the charte: 


por 


ing very strongly how earnestly tl 
this road constructed 
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ind Pac 


the 


prop 


JUNE 26. 


a 


whom I was associated in business relations to enlist 1 





g constitution, and laws of Louisiana, a: 
e people of New Orleansand Louis 


New 





so as to rive Orieans a connection wit t 


ficCompany. [had repeated interviews with Mr. Whee k 
ject, andin Apriland May, 1580, I caused an examination of the routs 

sed road to be made by engineers and others Il was 
knew of the existence of the Backbone land grant. 


ASSIGNMENT OF LAND GRANT A SINE QUA NON, 











rhe result of numerous interviews was that I told him, as repres 

ind others, that we would not undertake the construction of this 
could get the benefit of the land grant which had been made to the 
company, either by a transfer of the same by Congress or by t] 
company iH assured myself and associates that in one of these 
‘ fTYected, andto firm his assurance he showed usa writts 





s I recollect, by the Louisiana delegation, that they were 














would do everything in their power to secure this grant, to aid in t 
tion of the New Orleans Pacific Railroad, which statement had a v« 
if not « rolling, influence in inducing usto undertake and carry 

I here positively state that unless this land grant could have been ass 
New Or ns Pacific we would not have enlisted in the enterprise of | 
road \s pute of this road was practically identical with the 
Backbone “any, it is clear that as a business matter capital cx 
listed in it as against another company having the advantages of 


We said to Mr. Wheelock that the transfer of the land grant fron 


company to the ve 
other terms could be sa 
would advise 


effectual 


summer of Ss 


by the 
which : 
a 


T 
Orleans Pacitie roa 
reanized 
getting the 


Backbone 
grecment was 
ynpany dated December 


that company and by the deed of 


he lat 


} ‘ 


Orie 


w ans Pacific Company 


isfactorily agreed upon; and provided furth« 
us that ana nment by the Backbone compa 
Negotiations were carried on through the spring and px 
which finally resulted in an undertaking by the re pres 
company to transfer the land grant tothe New 0) 
afterward carried out by the 
29, IS80, subseque ntly ratified by the stock 
that company of date 


would answer p 


by 


ssig’ 
5 


resolution of t 


January 


THE CONSIDERATION FOR BUILDING 


constituted part of the consideratio 
d,and the enterprise was undertaken by 1 
into the American Railway Impr« 


venefit of the land grant, and the 


id grant 1 for the buildi: 





vst 
ment Company 
enterprise W 





Ss pros 








faith and belief that the assignment was effectual, and with the rey 
nition thereof by the officers of the Government during the progress 
such as the letters of General James A. Williamson, Commissio1 
Oflice, of February 17, 1581, and February 21, 1881; by Secretary K 
ISSL; by the appointment of a commissioner to examine the 1 
opinion of the Attorney-General of June L3, 1882 road was 
IS82, with the exception ofa bridge across the Atchafalaya River, w 
expensive structure, costing about $400,000, which was completed 

1as, 1883 On March 13, 1883, the Secretary of the Interior recon 
issue of patents to the New On ins Pacific company for the lands « 
for the construction of the said road, and his recommendation w 
the President; on the faith of which large sums of money have 
bn the construction of the said bridge and on faith of which also 
structions of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 0 
large sums of money have been paid for the cost of selecting lands 
conlpany Was ¢ ntitled, amounting, as near as I can recollect, t 
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spe 
Pac 
wa 
mi 


thu 
| originally 

In pursuance of this same spirit 
sented that the railroad company might 
Commissioner of the 
e of detinit« 
the said line 


dat 


et of 
ifh« 
with 


vy Cor 





eso 


S ri 


1 all doubtful questions, and display a spirit of fairne 
ilf of my company to relinquish our right to the 


iles of road which, instead of building, t! 


on beh 


ivht mn 


Sixtv-« 





Railway Company purchased and acquired from anot 
standing I was advised by counsel that the New Orleans 
npany was just as much entitled to the lk i grant for thes 
road, purchased under lawful authority from another 
le part of its line, as if the New Orleans Pacific Railway ‘ 


built it itself 


and policy the improveme 
accept the adjustment 
General Land Oflics letter of May 22, 1s 
October 27, | and November 17 


cated long prior to those dates; and 


in his 
ation as of S81 


was definitely k 


Lane 


of the same spirit and policy the said improvement company asst 


Robinson-Blanchard contract of January 4, 


set 


tiers 


Is8Z, whereby it was 


and occupiers of the lands up to that date should have the 


chase the same, not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres each, at 
exceeding $2 per acre. 
Under these circumstances to forfeit this land grant, even if the 


power to forfeit it exists, I hop« 


I will be pardoned to say, sinc 


opinion and sentiment of those who furnished the means whereby t 
equip this road and to effect and consummate the public object of ( 
making the grant, without which New Orleans and Louisiana woul 


main without 


direct connection with the Texas and Pacific, 


unjust, that it is difficult to conceive it as even possible 


SMALL PROFITS IN CONSTRUCTION. 


In building this road, on account of the extraordinary high waters 


| years and the increased cost of ‘bridging the Atchafalaya River a: 
and expensive terminals in New Orleans, there 
provement company 


has been no pro! 
rhe actual cash paid out for the constructio 


is more to-day than the value of the securities received for the con- 


| thereof; and if this land grant is obtained with the quantity thus « 


as above stated, it will afford, at most, to the builders of this road av 
ate, almost insignificant, profit. 


G. M. DODG! 4 
Sworn to February 18, 1884. 
W. W. COTTON, JN 
In the matter of the land grant to the New Orleans, Baton Rous: 
burg Railroad Company.—Statement of E. B. Wheelock, pres 


Orleans Pacific Railway Company, the assignee of above land gra 


To the honorable members of the House of Representatives 


GENTLEMEN 
the assignee of the lands granted to the New Orleans, ! 


of the Forty-« ighth Congress 


Railway ‘ 


New Pacific 


laton I 


As president of the Orleans 





ve x 


burg Railroad Company by act of Congress of March 3, 1871, it is my) 


lay before you a brief summary of the 


facts and incidents « 


assignment and pertinent to the question now under considerat 
honorable body, to wit, the forfeiture of the said grant 
The New Orleans Pacific Railway Company was chartered under 


law of Louisiana 


autumn 


passed an act confirming the not 


ence 


urgent necessity for them then existing, and plainly visible on every 5 


~) n 


1875, and work was begun duri 
1876, the General Assembly 
irial charter and granting its per] 


The long-felt need of railway communications in my Stat 


on June 


19th 





On the of ruary 








CONGRESSIONAL 


n value of all the immovable property of every description, both in the 
~ parishes and in the chief city of Louisiana (New Orleans), had aroused 
nople throughout the State to a sense of the imperative need of a line of 
; wy h would connect them with the great and prosperous section west 
; Mississippi River. No public enterprise ever undertaken was more in 
with popular feeling and popular sy mpathy than the proposed con- 
of the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company 
lapse of a little more than a year about $750,000 in cash had been 
ia portion of it had been expended. In the winter of 1877 the 
inv made vigorous efforts in Washington to procure the forfeit- 
wnd grant to the New Orleans Pacific, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg 
: Company, with the view of obtaining the same forthemselves. These 
saad nued until 1880 without success, and the New Orleans Pacific 
mpany found themselves at that period with their funds exhausted 
on only of the road-bed constructed, Such was the embarrassed 
f the finances of the people of Louisiana that the company was left 
| unable to prosecute the work. At this juncture, the parties who 
: structing the Texas and Pacific Railroad entered into writings to ex- 
by e and construct the New Orleans Pacific Railway to New Orleans, 
. P und grant of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Rail- 
; ; Il at once took steps to secure the transfer 
t Contracts for the tion of the road 
nedia d it was rapidly pushed forward,and was 
ey tion the Government of the l 
und issued orders for the issue of patents upon the 
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( nv was secured to them 


i succeeded construc 





ly signed, a 


1s Compile 





ted States 
’ the road land, and 
1 officers officially notified that the New Orleans Pacilic Railway 
ld make their and the payment of fees the title 
ild be vested in the company, so that the lands have fully 
i the title or right of the company thereto is perfect Only the formal 
of the patents remains to be done 


mstruction of the road 
lir 


pon 


1 


( cm selections, on 


been 


alues of 
ad 
j 


ised, 


the v 
‘ New Orleans and in the country parishes on the line of the: 
y enhanced, railroad enterprises were stimulated and inere 

\ atly enlarging the assessments of taxable property and offering in- 
sed 1 ties to agriculture and commerce. 

Hon. N.C. BLANCHARD toa seat in the House of Repre- 
es from the fourth Louisiana district, in the year 1851, a doubtappeared 
to the possibility of the railroad company not properly regarding 
ht of the settlers and occupiers of the land embraced in the grant, and 

vith Hon. E. W. Robertson, member of Congress from sixth Louisiana 

a letter with the honorable Secretary of the Interior asking for 

ie issuance of patents to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Con 

‘ gy apprised of this, I at once proceeded to Washington and entered into 

tt wreement for the protection of the settlers and occupiers; and there- 

ith of January, 1882, Messrs. Robertson and BLANCHARD addressed 

the honorable Secretary of the Interior withdrawing their obje 

wut this interval various protests and objections to the 

ts have been presented to the honorable Secretary of the Interio1 

of thes ttaining prominence through the agency of the press, were afterward 

ive emanated from black-mailing sources, not before, however, leav- 

ress in certain quarters where one might have expected that good 

ble statesmanship would have resisted the cry of * anything to 

oration. Happily such sentiments do not find a lodgment 

lligence and strong sense of justice which control the delibera- 
ions of this honorable body. 

) ‘lands claimed by the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company 
ransfer of this grant has been acquiesced in by the Senate Commitee 
is (Senate Report No. 711, Forty-seventh Cong: first 
the late and the present Commissioner of the General Land Office; by 
secretary ofthe Interior; by the Attorney-General; and finally by the Presi- 
toft United States 

two years after the completion of 
¢ of the 
| | I 


stand 


ite consequence of the ce 


‘ 
‘ ccession of 





fied 





miny 


ctions 
of the 


Some 


Issuance 













ess, session 


road a 
patents to the New Orleans Pacific Railway 
Lewts, member of Congress from sixth 
tlone of the delegation from his Stat« 
General Land Office it wi 
luded in this grant and belonging to the r 
ieteen-twentieths ‘of the land is embraced in the 
N.C. BLANCHARD, member of Congress 
rence to the Census Compendium of 1880 and the extra cer 
sof the United States) it can be proved that unless more than 
‘ constituency represented by Hon. Mr. Lewis rs without title 
| e lands in question, the number of people in his district who are i: 
this matter does not exceed sixty, and these are amply protected by 
ement made between the railway company and Mr. BLANCHARD, and 
t predecessor of Mr. Lewis, Mr. Robertson 
Under the act granting these lands there could be no valid settlement or pre- 
emption after the maps of location were filed. These were filed by the 
’ company in IS71l and 1873, and the lands withdrawn from sale or pr 


iv , 
+. i 


igainst the 
Wi 


hie protest 


Company is Tlie 
district, in 


By referencetoa 


Louisiana 


map 


u the be seen that about one-twentieth 


¢ is es in his dis- 





nil district repre- 
tlon 
isus bulletin 
10 per cent 
are settle 


grantee 
emption 
events there could be no valid settlement or pre-emption after the New 
rieans Pacific Railway Company actually built its road. Now the Robertson 
I rd agreement agrees to protect all settlers down to the date of that 
t, January 4, 1882,and allows them to buy their lands at $2 per acre, 
cash on the issue of patentsand balance in one and two years, at 6 per 
a ent. interest. This is less than Government price for the alternate sections, and 





reeme 


n 
third 





terms 
gress should undertake to forfeit this grant this would end this agree- 
ent, and years of litigation would ensue,in which no one would know mean- 
e who owned the lands. A greater misfortune to the settlers and curse and 
it to this whole region, now rapidly developing, could not be inflicted than 
’ }xiss an act of Congress (which would certainly prove abortive in the courts 
erlaking to forfeit the grant 
2 act of greater injustice to the men who furnished the money to build this 
ve road on the faith of this grant, and without which the road would not have been 
a built to-day, was never proposed to a legislative body 
in not be possible, in view of this plain statement of facts, that a sufficient 
r of Representatives in Congress can be found to sustain thisattack upon 
, ie legal and equitable rights of the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company, and 
4 to der “a forfeiture, which in this instance is but another name for a viola- 
Pe {the obligation of a contract 
ae form of repudiation which I will not believe that any considerable por- 
ofan American Congress will lend themselves to. 
hespectfully submitted. 


I 
it Cor 


E. B. WHEELOCK, 
President New Orleans Pacific Railway Company. 
_ He point that I make, Mr. Speaker, is that if the statements made 
ce by the gentleman from Louisiana, which hesays he believes to be true, 
which are in conflict with these sworn affidavits which have been 
1 ourcommittee-room since last January—if his belief is well founded, 
: It seems to me very strange there has not been some proof obtained in 
matter. This case jis not one which has quietly gone through the 
committee and been reported pro Jorma. It has been contested by 


trier la : ° . . . . 
inends and opponentsof the bill. From its very inception down there 





mut 


































RECORD—HOUSE. 9099 


has never been to my knowledge an asserted statement of facts sus- 
ceptible of proof and capable of proof that has not been disputed, and 
as to which proof has not been adduced And therefore I ask that 
when two gentlemen who are reputed to be respectable men, who had 
positive knowledg Ww come before the committee, al- 
though they happen to be connected with a railroad corporation, and 


ith reference to it, 


make a sworn statement of fact, and nobody denies it or disputes their 
statement, it is simply a matter of conviction on the part of the gentle- 
man from Louisiana, without a statement to the House as to the thet 
on which he bases that conviction, that these affidavits should go for 





what they are worth 

Now that the Interior Department did give this railroad company 
the assurance that if the railroad was built they would have the grant 
confirmed— 

Mr. LEWIS rose 

Mr. PAYSON Does the ventleman de ny that 

Mr. LEWIS I do dispute the fact that Interior Department 
ever gave sanction to this grant unt March LRa3 

Mr. PAYSON The Interior Department that assurance so far 
as the Commissioner of the General Land Office ild do The gen 
tleman stultifies himself when he says it did 

Mr. LEWIS I do not stult myselt 

Mr. PAYSON. If the expression is not parliamentary I wi V 
it I have here letters, three in number, from th epartment of e 
Interior, addressed to the managers of the railway co pany betore ley 
had commenced substantial performance of the work ) re they com 
menced the work, showing that they relied on this erant they ad 
dressed a letter to the Commissioner of the General Land Office to know 
whether they would have the benefit of this grant, if the New Orleans 
Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Company would convey it to them rhe 
Commissioner of the General Land Ofiice officially notified the - 
pany it was subject to transfer, and if they secured it and built the 
road they would be entitled to the benetit of the grant I will ask 
leave to print this with my remarks. If any gentleman desires it | 
will ask the Clerk to read it. 

Mr. LEWIS. You have not time left for that 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I will insert them 
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Sir: In compliance with the verbal request of H J. Hk. Kercuam, | ke 
the fol Wing statement 
An t , TY 
1 Mar 187 ‘ 
i\ = rg Ra 
I ik ig und 
Ww = , 1 
ims a i I t 
NX ‘ «> ‘ } 
sass ild 
v1 = to i 
Bat Kk i 
tot said compat 
pany 
med « 
nv to a 
Ww Olrieu 
Railway Company accepts said aster Le ) Ww be f y vests 
h cht, title id interest w hthe New O ins, Baton Rouge and Vicks 
( ! n and to said grant 
Very respectfully 
J. A. WILLIAMSON, Commissione 
W. H. BaArNt™, Esq 
Presid t Vew Orleans, Baton Rou nd J 1 Railroad Compa 
NEW York, February 19, 1381 
Sit I transmit herewith te rom E. B. Wheelock, president, &« id 
vising me of the cept el v Orleans Pacific Railroad Company, of 
the deed and transfer ex ute New Orleans, Baton Rouge nd \ ks- 
burg Railroad Company of all its x t, title, and interest in and to the land 
grant made by sex 1e act of Congress approved March 3, 1571 Letter 
of acceptance s to be ed in your office, will follow ind ourse 
of 1 
Please lvis e if s action completes the assignment and transfer of this 
land gra i ~ 
Ve esr i ol veclient servant 
W. H. BARNUM 
President New Orleans, Bat Rouge and 
Vicksburg Ra oad Compar 
Hon A. WILLIAMSON 
( ¢ er. & 
lO A 
The Wes il om Telegraph Company * * * Dated New Orleans, Feb- 
ruary 19, 1881 Received at ———, ——— 
To Hon. W.H. BARNU™M 
Pres tN 0 l ] e and Vicksburg Railroad Company 
In purs of the resol board of directors of the New Orleans 
Pacifi ‘ Co any, passed February third, eighteen hundred and eighty- 
one. I he \ cept.in behalf of said company the deed and transfer executed 
by the New Orleans, Baton R e and Vicksburg Railroad Company, bearing 
date of Janua fifth, eighteen hundred and eighty-one, conve rall its rights 
title, and erest to, and under the land grant made by section twenty rof 
the act ( gress approved March third ghteen hundred and venty-one 
foe NEW OrvFans Pacti RAILWAY ANY 
By E. B. WHEELOCK, President 
I seme Received the within this 19th day of February, 158 The New 
Orle s, Bat Rouge and V <sburg R road Company, by W. H, Bar! 
president 
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11. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 

Washington, D. C., February 21, 1881. 
The president of the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company has duly 
accepted, in behalf of said company, the deed referred to in my letter addressed 
to you, dated February 17, 1881, being the deed to the said New Orleans Pacific 
Railway Company by the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 
Company of allits rights, title, and interest in and tothe grantto said last-named | 
company by the twenty-second section of an act of Congress entitled “‘An act 
to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company,” &c., approved March 3, 


1871 


“IR 


The transfer by the said New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 
Company of all its right, title, and interest in and to said grant to the said New 
Orleans Pacific Railway Company is now complete. 

Ve ry respex fully, 
J. A. WILLIAMSON, ( 


ommissioner, 


| termined by the proper officers, as provided by law. 


i ecutive Document 31. 





a remedy. Here the deed of the Backbone company was, in fie: 
made, and the grantee accepted it, and no one interested is maki; 
any compliant. 

Another point I wish especial attention to and not yet presented 
here: That there has been full performance has been found and de. 7 
The railroad has - 
been inspected and accepted by the executive branch of the Govern. . 
ment, and the acceptance is conclusive unless set aside by the courts ; 
for fraud. The statute provides for the inspection and acceptance of 
the road. (Section 18.) Ithasbeendone. (Hassard, No. 18, 53: Fy. 

This is the law: An administrative officer 
charged with the duty of determining a fact, and applying t 








v 
4 ee 


he 

















Ww. H. Banevun. thereto, acts in a quasi-judicial capacity, and his decision is valid and 
President of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and binding. 
Vicksburg — Company. In Murray’s Lessee et al. vs. Hoboken Land and Improvement Com. 
= New YORK, February 23, 1881. pany (18 How., 250 it was held: 

My Dt Sir: Inclosed I hand you acceptance of the New Orleans Pacific That the auditing of the accounts of a receiver of public moneys ma 
Railway Con pany of the transfe rof land grant made by the New Orleans Baton | an enlarged sense, a judicial act, must be admitted. So are all these adminis. 
Roug | Vicksburg Railroad Company, which is the original of the telegram | trative duties, the performance of which involves an inquiry into the existenc 
of acceptance forwarded to the Department. | of facts and the application to them of rules of law. 

Yours, very truly 
WM. M. BARNUM. Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations, page 69: 
| . Vashingto », ¢ . ae a. 2 ; 
H H. KeTcHamM, Washington, I > Great deference hasbeen paid in all cases to the action of the executiy 
Indorsement partment, where its officers have been called upon, under the responsih 
. ry a | their official oaths, to inaugurate a new system, and when it is to be pres 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 24, 1881 | they have carefully and conscientiously weighed all considerations and e1 
Sir: ] se tile the inclosed letter of acceptance with the other papers in the | ored to keep within the letter and the spirit of the Constitution. If the: 
case i PM | involved is really one of doubt, the force of their judgment, especially 
\ s, very truly of the injurious consequences that may result from disregarding it, is fa 
J. H. KETCHAM | titled to turn the scale in the judicial mind. 
Il J A Wt AMSON } ‘ . - 799 
Commissioner, & | See Lytle rs. State of Arkansas, 9 Howard, 333: A registe1 
_ | ceiver being made by the act a tribunal to ascertain questions of faet 
12 A. : | to pre-emption, their decision can not be impeached except for | 
. Tnited St: 8 . 6 Peters, 69 
New ORLEANS Pactrric RAILWAY CoMPANY. United States vs. Arredondo (6 Peters, 691 
OFFICE OF THI PRESIDENT, It is a universal principle that where power or jurisdiction is d 
New Orleans, February 19, 1881 any officer or tribunal over a subject-matter, and its exercise is confi 

S In pursuance of the resolution of the board of directors of the New Or- | or their discretion, the acts so done are binding and valid as to the su 
‘ : Pa Railway Company, passed February 3, 1881, Lhereby accept, in be- | ter, and individual rights will not be disturbed collaterally for anyth 
half of s company, the deed and transfer executed by the New Orleans, Baton | the exercise of that discretion within the authority and power conf 
Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, bearing date January 5, 1881, convey- | only questions which can arise between an individual claiming a rig 

ng all its right, title nterest in, to, and under the land grant made by sec- | the acts done and the public, orany person denying its validity, are p 

tion 22 of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1871 officer and fraud in the party. All other questions are settled byt 
rut New ORLEANS Pactric RAILWAY COMPANY, made or the act done by the tribunal or officer, whether executive, leg 

By E. B. WHEELOCK, President | judicial, or special, unless an appeal is provided for, or other revisio 

Hon. W. H. BARNUM | appellate or supervisory tribunal is prescribed by law. 

President N. O., B. R. and V. R. R. Co., 52 William st., N. Y. : ; Dai os , 2 ’ 

Received the within acceptance this 23d day of February, 1881. In the case of the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway Compa: 

THE New ORLEANS, BATON ROUGE AND VICKSBURG Otto, 496) the Supreme Court holds that the approval by the P: 
— want WAY COMPANY, of the report of the commissioners appointed to examine the road) 
By WM. M. BARNUM, Scorstary. the titleto the land, and that the land is beyond the control of the( 
' Indorsements:) 1377, C.6. Department of the Interior, Lands and Railroad | ernment or any of the Departments; that so far as the Goverm 
ivision Recei Octol 29 = F . . 
eived October 29, 1861. ss | concerned the transaction is closed. 
14 | The Court of Claims has held in the Chorpenning case (3 Co 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, Claims, 147) that— 
Washington, D. C., February 26, 1881. If,on the contrary, the Postmaster-General acted or wAs to actin a 

Str: On the 17th instant you filed with me certain papers, showing the trans- | quasi-judicial character, either as arbitrator or asa special tribunal invested 
fer by the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company to the | the sole jurisdiction of the claim, then his award was final and conclus 
New Orleans Pacific Railway Company, of the land grant tothe former company. | its errors can not be corrected by an action in any other tribunal 
You verbally asked me for an expression of opinion as to the effect and sufti- he " : : : sila — : 13 
ciency of the transfer United States rs. Burlington and Missouri River Railroad (95 United 

On the same day (l7th instant) I addressed a letter to Hon. W. H. Barnum, | States, 341). on the question of Department construction of statut 
president of the first-named company, expressing the opinion that the transfer ven: 
would fully vest in the last-named company, upon a formal acceptance thereof — 
by it, all the right, title, and interest of the first named Such has been the uniform construction given to the acts by all Depart: 

On the 2st instant you filed a letter from Mr. Barnum, dated 19th instant, ad- | of the Government. Patents have been issued, bonds given, mortgages 
dressed to me, covering a telegram from E. B. Wheelock, president of the New | cuted, and legislation had upon this construction. This uniform act s ) 
Orleans Pacific Railway Company, dated New Orleans, 19th instant, being the | potential and as conclusive of the soundness of the construction as if it h 
required acceptance of the transfer. | clared by judicial decision. It can not at this day be called in questio 

By letter to Mr. Barnum, dated 2Ist instant, I acknowledged receipt of his | . - 
letter and inclosure, and stated that the transfer was not complete. Ex part Randolph, 2 Brock., 473: 

On —— ation y = — da le tter dated a a instant, addressed I take it to be a sound principle that where a special tribunal is created, \ 
” yy + = F R lam 2 ’ fqn secre he v a NOW Orleans, Baton Rouge | jjmited power and a particular jurisdiction, whensoever the power is « 
cont ul . ; om cima t DANGORY , COVETRE Ths Gengnas 65 She Cenaguads of ae ecuted, the jurisdiction is exhausted andatan end; that the person thus invest 

"Dots co nin ‘ 1c , “0 i : 

. th wer is he larger usage . r ff ‘tus officio. 

Yesterday you telegraphed me, asking if the papers last described had been SR ES SO, Ss SUNOS NE SE Ce Tae, PS a 
received; to which I at once responded by telegraph in the affirmative. This doctrine has been repeatedly expounded by consecutive Att 

All the papers in the case have been filed. -3.(3e ‘al: A mew. “ Wi » 9 ‘nev-CGenera 

Very respectfully, &e., neys-General: Attorney-Genera irt (2 Op., 9); Attorne y-Gen 
J. A. WILLIAMSON, Commissioner ney (2 Op., 462); Attorney-General Nelson (4 Op., 341); Attorn 
ti ear k soon tat | General Toucey (5 Op., 29); Attorney-General Johnson (5 Op., /~- 
iouse of Representatires. . Z . - : ‘ . , 
coe eet | Attorney-General Crittenden (5 Op., 284); Attorney-General [la : 
It is said the proceedings making the transfer were fraudulent as to | Op., 32,101,301); Attorney-General Stanbery (12 Op., 355); Att 
the stockholders of the Backbone company. 33 


Although this case has been continuously and notoriously before the 
proper committee of the House, both in the last Congress and in this, 
I have yet to see or hear of a single person who now makes complaint, 
by himself or by his attorney, who was interested either as stockholder, 
bondholder, creditor, or officer of the Backbone company. A list of 
the stockholders of that company hasbeen filed in the Interior Depart- 
ment for several years, and none of them have complained to my | 
knowledge. No such complaint has come to my notice or hearing. 
The papers, records, deeds, proxies, &c., are all regular and fair on their 
face; and in the absence of any complaint on the part of any person 
interested, and who would complain if injured, I feel bound to assume 
that the papers are good for what they purport. 

The question of the action of officers of the company is one for the 
courts. If any shareholder has been injured the courts will afford him 


Generz! Hoar (13 Op. ; Attorney-General Akerman (lo “! 
387); Attorney-General Bristow (13 Op., 457 
ens (15 Op., 208, 316). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Mr. SPRINGER 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYson] has expired. 

Mr. PAYSON. I have had a good deal of my time taken 
terruptions. 

Mr. COBB. I have tried to have a fair division of the ti! 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Lewis] who has charge 0! ' 
gave notice that he would call the previous question at 4 0” lock 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] who now has the 
or is about to yield it, asked me how the time would be divided 
I told him that it would be divided equally. The gentleman bast %) 
consumed very nearly all the time on that side, and it does seem to Me y 
that it would be well for the previous question to be now called 


926 


9 oD, we 


Attorney-Genera 


The time of t! 
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| 
Mr. VAN EATON. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Requesting that the inclosures herewith be returned tothis Department when 


eee no longer needed for the purposes hereof, 
PAYSON ] the balance of my time. = ao _ . lam, very respectfully, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman from H. M. TELLER, Secretary. 
Mississippi [Mr. VAN Eaton] has ten minutes of his time remaining | The Prestpenr. 
and yields it to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. PAYSON]. (Indorsements:) Department of the Interior, March 13, 1883. H. M. Teller, 


Mr. PAYSON. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy. As I was | Secretary, cubanite to the President report of commniesioncr on $35 miles of the 
saving, the record in this case, all the testimony in connection with it, | NW Orleans Pacific Railroad, with recommendations. 
Bt) 5 . . | ———— . eal . 2 
which to my knowledge has never been disputed, shows that thisrail-| 7). \ itnin recommendations are ADDIea ee NOs Marcle 16, 1888. 
7. . > . Wh 1e€ in COMMechdadations are approved, 
road was built upon the faith and strength of this grant. _ That the " CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
Government of the United States made a covenant with this company 


by the twenty-second section of the Texas Pacific act that if this road | Mr. PAYSON. That is enough for my purpose. That opinion of 
was built by them they should have this grant is not disputed. That | Secretary eller, of the Interior Department, is indorsed by the Presi- 
the road has substantially been built is conceded. dent of the United States, who confirms his recommendation and directs 

There is some technical objection as to that portion of the road be- the patent to issue. i? ; 
tween Marshall and Shreveport, but outside of that, and waiving the In addition to that, Secretary Kirkwood, when he was Secretary of 


legal point that they had no right to build on the west side of the Mis- | the Interior—and no man who has ever heard of him will insist or in- 
sissippi River, the gentleman from Louisiana {[Mr. LEwts] will not | mate that he would swerve from the line of duty against the rights 
deny that from New Orleans by the way of Baton Rouge to Shreveport, | 0! the people—recognized this company as entitled to the benefits of 
and connecting thence with the Texas Pacific system running west to this grant, and classed it as a land-grant road in his report made in 
El Paso and thence to the Pacific Ocean, a line of railroad has been | 1881. Secretary Teller so classed it in both of his reports, and the Com- 
constructed and is now in successful operation. That will not be dis- | missioner of the General Land Office has done the same thing in the 
puted. The gentleman assents to it. let ters to which I have called the attention ot the gentleman from Lou- 
Now, what has been the affirmative action of every official upon this | !Stana [Mr LEWIS | and this House. The committees of this House in 
grant? Every department of this Government, from the making of | both the Forty-fifth and the Forty-sixth Congresses determined the same 
this grant down to this day, commencing first at the White House, the | thing. The Senate Committee on the Pacific Railroads in the Forty- 
President of the United States saying formally and placing his signa- | Seventh Congress did the same thing. The Attorney-General of the 
ture and seal upon a document now in the Interior Department, a | | nited States, Mr. Brewster, delivered a long and ¢ xhaustive opinion, 
printed copy of which I hold in my hand, that this railway company which I will ask leave to print in connection with my remarks, hold- 
is entitled to the benefit of this grant; the Secretary of the Interior, | ing that this company was entitled to the benefits of this grant. 
Secretary Teller, a man who is known this country over as a man who That opinion is as follows 
does not swerve in the least in the interest of corporations, stating in 
an official report to the President of the United States that this rail- SIR 





DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, D. C., June 15, 1882 


By a letter dated the 5th of January last, your predecessor submitted to 





road company is entitled to the benefits of this grant mea number of question arising upon an application of the New Orleans Pacific 
Mr. LEWIS He says he resisted it Railway Company for certain lands claimed under the land grant made to the 
< sa ane - ? ‘ m ; New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company by the act of 
Mr. PAYSON. I beg the gentleman not to interrupt me; if he will 


Congress of March 3, 1871, chapter 122 ; 
not state the facts—— The land grant mentioned is contained in the twenty-second section of that 


Mr. LEWIS. I can state facts just as well as you can, and I do not | ®t which provides 


. age ; ‘ eer ‘That the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, char- 
like this insinuation; I want you to understand that. [The Speaker | tered by the State of Louisiana, shall have the right to connect, by the most el 
pro tempore rapped with his gavel.] I do not like this insinuation. I | gible route, to be selected by said compapy, with the said Texas Pacific Railroad 
: . ; egie ; at 4 ‘ rn terr us. and shs ave the right o > through the public! 
can state facts as well as you can. I will not permit these insinuations | “t its eastern terminus, and shall have the right of way through the publ : 


to the same extent granted hereby to the said Texas Pacitic Railroad Compa 
ind in aid of its construction from New Orleans to Baton Rouge, thence by t 
way of Alexandria, in said State, to connect with the said Texas Pacific Ka vad 
ana [ Mr. LEWIS] is not in order. Compa 3 . _ t _ _S eee os - = pany ts 
ro + y . . successors and assigns, ersame ver of alternate sections of public nds per 
Mr. PAYSON. What is the matter with the gentleman ? | mile, in the State of Louisiana, as are by this-act granted in the State of Cali- 
Mr. LEWIS. I will let you know what is the matter with me very | fornia to said Texas Pacific Railroad Company; and said lands shall be with 


quick. I do not like any such insinuations that I can not state facts | drawn from market, selected, and patents issued therefor and opened for settle- 
as well as you can . ment and pre-emption, upon the same terms and in the same manner and time 


from any man on this floor. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (rapping). The gentleman from Louisi- | 








1 Drawer as is provided for and required from said Tex Pacific Railroad Company, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana is not | within said State of California: Provided, That said company shall complete the 
inorder, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson ] declines to yield. | hole of said road within five years from the passage of th 
Mr. P re ° cere : | rhe eastern terminus of the Texas Pacific Railroad, as fixed by the same act, 
Mr. PAYSON. I hope there will not be anybody injured; I hope | was a point at or near Marshall, Tex 
not. I ask the Clerk to read-—— | The New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company was 
Mr. LEWIS. I donot like any unjust insinuations upon my ability | CoTPoT@ted by an act of the Legisiature of Louisiana p 


assed December 30, 1869, 





. which authorized it toconstruct and operate a railroad rom any point on the 

to state facts as well as the gentleman can. | line of the New Orleans, Jackson, and Great Northern Railroad, within the 
Mr. PAYSON. Oh, nobody insinuated that. | parish of Livingston, running from thence to any int on the boundary line 
Whe , 7 lividing the States of Louisi anc ississippi,’’ the route here indicated lying 

Mr. LEWIS. If you do not mean that, say so. ergo trots Louisiana and Mi PY re indicated lying 
Mr. PAYSON AT oe . ° east of the Mississippi River. It was also authorized to construct and operate # 
Mr. PAYSON. Nobody has insinuated a word against you. branch railroad from its main line (above described) tothe city of Baton Rouge ; 
Mr. LEW IS. Very well; that is all right. ind for the purpose of connecting its railroad with the railroads of other com- 


ro T > ‘ * ~s s > es t as furthermore at orize« © construct nts and use, by 
Mr. PAYSON. I ask the Clerk to read a paragraph from the official | P&@nies, &c., it was furthern thorized '*t SUCt, SINAIN, ANC Use, Dy 


tne af @ — E | running thereon its engines and cars, such branch railroads and tracks as it 
letter of Secretary Teller to the President. | may find necessary and expedient toown and use ;’ and such branch railroads 


The Clerk read as follows: were, for all the purposes of the act, to be deemed and taken to constitute a 
part of the main line of its railroad within the State of Louisiana. 
I have also the honor to submit herewith two reports on the New Orleans Pa- On November 11, 1871, that company filed in the General Land Office a map 
cifie Railway by Mr. Thomas Hassard, whom you appointed commissioner to | designating the general route of a road projected thereby from Shreveport, by 
examine completed portions of said railway. ~ way of Alexandria,to Baton Rouge,and thereupon a withdrawal of the public 
The first report bears date 26th of October, 1881, and has not been submitted to | lands along the same wae ordered, which became effective in December follow- 
you at an earlier date on account of the controversies heretofore in question. ing. 
a The portions of said railway examined and at that time reported on extend Subsequently, by an act of the Legislature of Louisiana passed December 11, 
from the west bank of the Mississippi River, opposite Thalia street, New Orleans, | 1872, the same company was given “ full power and authority to commence the 
La Basse northwesterly direction, near said river, 60 miles, to near the town of | construction of their road in the city of New Orleans or Shreveport, or at any 
onaldsonville, in T.11 S., R.15 — ; also from Bayou Lamourie, in T. 2. N., R. 1 | intermediate point on their line of road, as may best suit the convenience of said 
Papers A se nota Tr. 4.N., R. 2 W., a distance of 20 miles; also from the junction | company and facilitate the speedy construction of a continuous line from the city 
of said rai way with the Texas and Pacific Railway, in Shreveport, La., south- | of New Orleans to the city of Shreveport, or perfect railroad communication with 
wardly to T. 10.N., R. 12 W., a distance of 50 miles. the Texas Pacific Railroad, or any other railroad in Northwestern Louisiana, at 
The second report bears date Lith of November, 1882, and relates tosuch portions | or near the Louisiana State line: Provided, however, That the said company shall 











of said railway as were not examined and reported on in October, 1881, amount- | construct the line of its road between the city of New Orleans and the city of 
Ing to 198 miles, lying between New Orleans and Shreveport. Baton Rouge on the east side of the Mississippi River, to the corporate limits of 
rhe commissioner reports said portions of road, 328 miles in all,as constructed | the said city of Baton Rouge, or adjacent thereto 
‘n substantial compliance with law and the instructions of this Department. In the mean time, by the act of Congress of May 2, 1872, chapter 132, the Texas 
a view of the facts and the law of the case, I regard the New Orleans Pacific | and Pacific Railway Company (formerly styled the Texas Pacific Railroad Com 
Vi hsb ony oe the lawful assignee of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and | pany) was author ized and re quired to construct, maintain, control, and op- 
secsnd aention a Company, and entitled tothe lands granted by the twenty- | erate a road between Marshall, Tex., and Shreveport, La., or control and op 
pate nis th “oe - t 1 act of March 8, 1871, to said latter-named company, and to | erate any « xisting ro id between said points of the same gauge as the Texas 
Seat one via it has earned or hereafter may earn the same under | and Pacific Railroad * The same act further prov ded that “all roads terqinat- 
said cao ith the exception below named, and recommend that you accept | ing at Shreveport shall have the right to make the same running connections 


hundred and twentyight miles of said road, less and exclusive of | and shal] be entitled to the same privileges, for the transaction of business in 


Sixtv-eig ila . : . y ’ . r > . > } ‘ ¢ 
eight miles of the line of said New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg | connection with the said Texas Pacific Railway, as are granted to roads int 








shee’ oat ee New Orleans to White Castle, between New Orleans and | secting therewith A ; ; 
drawn ta be thal sixty-eight miles the New Orleans Pacific road has with- On February 13, 1873, a second map was filed the General Land Office b 
said act e ry and right to receive lands under the twenty-second section of | the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vie ksburg Railroad Company » «le signating 
struction = “hat patents for such lands as may have been earned by the con- | the general route of i road projected thereby from New Orleans to Baton Rouge, 
nevertheless issued to the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company exclusive, | anda w ith lrawal « f the public lands along the same was order d, which took 
the law and oe sane along said sixty-eight miles on their compliance with | effect in April, 187 The route between those places, those designated, lies on 
Thien. ion ations in such case made and prov ided the « ast side of the Mississippi River That company has not constru te d anv 
corpor patents will, of course, be subject to rights acquired by ary person or | part of its road, either on the route between New Orleans and Baton Rouge or 
ation prior to the act of March 3, 1871. on the route between the latter place and Shreveport; nor, indeed, has there 
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bee i definite tion of its road anywhere between the points mentioned. 
Not bye the designation of the general route thereof appears. 
I . tt solitic of its board of directors, adopted December 29, 1880, 
t. 1 ind interest of that company in and to the aforesaid grant of 
I ismade by the act of March 3, 1871, were deeded by it to the New Or 
‘ P cl way Company his action of the board of directors and offi- 
sof the rmer company was afterward approved and ratified by the stock- 
| thereof at a meeting held in December, 1881 
vew Orl s Pacific R way Company was or nally corporated under 
e wen vs of the State of L« sial n June s Its ch er was subse- 
d } wts of t) Louisiana Legislature, passed February 19 
‘ 1 bs ary 5, IST. It is the the o construct a railroad ** be- 
onthe Mississippi River, at New Orleans or between New 
‘ 4 i e parish of Iber ‘ n the right bank of the Mississippi, and 
Baton | ige on the left ink, &c., or fro iny point within the mits of this 
State ly ne the e tow l l to the city of Shreveport,”’ which is made 
“ rtl at ter 63 
Phe route of this comy . ected is derstood to extend from New Or- 
eans Baton R gre, and t ‘ y way of Alexandria to Shreveport Be- 
ve New ¢ at Rt t lies on the west side of the Mississippi 
hive the ce { r ‘ the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 
R road ¢ ) bee ‘ thes es on the east side of that 
I \ j I ve a i> ‘ general course and direction 
: f by the last-named company 
t ‘ I th f ns to Shreveport within the 
t efore-ni oned withdrawals of public lands 
In © ‘ " he p t of the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company 
! ‘ ns of its l were 1 completed and ready for 
‘ ! et ent; whereupon a commissioner was appointed 
‘ ‘ ame the tofw se examination appears in a report made 
I I ‘ the Inte under date of the 26th of that month 
0 of ~ 3 €] races sixty-eight miles of road, beginning on the west 
! ‘ eM ppi Rive »ypposite New Orleans, and ending near the town 
of D ‘ nother embraces twenty miles of road near Alexandria 
t races fifty les of road terminating at Shreveport. Foreach 
‘ ‘ inds are claimed by that company under the aforesaid land 
y Ss ass ee of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 
( 
\ | l e location of any portion of its road has been filed, other than 
I ‘ ns l« portions 
pears that in February ss1, the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company 
| seal ty una and Texas Railroad and Steamship Com- 
| e1 on the west bank of the Mississippi River by the 
N mre xas Railroad Company, from Westwego to White 
( i t ht miles, and that the same has become a part of 
t main f the road of the New Orleans Pacific Railway Company. 
rhe follow y are the questions submitted 
Was tothe New 18, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 
( \ ; sent 
H the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, 
the date of its legwed transfer of lands tothe New Orleans Pacific Railway 
( s terest in the lands, under said act, as was assignable ? 
s e New Orleans Pacific Railroad ¢ ompany such a successor to or 
assignee of the New Orle Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company 
Is 4 ited by said act? 
1s appear that the sixty-eight miles of the New Orleans, Mobile 
d ‘I R weted prior to the act of March 3, 1871, granting 
lands to lin the construction of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 
1 K md, can the New Orleans Pacific Company (its assignee) claim any 
bene tre the grant Or in case of such prior construction, and the noncon- 
& ‘ y portion of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg road, 
has the purpose for which the grant was made failed and the grant conse- 
‘ tiv ips i 
| New Orleans, Mobile and Texas road was constructed subsequently 
te ‘ e ot Lact, isso much of its road as is now owned by the New Or- 
Cor vs templated for acceptance by the 
P lent wit the mean t, and may patents issue to the latter 
for s ' e toand con th such constructed portion of road?” 
Phese questions are accompanied by a request for an opinion upon such other 
ques s of simay suggest themselves touching the transfer of said land 
grant to wh erence is above made 
Of the above-stated questions the first three may be considered together, in 
connecti« with the following inquiry, which presents itself at the outset 
whethe h ssent of Congress to the transfer made by the New Orleans, Baton 
Rouge 1 Vicksburg Railroad Company of all its interest in said land grantto 
the New Orleans Pacitic Railway Company is necessary (by reason of anything 
in the provisions of the grant itself) to entitle the latter company to the benefit 
of said grant in aid of the construction of the road projected by it 
Che act of March 3, 1S7L, passed to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge,and Vicks- 


burg Railroad Company a present interest in a certain number of alternate sec- 
tions of public lands per mile within the limits there prescribed. Its language 
is, “there is hereby granted to » said company” the number of alternate sec- 
ioned: words which importa grant in presenti, and not one i i futuro, 
1e promise of a grant 7 United States Reports, 496 But the grant thus 
made is in the nature of a float It is of sections to be afterward located, their 
location depending upon the establishment of the line of the road, Until this 
is definitely fixed the grant does not attach to any specific tracts of land I pon 
the ne of road being de finitely located the grant then first acquires precision, 
andthe company becomes invested with an inchoate title to the particular lands 
covered thereby, which can ripen into a perfect title only as the construction of 
ion of twenty miles of road is completed and approved, when the right 
to patents for the lands opposite toand conterminous with such constructed sec- 





tions ment 


each sect 


tion accrucs 
The 


proviso in the grant that the company shall complete the whole of its 
road with 


in five years from the date of the act isa condition subsequent, the 
failure to perform which does not ipso facto work a forfeiture of the grant, but 
only gives rise to a right in the Government to enforce a forfeiture thereof. 
Yet in order to enforce a forfeiture such right must be asserted by a judicial 
proceeding, authorized by law, or by some legislative action amounting toa 
resumption of the grant. (Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 21 Wall., 44.) Hence, 
until advantage is taken of the non-performance of the condition, under legis- 
lative authority, the interest of the grantee in the grant remains unimpaired 
thereby 

Such being the nature and effect of the grant and its accompanying condition, 
and no action having been taken either by legislation or judicial proceedings 
to enforce a forfeiture thereof, it follows that at the period of said transfer by 
the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company this company 
was invested with a present interest in the number of alternate sections of pub- 
lic lands per mile granted by the act of 1871, notwithstanding it was already in 
default in the performance of the condition referred to, and that it still retained 
a right to proceed with the construction of the road in aid of which the grant 
was made until advantage should be taken of the default But as it had not 
then definitely fixed the line of its road, although a map designating the gen- 
eral route thereof was duly filed, that interest did not attach to any specific 
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tracts of land, but remained afloat, as it were, needing a definite location « 
fore it could become thus attached 


Was the interest here descril. 
signable to another company 


so as to entitle the latter to the bene 
grant in aid of the construction of its road between the places name: 
without the assent of Congress? 

Doubt has perhaps arisen on this point in view of the fact that in one 
instances it has been thought expedient to obtain legislation by Congress 
firming or authorizing a similar assignment 
1865, chapter 88, and section | of the act of March 
in view ofthe adverse 
tral Railroad Company 


see section 2 of the act of M 
3, 1869, chapter 127 

g ofthis Department in the case of the Oreg 
However, a similar assignment 
in 1866 by the Hannibal and Saint Joseph Railroad Company tothe | 
Railroad Company, afterward know asthe Central Branch Company, w 
Attorney-General 
of the Treasury under date of July 


Stanbery in an opinion given to the 





In the latter case the Hannibal and Saint Joseph Company, which wa 
porated by the State of Missouri with authority to construct a railroad 
Hannibal and Saint Joseph, within that State 
authorized to * 
via Atchison, to connect and unite with the road through Kansas 
may for this purpose use any railroad charter which has been or 
, and by the fifteenth section of the s 
‘wherever the word company is used in this act 
words their associ 
same as if the words had been properly added thereto 


, Was, by the 
of July 1 


Legislature of Kansas 
It WAS proy ided that 
construed to embrace the successors, 
Subsequently, in 1863, an assignment was made by that company « 
dan interest in both a land ;: 
Railroad Company 
anted by the Legislature of Kansas 
section of twenty miles of the propos 
Atchison, claimed the benetit of the grant made to the H 
Saint Joseph Company, as its assignee, and this claim was recognized 
lowed, in accordance with the opinion of the Attorney-General. 
served, however, that the Hannibal and Saint Joseph Company was aut 
“use any railroad charter which has been or may be granted by the | 
and this, together with the provision in the fifteenth - 
quoted above, may have been regarded as suflicient to sustain the assis 
In the case of the Oregon Central Railroad Company, mentioned 
grant of a right of way through the public lands, and also of alterna 
thereof, was made to that company 
the act of May 4, 1870, chapter 69, for the purpose of aiding in the constr 
a railroad and telegraph line in certain places in Oregon. 
an instrument was executed by the 
grant to the Willamette Valley Railroad Company, and thereupon the qu 
rrant was susceptible of being thus transferred h 
ney-General (Mr. Akerman), to whom the question was submitted, after ré 
various provisions 0 q 
tain duties and required certain important acts to be performed by the c« 
decided in the negative, holding that 
the Oregon Central Company was alone within the contemplation of C 
in respect of the donation made and duties imposed by that act 
as used in the act, were regarded 


rights under said act (which include 
to the Atchison 
ously organized under a charter 
ter company, having constructed 


west trom 


ture of Kansas,’ 


“and to their successors and ass 


In August fo 
company assigning all its interest 


arose whether the 
some of which 


upon consideration of those pr 


‘their successors and assigns,” 
limitation merely 

But the grounds upon which that decision appears to have been bas 
now under consideration 
number of alternate sections of public lands per mile is made 
leans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company 
in and for the construction of a road from New Orleans, by the rout 
astern terminus of the 
withdrawn 


found toexist in the 


, its successors and 


mnect with the 
are required to be a 
issued therefor, and opened for settlement and pre-emption upon the sa: 
and in the same manne 
Pacific Railroad Company 
performance of 


Texas and Pacifix 
from the market, selected 
as is provided for anc 

rhe grant is coupled with 
which there is reason to believe the 
company named therein was more acceptable to Congress than any 
ire the construct 


or trusts for the 


on ofa railroad between the points ce 
and whether this purpose be fulfilled by that company or by an rthie 

must be deemed unimpor 
contrary 


antin the absence of any provision indic 

The interest derived by the grantee, though it remain on 
a vested interest, and it is held under the same limitations which 
develops into an estate in particular 
non-periormance of the 
obstacle arising out of the grant itself toa transfer of such interest by the 
to another company, and should the latter 
agreeably to the requirements of the grant, and thus accomplish the end 
mgress had in view, I submit that it would clearly be entitled to the 


lands until extinguished by 
condition annexed 


construct 


The question of the assignability of the interest of the grantee woul 
difficult if, after definitely locating the line of its road, and thus attac! 
grant to particular lands along the same, it was proposed to transfer th 
est to another company for the benefit of a road to be constructed by 
on adifferent line, though following the general course ofthe other r 
in the present case the fact 
previous to the transfer become thus identified with a particuiar 
and was thereafter susceptible of location upon the line of the road pr 
by the assignee (the New Orleans Pacific Company), provided this road 1 
requirements of the grant in other respects, as to which no doubt is sugg 

My conclusion is that the assent of Congress to the assignment 
New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company, as abov« 
necessary in order to entitle the assignee tothe benefitof the land grant 


‘ise to no such difficulty 


The remaining questions relate to the sixty-eight miles of railroad 
belonging to the New Orleans, Mobile and Texas Railroad Company 
owned by the New Orleans Pacific-Company, and made a part of its! 
between New Orleans and Baton Rouge. 

The land grant in question was, as its language imports, made in a 
construction of a railroad between certain termini, contemplating a roa 
constructed, not one already constructed 
gress thus to aid constructed roads. 
of the grant, which extended from one terminus to the other, and at 
the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company 
entering upon and completing the construction of a road, had purcha 
road already constructed, this, it seems to me, would not have satisfied t 
poses of the grant so as to entitle the company to the benefit theres 
same objection would apply where the constructed road extended ov: 
part of the route contem plated by the grant. 
of the Government hitherto has accorded with this view 
if such road was constructed subsequently to the date of the grant, and 
the latter, I see no grout 
ant should it otherwise fulfillthe requirements 
oing views, and in direct response to the seve! 
honor to reply as follows: 


has not been the 
Had a constructed road existed att 


So far as I am advised 


by the grantec 
from the benefit of the 

Agre eably to the fore 
tions submitted 


assignee of 





The first, second, and third questions I answer in the affirmativ: 
question (including the alternative added thereto) I answer in the ne; 
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I answer in the affirmative; assuming, as-I do, the company 
an assignee of the grantee in the act referred to 
spectfully, 

BENJAMIN HARRIS BREWSTER, 


Attorney-General, 


th question 
i therein to be 


! 
| 
| 
ive the honor to be, very re | 
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» Judiciary Committee of this House with practical unanimity, but 
», members dissenting, have come to the conclusion that legally the 
ould not be interfered with 
Public Lands Committee there was a vote of 6 to 5 on the | 
position. More than that, Mr. Speaker, as tending to show how the 
a more particularly interested regard this question, let me say that 
last Congress every member of the Louisiana delegation was op- 
wxed to this action, and in the present Congress, as I understand (a 
ich I have not canvassed the delegation), both Senators and all the | 
rs from that State, except the gentleman in charge of this bill 
Lewis], are opposed to this proposed action; and so far as I know 
ike this statement advisedly—there has never come to the Public 
ds Committee from a single citizen of Louisiana a petition for this 
feitul 
\s to the irregularity that gentlemen allege against the first corpora- 
ion, that some of its shareholders were swindled, I do not know what 
what the fact may be; but I do know that no party claiming a dollar’s 
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7 nterest in the Baton Rouge Railroad Company has ever appeared be- Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I think under the rules I have an hour 
; fure the Public Lands Committee, either in person or by attorney or | after the previous question, and I will yield to the gentleman from Cal- 
proxy, in favor of this proposed action; but, on thecontrary, every such | ifornia. 
person has been in favor of defeating this bill. Mr. PAYSON. If I understood the gentleman from Louisiana, he 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit to the House whether or not, in view | claims he is entitled to an additional hour. 
of the law of this case as laid down in the books; in view of the uniform | Mr. LEWIS. I have it under the rules of the House. 
nd concurrent action on the part of every one inauthorityand in both | Mr. PAYSON. I have no objection but—— 
Houses of Congress during all these years; in view of the fact thatover | Mr. LEWIS. I intend to use that hour to suit myself and on my 
$4,000,000 has been invested in the enterprise upon the faith of this | own side. 
vrant: in view of the substantial accomplishment of the object the Gov- | Mr. PAYSON. May I be recognized for a parliamentary inquiry ? 
ernment had in view, the connection of the city of New Orleans by rail The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
communication with the Pacific Ocean—I appeal to the House whether | Mr. PAYSON. The inquiry I desire to make is this: Whether after 
this Government will keep its compact, whether it will do as between | the previous question has been ordered by the House the gentleman 
itself and its citizens that which will reflect credit upon itself, or whether | having charge of the bill, although it has come over from a previous 
will do what it seems to me many people of this country must concur | day, can still occupy an hour in debate? Iam not objecting, but I 
with me in regarding as akin to absolute repudiation. I trust the bill | wish to know what is the rule. * 
ill not pass. [Great applause. ] | Mr. LEWIS. That is the rule. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I have understood that the gentleman | Mr. PAYSON. I know what the ruling has been. 
from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] in the course of his remarks, while I was The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the third « st 
of the Hall, made some allusion to myself and to the Little Rock | of Rule XIV. 
id Fort Smith Railroad. Mr. HENLEY. Is the gentleman trying to stop this debate ? 
Mr. PAYSON. I will gladly repeat whatI said. It will take only The Clerk read as follows: 
moment. 3. The member reporting the measure under consideration from a committee 
said it was claimed that a small portion of the road which the | may open and close, where general debate has been had thereon; and if it shall 
ventleman has named was built out of time; and upon that assumption | eo ay have used an hour in opening ee A REED, 
ut was introduced on this floor for the fort EOGES Of ® POTION GF ite Mr. PAYSON. That does not meet che question. The question I 
d grant; that a gentleman from Arkansas, and | think it was the gen- apie 4) ' En et . . a ; 
. - si . make is whether the gentleman having charge of a bill, if he chooses 
man now beforeme [Mr. JONES], appeared before the Judiciary Com- ; +. ae : ces ' i 1 
ttee, of which Iwas then a member. There was an Indian reserva- | 0 MO¥® Te Previous question and 5 is ord: ved by tife House, can take 
‘ . . . . the tloor and hold it for an additional hour of debate? Does not the 
tion or something of that kind involved; and although the road had 7 er reae ; =r 
been substantially built, it appeared a portion had been left out: and REE Oe ENO FECES GREEN OU See EET ry 
. . Fe Bo ae . it .s . Mr. REED I ask that the first part ol Rule XVII be read. 
i account of the pendency cf this claim before the Judiciary Com- The Clerk read CMe 
ttee the Interior Department refused to issue patents. The commit- sin a . ee re ; , oar , 
ice unanimously reported to the House a recommendation in favor of | ,, vot in Sa ak eameeincain oa ae 7 eee a i ae ; net te - on 
non-fortfeiture; and patents were issued, as I understand. debate and bring the House to a direct vote upon the immediate question or 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. With a slight deviation, that is a cor- | questions on which it has been asked and ordered. 
rect statement of the facts. The charter of the Fort Smith Railroad Mr. LEWIS. That is the general rule. 
Company required that a road should be built from Little Rock to a The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER inthe chair). The Chair 
point opposite Fort Smith withinagiventime. The read wasactually | is of the opinion that the third clause of Rule XIV governs in this 
built from Little Rock to a point opposite Fort Smith within the time | case. It is his duty to give effect to all the rules, and the two which 
required. But amileor perhaps lessthan a mile of that road ran across | have been cited, the fourteenth and seventeenth, are not inconsistent 
the territory of the Indian nation; and after the expiration of the time | with each other when construed together. The gentleman trom Louisi- 
the Indian nation complained of the road across their territory. The | ana having reported the pending bill from the Committee on Public 
Secretary of the Interior required the company to tear up that portion | Lands, and the debate having extended beyond one day, is entitled to 
ol its road. They came back down the river four miles, I believe, and | one hour after the previous question has been ordered. 
built their road on the south side of the river from Van Buren to Fort Mr.REED. Read the third clause of Rule X X VIII, which shows no 
Smith, instead of the north side. But the portion of the road rebuilt | debate can be allowed after the previous question has been ordered 
‘ at the dictation of the Secretary of the Interior was built after the ex- The Clerk read as follows: 
E piration of the time named in the charter. When a motion tosuspend the rules has been seconded, it shall be in order, 
é Mi PAYSON. That is in substance what I stated. On account of | before the final vote is taken thereon, to debate the proposition to be voted upon 
: the failure to build that portion of the road within the time a bill was | 70° Suny Dunutes ee tone Eevee 10 . a eee oe 
i. introduced here for some kind of a forfeiture. The point I was mak- bate shall be allowed whenever the aah elvan aunctinn bes be > anlneadl none 
ing was, that in the history of this legislation it has happened that | proposition on which there has been no debate 5 
there had been one attempt to forfeit a land grant on account of the The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is when there has been no debate. 
road not having been fully built within the time, and Congress had in Mr. HENLEY. There has been a ruling. 
no case refused to declare a forfeiture. Mr. REED. It confines debate upon the previous question to wher 
Ps - LEW IS. [ now move the previous question. the re has been no debate 5 
4 a BLANCHARD. I desire to make a request. I ought to have The SPEAKER pro tempore. That does not apply to this case. 
3 right to be heard on this question for the reason that nine-tenths of Mr. REED. That is the only provision for debate after the previous 
a Se ee involved and nine-tenths of the people more particularly inter- | question 
Bi or are in my district. The SPEAKER pro tempore. It ippl es where there has been no d 
} a SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER The gentleman may bate, and there thirty minutes is allowed, fifteen minutes on each side. 
“uot a request, but debate is not in order Mr. REED. I understand the Speaker of the House to have ruled 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement 
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Mr. VAN EATON. 
question. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. PAYSON. 

Mr. COBB. 


We can vote down the demand for the previous 


I ask for a few minutes to make a statement 
I hope the gentleman’s request will be granted 
If the gentleman desires to occupy time on this bill the 


question arises, upon what side is he going to speak? 


The SPEAKER pro tempor The gentleman from Louisiana desires 
to make a statement to the House. Is there objection ? 

Mr. COBB. I do not know on which side he is. I shall object un- 
less I know on which side he the other side so far to-day has had 


iS ; 


all the time 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I have one other request. If lam denied the 
poor privilege of being heard 

Mr. COBB. It is not a poor privilege. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask leave to print some remarks on this bill 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ELLIS. 1 make the same request 

Mr. HUNT nd so do I. 


\ 
Che SPEAKER prot mpore. 
} 


Che Chair hears no objection, and leave 


. 7 
is granted accordingly. 


Che previous question was ordered 


A. 
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Mr. HENLEY. I call for theregularorder. The Speaker has ruled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Questions of order ought to be settled | 
as they arise. 

Mr. REED. I have not the slightest desire as to this question. I | 
simply raise the question now in the interest of the orderly business of 
the House. It is desirable that there should be an established rule | 
upon the subject, and not a variationfrom it. If the present occupant 
of the chair upon an examination of the matter has come to the conclu- 
sion that under the rules of the House, fortified by the opinions of the 
Speaker of the House, an hour’s debate is allowed under the circum- 
stances here pending, I have no personal objection. I desire simply 
that the matter should be well considered by the present occupant of 
the chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair has 
observed the practice that has prevailed under the rules of the House 
in this respect since he has been a member, and desires the Clerk to 
read a portion of the digest on page 277. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
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The right of the ‘‘member reporting the measure”’ to open and close debate 
is not affected by an order, either for the previous question or that debate shall 
cease in committee. 

Mr. REED. When was that decision ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the first session of the Thirty-first 
Congress. 

Mr. REED. But that was under the old rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rules of the House have not been 
changed in that respect. 

Mr. REED. I think the rules have been changed since that decision 
took place 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not in that respect. The Chair has 
decided the point of order, and there is nothing further in order in ref- 
erence to it, unless an appeal be taken. 

The gentleman from Louisiana yields ten minutes to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. HENLEY ] 

Mr. LEWIS. I will yield to himso much of the time as he may de- 
Sire. 

Mr. HENLEY. 
ments 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I will not trespass upon the patience of 
the House by attempting to make any remarks at this time, but shall 
simply ask leave to print in the RECORD certain remarks that I desire 
to make. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. Speaker, that time wears apace and legislation 
is belated are sufficient reasons why I shall have very little to say to 
the House on this measure; but there were some observations submit- 
ted by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] to which I shall make 
some brief response; and I first desire his attention particularly, because 
I wish to interrogate him upon a certain matter of fact which is not alto- 
gether clear in my memory just now. The question I desire to address 
to him is this: I understood him to assert, while giving the legislative 
history of this land grant, that there had been no effort in the way of for- 
feiture initiated by the introduction of a bill in Congress against the 
New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad Company before the 
completion of the road. To the end that all uncertainty may be dis- 
pelled I now ask if I understood him correctly ? 

Mr. PAYSON. To my knowledge that is so except a resolution that 
I introduced myself in the last session of the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. HENLEY. I understood that to be the statement. That both 
illustrates and admonishes us how a man ought not to too vauntingly 
proclaim his ability to speak ex cathedra and as if with indisputable in- 
formation as to all matters of fact or law connected with a legislative 
land grant. 

The gentleman with great vociferation assumed from first to last that 
he was familiar with every step in connection with the legislative his- 
tory of this grant in its minutest detail, and asserted that no hostile 
or inimical measures of legislation having the purpose of forfeiture of 
this grant as against the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg 
Railroad Company had been commenced up to a certain time; that is, 
up to the time or until after the road had been completed. After such 
a statement the gentleman, and doubtless the country, will be astonished 
at learning that I hold in my hand a bill to forfeit this same grant, in- 
troduced long before the completion of this road by a Democratic mem- 
ber from the State of Louisiana, big enough and plain enongh and 
emphatic enough to have challenged the attention of the gentleman 
from Illinois who claims to have been one of the most watchful mem- 
bers of this House upon these matters. The title of it is ‘* A bill to 
forfeit the title to the lands granted to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge 
and Vicksburg Railroad Company.’’ This bill was introduced in the 
House on the 24th day of May, 1878, in the Forty-fifth Congress, sec- 
ond session. And more than that 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 

Mr. HENLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Thatisprecisely what I stated, that in the Forty-fifth 
Congress a bill was introduced forfeiting the grant made for the benefit 


The gentleman from Arkansas desires a few mo- 
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of the New Orleans and Pacific road, and the committee reported in 
favor of giving the New Orleans Pacific the benefit of the grant. 

Mr. HENLEY. No, sir; I beg pardon, this was to forfeit the grant 
to the company I have stated, and the gentleman puts himself in error 
I have the bill before me. The latter part of the bill or the recom- 
mendation of the committee in its report is to make the transfer from 
one corporation to the other, but that is all. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is precisely what I stated. 

Mr. HENLEY. I do not think it is what the gentleman stated. 

Mr. ELLIS. Will the gentleman from California permit me to make 
an inquiry ? 

Mr. HENLEY. Waitaminute. The gentleman from Illinois stated 
it was reported and could not be acted upon because of the crewded 
condition of the calendars. I find here it was read twice, referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELLIS. Who introduced it? 

Mr HENLEY. A Democraticmember from the State of Louisiana, 
Mr. Elam. 

Mr. ELLIS. 
Pacific. 

Mr. HENLEY. The report speaks for itself. 

Now, then, Mr. Speaker, I must congratulate the gentleman trom 
Alabama [ Mr. OATES] upon his successful evangelization and conver- 
sion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON ] to the peculiar views 
that have hitherto been enunciated by the gentleman from Alabama, 
from which the gentleman from Illinois has hitherto dissented upon all 
occasions. Apropos of that, and as something that logically should lx 
associated with it, the gentleman from Illinois, we find in the printed r 
port accompanying this bill, in which he joined with a minority, did not 
place his antagonism to the views of the majority in favor of th 
feiture upon any legal ground whatever. On the contrary, he said | 
dissented; and in a report filed by himself attached to the minorit 
report he expressly dissents from the legal grounds urged by th 
tleman from Alabama and the other members of the minority o! 
committee, and states that he places his objection to the forteit 
solely upon the ground of the equities existing on the part of this cor 
pany. He explicitly denies the soundness of the legal propositions 
the minority. 

Now what do we see? Why the gentleman seems to have consulted 
his books. While heretofore the equities only were in favor of 1 
company he now discovers that both equity and law were on its si 

He said just now that he was familiar with the law bearing on this 
question, and he challenged contradiction upon various legal proposi- 
tions that are involved in this forfeiture. He proclaimed he had con- 
sulted every authority and familiarized himself with all the decision 
While in his minority report he places his grounds of antagonism to 
the forfeiture solely on the equities that inure to this company, hi 
now consumes more than half his time in arguing strictly legal propo- 
sitions in regard to which he previously dissented from the other mem- 
bers of the committee who joined in the minority report. So that we 
find, notwithstanding the fact that the gentleman from Illinois has so 
constantly and so assiduously given attention to these land-grant mat- 
ters—we find that since the filing of the report in a very short time his 
position has been completely revolutionized in regard to those great 
leading principles enunciated by many decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and with which an able lawyer as he is, and 
every other lawyer in this House who has ever bestowed any attention 
to these questions, should have been thoroughly familiar. 

There is another point to which I must advert, and I desire the 
House to give me its close attention thereupon. We find ourselves in 
our efforts to forfeit this land grant confronted with what I admit 
ought to be avery formidable obstacle, to wit, the report of the Judi 
ciary Committee of this House, in which they seem to take ground ad- 
verse to the majority report of the Public Lands Committee. In one 
portion of that report the following passage occurs: 


He made the report to transfer it to the New Orleans 


y 


The legal right, therefore, of one who has incurred a forfeiture by breach of con- 
dition-subsequent, to relief against an unwilling adversary, upon a substantia! 
performance after the day, at law, and in equity, and undoubtedly in the latter 
forum, can not be denied. 


The foregoing passage occurs in that portion of the report of the Ju- 
diciary Committee where its distinguished chairman, Mr. TUCKER, 0! 
Virginia, is making the point that equity will relieve against forfeiture 
in cases analogous to the one under consideration. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the trouble about that is this—and it will occur 
to the minds of all who have deeply considered this question—the di!- 
ficulty is that the Committee on the Judiciary have failed to draw i dis 
tinction, which is wide and broad and deep upon this question, between 
| @ public and a private grant. And right here I may state that th 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] regaled this House with a state- 
ment as to the law in adjudicated cases and in the text-books goverl- 
ing forfeiture of grants between private individuals; and he challenged 
| the House to furnish one single authority that was in contravention 0! 
| the principle which he then procldimed was the correct one. But whit 
the gentleman stated the law correctly as between private parties 
failed to advise the House that it was as to private grants that he was 
speaking. And I think the House generally understood him to be pur- 
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porting to state the law governing public grants. Because, sir, why un- 


der the sun did we want to know anything about private grants in con- | 


nection with this bill ? ; 

What does this House want to know? Obviously enough, the law in 
reference to public grants. And why should the gentleman expend his 
learning and his energy and consume our valuable time in challenging 
contradiction of the principles he enunciated with reference to the law as 
to private grants? The gentleman did not say that he was treating of 
‘‘orants between private individuals;’’ he said *‘grants upon condi- 
tions.”’ But I supposed, of course, that he meant grants generally, 
public as well as private. I do not believe he had an auditor on this 
floor who did not participate with me in that belief, because I assumed 
his remarks had some pertinence and that he was not indulging in mere 
idle talk. 

This case, Mr. Speaker, is that of a legislative grant to a private cor- 
poration in which all of the leading principles governing grants bet ween 
private individuals are entirely reversed. As for example, itis familiar 
to all lawyers in construing a grant between private individuals you 
construe them more strictly against the grantor. The principle is di- 
rectly reversed in the case of a public grant; it is of no use to marshal 
authorities upon so familiar a proposition; in that case the grant is con- 
strued more strictly in favor of the grantor, and the grantee takes noth- 
ing by implication or construction that the gentleman did not mention. 

The Judiciary Committee say, and the gentleman from Illinois concurs 
in that view, that a forfeiture in this case can not be invoked and that a 
courtof equity would relieve against it. Now, sir, l admit in a proper 
case a court of equity will do so as between private individuals, that 
is, if the grantee shows a sufficient reason in equity why the estate 
should not be forfeited. But while in the forum of equity, as is well 
known, an individual may be heard to declaim against the oppression 
and harshness of the condition, and obtain a decree relieving him from 
forfeiture, it is not so with reference to legislative grants. You may 
complain of the harshness of the bargain you have made with an indi- 
vidual, but you can not be heard to say in a court of equity that the 
condition of a legislative grant or bargain you have entered into is op- 
pressive, or wrong, or harsh. I say to the gentleman from [linois, and 
to any member of the Judiciary Committee who takes the same view, 
that trom lid to lid of any law-book ever written you could not find an 
adjudication by a court of final resort in conformity with that view. 

And that brings us squarely confronting face to face the great underly- 
ing principle upon which this bill must be decided. So far as the equities 
are concerned it may be possible that the parties against whom this legis- 
lation is directed are invested with certain equities. But the facts in 
connection therewith were so confused and involved and intermingled 
with other matters that the majority of the Committee on Public Lands 
were unable to determine with precision and accuracy whether they had 
equities or not. There were charges and denials, criminations and re- 
criminations, until we were left in that state of incertitude that we were 
unable to say (even if we were permitted to do so, if we were not bound 
hy the pledges and platforms made to the people before we came here, 
which preclude the consideration of mere equities), whether or not the 
equities in this case were sufficient to grant the indulgence claimed on 
behalf of this company. 

It simply comes down to this one conclusion, and to that I invoke the 
serious consideration of the members of this House, that there is no 
question of law in this case as to our legal right to forfeit this grant; 
mere indulgence is out of the question. The gentleman from Illinois 


(Mr. PAyson], to support his view of the law, cited the practices of 


the Interior Department for many years preceding; the action of Mr. 
Delano, for example, the action of Mr. Schurz, the action of various 
preceding Secretaries of the Interior, in cases where roads had been 
constructed after the time prescribed in the act and patents had been 
issued to the companies. 

1 ask the gentleman if the Secretary of the Interior had acted, how 
could any contest be raised in reference to the rights of these compa- 
nies? The Secretary acts and that ends it, and no question is raised 
That is one point that the House must not lose sight of; that in this 
legislation we simply endeavor to give to the Government of the United 
States and to the people the opportunity to go into the courts and liti- 
gate and contest their rights. If they have no rights, then these rail- 
road corporations are not injured; and if they have rights, then asa 
matter of course no one should complain. Take the case of Farnsworth 
against the Minnesota and Pacific Railroad Company (92 United 
States Reports, 68). I will cite that case as an answer to the position 
assumed by the Committee on the J udiciary,where they seem to con- 
found the principles pertaining to public and private grants. I read 
irom that case: 


But it is said tha 
Strued with stric 
ment. This as 
forfeiture relates toa matter adn 
can be no leaning of the court 
the construction of a work in whic 
tion can not be made for the default of the party— 


As nobody can contend that it can be made here— 
nor where the forfeiture is imposed by positive law. 


t provisions for forfeiture are regarded with disfavor and con- | 
tness, and that courts of equity will lean against their enforce- 
& general rule is true when applied to cases of contract, and the 
1itting oi compensation or restoration ; but there 
against a forfeiture which is intended to secure 
h the public is interested, where compensa- 


Where any penalty or forfeiture,”’ says Mr. Justice Story, ‘‘isim- 
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posed by statute upon the doing or omitting some particular act, there 
courts of equity will not interfere to mitigate the penalty or forfeiture 
if incurred, for it would be in direct contravention of the legislative 
| will.’”’? (Story’s Equity Jurisprudence, section 1326.) The same doc- 
trine is asserted in the case of the Duke of Somerset vs. Peachy, reported 
in 1 Strange R., and in that of Keating vs. Sparrow, reported in 1 Ball 
and Beatty. In the first case Lord Macclesfield said that cases of agree- 
ments and conditions of the party and of the law are certainly to be dis- 
| tinguished. 

Again I assert, and for the last time, that lawyers and jurists may 
ransack cases in vain to find a solitary one where it has been held by 
a court of last resort that this principle may be invoked to prevent the 
forfeiture of a legislative grant. 

The gentleman from I}linvis [Mr. PAYSON] says that time is not of the 
essence of the contract. Mark it, Representatives, that was the square 
declaration on the part of that gentleman. From the eminence which he 
has attained, and justly attained, by his preceding efforts in these mat- 
ters before the House and the country, I have no doubt that declaration 
had its weight and influence with those who were listening to him. 
He says that time is not of the essence of the contract. I could find 
abundant authorities to show that it is; but I will read from the latest 
work I have been able to find in the library, Tiedeman on Real Prop- 
erty. Tiedeman is a professor in the University of Missouri. In sec- 
tion 276 of that work he says, speaking of estates upon condition: 


If there isa time specified within which the condition is to be performed, it 
can not be performed afterward. Where there is no express specification of 
time, it must be determined from the apparent intention of the grantor or testa- 
tor, as gathered from the context or nature of the condition. 





I will not consume the time of the House in reading further author- 
ities. JI aver my ability, if time did not press and circumstances were 
such as to justify my making a presentation of them—lI aver my ability 
to show to the House that time has been held to be of the essence of 
this character of contracts, and that is the established law, sustained 
by a long current of decisions heretofore, and is now held to be by the 
text writers of the land. 

Mr. LEWIS. And was held by the gentleman from Lllinois [ Mr. 
PAYSON | in every action of his in the committee. 

Mr. HENLEY. I must say that the position of the gentleman from 
Illinois has struck me with amazeméht, possibly because I did not here- 
tofore understand the attitude which he assumed in respect to these 
principles of law, or possibly because | may not understand him now. 
But as I do understand him, his attitude, as proclaimed by himself this 
afternoon, constitutes a complete reversal of the position assumed by 
him heretofore. 

Mr. Speaker, something has been said as to the position of the dele- 
gation from Louisiana on this measure. I do not know anything 
about that. I do know the danger that frequently assails the po- 
litical fortunes of gentlemen in a State whose political doctrines may 
be dominated by railroad influences. I do not believe there is a mem- 
ber of that delegation who would consciously be influenced by any- 
body belonging to a railroad corporation except in favor of what he 
believed to be right. But, sir, there are unconscious operations of the 
mind by which we are swayed, and I need not turn to the pages of the 
great masters of mental and moral philosophy in order to impress that 
upon the House. A gentleman from a district traversed by a portion 
of this road is in favor of this forfeiture. Other gentlemen from the 
same State seem to think they should not support it. It may be that 
these gentlemen are influenced by the pledge given by their predeces- 
sors in Congress to these railroad projectors that this grant should not 
be forfeited in the event that they would go on and complete this 
road. I do not know that it would be discreditable to those gentlemen 
to have some regard for a fact of that kind. Influenced, for aught I 
know, to some extent by that pledge, believing as they may have be- 
lieved that it was for the best interests of the country that this road 
should be constructed, they may have been participants to some degree 
in that pledge. ‘I do not know and do not care how that fact may be. 
I have no criticisms—— 

Mr. HUNT. Does the gentleman mean to say that I am involved 
in any pledge of any kind—— 

Mr. HENLEY. No, sir. 

Mr. HUNT. Or that I have any disposition except to do what is 
right? 

Mr. HENLEY. Certainly not. I thought I had said that plainly 
enough. I have no criticism, adverse or otherwise, to bestow on those 
gentlemen for the votes that they may give, because I suppose they as 
well as other members are governed by their conscientious convictions 
in their conduct on this floor. 

But because the Louisiana delegation may have undertaken to pledge 
the future action of this House, is that binding upon this House? By 
what rule of law, or equity, or human conduct should it be? They 
may have had their own view in respect to the disposition of the public 
lands; but they can not pledge the conduct of a succeeding Congress 

| which, for aught they know who made the pledge, may have views en- 
tirely the reverse of theirs, and may be opposed to the upholding of 
any such pledge. 
~- My time is now up, and I yield the floor. 
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Mr. LEWIS addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] | Mr. FINERTY with Mr. THOMPSON, on this vote. [7 
The bill was ordered to bé engrossed and read a third time; and Mr. Hiscock with Mr. BLOUNT, on this vote. Mr. Hiscock woylq ; 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. vote ‘‘no,’’? Mr. BLounT ‘‘ay.”’ ; 

Mr. LEWIS demanded the previous question on the passage of the bill. Mr. RANDALL with Mr. SKINNER, of New York, for this day ba 
Che previous question was ordered Mr. StocuM with Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, on this vote. Mr. Breck. 
Mr. OATES demanded the yeas and nays. | INRIDGE would vote “ay.”’ 

The yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. Crisp, on this vote. Mr. Cris 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas | would vote ‘‘ay,’’? Mr. THROCKMORTON “‘ no.”’ ’ 
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Dowd 
Dunn 
Adams,G. E 
Adams, J. J. 
Aiken 
Arnot, 


Atkinson, 
Bagley 
selford, 
Belmont, 
sreitung, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brewer, J. H 
Broadhead, 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Cannon 
Carleton, 
Collins 


Culbertson, W. W. 


Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Davis, G.R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Deuster 
Dibrell 
Dorsheimer, 
Dunham, 


Eaton, 
Elliott, 
Ellis 
Ellwood, 
Evans, I. N. 


Ballentine, 


Barbout 
Barksdale, 
Barr 
Bayne 
Bingham 
Bish 


Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Blount 
Boutelle, 
Bowen, 
Breckinridge 
Brumm 
Buckner, 
Budd 
Burleigh 
Burnes, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, J. M 
Campbell, J. E 
Chace 


Chalmers, 


Clardy, 
Clay 
Converse, 
Cosgrove 
Cox. 8.8 
Cox, W.R. 
Crisp 


Culberson, D. B. 
Cullen, 


ays 121, not voting 125; 





as follows: 


YEAS—738. 
English Lore 
Ern trout, Lowry, 
Ferre McAdoo, 
Foll McComas, 
Foran, MeMillin, 
Forney Miller, J. F. 
Gi Murray, 
Glascock Patton, 
Halsell Pierce, 
Hammond, Pryor, 
Hardy Rice, 
Hatch, W. H, Riggs, 
Hemphill, Robertson, 
Henley Rosecrans, 
Hewitt,G. W. Scales, 
Holman Seney, 
Jones, B. W. Shaw, 
Jones, J. H. Singleton, 
Jones, J. K. Springer, 


Lanham, 


Stockslager, 


NAYS—121. 


Everhart, 
Garrison, 
George, 
Greenleaf, 
Guenther, 
Hanback, 
Hancock, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henderson, T. J. 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A.S 
Hitt, 

Horr, 
Houk, 
Houseman, 
Howey, 
Hunt, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Johnson, 
Jones, J. T. 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 
King, 

Law rence, 
Lewis, 


MecCoid, 
McCormick, 
Maybury, 
Mitchell, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Mutchler, 
Nelson, 
Nutting, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
O’ Ferrall, 
O’ Hara, 
O'Neill, Charles 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Potter, 
Price, 
Pusey, 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 
Ray, G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Reed, 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, J. H. 


Rowell, 


NOT VOTING—125. 


Curtin, 
Davidson, 
Davis, L. H. 
Dibble, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Duncan, 
Eldredge, 
Evins, J. H. 
Fiedle ?. 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Funston, 


Fvyan, 
Geddes, 
Goff, 
Graves, 
Green 
Hardeman, 
Hart 
Haynes, 
Hill, 
Hiscock, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holmes, 
Holton 
Hooper 
Hopkins, 
Hurd 
Hutchins 
Jordan 
Kasson, 


So the bill was not passed 


On motion of Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, the reading of the | 


names was dispensed with. 


Mr. LEWIS. 


vote to ‘‘no’”’ 


FEVRE. 


I voted in the 


Kelle y, 
Kleiner, 
Lacey, 
Laird, 
Lamb, 

Le Fevre, 
Libbey, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
Lyman, 
Matson, 
Millard, 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Mills 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Neece, 
Nicholls, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Paige, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pettibone, 
Post, 
Randall, 


Reagan, 


affirmative. 


The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. DINGLEY with Mr. DIBBLE, for this day. 


stone, 

Storm, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Warner, Richard 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
White, J. D. 
Willis, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
Yaple. 


Seymour, 
Shelley, 
Smalls, 
Smith, 


‘Spooner, 


Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, H, G, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wallace, 
Washburn, 
Wemple, 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilson, James 
Winans, John 
Wise, G.D. 
York. 


Reese, 
Robinson, J. 8. 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rogers, W. F. 
Russell, 

Ryan, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Steele, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Valentine, 
Wakefield, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Wise, J. S. 
Worthington, 
Young. 


Mr. BARR with Mr. ROBERTSON, until further notice. 

Mr. WAKEFIELD with Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, until furt 
notice. 

Mr. CURTIN with Mr. LYMAN, on the.Backbone railroad bill ar 
all political questions, until Saturday. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California, with Mr. BURLEIGH, on this vot 

Mr. WILLIAMS with Mr. HART, for this day. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. BINGHAM, for this day 

Mr. HARDEMAN with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, for this day. 

Mr. DAVIs, of Missouri, with Mr. VALENTINE, on this question. \); 
DAVIS would vote ‘‘ay,’’ Mr. VALENTINE ‘‘ no.”’ 

Mr. REESE with Mr. MILLIKIN, on the pending bill. 
would vote ‘‘ay,’’ Mr. MILLIKIN *‘ no.”’ 

Mr. GEDDES with Mr. Houk, for this day. 

Mr. NEECE with Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, on this bill. Mr. N 
would vote ** ay.”’ 

Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. PETERS, on this vote. 
would vote ‘‘ay,’’ Mr. PETERS “‘ no.”’ 

Mr. CosGROVE with Mr. HUTCHINS, on this vote. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. FINDLAY, on this bill. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, on this vote. M 
BURNES would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. BRUMM with Mr. YOUNG, on this vote. 
Mr. CALKINS with Mr. HOPKINS, on this vote. 
Mr. HurpD with Mr. CLAY, on this vote. Mr. 
‘no,’’? Mr. CLAY “‘ay.’’ 
Mr. MONEY with Mr. WARD, on this bill. 
“* ay,’’? Mr. MONEY ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. Post with Mr. HoLMEs, for this day. 

Mr. KLEINER with Mr. LAIRD, for this day. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL with Mr. MILLARD, for this day. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr. MURPHY, on all votes relating t 
Backbone railroad forfeiture. Mr. WORTHINGTON would vote “ay 
Mr. MuRPHY “‘no.”’ 

Mr. MILLS with Mr. KELLEY, on this, vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. LEWIS. I move toreconsider the vote just taken; and, pendi 
that, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the tab 

Mr. OATES. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OATES. I submit that it is not competent for the gentle: 
from Louisiana to move a reconsideration of the vote, he having cha! 
his vote for that purpose and so expressed it at the time. | thi 
has been held that it was not competent, where the announcement 
the purpose was made, to make the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is only governed by the record ot | 
vote. Any gentleman who voted with the majority, or on the 
vailing side in any case, has a right to move a reconsideration 

Mr. OATES. But is it competent to make the change of his 
announcing his intention at the time ? 

Mr. KEIFER. That is the parliamentary practice. 

The SPEAKER. It has been customary, and the Chair know- 
no rule to the contrary. 

The question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentlema! 
Louisiana that the House do now adjourn. Pending that mot 
Chair desires to present a report from the Committee o2 Enrolled | 


Mr. REEs} 


Mr. BARKSDALE 


HURD would vote 


Mr. WARD would 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported t 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of 1 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 472) for the relief of Geerge P. Webster; and 

A bill (S. 675) to extend the benefits of section 4 of an act ent 
‘‘An act making appropriations for the support of the Arm) 
year ending June 30, 1866,’’ approved March 3, 1565. 

Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Enrolle! 
reported that the committee had examined and found duly e! 
bills of the following title; when the Speaker signed the sam« 

A bill (S. 1721) for a bridgeacrossthe Missouri Riverat White‘ 


| in Doniphan County, Kansas; 
I wish to change my | 
for the purpose of moving a reconsideration. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. 


A bill (S. 1861) for the relief of the Atlantic Alcohol Compa! 


| Atlantic, State of Lowa; 
I am paired with my colleague, Mr. LE | 
If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ no.”’ 


A bill (H. R. 6215) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to ame! 
statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods 
for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880; and 

\ bill (S. 81) for the relief of Benjamin F. Pope. 
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CONGRESSIONAL 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

fo Mr. BARR, for five days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HOBLITZELL, for this day, on account of sickness. 

BACKBONE RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 

lhe SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Would it be in order to move that the 
House take a recess? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn takes precedence. 

The question being taken on the question to adjourn, the Speaker 
stated that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Icall for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 87. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 30 members voting therefor—not one- 
fifth of a quorum. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays, there were ayes 24— 
not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Count the other side. 

The negative vote was counted, and there were noes 102—the affirma- 
tive not being one-fifth of the whole vote. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 24 members voting therefor. 

The SPEAKER. Tellers are refused, the yeas and nays are refused, 
and the motion to adjourn is not agreed to. 

Mr. OATES. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
until 10 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I move to amend that motion so that the House 
shall take a recess until 8 o’clock to-night; and I ask unanimous con- 


sent that the evening session be assigned for the consideration of busi- | 


ness reported py the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain a request for unani- 
mous consent while other matters are pending. Does the gentleman 
from California move toamend the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I do. 
House shall take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. LEWIS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
ayes 56, noes 72. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is not required ona motion to adjourn. 

Mr. LEWIS. I call for tellers on the motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 29 members voting therefor—not one- 
fifth of a quorum. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion made by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WuIrE] that the House take a recess till 10 
o'clock to-morrow morning. 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 89. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WHITE, and the 
gentleman from Alabama, Mr. OATES. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 4, noes 112. 

The SPEAKER. The noes have it, and the House refuses to take a 


recess 


No quorum. 


**nees?? 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I insist on the point that a quorum has 
not voted, 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

Che SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman made the point 
as to a quorum too late. The result had been announced. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 77. 

So the motion was not agreed to. ; 

rhe SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to lay on the table 
- oe to reconsider the vote by which the House refused to pass 

1@ Dil. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that the Honse take a recess 
until half past 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

he question was taken; and the Speaker stated that the ‘‘ noes”’ 
seemed to have it. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


= I call for tellers. 
lellers were ordered 


thirty-four members voting therefor. 





The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, and 


Mr. ELuis. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ay 1, noes 95. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 
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I move that the House take a recess | 


I move to amend that motion so that the | 
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Mr. ELLIS. I movea call of the House. 
Mr. BLAND. Pending that, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 


The House divided; and there were-—ayes 62, noes 72. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered—thirty-eight members voting therefor. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. ELLIs and Mr. BLAND. 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes62, noes 77. 
So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. OATES. I ask unanimous consent that the vote on my motion 


to table the motion to reconsider made by the gentleman from Louisi- 


ana [Mr. LEWIs] be taken to-morrow at 1 o’clock. If that is agreed 


| to we can then adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if the House should now 
adjourn this matter will come up to-morrow immediately after the 
reading of the Journal. 

Mr. OATES. The House may not be full at that time, and I have 
suggested a later hour that there may be the vote of a full House on 
the motion. 

Mr. LEWIS. Iam willing to assent to that arrangement. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Alabama asks unanimous con- 
sent that the vote on the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table shall be taken to-morrow at 1 o’clock. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LEWIS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 50 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of George B. Seamans, M. D., and 48 
others, citizens and residents of Pleasant Valley, Luzerne County, 
Pennsylvania, asking that a pension be granted to George Lampman— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petitions and exhibits relative to the inspection 
of hulls and boilers at Duluth, Minn.—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of B. F. Cook and others, of North- 
| ampton, Mass., against the Governthent engaging in the telegraph busi- 
ness—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 27, 1884. 





The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. NATHAN SITEs, of Foo Chow, China. 
Mr. GARLAND called the Senate to order, and the Secretary read 
the following letter: 
VICE-PRESIDENT’S CHAMBER, Iasi 


ington, June 27. 1884 


To the Senate 


Pursuant to the rules, I hereby name and designate Hon. A. H. GARLAND, a 
Senator from the State of Arkansas, to perform the duties of the Chair during 
my absence this day 


GEO. F. EDMUNDS 
President p 
Thereupon Mr. GARLAND took the chair as presiding officer for to- 
| day. 

Mr. HARRIS.  ILask fora call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll of 
Senators. 

The Secretary called the roll, and thirty-five Senators answered to 
their names 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the absentees be called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be called. 

The SECRETARY. Messrs. Aldrich, Anthony, Brown, Butler, Cam- 
den, Cameron of Pennsylvania, Colquitt, Cullom, Dolph, Edmunds, 
Gibson, Gorman, Groome, Hampton, Hawley, Hill, Hoar, 
Jackson, Jones of Nevada, Logan, McPherson, Mahone, Maxey, Miller 
of California, Millerof New York, Morgan, Palmer, Pugh, Riddleberger, 
Sabin, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Sewell, Sherman, Vance, Van Wyck, Vest, 
| Voorhees, Williams, and Wilson 11. 

Mr. CONGER. Imove that the Senate take a recess until 12 0’ clock. 
The Committee on Commerce are closing the river and harbor bill, 
| which must be prepared and must be reported; and calling us down 
| to make a quorum or to answer to our names here prevents the publie 
business more than it would be benefited by having the session post 
poned until 12 0’clock, as I think, and it is so with other committees 

Mr. INGALLS I suggest that the Committee on Commerce have 
leave to sit during the sessions of theSenate. That would obviate the 
difficulty the Senator intimates. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to have that permission for to-day at 
least. 

Subsequently Mr. WiLson, Mr. MAXEy, Mr 


o tempore. 


If there be no objection, the absentees 


Creorge, 


PALMER, and Mr. 


| DoLPH entered the Chamber. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum is present. 
Mr. INGALLS. I move that further proceedings under the call be | 


dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the motion of the Senator from 
Kansas, if there be no objection, further proceedings under the call 
will be dispensed with 


Mr. CONGER. Now I ask permission of the Senate that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce for to-day, at any rate, have leave to sit during 
the session of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ithink leave to sit during the sessions of the Senate 
has already been granted to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CONGER. It has not been granted. 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought it had been. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan moves 


that permission be granted to the Committee on Commerce to sit during 
the ms of the Senate 

Mr. CONGER. For this one day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection, that motion 
will be considered as agreed to. The Chair hears no objection. The 
Journal of yesterday’s proceedings will be read. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy, retransmitting a report of Professor 
J. Ek. Nourse, United States Navy, on the Suez Canal, which had been 
returned to the Department for the purpose of adding important in- | 
formation received since the report was transmitted; which, with the 
accompanying papers, wasreferred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication frem the Attorney- | 
General, recommending an increase of the appropriations proposed to 
be made for certain items of expenditure in his Department by the sun- 
dry*civil appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in answer in part to a resolution of the 
20th instant, a report from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, inclos- 
ing copies of contracts made by the United States with citizens for 
furnishing beef-cattle to the Indians during the years 1883 and 1884; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 


i 
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on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of James Northrup and 23 others, 
Union soldiers and sailors, residents of Jones County, lowa, praying for 
certain legislation in the interest of soldiers and sailors of the late war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. LAPHAM presented a petition of citizens of Orange County, In- | 


diana, praying for the passage of the bills granting pensions to the 


Union soldiers and sailors of the late war; which was ordered to lie on | the Speaker of the House of Representatives, shall consider the present org 


| zations of the Signal Service, Geological Survey, Coast and Geodetic Survey 
|} and the Hydrographic Office of the Navy Department, with the view to secure 


the table 

Mr. HARRISON. I present the petition of R. M. Morgan and 96 
other soldiers of the Union Army, of the State of Indiana, praying for 
the passage of the bills now before Congress for increase of pensions. 
The petition was forwarded to the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SAWYER] 
and he handed it to me to present to the Senate. I move that the pe- 
tition be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition of the Southern Exposition 
Company, of Louisville, Ky., praying for an appropriation for exhibits 
at that exposition illustrative of the several departments of the Govern- 
ment of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PIKE presented the memorial of Hon. George W. Nesmith and 
30 other citizens of New Hampshire, remonstrating against the transfer 
of the Geodetic Survey in the several States from the Coast Survey to 
the Geological Survey; which was referred to the Committeee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. LOGAN. I present an amendment sent to me by request of a 
committee to be referred to the Committeeon the District of Columbia. 
It is an amendment to the laws that exist in reference to plumbers in 
the city of Washington. There is a petition in connection with it 
signed by a number of persons from different cities of the United States. 
I was asked by this committee to present it to the Senate. I do so at 
their request, and ask its reference to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia for its consideration. I do this at the request of the com- 
mittee. I know nothing about the matter myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thepapers will be received, printed, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BAYARD. Iam instructed by the Committee on Private Land 
Claims to report adversely the bill (S. 603) for the relief of William 
McGarrahan, and to state that the chairman has been instructed to 
prepare a report, which will be hereafter submitted. 
bill may be placed on the Calendar. 





> ind 


JUNE 





The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Calep- 


| dar with the adverse report of the committee. 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Education and Labor. to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2170) providing for the adjustment of 
accounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight. 
hour law, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2347) to incorporate the na- 
tional encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. [I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, although I do not know what the practice of 
Senate has been in referring similar bills. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It should go to the Committee on the District 0; 
Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VAN WYCK introduced a bill (S. 2348) to authorize the increase 
of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Omaha, Nebr. ; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance 

Mr. HARRISON introduced a bill (S. 2349) authorizing a seal 
the United States Pension Office; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


the 


Lor 


THE SIGNAL SERVICE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the call for ‘‘concurrent or 
other resolutions’’ the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution sub- 
mitted yesterday by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON]. It 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is directed to collate the various laws 
under which the Signal Service is organized, and to report a codification thereof 
with such amendments as he may suggest at the commencement of the n« 
session of Congress. That he also report the status in the Army of the ch 
officer of the Signal Service Bureau, and the propriety of keeping the said bu- 
reau under the general supervision of the War Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
resolution. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move the reference of the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish in that connection to call the attention 
the Senator from Ohio to what has probably escaped his observation in 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. As it comes to us from the Hous 
of Representatives there is found in connection with the appropriations 
for the Signal Service the following provision: 


xt 


af 
er 


The question is on agreeing to the 


The question is on the motion of th 


That a joint commission, consisting of three Senators, to be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, and three members of the House, to be appointed by 


i 


1 


greater efficiency and economy of administration of the public service in 
bureans; and said joint commission shall report to their respective Houses 


the first Monday in December, 1884, their conclusions, by bill or report 


It will be observed by Senators that there is already a proposition 
which comes to us from the House for joint action by the two Houses 
by a commission to be composed of Senators and Members to examine 
into this whole question as to the Signal Service Bureau, and to report 
such conclusions as they may arrive at touching its future management 
and control. The commission thus appointed will represent the legis 





I ask that the | 


lative body that must deal with this question. They will have the ad- 
vantage of access to the Secretary of War. They would undoubtedly 
call the Secretary of War before them, take his advice, hear his state- 
ments with reference to this bureau, which is now under his Depart- 
ment, and they would formulate some report upon the subject, perhaps 
propose some bill, as they are directed to do if they think best. This 
certainly is a better way of getting at it than simply to ask the advice 
of the Secretary of War and have that come to Congress and then hav: 
that go to some committee or commission upon which they must act 

The Senator from Ohio willsee that if the Senate adopts this provision 
of the sundry civil bill we shall expedite the inquiry which he seems 
to desire to make into the Signal Service. It will be made by those 
who will be on the floor of the House and on the floor of the Senate to 
explain and defend the conclusion at which they may arrive; whereas 
if his resolution is passed we shall simply have sent to this body at the 
first day of the next session the views of the Secretary of War alont 
and those views as thus expressed must go to the Committee on Mil- 
tary Affairs or some other committee of this body and have their coD- 
sideration before we shall have any report or any legislation proposed 
to us at all. 

If there be something here that ought to be investigated this co! 
mission will do it, having all the necessary machinery and appliance 
| for a full investigation. If the advice of the Secretary of War 1s !m)- 
| portant the commission will have it, and will present it to us in their 
report together with whatever information they may derive from other 
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ter than the proposition of the Senator from Ohio. : a 
{ would not desire that the resolution in the shape in which it is 

should pass without an examination by a committee at least. I hope 
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So. it is a wider, a safer, and a quicker inquiry into this mat- 


therefore it will go to the Committee on Military Affairs in order that | 


they may consider whether the proposition of the Senator from Ohio or 
the proposition contained in the sundry civil bill is the better, or, if 
stimulated by his resolution, they should think best to modify the 
proposition of the House it can be done, and will be in the shape of 
legislation. : 3 i te 

‘Mr. MAXEY. Asa member of the Committee on Military Affairs 
{ coneur very heartily in what has been said by the Senator from In- 
diana. It is a fact that the Committee on Military Affairs have give a 
creat deal of attention to the subject-matter of the Signal Service Bu- 
reau. A subcommittee, consisting of the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
HARRISON ], the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HA Ww LEY], and myself, 
took charge of that matter, and we spent a long time in endeavoring to 
work out some correct system of organization for the Signal Service Bu- 
reauand to make it more effective. There were various communications 
by the Secretary of War upon the subject. a 

“The plan proposed in the sundry civil bill to my mind is the correct 
plan, and now to take all that work from the proper committee, which 
is the Committee on Military Affairs, it seems to me would be wrong. 
That committee has heretofore had charge of it. The Signal Service 
Bureau belongs to the War Department, and hence the matters con- 
nected with that bureau properly belong to the Military Committee. 
For every reason it seems to me that the business which has already 






om see 
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antagonism either to the proposed commission or the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HARRISON. The resolution requires the Secretary of War to 
report a codification of the law regulating the Signal Service, with such 
amendments as he may suggest. Suppose that report comes to us; it 
is the expression of the Secretary of Waralone; it is an expression upon 
his own consideration of the question, without any examination or 
cross-examination, or without any inquiry into the reasons, such as 


the commission would be able to make. 


been intrusted by the Senate to the Committee on Military Affairs, re- | 


lating to the Signal Service Bureau should be kept there. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I had not observed the provision in the sundry 
civil bill to which the Senator from Indiana has called my attention, 
but if I had done so it would not have affected in any degree my ac- 
tion in offering the resolution. I have no disposition to antagonize 
that provision of the sundry civil bill, and I have not the least disposi- 
tion to interfere with any action that the Military Committee has taken 
or may take in reference to the matter. 

I have found a great deal of difficulty in understanding the laws 
under which this bureau is conducted, the powers that are given to it, 
the number of men employed in it, the exact function which it is in- 
tended to perform, and it was with a disposition of getting information 
upon that subject, and not of antagonizing the bureau or criticising any 
of its ways, that I offered the resolution. 

[ presume that the information desired as to the provisions of law on 
the subject is in the War Department and can be readily collated; and 
I desire that the resolution shall pass notwithstanding what has been 
said by the Senators who have spoken. The provision of the sundry 
civil bill may not in the end be adopted. I shall not oppose it; I ap- 
preve of it very highly, but it has only come from the House. The bill 
is still in the hands of the Committee on Appropriations, and the pro- 
vision may be stricken out by the committee or it may be non-concurred 
in by the Senate. The information which I seek is that which we ought 
to have and which I have no doubt can be very readily furnished to the 
Senate. 

I repeat, it was with no disposition to antagonize the committee or 
to antagonize this provision of the sundry civil bill that I offered the 
resolution, but it was in order that the Senate might have in some con- 
densed and proper form the information as to the organization of that 
bureau. 

I trust the Senate will not refer the resolution at this late stage of 
the session to the Military Committee. We know that the committees 
are pressed with business which requires immediate attention. The 
resolution can do no possible harm. It can in no way interfere with 
the functions of the committee or of the commission which shall here- 
alter be created, if one be created under the provisions of the sundry 
civil appropriatien bill. 

I therefore hope that thé gentlemen will withdraw their opposition 
to the passage of the resolution, as it antagonizes none of the work 
either of the Military Committee or of the commission, if it shall be 
adopted, and allow the information to be furnished to the Senate. It 
Will require no additional work, for whatever is done would be neces- 
sary to be done for the commission if it should ever be created. If it 
shall ever be created it will be necessary for that commission to have 


} 
| 





| 





We should get all the Senator from Ohio asks, every whit of it, 
through the commission. We should get the views of the Secretary 
of War as to what changes he thought ought to be made in the law, 
and the reasons on which these changes are to be based; and we should 
not only get that, but the views of the General of the Army, and the 
views of other officers high in rank in the Army, so that we should 
have for comparison the views of the Secretary of War, and of others 
whose opinions would be entitled to great respect in this matter. We 
should have them all before us when the commission made its report. 

In other words, the provision in the sundry civil bill embraces all 
that the Senator from Ohio asks in his resolution and embraces much 
more, and brings it to us in such a shape that it will be brought here 
by members of this body who have been connected with the investiga- 
tion who have made themselves thorough in this inquiry and are able 
to defend upon the floor any changes that they may recommend to be 
made in the Signal Service law. 

Mr. MAXEY. I wish simply to add to the point the Senator is so 
well making a statement of the fact that in every investigation which 
the Committee on Military Affairs makes a thorough interview with the 


| Secretary of War is a part of that investigation, and whatever he thinks 
| about this matter will be laid before the Senate along with a vast 
| amount of other valuable information. 


Mr. HARRISON. Undoubtedly that would be true; so that if the 
Senator from Ohio wants a wide, a searching, a comprehensive, and an 
intelligent inquiry into the laws regulating the bureau and every other 
question connected with it, the proposition of the sundry civil bill gives 


| it to him, and it brings it here in the shape of a report based on inves- 


tigation. I should hope that if such a commission is constituted and 
the bill is passed we might have the agsistance of the Senator from Ohio 
in looking into this matter, as he has taken an interest in the Signal 
Service as expressed in his resolution, and then we shall be in a position 
to act upon it intelligently. 

As the Senator from Texas has said, a subcommittee of the Military 
Committee have given a good deal of attention to this matter, and they 
did feel that there were probably some changes in the laws regulating 
that bureau, if I may call it such, that could wisely be made. Some 
were suggested at the last Congress but were not enacted into law. It 
seems to me that in a question of this kind, where there need be no 
haste about its passage, when there is an appropriate committee to con- 
sider it, when there are two propositions to be considered it is unusual 
to object that the appropriate committee should have their day to make 
an examination of it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Iam a little surprised at the sensitiveness of 
the Senator from Indiana upon this subject. I had no idea that I was 
treading upon anybody’s toes in offering the resolution; but if the Sen- 
ator from Indiana and the Senator from Texas both feel that it isan inva- 
sion of the duties of the Military Committee and of the duties that they 
have taken upon themselves, I shall ask that the resolution lie over until 
we see what shall be the fate of the provision in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator from Ohio a fact that per- 
haps he does not know, that the subcommittee to which I referred, by 
direction of the committee, spent more time I expect upon that single 


| proposition than on any other one proposition that the Military Com- 
| mittee has had under consideration for years. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I was entirely unaware that there was a single 
committee considering the subject. ; 

Mr. MAXEY. Isupposed that to he the case. The Secretary of 
War has been seen time and again in regard to the subject by myself 
and by the Senator from Connecticut and I think by the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. PENDLETON. 


That was entirely unknown to me. I was not 


| aware that there was any subcommittee considering the subject or that 


+} P . . . . . | 
‘he Information in order to discharge the duties proposed to be in- 
trusted to it in the sundry civil bill. I hope that the resolution will | 


not be referred, but that it will be adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Military Committee meets regularly on Tues- 
Cay, and there is no reason in the world why the resolution may not 
a considered and promptly reported at that time. 
lo is seeking by the resolution to get the views of a single man, the 
head of the War Department. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Iam perfectly willing, if the Senator pleases, 


. ee the provision in reference to his views. 
Wanted. 


| If that is the objection that the Senator makes, I have no 
indispositior 


SI 1 to modify the resolution in that way. I did not offer the 
“solution with any disposition to get the views of a single officer in 


XV——355 





The Senator from | 


That is not what | 


the Military Committee had taken cognizance of it. I ask then that 
the resolution lie on the table subject to be called up hereafter if nec- 
essary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Obio asks that the 
resolution may lie oversubject to his call? Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none and it is so ordered. 


THE SENATE MANUAI 
Mr. FRYE. I offer the following resolution: 
Resolved, That there be printed, under the direction of the Committee on 


Rules, a new edition of the Senate Manual in accordance with the suggestions 
made in their report. 


I ask that the resolution lie over in order that fifteen minutes at least 
may be spent in its consideration to-morrow morning. 


i call the at- 
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tention of the Senate to the fact that the Committee on Rules at the 
ot the session, under instructions of the Senate, reported a res- 
olution in terms like this, and in their report they reported certain 
amendments which they advised in the new edition of the Manual. I 
will call the attention of Senators to-morrow morning to those recom- 
mendations so that if the i 


Ope niny 


Senate does not concur with the committee 
such recommemilations as it does not concur in may be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will lie over subject 
to the call of the Senator from Maine, and will be printed. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a single 
question before the resolution passes irom the consideration of the Sen- 
ate. I think when the Senate adopted its new rules, it also adopted, 
I should like to inquire whether 
those rules have ever been adopted by the other branch. 

Mr. FRYE. I learned on an inquiry which I made a few days since | 


: weal 
so far as it could, some joint rules. 


that no action whatever has been taken by the Committee on Rules of | 


the House touching the joint rules. 
Mr. PLATT. So we have no joint rules ? 
Mr. FRYE. We have no joint rules at all. 
THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
a resolution offered yesterday by the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
CAMERON ]. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Finance Committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade- 
dollar. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] 
is absent, and I learn has made a request that the resolution shall go 
over until his return. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will so lie over if there 
be no obje cnion. 

NEW YORK BANKS. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I wish to make a brief statement as 
to my purpose in reference to the resolution which I had the honor to 
offer some time ago relating to the New York national banks. I in- 
tended to call that resolution up yesterday or to-day, but the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] begged me not to do so until Mon- 
day, as he was compelled to be absent from the city. I give notice 
now that, if the Senate will permit, I shall ask a vote on the resolution 
on Monday next, by which time the Senator from Rhode Island will 
have returned. 

RAILROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of House bill 4680. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a 
right of way through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas 
Railway Company, and for other purposes, the pending question being 
on the amendment proposed by Mr. CONGER, beginning in line 6, sec- 
tion 6, to strike out the following words: 

And after the filing of said maps no claim for a subsequent settlement and 
improvement upon the right of way shown by said maps shall be valid as 
against said company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move the amendment indicated upon the paper 
I send to the desk, which is the charter of the Saint Louis and San 
Francisco road in relation to highways. The Secretary will see what 
it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator inform the Secretary 
where it is to come in ? 

Mr. HARRISON. It is to come in at the end of section 9. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 9 it is proposed to in- 
sert— 

That said railroad company shall construct and maintain continually all road 
and highway crossings and necessary bridges over said railway wherever said 
roads and highways do now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of way, 
or may be by the proper authorities laid out across the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to inquire of the Secretary, as I have 
no memorandum of it here, whether the amendment providing that the 
line shall be located subject to the approval of the Secretary of the In- 
terior has been incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. That was incorporated on the motion of the Senator 
from Indiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
it has been inserted. 

Mr. HARRISON. 
further amendment to offer. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want tomakeasuggestion to the Senator from Indi- 
ana about the amendment he spoke of a moment ago, and ask him 


The Secretary informs the Chair that 


whether he will not be willing to have it so modified as that the rail- | re 


road shall be located, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, im sections say of twenty-five miles? 








I am entirely opposed to the bill, but I have no | 


Mr. HARRISON. I suppose it is too late toamend that amendm, nt. 


as it has been agreed to in the Senate. 


Mr. PLUMB. It can be amended by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRISON. It can not be amended in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to reconsider would be ep- 
tertained by the Chair. 

Mr. HARRISON. I shall not make any objection. I believe the con. 
ference committee on the other bill reported that proposition as to th, 
Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railroad, and the Senate concurred in jt 

Mr. PLUMB. -I wanted to obviate the necessity of any conferenc 
committee if it could be avoided. The provision as it stands is rathe; 
obstructive in its character. 

Mr. HARRISON. I said I would make no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I ask unanimous consent that that clause may 
be amended so that that location shall be made in sections of twenty- 
five miles, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, }e- 
fore the construction commences. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The Chair hears none. 
made. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to inquire whether the amendment in » 
lation to the rights of employés of the road was adopted before. I think 
it was offered, but we passed from the consideration of the bill, and | 
have no memorandum that will enable me to discover. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will examine and re- 
port. 

Mr. PLUMB. That was incorporated on the motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwEs], I think. 

Mr. HARRISON. That the employ¢s should be subject to the In- 
dian intercourse laws ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I find that the same amendment is inserted. [It 
copied from the RECORD as inserted in the other bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Copied from the conference report ? 

*Mr. PLUMB. Not from the conference committee’s report 

Mr. HAWLEY. It might as well be in the terms reported by th 
conference committee, if itisa matterof disagreement between the two 
Houses, to avoid a further conference. 

Mr. PLUMB. It was not a matter of disagreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will now report th: 
amendment corrected by the Senator from Kansas. 

The SECRETARY. In the amendment adopted to the bill, after the 
word ‘‘void,’’ in section 6, line 12, ‘‘and said location shal! be ap 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior before work is begun,’’ strike 
out the words ‘‘ before work is begun’’ and insert: 


In sections of twenty-five miles before the construction of any such sectior 
shall be begun. 


Is there objection to this request 
By unanimous consent the correction wil! }y 


So as to make the clause read: 
And said location shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior in sections 
of twenty-five miles before the construction of any such section shall be begur 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the ame: 
ment as amended will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON... I understand that section 7 was stricken out 
the amendment I proposed to the other bill inserted. 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment was copied from the REcoRD and 
incorporated in this bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. Am I right in supposing that section 7 was 
stricken out ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
facts. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Section 7 was stricken out, as follows—— 

Mr. HARRISON. That will do. It is all right. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


MOBILE AND OHIO RAILROAD COMPANY 


Mr. LAMAR. I ask unanimous consent to take up the joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. 4) to provide for the settlement of accounts with the Mobile 
and Ohio Railroad Company. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con 
sideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none. _ It is betore 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read. 

The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a report in that case? 

Mr. LAMAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. | 
February 25, 1884: 
| The Committee on Railroads, to whom was referred the joint resolution (5. 
| R. 4) to provide for the settlement of accounts with the Mobile and ‘ yhio Ra 
way Company, respectfully report: ie satis 

That they have examined into the facts of the case as exhibited in the differ 


The Secretary will report the state 0! 


sROWN 





ent laws passed and the reports of the Quartermaster-General and previo’ 
rts of committees upon this subject. / —— 

y the act of February 27, 1875, *‘ to provide for settlements with ee, 

way companies,” the Secretary of War and Attorney-General were on . 
and empowered jointly to adjust and settle the claims of the United 5% 























nst the Mobile and Ohio and other railway companies named therein fi r 
property purchased by them of the United States in the years 1865 and 1866 
y . Secretary of War reported to the Senate | Executive Document No. 57, Forty- 
- arth Congress, first session) that under the provisions of that act an abate- 
aaah ana per cent. was found equitable and just in the val 1ati m of the prop- 

ty charged, and that he made that deduction and settled with certain of the | 
on that basis in accordance with the provisions of the law. He reported 
-orther that he had been unable to make any settlement of the account with the 
Mobile and Ohio Railway Company for the reason that a settlement on the 
nae = determined on as equitable and just, and on which settlement had been 
“ade with the other companies, would bring the Government in debt to the 
" pany, and that no means had been provided in the act cited for paying any 

ince in favor of the company. 

1; was the evident intention of the law that the companies specially named in 
+ should receive its benefits, and that settlements should be made with them 
«4 common basis. The fact that, after such basis had been determined on, it 
would leave all the companies except one still in debt to the Government 
The fact that it 





iid not be allowed to operate to the detriment of that one. 
id been more prompt than the others in paying the demands of the Govern- 
ment, thereby leaving such a small balance against it, is evidence of the good 
faith of the company. 

This resolution was favorably reported to the Senate by the Committee on 
Railroads in the Forty-seventh Congress. In the annual report of the Quarter- 
master-General made to this session of Congress attention is called to the con- 
dition of the accounts of the Mobile and Ohio Railway Company, and legislation 
« recommended for their settlement on an equitable bas s. 

In the report of Colonel Chandler he says: ; 

Three acts of Congress have passed, under which compromises have been 
effected, and the accounts closed, of several of those;indebted railroads upon 
the basis of a reduction in the value of the property purchased and in the inter- 


est charged of 7.8 per cent. perannum. One of these acts, that of February 27, | 


875, specially provided for the settlement of the indebtedness of the Mobile and 
Ohio Railroad Company, authorizing an equitable abatement in the amount 
charged against the railroad. Under this act the accounts of the Selma, Rome 


and Dalton Railroad Company and Memphis and Little Rock Railroad Com- | 


pany were closed ; but it was found not possible to close the account of the 
Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company, because, on an application of the prihciple 
considered equitable, a cash payment from the United States to the railroad 
company Was necessary, as the railroad had already paid over $500,000 on its 
debt. and it was considered that the law did not justify a settlement which 
would bring the Governmentindebt. In this case it is suggested that Congress 
be asked to have some equitable law to close the long-standing account.”’ 

The committee believe that the law intended that settlement should be made 
with each company on the same basis. The fact that settlement on the basis 
adopted requires the return to the Mobileand Ohio Railway Company of money 
overpaid by it should not be taken advantage of by the Government from any 
failure in the law to provide for it. 

This resolution is to direct the settlement to be carried out with the Mobile 
and Ohio Railway Company, and that if it shall be found to require the return 
of any money it provides that it shall be returned. 

We report the resolution back, and recommend that it be passed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRISON. Was there any consent of the Senate to take up 
the joint resolution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ection and heard none. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope that we shall not waste the time that we 
have now in considering railroad bills. There are a great many pen- 
sion bills on the Calendar, and I should like to have a little time this 
morning for them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senate has voted to take it up I suppose 
we have passed the point where I could object. Otherwise I would. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution is before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I presume thisis all right if the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi moves it. Does it come from the Railroad Committee ? 

Mr. LAMAR. Yes, sir; unanimously recommended by that com- 
mittee at two Congresses. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well; but I do not recall it. 

Che joint resolution was passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the preamble. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have just been informed that this measure has 
been before the Judiciary Committee of the Senate and perhaps the 
Committee on Claims, and has failed to secure favorable action from 
either of those committees in previous Congresses. I should like to 
know whether that is true. 

Mr. LAMAR. 
diana is entirely mistaken about that. Iam sure it has been unani- 
mously recommended by two Committees on Railroads. There has 
been an adverse recommendation by the Committee on Claims on another 
measure, but it has no reference whatever to this and does not involve 
the same question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is it in order now to move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of private pension bills? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

has not yet been disposed of. 
lhe preamble was agreed to. 


The Chair asked if there was any ob- 


Does the Senator object to the con- 


The question is on the preamble. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

Pa pecs. from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
i€TK, . 

committee of ¢ 


> -onference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
€ e F 
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I am under the impression that the Senator from In- | 


The preamble to the joint resolution | 


announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
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Gulf, Colorado, and Santa Fé Railway Company a right of way through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
report ot! the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6094) 
making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions 
of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 
other purpose s. 


FISH IN POTOMAC RIVER. 
Mr. LAPHAM. 


of House bill 3108. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not rise for the purpose of antagonizing the 
proposition of the Senator from New York, but for the purpose of mak- 
ing a suggestion which I think would facilitate the business on the 
Calendar very much. It is that we proceed to the consideration of the 
hills which have passed the House and are now on the Calendar, in 
their regular order. 

Mr. LAPHAM. This is one of those. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was going to suggest that we proceed with them 
in order and call them regularly. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I will state that this is a House bill to which the 
| Committee on Fish and Fisheries of the Senate have proposed an 
amendment to stop the flow of gas-tar into the Potomae River, and it 
| isnecessary it should pass and get back to the House in order that that 
amendment may be adopted. It is a very important measure, one to 
which there is no objection, which is recommended by the District 
officers, by the Commission of Fish and Fisheries, and is assented to by 
the gas companies. 

Mr INGALLS. The title of the bill was not heard here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill will be reported 
by the Secretary. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 3108) to protect fish in the Poto- 
mac River in the District of Columbia, and to provide a spawning- 
ground for shad and herring in the said Potomac River. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senate will adopt the suggestion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania and proceed to dispose of the pension 
cases on the Calendar. 

Mr. LAPHAM. This will take but a moment. 

Mr. HARRISON. Perhaps that is true. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I move to take # up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill whose title has 
been stated. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Fisheries with an 
amendment, to add as a new section: 


I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 





Sec. 3. That from and after two months from the date of the passage of this 
act it shall be unlawful to allow any tar, oil, or other waste products of any 
gas-works, or of works engaged in using such products, to flow into or to be 
deposited in Rock Creek or the Potomac River, or into any pipe or conduit 

| leading to the same; and any one guilty of violating this section shall be fined 
not less than $10 nor more than $100 foreach and every offense, to be prosecuted 
for and recovered as provided in the preceding section. 


Mr. PLATT. I should like to hear the report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceded to read the following report submitted by 
Mr. LAPHAM June 17, 1884: 


The Committee on Fisheries, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3108) to 
protect the fish in the Potomac in the District of Columbia,and to provide a 
spawning-ground for shad and herring in the said Potomac River, have duly 
considered the same, and respectfully report 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill as it came from the House. 
In connection with said bill there have been referred to the committee certain 
communications and recommendations relative to the flow of oil and other re- 
fuse products in the river and its tributaries from the works of the gas-light 
companies of Washington and Georgetown, which are believed to be very de- 
structive to young fish and fish-spawn. 

It appears from the reports of engineers, the letter of Major Hains, who has 
charge of the river improvement, the letter of Professor Baird and his assistant, 
Colonel McDonald, of the Commission of Fish and Fisheries, and of Dr. Town- 
shend, the health officer of the District, that the complaints in this respect are 
well founded. 

It also appears from the papers that the said gas companies will arrange to 
stop the deposit of such waste in the river within two months from the passage 
of a law prohibiting the same. 

The commissioners of the District propose an amendment to the bill, to be 
section 3 of the same, which your committee report favorably and recommend 
its passage 

A petition of citizens 


Mr. LAPHAM. It is not important to read the rest of the report. 

Mr. PLATT. I want to hear it all. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the report, as 
follows: 








A petition of citizens engaged in fisheries has been presented, protesting 
against the passage of the Hill in question, and asking, in case of its passage, 
that the petitioners be paid the value of their several outfits, as stated in said 
petition, or such portion thereof as may be deemed proper 

Your committee are unable to conceive any ground upon which the prayer of 


the petitioners asking legislative relief can be granted. They therefore ask to 


Q . . 7 mee be discharged from further consideration of the same, and ask that it be indefi- 
‘mendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3961) to grant to the | nitely postponed. , : _ ; omen 












































































Mr. PLATT. This seems to be a bill to destroy the fisheries that 
exist in the District of Columbia without compensation, and that por- 
tion of the bill seems to be commended to the Senate by an amend- 
ment which has been put upon it to prevent the emptying of gas-tar 


into the river. I am not ready to vote for a bill to prohibit shad-fish- 
eries and other fisheries in the District of Columbia without some ex- 
planation of the reason why it should be done. 1 have had no oppor- 


tunity to examine the bill and have only heard it read, but I assume 
that there are parties engaged in shad-tishing here in the District of 
Columbia that have investments in it which they have been carrying 
on for a long time, have property rights of fishery: and if I understand 
the bill, listening to it in the hurried way in which it was read and 
the confusion which there is in the Chamber, this bill proposes to stop 
them. I do not think we ought to pass a bill here in the hurry and 
hurly-burly of this morning hour of the Senate, of that character, with- 
out some consideration 

Mr. LAPHAM. This bill provides that for a period of five years, 
within the limits of the District of Columbia, the use of seines shall be 
prohibited. The object of it is to enable the United States Commission 
of Fish and Fisheries to convert this portion of the Potomac into a 
spawning-ground for shad and herring. As the fisheries are now car- 


ried on, all efforts to increase the quantity of shad and herring in the | 


Potomac are practically useless by reason of the multitude of seines 
that are used at the very headwaters of the Potomac, where fish come 
in the spawning season 

Thisdoes not prevent the use of seines outside the bounds of the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, and all the persons who are engaged in the fisheries | 
can carry on their operations lower down the river, but they are only | 


prohibited for the period of five years from doing it within the bounds 
of the District. 
The bill passed the House unanimously, as I am informed, if I may 


state that fact, and it is the unanimous report of the Committee on | 


Fish and Fisheries that that portion of the bil! should be recommended 


for passage to the Senate. It is by no means correct to say that the | 


other provision of the bill which prohibits the flow of gas-tar into these 
streams is added here to aid in the passage of the provision of which I 
have spoken. It is added here toaid in the accomplishment of the pur- 
pose of the bill, because if this flow of gas-tar is permitted to go into 
the Potomac the evidence conclusively shows that the use of the river 
as aspawning-ground will be practically destroyed. This gas-tar comes 


down the river nearly to Alexandria. The certificate of Major Hains | 


is that his men who are engaged in the river improvement, the divers, 


come up with their clothing all covered with the gas-tar which is found | 


in the bottom of the river. 

The gas companies were compelled to concede that it is an impro- 
priety, and assent to a proposition that they shall stop entirely the flow 
of this gas-tar into the river after the expiration of two months from 
the passage of the act, and this amendment has been adopted by the 
unanimous concurrence of Professor Baird and his assistants, of the Dis- 
trict commissioners, of the health officer of the District, and of Major 
Hains, who is engaged in the river improvement. 

There is no possible objection, it seems to me, to the enactment of this 


measure, and unless it is done the moneys which we are expending | 


through the agency of the national Commission of Fish and Fisheries, so 
far as the Potomac is concerned, will be expended uselessly. It is here 
at the headwaters, and here only, that the operations of that commission 
can be successfully carried on. 

Mr. PLAT Mr. President, the thing that attracted my attention 


ibout this bill was the report which, if it had been read leaving out the | 


portion which the Senator from New York said was of no consequence, 
would never have informed the Senate that there was anything in this 
bill except to prevent the discharging of gas-tar into the waters of the 
Potomac Che whole report is based upon that ground, and then, as 


the Senator from New York said, this portion ofthe report is of no con- | 


sequence 


\ petition of citizens engaged in fisheries has been presented, protesting 
against the { 
that the petitioners be paid the value of their several! outfits, as stated in said 
petition, or such portion thereof as may be deemed proper. 


Your committee are unable to conceive any ground upon which the prayer 





of the petitioners asking legislative relief can be granted. They therefore ask 
to be discharged from further consideration of the same, and ask that it be in- 
definitely postponed 


Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to state that that petition asked that we 
should compensate them for the value of their seines. They sent ina 
petition, and each appends to his name the value of his seine, and the 
request was that we should pay them for the expense of their seines. 
They do not object to this measure; they make no opposition to the 
passage of the bill; but they seek to get compensation for their seines. 
I did not see any ground on which we could do that. 

Mr. PLATI { do not know whether the Vv object or not, but I 
know 

Mr. LAPHAM. They do not 


Mr. PLATT. I know that this portion of the report which the Sen- 


ator from New York did not wont read says—— 
Mr. LAPHAM. There is no remonstrance against the passage of the 
bill Che petition itself did not remonstrate 
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age of the bill in question, and asking, in case of its passage, | 
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Mr. PLATT. Ido not know about that. I know the report s 
or that portion of it which the Senator from New York did not , 
read, says: 


wan 
A petition of citizens engaged in fisheries has been presented protest 
against the passage of the bill in question. - 
Mr. LAPHAM. The Senator should not say I did not want it read 
Mr. PLATT. The Senator suggested that it was of no importanc 
Mr. LAPHAM. I only said it need not be read, because the pet 
tion had been indefinitely postponed. That was the only ground 0; 
which I made that suggestion. 
Mr. PLATT. I repeat, that if it had not been for this claus« hi 
report we should have supposed that the bill was simply a bill to pre- 
vent the discharge of gas-tar into the Potomac River. : 
Now, I want to say that I know nothing whatever about the merit 
of this bill. No one has ever spoken to me on the subject: | 1m 
heard of it until the bill was read at the desk; but I think it is of eoy 
sequence enough that we should not hurry it through in the way which 
| we have adopted of hurrying bills through here, without consideration 
Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, if I were sensitive upon matters of 
} 


jurisdiction I perhaps might complain that this bill was not assiyned 
| to the Committee on the District of Columbia for consideration, hut 
the Senator from New York advises me sotto voce that it was sent by th 
Senate to the Committee on Fish and Fisheries, I assume upon th 
theory that the jurisdiction of the District Committee extends only to 
| the land and not to the waters of the District of Columbia. 

It is well known to those who are conversant with this subject that 
the waters of the Potomac and the East Branch and the other tribu- 
taries of the Potomac, which formerly swarmed with fish, have been so 
| depleted by the devices which have been employed and by the detri- 
mental substances which have been permitted to flow into and con 
taminate the waters of the streams from the various manufacturing 
establishments in the District, that the fish have practically departed 

so that the fishermen who formerly obtained a competent livelihood 
have of late years been like the disciples upon the Sea of Galilee, who 
| toiled all the night and caught nothing. 
| It appears to me that the objection urged by the Senator from Con 
| necticut is without foundation. It is true that a certain number ot 
| those who are employed in catching fish appeared before the commit 
| tee and protested; but it seemed to me that it was an instance wher 
| individual interests would have to be sacrificed to the common good 


The parties who presented their protest to the Committee on the Dis 

trict of Columbia stated that they represented an aggregate of prop 
erty, perhaps, valued at fifteen or sixteen thousand dollars, which was 
invested in seines and in the various appliances used in fishing. The) 
| also represented that the value of the fishing places would be son: 
| what damaged; but it is my impression that the passage of this bi 
will so very largely increase the value of these privileges within a ver 
short time that the prayerof the petitioners ought not to be heeded 
therefore very cordially advocate the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas wheth 
the depletion of the fish has risen from catching the fish or from t 
gas-tar which he speaks of? 

Mr. INGALLS. Probably both of those influences have concurred 
in the result which every person is familiar with who has given t 
| matter any attention; that is, that these waters which formerly swarmed 


iit 


with the most valuable edible fish, shad, herring, and other varieties 
are now practically vacated. The bill which the Senator from N¢ 

| York advocates is unquestionably in the interests of the public of this 
District and the country at large. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam yet unable to see how hauling the seine withi 
the District of Columbia destroys the fish any more than hauling 
below the limits of the District. 

Mr. INGALLS. Because in the District of Columbia are the spaw! 
ing grounds. The headwaters of the Potomac are found practicall) 
| within the limits of the District. It is the place where the fish asse1 

ble by some mysterious instinct at stated seasons of the year for p 
poses of propagation. That interesting performance is interfered \ 
by the devices of the fishermen; they are disturbed and they dep 
and therefore it is very obvious that this bill should be adopted in + 
| to allow the natural evolution which results in the spawning and hate! 
ing of the eggs to go on. 

Mr. PLATT. Thatmatter might all be regulated by aclose seaso! 
lowing the matter of fishing to go on through the proper seaso! 
by preventing the use of improper nets for the taking of small tish, ®% 
is the custom elsewhere. I undertake to say that nowhere 
United States has there been any law passed or will there be an) 
passed, unless it be in the District of Columbia, whereby fishing for s 
and kindred fish is prohibited for five years. It would not be tole 
anywhere except in the District of Columbia. That whole matter 
regulated by the season and by the kind of nets which are used | 
purpose of taking the fish. But it is a matter in which I hav: 
terest. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I do not know how it is in other localities, ! 
the State of New York the use of seines in our interior lakes 1s 
lutely prohibited all the year round. oe 
| Mr. PLATT. I am talking about the Hudson River where the 
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runs. The Senator would not permit itto be done in the State of New 
York. ‘ ° 
Mr. LAPHAM. I desire only to add that the report of the House 
committee, which I supposed was with the papers—I do not see it at this | 
moment—states that in 1868 219,205 shad and 689,392 herring were/ 
euught within the limits of this District in a single year. and in 1879 
only 21,498 shad and 222,887 herring. The shad-fishing with seines 
here has been practically useless for the past few years. The most of the 
shad-fishing is done below the limits of the city in the river, and the 
men who own seines are really not changed in their practice materially 
by the passage of this bill. 
“The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment | 
was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
[he bill was read the third time, and passed. 
ORIGINAL WASHINGTON PORTRAITS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offeranamendment which I intended to propose 
to the sundry civil bill. I ask that it be read. It is very brief and I | 
desire to call attention to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

For the purchase of 1,000 copies of the book entitled Original Portraits of | 
Washington, by Elizabeth Bryant Johnston, to be distributed to public libra- 
ries under the order of the Senate, $12,000. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to say that I offer that by the authority 
of the Senate Committee on the Library, who authorized me to make 
the report. I move that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DISTRICT MECHANICS’ LIENS. 

Mr. PIKE. I desire to call up Order of Business 737, and ask the 
passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire | 
moves to proceed to the consideration of a bill which will be read by 
title. 

The CH1tEF CLERK. Order of Business 777, a bill (S. 2244) grant- 
ing a pension to James Brown. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not desire to antagonize the pension bills, but 
i repeat My suggestion. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ifthe Senator will permit me, the Order 
of Business has been improperly called by the Chief Clerk. That is 
not the motion made by the Senator from New Hampshire. It was 
the Order of Business 737, a District matter. 

Mr. PIKE. The bill is House bill 7164, Order of Business 737. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will now report the 
title of the bill correctly. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 737, being the bill (H. R. | 
7164) to amend chapter 20 of the Revised Statutes relating to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, concerning mechanics’ liens. 

Mr. BUTLER. I renew my motion that the Calendar be taken up 
and that the House bills reported from the committees of the Senate | 
favorably be considered in their order and acted upon by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the motion 
made by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. PIKE]. 

Mr. PIKE. If I may be permitted to say one word, this bill has 
passed the House of Representatives 

Mr. MITCHELL. I gave notice this morning early, and I should | 
be glad to have it understood that there isa desire here to insist on the 
consideration of the private pension bills. I desire the Senate to un- 
derstand that I will make the motion for their consideration as soon as 
I can get the floor for the purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the mo- 
hon of the Senator irom New Hampshire. 

Mr PIKE. I hope I may be permitted to say one word on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ; 
will proceed. 

Mr. PIKE. This bill passed the House of Representatives without 
“ny opposition. It has been reported by the Committee onthe District 
ot Columbia unanimously. It isa very important bill for the inter- 
ests of this District: the people bere are more interested in it than in 
any other measure I have had anything to do with during this session 
ot Congress, It is to amend the lien law of the District, which is very 
defective. I know of no opposition to it, and I think it will take no 
ume beyond the time required to read the bill. 
ofl ee EDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Senate 
iene a, 0 the consideration of the bill indicated by the Senator 

sew Hampshire, 

= a TCHELL, I object. 

The Pes I move then that it be taken up. 

© PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 


Sens y * ° ° ° . 
— trom New Hampshire to proceed to the consideration of the 


The proposed amendment will be 








Mr. BUTLER. I should not object in the slightest to taking up the bill 
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pequally great importance. 


If there be no objection, the Senator | 


| me this morning. 
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of the Senator trom New Hampshire, and I have no desire to antago- 
nize it, but there are quite a number of other bills on the Calendar in 
the same situation as the one he has in his hand, and we should get 
along a great deal better and dispose of a great deal more business by 
taking up the Calendar and going through regularly with such House 
bills as have been reported. 

Mr. PIKE. That can not be done. Iam as much interested in the 
pension bills as any Senator on this floor, I think, but I am fully per- 
suaded that this bill ought to be acted on and ought to be passed. 
Every interest in the District requires it, and I hope no Senator will 
antagonize it, for it will take no time as I understand. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have a bill in my hand passed by the House, and 
reported by the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs, which I think of 
The result will be in my judgment that a 
great deal of time will be consumed in mere contests for position on the 
floor of the Senate. We shall get along a great deal better by proceed- 
ing in regular order. I have no desire whatever to antagonize the par- 
ticular measure which the Senator has in his hand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill indicated by him. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 


I ask for the yeas and nays. [‘‘ No!’? No!’?] 
Mr. PIKE. 


It will not take half the time to pass the bill that it will 


| require to call the yeas and nays. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I want to get to the pension bills. 

The PRES'DING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRISON. As we are wasting time over this, I ask the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania to let this bill pass with the understanding 
that the Chair will recognize him to make his motion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to proceed to the disposition of the pen- 
sion bills. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7164) to amend chapter 
20 of the Revised Statutes, relating ty the District of Columbia, con- 
cerning mechanics’ liens. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move to take up Order of Business 745. 
I do this very reluctantly: but it will not take three minutes to read 
and pass the bill. It is very important, and it has had the indorse- 
ment of the other House and of two committees unanimously. 

Mr. HARRISON. I believe I have never known a time 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be first read by title. 
The Senator from Virginia moves that the Senate take up a bill which 
will be read by title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 745, being the bill (H. R. 
4977) to authorize the extension of the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway 
Company to a point on the military lands at Fortress Monroe, Va. 

Mr. HARRISON. I believe I have never known a time in the Sen- 
ate in the brief period I have been here when a request to take up the 
Calendar of private pension claims was antagonized by anything else. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania gave way upon urgency to the last ap- 
plication that was made to pass one of these bills, but I hope the Sena- 
tor from Virginia will let us go through the Pension Calendar now and 
get it out of the way. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will just say to the Senator from Indiana 
that this bill is not ten lines long; it will nottakethreeminutes. Let 
those who are interested in pension bills allow this piece of legislation 
to go on, and then I will agree to take up the pension bills. 

Mr. HARRISON. We have spent the whole morning, and the pen- 
sion bills have been deferred on just that sort of applications one after 
another, and the time is running rapidly out and we shall not get to 
the Calendar at all. I am satistied there are cases of extreme distress. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The bill could have been passed by this 
time if the Senator had allowed it to proceed. 

Mr. HARRISON. That may be true of forty other bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from Indiana to one other point—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Senator 
will proceed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wasa victim a few mornings ago to the 
misunderstanding between the Senator from Kansas and the Senator 
from Nebraska, and that ought to make some appeal to his charity for 
This bill will not take three minutes. 

Mr. INGALLS. There has been no misunderstanding that I know 
of between the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I refer to what the Senator from Nebraska 


RAILWAY. 





called the objection of the Senator from Kansas to a bill of his when 
it was not an objection. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Let us take up something. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4977) to authorize the ex- 
tension of the Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Company to a point on 
the military lands at Fortress Monroe, Va. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.CLARK, itsClerk, 


announced that the House had agreed to the report of the committee | 


of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6861) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
tor other purposes; further insisted upon its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 35, asked a further conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. WILLIAM M. FoRNEyY of Alabama, Mr. RICHARD W. 
‘TOWNSHEND of Illinois, and Mr. J. WARREN K&EIFER of Ohio mana- 
at the conference on the part of the House. 


gers 


PENSION BILLS. 


AT 
A 


r. HARRISON. I move that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of pension bills reported favorably on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the first 
pension bill in order on the Calendar. 


THE MORNING HOUR. 


Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry; 
and that is whether the Senate meeting at 11 0’clock the morning hour 
practically expires at 12 and Rule VIII comes into operation at 1 
0’ clock ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present incumbent of the chair 
would hold that the rule is not changed by the change in the hour of 
meeting 

Mr. INGALLS. The morning hour continues until 2 o’clock; that 
is, the unfinished business of yesterday will not come up until 2 
o'clock 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the impression of the Chair. 

Mr. FRYE. My impression is that unanimous consent was asked 
that what is ordinarily termed the morning hour should expire at 1 
o'clock instead of 2 o'clock. I have a recollection of that kind, but I 
may not be correct 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary informs the Chair that 
that has not been the case at this session. : 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better be done after to-day. 
Mr. FRYE. 


stead of 2 

Mr. HARRIS. During this session? 

Mr. FRYE. During this session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to that request ? 
The Chair hears none, and such will be the order. The Secretary will 
now report the first pension bill under the order just made by the 
senate 


HENRY H. SIBLEY. 


Mr. MORGAN. 


I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by 


which the Senate indefinitely postponed the bill (S. 1135) for the relief 
of Henry H. Sibley, which was reported from the Committee on Claims | 


on the 16th of June, in order to have the bill put on the Calendar. I 


was not present when the report was made, or if I was it escaped my | 


attention. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senater from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that the vote by which the bill indicated by him 
was indefinitely postponed be reconsidered. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it will be so ordered. 

The Senator from Alabama now desires the bill to be placed on the 
Calendar with the adverse report of the committee, which will be the 
order if there be no objection 

EMILY AGNEL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 475) granting arrears of pension to Emily Agnel. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ directed,’’ to insert ‘‘ to read- 
judicate the pension claim of Emily Agnel, widow of Hyacinthe Robert 
Agnel, as if her application had been filed in the office of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions prior to the Ist day of July, 1880;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 


Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to readjudicate the pension claim of Emily Agnel, widow of Hyacinthe Robert 
Agne], as if her application had been filed in the office of the Commissioner of 
Pensions prior to the Ist day of July, 1880, and to pay, or cause to be paid, to 


I then will ask unanimous consent that what is ordi- | 
narily termed the morning hour shall close after to-day at 1 o’clock in- | 


| that the bill was reported without recommendation. 





the aforesaid Emily Agnel, a pension, at the rate prescribed by law, from 
date of death of the said Hyacinthe Robert Agne!: Provided, That all sums pra. 
viously paid on account of pension to the said Emily Agnel be deducted. 


oF 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the preamble 

The preamble of the bill was agreed to. 

WILLIAM W. DAY. 

The consideration of the bill (H. R. 4188) granting a pension to Wjj]- 
iam W. Day was resumed as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LUCY LE G. JEFFERsS. 

The bill 1337) granting an increase of pension to Lucy Le G 
Jeffers was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is reported without recommendation 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri suggests 
The bill is be- 


?nA a: 


Pati ht eS 


». 


| fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. COCKRELL. 


I thought this consideration was to include only 


| favorable reports. 


Mr. HARRISON. That was the motion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then this bill will be passed over 


| The Secretary will report the next. 





MARY T. BARNES. 


The bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pensidn to Mrs. Mary T 
was announced 9s next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the same as the other, reported without 
recommendation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

MARY HOPPERTON. 

The bill (S. 1225) granting a pension to Mary Hopperton, widow ot 
Edward Hopperton, was considered as in Committee of the Whol: 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary Hopperton 
widow of Edward Hopperton, at the rate of $8 per month from 
of his death. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments. Thefirst amendment was, in line 6, tochange the name ** Ha 
perton’’ to ‘‘ Hopperton’’ where it twice occurs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in that case be read. I see ther 
is a majority and a minority report. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isthere not another amendment ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri has asked 
that the report be read. That will precede action on any amendment 

Mr. MAXEY. I see there is a minority report in that case 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The views of the minority are her 

Mr. MAXEY. That indicates objection, and I ask that the bill g 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order was to take up those bills 
which the Committee on Pensions had recommended. The Secretary 
will proceed to read the report. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. BLAIR May 19, 1=54 
and also the views of the minority of the committee, submitted by Mr 
JACKSON, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1225) granting 
pension to Mary Hopperton, widow of Edward Hopperton, report the same 


favorably, with the recommendation that the same do pass. The facts in th 
case are,as follows: 

At the commencement of hostilities with Mexico, in 1845, Edward Hopperto 
then the husband of the petitioner, was engaged in the manufacture of arm) 
wagons and ambulances at Cincinnati, Ohio, under contract with the Quarter 
master’s Department, United States Army. At the earnest solicitation 
James R. Irwin, assistant quartermaster, United States Army, subsequent!y chi 
quartermaster of General Scott's army in Mexico, he left bis home and his bus 
ness and proceeded, with a number of mechanics, to Corpus Christi, Tex., 
superintend the manufacture of the wagons preparatory to the march o! ' 
army of occupation. 

When thearmy of General Scott sailed for Vera Cruz, Mr. Hopperton 4g 
yielded to Captain Irwin’s earnest request to attend to a like important culo 
(for which he was unusually well qualified) in that army, and accompanic’ 
Capt. A. R. Hetzel, acting quartermaster, United States Army, in the capac''y 
of master wheelwright, and is so borne on the rolls of that officer and the 5u& 
ceeding chief quartermasters of Vera Cruz from February 27, 1547, till Lhe cine 
of his death, August 20, 1847. He appears to have shared in the dangers 0! “* 
bombardment of Vera Cruz, and the public records show that he must | 
rendered valuable services to the army in fitting up the vast trains of wage" 
and ambulances required to transport supplies and munitions of war anc ' 
sick and wounded soldiers on their march to the city of Mexico. During th 
campaign embracing the magnificent military operations which were ; 
by the capture of Vera Cruz, and which culminated in the military occupa’ Be 
of the City of Mexico and such incalculable benefits to the United States. ° 
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| Hopperton remained at Vera Cruz in the discharge of his important duties ® iH 


that place, which constituted the base of supplies to the army. 
Every available soldier was at the front, and the Mexicans were continus 
threatening Vera Cruz and the lineof march of the army. It therefore bec 
necessary to impress the employés of the Government in the Quart. rm 
Department. They were placed under military orders, discipline, and ¢ 
from time to time they were required to perform the active duties 0 
In this dual capacity Mr. Hopperton, with others, served the cou! 
orders No. 2, Headquarters Department of Vera Cruz, dated May ‘ 
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: ‘ludi ime of his death. The order under which he thus served 
and inchading the eesenive in its terms, and required troops and all others to 
eae in enae ofalarm. The service thus rendered would seem to have been 
COE ring affidavit of George Merritt, who was himself enrolled a master 
ter under Capt. A. R. Hetzel, and who was also captain of the company 
hanies in which Mr. Hopperton served, is before the committee. He says 
hat he “ knew the master wheelright (Mr. Hopperton) intimately, and all the 
re ter mechanics in the department. When the order was issued, in May, 1547, 
fora i persons in Government employment to turn out underarms, the mechanics 


carpen 
of mec 


were all quartered in the convent of St. Augustine, of which I had charge, and | 


thus became acquainted with all the men, about one hundred and fifty in num- 
ber. * * * We wereall mustered for mititary duty, armed and equipped for 
service, and turned out at every alarm. In fact we were at all times doubly em- 
ployed as mechanics, &e., and doing garrison duty as soldiers —_ military 
authority, I acting as captain of the company of mechanics. do further state 
that we were formed into a company before Vera Cruz was taken, and after- 
ward in the city we had an armory, and an armorer by the name of Brown to 
take care of our arms, and we drilled every Saturday afternoon when not hur- 
: ; : ” 

ee before the committee shows that this company, armed and 
mounted as rangers, accompanied a detachment of regular troops to the inte- 
rior on an expedition organized to break up a camp of guerrillas which threat- 
ened the city and the communications with the interior. — 

While engaged in this double service, Mr. Hopperton died of yellow fever at 
Vera Cruz, August 20, 1847. ‘ 7 om 

[his double service seems to have been of an exacting character, and if serv- 
ice in the Quartermaster’s Department, with an army of occupation in an en- 
emy’s country, could in any sense be called civil service, it is difficult to see how, 
when the same man rendered a civil service martial in its character, superadd- 
ing to that compulsory subjection to all the demands and duties imposed on an 
enlisted man, and actually serving as such, can be said not to have been in the 
military service also. The logic of the conclusion of the minority committee 
goes to this length: That if a man renders service to the country in botha civil 
and a military eapacity, he therefore renders service in neither a military nora 
civil capacity. ; ; . 

The truth is that Mr. Hopperton rendered double service and in both capaci- 
ties. Certainly, if he wasa volunteer in the Quartermaster’s Department he was 
not a volunteer inthe sense that he could escape the obligation of service therein 
at will, and if his service in the Quartermaster’s Department was voluntary his 
impressment into garrison duty, whereby he saved the Government the service 
of an enlisted man, and in the performance of which he lost his life, can be no 
ground for denying to his widow that equitable relief which the Government 
would have owed him without doubt had he been an enlisted man and nothing 
else. 

Mr. Hopperton appears to have been a man of property and large business 
capacity, who assumed the performance of duties far below his actual capacity 
at the earnest solicitation of the officers of the Government, and from the most 
patriotic motives. In so doing he destroyed his business, sacrificed his prop- 
erty, and lost his life. His widow is aged and penniless, and is alone, without 
means of support. 

Very few men contributed more largely than her husband to our success in 
the Mexican war, and to our enormous accretions of territory, population, 
wealth, and glory which have resulted from it. 

Besides his service and his life, he seems to have contributed directly to the 
Government a considerable amount of property, for which his widow made 
claim, but which has been disallowed. 

The petitioner asks pension from the death of her husband, but, mindful of 
the temper of Congress, which is to deny arrears of pensions in most cases, and 
being anxious that partial justice be done to the claimant, we recommend the 
passage of the accompanying bill, granting to her pension at the rate of $8 per 
month from and after its passage, the bill being amended accordingly. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following views 
of the minority : 

The undersigned, not concurring in the report of the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Pensions on bill S. 1225, respectfully submit the following as their views: 

This case was fully considered during the Forty-fifth Congress, was adversely 
reported, and the report adopted by the Senate. It was again before Congress 
at the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, was again examined by the 
committee, and again reported adversely. This last report (No. 437) correctly 
sets forth the facts on which the application is rested, and the grounds of its re- 
jection, andis here adopted, as follows: 

“Mr. Piatt, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following report : 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Mary 
Hopperton for a pension, having examined the same, report: 


“The petitioner applied by petition to the Forty-fifth Congress for a pension, | 


and the Committee on Pensions reported as follows: 

“* That the petitioner alleges that she is the widow of Edward Hopperton,who, 
at the earnest solicitation of Capt. James R. Irwin, General Scott’s chief quar- 
termaster in Mexico, left his business at Cincinnati, went to Corpus Christi, 
Tex., to build wagons and ambulances for the army of occupation, and subse- 
quently left with said army in the employ thereof as master weeelwright, and 
continued in said last-named service from February 27, 1547, till the 20th of Au- 
e of the same year; also that he bore arms asa volunteer under orders No. 2, 


eadquarters Department of Vera Cruz, dated 8th May, 1847,which directed the 


troops and all others so required to turn out under arms in case of alarm. 
““The records of the Quartermaster-General’s oftice show that Edward Hop- 
perton was employed, as alleged, as master wheelwright forthe period named, 
at $60 per month, and that he died at Vera Cruz August 20, 1547 
“Evidence of petitioner's marriage to deceased is produced. 


“* The petitioner prays relief at the rate of $8 per month from August 20, 1847, 


to the date of granting said relief. 
‘The Commissioner of Pensions reports that claim for pension was rejected 
in 1849, as there is no provision of law granting her a pension. 


“There is no doubt this man died of disease contracted while in the service of | 


the United States, but the service in which he was engaged was civil and not 


mititary. He may on a single occasion have rendered, as a volunteer, some | 


military service, but there is not any pretense that the disease of which he died 
was contracted on that occasion. 

yes rhe committee recommend that the bill be indefinitely postponed.’ 
; The report was adopted by the Senate, and since that time the petitioner has 
filed some additional evidence in support of her claim for a pension, but the ad- 
ditional evidence does not prove that he contracted the disease of which he died 


in the military service. Your committee therefore recommend the adoption of 


the following resolution : 
Resolved, That the committee be discharged from the further consideration 
the petition of Mary Hopperton for pension.’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
by the committee, the Chair is informed. 
read. 
The CH1lEF CLERK. 


of 
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There is another amendment reported 
The amendment will be 


In line 8, after the word ‘‘ from,’’ the commit- 
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tee report to strike out ‘‘date of his death’’ and insert ‘‘ passage of this 
act;*’ so as to read: 


And pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month from the passage of this 
act 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting a pension to 
Mary Hopperton, widow of Edward Hopperton.”’ 


| 


AMANDA CUTTER. 

The bill (H. R. 3188) granting a pension to Amanda Cutter was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Amanda Cutter, mother of J. Henry Cutter, 
formerly a private in Company C, Thirty-second Regiment of Iowa In- 
fantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed 





FRANK F. FITKIN. 

The bill (H. R. 1986) granting a pension to Frank F. Fitkin was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Frank F. Fitkin, late a private in Company 
b, Thirty-first Regiment of Iowa Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY ELLIS. 

The bill (H. R. 2979) granting a pension to Nancy Ellis was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll thename of Nancy Ellis, widow of James Ellis, late a private 
in Company G, First Regiment Alabama Vidette Cavalry Volunteers, 
at the rate of $8 per month. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk calls the attention 
of the Chair to what is evidently an error, that the enacting clause of 
the bill begins with the word ‘* Resolved.’’ If there be no objection 
it will be changed so as to make it a bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That would jnvolve the necessity of sending the 
bill back to the House, as it is a anes bill. I should like to know 
whether in its present form it would not be effective. Ithink it would 
be considered to be a joint resolution which would be equivalent to a 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is not familiar with the 
precedents in such a case. The title of the bill reads, ‘‘An act grant- 
ing a pension to Nancy Ellis,’’ while the enacting clause reads, ‘‘Re- 
solved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is in the usual form of a joint resolution, and 
I suppose the title would be sufficient. I think there would be no dan- 
ger about the construction of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would be necessary then to change 
| the title so as to read, ‘‘A joint resolution granting a pension to Nancy 
Ellis.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. To avoid any amendments let it go as it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the House would concur without delay. 
It is a mere formal amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then I move to amend so as to make it in the 
usual form of enactment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
prefixed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendmen 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 





The usual enacting clause will be 





| ROSE ANN GALBRAITH. 

The bill (H. R. 4818) for the relief of Rose Ann Galbraith was co 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It places on the pension-r 
the name of Rose Ann Galbraith, widow of John Galbraith, late ap 
vate in Company G, Seventh Regiment of Infantry, United Stat: 
| Army. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered { 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
WARREN CROAN. 
The bill (S. 461) granting a pension to Warren Croan was consid 

as in Committee ofthe Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Inte 

to place the name of Warren Croan, late a private in Company 

Thirty-fifth Regiment New York Volunteers, and a veteran in Com- 

pany K, Tenth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, on the pension- 

roll. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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MARY C. JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 394) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary C. Jones was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Mary C. Jones, widow of Dr. Thomas 
M. Jones, late surgeon of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment of 
Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD JOBES. 

The bill (S. 1696) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes was an- | 
nounced as the next pension bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there not a House bill in that case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that there is | 
such a House bill. 

Mr. PLATT. The House bill differs from the Senate bill in the | 
amount, | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order of Business 729 is a House bill | 
on the same subject 

Mr. PLATT. Iasi that action be had upon the House bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut moves | 
to indefinitely postpone the Senate bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be laid aside informally until the House bill is | 
read and acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection that course 
will be taken. 

The bill (H. R. 6530) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Richard Jobes, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regiment of 
Connecticut Volunteers, to $40 per month. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. The amendment reported by the Senate committee 
should he made to the House bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 6, before the word “‘ dollars,”’ it is pro- | 
posed to strike out ‘* forty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to read ‘* $30 per | 
month.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment | 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATT. I move that the bill (S. 1696) to increase the pension 
of Richard Jobes be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS CHESHIRE. 

The bill (H. R. 5258) granting a pension to Thomas Cheshire was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Thomas Cheshire, late a scout under General 
Burnside during the late war, as though he had been regularly mus- 
tered into the United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE SHEWARD. 

The bill (H. R. 4718) for the relief of Caroline Sheward was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Caroline Sheward, widow of N. D. Sheward, 
late a teamster in the United States Army, who died in prison of the | 
enemy 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN SWEARER. 

The bill (H. R. 4717) for the relief of John Swearer was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of John Swearer, late a private in Company C, First 
United States Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN HORGAN. 
The bill (H. R. 4164) for the relief of Ellen Horgan was considered | 
3 in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior | 
) place on the pension-roll the name of Ellen Horgan, mother of Will- | 
wm Horgan, late major of the Eighty-eighth Regiment New York Vol- 
} ateers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK WILHELM. 

The bill (H. R. 1396) granting a pension to Frederick Wilhelm, late 
a sergeant of Company L, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer | 
Cavalry, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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SARAH SINFIELD. 

The bill (H. R. 1042) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Sinfield was cop. 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah Sinfield, of Dunkirk, N. Y., for services 
rendered by her during the warof the rebellion in the Third Excelsior 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend. 


| ment, to add: 


And pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month from and after the passage 
of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


| was concurred ‘in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
MELVIN PIERCE. 
The bill (H. R. 1985) granting a pension to Malvin Pierce was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Malvin”’ and insert 


| **Melvin;*’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Melvin Pierce, late first sergeant of 
Company E, Eighth Michigan Cavalry Volunteers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


| Was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘ An act granting a pension to 
Melvin Pierce.’’ 

GEORGE H. FLUKE. 

The bill (H. R. 5999) granting additional pension to George H. Fluke 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of George H. Fluke, late a private in Com- 
pany K, Nineteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and directs that he shal! 
be paid $40 per month instead of the sum he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY M’LAUGHLIN. 

The bill (H. R. 2393) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary McLaughlin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Mary McLaughlin, widow of Barney 
McLaughlin, late of Company I, Thirty-fourth Regiment New Jersey 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SIMPSON HARRIS. 

The bill (H. R. 433) to increase the pension of Simpson Harris was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is not favorably reported. It is reported 
without recommendation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is reported without recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. HARRISON. I make no objection to its consideration, but it 
was not within the order that a bill so reported should be considered 

Mr. HARRIS. All other bills so reported that have been reached 
have gone over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All other bills so reported have gone 
over. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then this bill ought to go over with those. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed ever. 

SARAH BRYAN LEET. 

The bill (H. R. 2608) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet, widow of George 
K. Leet, late a private in Cooley’s Independent Battery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS E. WILSON. 

The bill (H. R. 2714) to increase the pension of Thomas E. Wilson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Thomas E. Wilson, late ef Company H, Sixty-second 
Pennsylvania Volunteers, from $24 per month to $40 per month, he 
having had his eyesight so much impaired by a gunshot wound in the 
left eye as to make the loss of eyesight practically, although not abso- 
lutely, total. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH J. CHIPMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 5686) granting a pension to Sarah J. Chipman was 
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considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


nension-roll the name of Sarah J. Chipman, widow of Charles B. Chip- 
man, deceased, late a private in Company C, Ninth Veteran Reserve 
“The pill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. HESS. 

The bill (S. 1444) granting a pension to William J. Hess was con- 
<idered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
<ion-roll the name of William J. Hess, late a private in Company F, 
Fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteers. 

The bill was reperted to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAPT. ISRAEL STOUGH. 


The bill (S. 1227) granting a pension to Capt. Israel Stough was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Israel Stough, late captain of Company F, Forty-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteers. on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
he engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB MILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 4417) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Mil- 
ler, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ forty- 
five’ and insert ‘‘forty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Jacob Miller, late a private in 
Company K, Ninth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, from $30 to $0 a month, from 
and after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ALLICIA DURRANT. 

The bill (H. R. 5457) granting apension to Allicia Durrant was con- 
sidered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Allicia Durrant, widow of Henry K. Durrant, 
late an acting assistant surgeon in the United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA BASTIN. 

The bill (S. 1566) granting a pension to Martha Bastin was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Martha Bastin, of Sullivan 
County, Indiana, dependent daughter of Bartlett Bastin, late a private 


the pension to which she would be entitled if she had not reached the 
age of 16 years. 
Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
he engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALEXANDER SAINT BERNARD. 


The bill (H. R. 4790) granting a pension to Alexander Saint Bernard 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 


the pension-roll the name of Alexander Saint Bernard, late pilot on the | 


steamer Michigan, United States Navy, at $15 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHRISTOPHER P. DAVIDSON. 


The bill (H. R. 2252) for the relief of Christopher P. Davidson was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
pher P. Davidson, who served as a surgeon’s steward in the United 
States Navy, shall be allowed and paid out of the naval pension fund 
- aan of pension that would have been due him if he had been 
a0 enistec 
4796 of the Revised Statutes, namely, one-half the pay of his rating at 
the time of his discharge. ; 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

oe TEMPLE GOLDEN. 

The bill ( H. R. 5070) granting a pension to Temple Golden was con- 
red as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
a the name of Temple Golden, late a private in Company K, 
mn “a Regiment Missouri State Militia. 
ae te bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
4 third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


. ASAHEL D. WHITCOMB. 
The bil 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Pension-roll the name of 
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in Company F, Thirty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and pay her aR 


| 


it provides that Christo- | 





person instead of an appointed one, as provided in section | 


1 (S. 1645) granting a pension to Asahel D. Whitcomb was | 
It proposes to place on the | 
Asahel D. Whitcomb, late of Company E, | 
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First Regiment Missouri Engineers and Mechanics, on account of dis- 





\ ease of spine. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


| be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH DAYTON, 


The bill (H. R. 1025) granting a pension to Sarah Dayton, widow of 
Erastus G. Dayton, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Sarah Dayton, widow of Erastus G. Dayton, late act- 
ing ensign under General J. G. Foster, who received a grape-shot wound 
during the rebellion and died from the effects thereof; and to pay her 
the pension of a widow of an ensign in the Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES P. F. TOBY. 

The bill (S. 464) granting a pension to James P. F. Toby was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James P. F. Toby as second lieutenant of Com- 
pany B, Thirty-first Maine Volunteers, now on the pension-roll as a 
sergeant in that company and regiment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK DRONEY. 

The bill (H. R. 759) granting a pension to Patrick Droney was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Patrick Droney, son of Mathew Droney, late 
a private marine in the United States Navy, and to pay him a pension 
at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NOAH E. SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 6171) granting a pension to Noah E. Smith was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 7, before ‘‘ dollars,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ seventy-five’ and insert 
** fifty;’’ so as to make the bill read: , 

Be it enaeted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Noah E. Smith, 


now of Laconia, iu the State of New Hampshire, and to pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to have the report of the committee read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report of the committee will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the following report submitted by Mr. BLAIR, 
June 18, 1884: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.6171) granting 
pension to Noah E, Smith, have considered the same, and report the same favor- 
ably, with an amendment, and as amended recommend its passage. 

The committee report the following amendment to the bill: Strike out the 
seventy-five dollars”’ in the bill, and insert instead thereof the words 
* fifty dollars.”’ 

We append the House report, and also certain letters and documents support- 
ing the claim of Mr. Smith. 


The Committee on Pensions, having had under consideration a bill to granta 
pension to Noah E. Smith, beg leave to make the following report 

Noah E. Smith, a citizen of the State of New Hampshire, is now seventy-six 
years old, and very infirm and poor. At the time of the war with Mexico he 
was a citizen of the United States doing a large and prosperous business, and 
vossessed of a fine fortune in the City of Mexico, consisting of property. He 
cea been inthe City of Mexico twenty years, and had for years superintended a 
stage line from Vera Cruz to the City of Mexico, including several branch lines, 
and had gained a thorough knowledge of the country over which General Scott's 
army had to pass. He had fully mastered the language, and knew all the habits 
and customs of the people. When American prisoners from General Taylor's 
line were carried to the City of Mexico he used his influence to have them re- 
leased from a filthy prison and given the privilege of the bounds of the city, 
and furnisbed them money to support them decently. After General Scott 
started Crom Vera Cruz to the City of Mexico, General Lombardine, commander 
of the military forces of the City of Mexico, had Smith and other American cit- 


| izens expelled from the city. 


Smith took refuge in the house of Sir Edward Thornton, the English minister, 
for ten days, and escaped by night in disguise, carrying important dispatches to 
General Scott, whom he reached at Pueblo; and General Scott, learning of 
Smith’s good character, good sense, and thorough knowledge of the Mexican 
language and of the Mexican people and country, invited him to become an 
honorary member of his staff, which position he accepted, and was General 
Scott's guide and interpreter from that time until he entered the City of Mexico; 
and rode by his side, only when sent for supplies,and when detached with the 
engineers for the purpose of reconnoitering, and on that duty, with Capt. Robert 
E. Lee, P.G. T. Beauregard, and others, he was of great service. Reaching the 
city, General Scott gave him the command of fifty dragoons, and he led General 
Scott into the City of Mexico. He has never received any compensation for his 
services, and lost all his property in the City of Mexico. General Beauregard, 
Cassius M. Clay, Captain Smith, and Captain Heady all send letters bearing tes- 
timony to his great service to his country and to the American prisoners. 
Wherefore your committee report the bill favorably, and recommend that Noah 


| E. Smith be placed on the pension-roll at the rate of $75 per month from and after 


the passage of this bill, during the remainder of his life. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

Your petitioner, a citizen of Laconia, in the State of New Hampshire, re- 
spectfully represents that he is 76 years old, and hasalways lived in New Hamp- 
a, with the exception of twenty years. At the outbreak of the Mexican 
war he had been a resident of the City of Mexico fer fifteen years, and was then 
| keeping a large livery and boarding stable, sufficient to accommodate 1,000 
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horses, and in connection therewith was doing an extensive business in buying | before the taking of the city by the American Army, to be in a very prosper 
and selling horses upon commission ; that the net profits from his business were | condition. I learned while there, not from you but from others, that you had 
$10,000 per annum by estimate; that prior to engaging in this line of business | amassed a good fortune, and I know it was so regarded by all of my fellow-pris. 
your petitioner was superintendent of a stage line, extending from Vera Cruz | oners. I know and I shal! never forget the order banishing you from ¢) - 

to the City of Mexico, and including several branch lines, in which position he | of Mexico, and what consternation was produced in the hearts and minds , 
gained a thorough knowledge of the country, its customs, and language; that | resident Americans; but a fear for the safety of helpless prisoners pervaded th. 
in a few months after the war began your petitioner, with all other American | minds of all people of other countries then in the city. I would undertake ;, 
citizens residing there, was expelled from the city by general order of the com- | say that the services you rendered General Scott as guide, interpreter, & 1 
mander-in-chief of the miljtary forces of the city, General Lombardine, and | not be reckoned or estimated by dollars and cents, and while Congress, thus fa; & 
compelled to abandon all his business and property on forty-eight hours’ notice, | has failed to vote a dollar toward the support of Mexican veterans in their de. 7 
or sell it for what he could get; that upon publication of said order your peti- | clining years, I trust they will take up your case and act upon it without dela, 
tioner immediately took refuge in the house of the English minister for a few | and gladden your heart by making such liberal allowances as will secure to , 
days. Here he received from Sir Edward Thornton important dispatches, to be | and yours a competency for the remainder of your years here on earth 








delivered to General Scott in person; that your petitioner, disguised, accom- Sincerely, your friend, : 
panied by his servant and guide, left the house of the English minister and GEORGE T. SMITH og 
escaped from the city by night, and in forty-eight hours reached Pueblo, the Late Captain and Assistant Quartermaster, United States An } 
headquarters of General Scott, and was immediately introduced to him,and | Noaun E. Smita, Laconia, N. H 


delivered the dispatches; that General Scott, after learning of your petitioner's P.S.—I am now in my seventy-second year, witha broken hip from a fa 
knowledge of the country, the customs of the people, and their language, im- | the ice four years ago. I go on crutches, and am not in very good health.) 
mediately invited him to become an honorary member of his staff, which posi- | write to me and tell me al! about yourself. 
tion your petitioner accepted 

From that time until the capture of the City of Mexico your petitioner acted 
as General Scott’s guide and interpreter, rode by his side, and was never from ~ ; a : 
him an hour at a time, night or day, except when detached with the engineers ; ; ‘ NEw ORLEANS, April 2), 188 
for purposes of reconnoitering, or with a convoy for procuring supplies; that DEAR Str: Your favor of the 15th instant has been received. I remember you 
when the United States Army entered the city, in compliance with an order | well, and your valuable services in Mexico during the year 1847. You joined 
from General Scott, your petitioner took fifty dragoons and led the General and | us at Pueblo, in August or September of that year, just before our march to th 
his forces into the city by way of San Cosme gate, keeping fifty paces in ad- | valley of M. You were at once attached to General Scott's staff as interpret: 
vance and measuring his distance well; that your petitioner has never received | and guide, and by your thorough knowledge of the country and its languag 
any compensation for his services while with the army, or for the personal ex- | you were of great service to the Corps of Engineers in procuring a map of t 
penses of himself and servant, or from losses arising from destruction of busi- | City of Mexico, and giving such information as we needed to facilitate our ad 
ness and property occasioned by his expulsion from the city | vance. You were noted also for your courage and zeal. While in that cit 

Wherefore your petitioner prays that the Secretary of the Interior be author- fore joining us, you were of assistance tothe American prisoners there, and you 
ized and directed to place his name on the pension-rolls at such sum per month | were instrumental, we were afterward informed, in getting some of our officers 


during his natural life as Congress may determine in the city paroled by the Mexican authorities. . 
NOAH E. SMITH. In conclusion, I know no one in civil life who took a part in that campaig 
niin better entitled to the kind consideration of the United States Governme: 
NOVEMBER 14, 1882. I am, yours, very truly, 
DEAR Sir: I have received your second letter about Noah E. Smith, esq., who Mr. N E. sw G. T. BEAUREGARI 
indeed rendered such important services to the Americgn prisoners of warin | “'T - OAH ;* MITH, vH 
the City of Mexico. Colonel Smith was no doubt a bold, generous, and patriotic ACONIA, 2, 41. 
gentleman, and risked all property and life for our cause, and deserves well of | > > The hill ac i etn ‘ ere . et oe 
his country, and should have a pension by all means from the United States. | Mr. BLAIR. Che bill as it passe d the House gives this old gen 


Sinee you mention his deeds more particularly 1 recall and identify him, and 
will do anything I can that is honorable to commend him to the good offices of 
Congress and the National Government. Please give my kind regards to the 


man, the guide of the American army from Vera Cruz to the capital 
Mexico in the Mexican war, a pension at the rate of $75 per month. 1 


Colonel, and believe m« | Senate committee reported the bill with an amendment reducing it 1 
fruly yours, $50 a month. Since the report was made I have had a conversat 
C. M. CLAY. | with my colleague (Mr. PIKE], who can in a moment state the matt: 


Col. T. J. Wurreri coni : ; : aa al 
-s aniean bane more fully in regard to the physical condition of this old gentleman 


seems that he is now in such a state of health that there is no enco 
ment to hope that he will livemore thana very short time. Probal 
he can hardly survivea year, and if he is to receive sosmal] a pittanc: 
a pension of $50 for a month or such a matter, it will be of no substa 
tial assistance to him. 

Of the great service which he rendered to the country there can 
no question. I presume if they were present there are probably me! 


LOUISVILLE, Ky., February 12, 1883. 
DBAR FRIEND: I havejust received your letterand one to Capt. George P. Smith, 
which I forwarded to him to Pendleton Station P. O., Henry County, Kentucky, 
where he lives. It has been a long time, but my recollections of you and your 
conductare hallowed by pleasing, grateful memories of your kindness to the 
Encarnacion prisoners at the City of Mexico, in 1847. I well recollect that your 
sudden expulsion from the city was upon an order from the war department to 
leave within twenty-four hours; that you left your family, wife and children, 
your livery stable—a large one well stocked with horses, carriages, and other = , ee 
property suitable to that business; that you came back tothe city with the army | bers of the Senate who remember Mr. Smith. He was a part 
commanded by General Scott. I was not with you on the march from Pueblo personal friend of ex-President Pierce. It is amatter of common not 
to the capital, but my information was that after your expulsion and joining tas ea a i aia . “ear a “wag : . : 
Scott at Pueblo that you acted as his guide and interpreter, and that your em- | riety, at least it has been in our State for a long tame » that h ae 
ployment in these capacities was continued long after our departure (the En- | Were considered invaluable to the army. In fact his local knowledg: 
carnacion prisoners) from the city on the Ist November, 1847—perhaps to the | of the city was the means by which the plans of the Engineer Corps 
close of the war. I recollect your calling to see me at Louisville the next tal aid 7 A eho a2 7 “eee rs aidan dihiall 
spring—lI think, about the latter part of May, about the time peace was made— whic h had been € rroneously draw n we re corrected in su h a way tha 
on your way to join your children in the East, your wife having died crossing the final assault upon the Mexican capital was successful. 
the Gulf; that you told me your connection in the Government service had His losses were very large. He lost his wife as well as his fort 
recently terminated. You loaned us money, clothed us when we were in rags, : ‘ : CP AE Te + 4 # } 
and fed us when we were hungry. Your devotion and loyalty to the United during and in Consequence of his connection with the =o . 
States Government, its cause, oflicers, and soldiers was of the highest character, | the committee had known the facts more thoroughly in regard to his 
and Congress should unhesitatingly indemnify all your losses and richly com- | present condition, his great poverty and his excellent desert, th: I 
pensate your valuable services ore r vs ™ oe ° . Hou 
ra would have been reported without question as it came from the Hous 
Yours, truly, ; ; : 1 
WM. J. HEADY. I hope the amendment will be disagreed to and that the bill will pas 
as it came from the House, giving him a pension of $75 a month 
TYE = : ; ar 
PENDLETON, Ky., February 25, 1883. Mr. I a I hope the amendment will not be adopted. | d i 
My Dear Str: Your letter of the 4th instant did not reach me until Saturday, as a rule elieve it to be Ww ise to antagonize the report of a — a 
23d,and now I reply, hoping what I have to say may be of service to you in but I think if the committee had known about this case as well as: 


whatever effort you may make for remuneration for your large services ren- | know of it they would not have proposed to amend the bill as it ca! 
dered General Scott and the army under him during his occupancy of the City : 


of Mexico. To begin with, I have a perfect recollection of you and your untir- from the House but would have agreed te give this man & pens : : 
ing efforts to relieve the suffering of myself and other fellow-prisoners while | $75 per month. He isa very old, infirm man. He had a prosperou 


incarcerated in the St. Jago prison or near the City of Mexico. It wasdoubtiess | business and a large estate in the City of Mexice. When General Scott 
through your instrumentality that the prisoners were placed on parole after 4 . : nig! 
3 J r . , ave Wola > @ the 
several months of prison life in the loathsome prison above named. It was you | went there he was ordered to leave the city. He escaped - . 
more than any American citizen then resident of the City of Mexico that con- | and became an honorary member of General Scott’s staff and !« 


tributed in having us placed on parole, and then having the entire liberty of the | victorious army into the city. and I believe did more than any 0 
city, to walk the streets of the same without molestation, and to have our prison . 


DIK 


Mr. Noauw E, Samira, Laconia, N. H. 


} 
lis. 
} 3 





; “ ake ‘ . tri hs re 
life changed to one of the best hotels of the city. single man to make our arms triumphant there. oe 
I feel, sir, that it was you and through you that this change in our favor was | He is now almost 80 years old. He asked nothing from the Gov 


brought about, oe ~— but for pore a . ow eas |} ment until his property was all gone, and now he must either go tot 
In prison we might have remained there ti released by veneral Scott and his | a — 7 » ehamtw P Bnd . . ~~ a sometniby 
army on their entrance into the city. We were allowed for our support, I think, | poor-house or live on the ¢ harity ot rie nds, or else = gee think 
$3 per week by those who had control of us,a sum far below the amount neces- | from the Government to sustain him during the rest of his life. 1 ta 


sary for an economical support. This deficiency was readily and cheerfully | jt is a very meritorious case. He isa toppling old man, who mus 
supplied by your liberal hand . ~ a 


How often, when you were looking after your daily business, did the paroled | somebody to take care of him personally, and it would be wrobz 
prisoners bless Noah Smith for his manifest interest in our behalf, you will | diminish the amount granted him by the House. “ 
never know. Without limit your purse was ever open to extend such relief as The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to piel 
Sa aw ste yea eaeeted: Those many acts of Your kindness (2 | amendient recommended by the Committee on Pensions 
and have partaken of y our hospitalities, and when leaving the City of Mexico, | The amendment was rejected. 


it kon is47, so fearful were you that your wife would meet with The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment orderet 1 k 
insult and abuse from the Mexicans after the withdrawal of our army, you in- | , : : ‘ ; ; “ ace 
trusted her to our care to visit her native State; but, sad to think of it new, at | ® third re ading, read the third time, amd passed. 


these long intervening years, she died before reaching New Orleans, and the 


ex-prisoners, I reckon without an exception, followed her remains to their place THERESA CROSBY WATSON. 
of interment in that city TP . > eae . ; .: ’ ‘roaby Watson 
Many times have 1, with other prisoners, sat at your livery stable, at or near The bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension to Theresa Cro: 





San Augustine convent, and tkere talked about your business, which seemed, ' Was announced as the next pension bill in order on the Calenda! 
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Mr. BLAIR. That is one of a class of cases that may lead to discus- | those words should be stricken out where they occur and be inserted 


sion. and it may be passed over if there is no objection. at the end of the bill. I move the amendment in that form. 

~ ‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the bill will The amendment was agreed to 

be passed over. 4 : M re VAN WYCK. The committee also report to fill the blank by 
Mr. FAIR. I was in hopes that that bill would pass as itcame from | inserting the letter ‘‘ F;’’ so as to read ‘*‘ Company F.”’ 

the House, granting a pension of $50 per month. I knew Captain Wat- The amendment was agreed to. 

<on well. His people are very poor. This pension is all they will The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 

have to live upon. The committee propose to reduce the pension from | were concurred in. 

$50 to $30 per month. I think the bill should be considered. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


Mr. BLAIR. It is a case which unquestionably would pass without | third time, and passed. 
opposition at $30 a month; but it is one of the strongest cases I know on 
or off the pension-roll where the ordinary increase granted to the widow 
of an officer of high rank should be to $50 per month. The bill passed 
the House at that rate. The Senate committee have amended the bill 
as it came from the House by reducing the pension to $30 a month. | 
The question involved in the amendment is whether there shall be a | 
reduction from the amount fixed by the House. If it is thought best 
to take the bill up at the sage tg FS ani no = ‘ - os my | tlement, and for other purposes. 
oa eee oe ee en ee ee ee en ee ee. | Mr.COCKRELL. I ask that the bill be informally laid aside until 

thers o se it. ' , . s s care 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- | at ag == Sees Oh Se eee eee iets ae 
shire obiect to the consideration of the bill at this time. — | RESI DING OFFIC ER. Is there objection to the suggestion 
oe CAI L. I hope there will be no objection to the substitution of of the Senator from Missouri. The Chair hears none, and such will be 
the proposition of the House for the recommendation of the committee. the order. The next pension bill on the Calendar will be announced 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwithdraw my objection, as Senators seem inclined to | JOSEPH B. SELLERS. 
go on with the bill, but I reserve the right to renew the objection. | he bill (H. R. 432) to increase the pension of Joseph B. Sellers was 

Mr. CALL. Does the Senator from New Hampshire object to the | 


| considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 


consideration of the bill? | pension of Joseph B. Sellers to $36 per month. 


Mr. BLAIR. I do not object if the friends of the applicant are in- | " The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
clined to go on with the bill. ; ia | a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to reserve the right to objectif necessary. | d 

Mr. CALL. I do not desire to interpose in the matter if the Senator | ANN MCARNEY. 
from New Hampshire thinks it better that the bill should not come up The bill (H. R. 3331) for the relief of Ann McCarney was considered 
at thistime. I leave the matter with him. | asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-rol] 

Mr. BLAIR. AsI said before, it is one of a class of cases, and it | thename of Ann McCarney, widow of Thomas McCarney, late a private 
occurred to me that there might be Senators who wish to be heard on | in Company B, Thirty-second Regiment New York Volunteers. 
it, who may not have been aware that the bill would come up to-day. | The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
It would involve considerable discussion, and I think it would be a | a third reading, read the third time,*and passed. 
fairer thing to everybody that the case should be passed over at the 
present time. 


ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business 
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7162) to forfeit the unearned lands 
granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the States of Mis- 
souri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast, and to restore the same to set- 


HENRY A. ARMSTRONG. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will inquire how many similar! The bill (S. 912) granting a pension to Henry A. Armstrong was con- 
cases aye on the Calendar. - | sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know the precisenumber, but thereare prob- | The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
ably six or eight in all, but not of this highest rank. There are others | amendment, to strike out the words “‘at the rate of $50 per month.’ 
involving the question of an increase, but of a lower rank. The amendment was agreed to 


Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator had better agree to fix the pension Mr. BLAIR. What is the rank of that officer? 


at $30. | Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill as amended be read 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that there is no trouble about giving a The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read as amended. 
pension of $30. There is no controversy over $30. | The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. WILSON. Let it go through at $30. Be it enacted, &:c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 

Mr. BLAIR. No; I object to that. I think the case had better be | ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
assed over for tk Sadan ; is . : ~ | limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry A. Armstrong, late surgeon 
pe er for the present. of the Second Regiment of New York Heavy Artillery. 


Mr. MITCHELL. 1 shall object to the consideration of the case now 


in order to save time. The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
Mr. BLAIR. However, I give notice that I shall call the bill up at | WS concurred in. ; ’ ; 
an early time. [he bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over, and the next pen- | third time, and passed. 
sion bill on the Calendar will be reported. — HENRY J. SEWARD. 
MARY MORRIS HUSBAND | The bill (S. 284) granting a pension to Henry J. Seward was con- 


vn ; ' | sidered as in Committee of the Whole. _ It proposes toplace on the pen- 
The bill (H. R. 5894) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morris Hus- | sion-roll the name of Henry J. Seward, late a corporal of Company C, 
band was considered as in Committee of the Whole. it proposes to | First Regiment Indiana Heavy Artillery. 


place on the pension-roll the name of Mary Morris Husband, a volun-| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
teer nurse in the late war, at $25 a month. be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

T he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to} Joo ———— 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. re eS were rer: 


The bill (H. R. 5595) granting a pension to Eugene L. Townsend 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Eugene L. Townsend, late of Company H, 
Seventy-first New-York Volunteers, and Ninth Regiment Veteran Re- 


MARY ELIZA DICKSON. 


The bill (H. R. 1391) granting a pension to Mary Eliza Dickson, 
widow of Dr. Thomas Dickson, was considered as in Committee of the 


Whole. _1t proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Marvy | S€TVes. _ ; 
Eliza Dickson, widow of Dr. Thomas Dickson, as the widow of an The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
assistant surgeon. a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to JOSEPH T. CALDWELL. 


a third reading ‘ » thi Seem 4 ons 
d reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill (H. R. 554) granting a pension to Joseph T. Caldwell was 


JAMES BROWN. considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Joseph T. Caldwell, late of Company G, Sixty 
ninth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


The bill (8. 2244) granting a pension to James Brown was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
ft the name of James Brown, late a private in Company —, 

ne hundred and thirty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, at the 


— disability for total blindness. MARTHA M. B. M’CULLACH. 
‘i water was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an The bill (H. R. 1411) granting a pension to Martha B. McCullach, 
¥ a ment, in line 4, after the word “‘ pension-roll,’’ to strike out the | of Freeport, Pa., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
ords ‘te 5 age +s ‘ . . . . ‘’ 1: . , 
- subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior to place on the pension- 


Mr.VAN WYCK. The proposition of the committee was that ! roll the name of Martha M. B. McCullach, widow of Doctor William 
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P. McCullach, or McCullough, who was assistant surgeon in the Sev- 

enty-eighth Regiment of the Pennsylvania Volunteers in the late war. 

lhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third re«ling, read the third time, and passed. 
H. LAWLER. 

Che H. R. 229) granting a pension to Elizabeth H. Lawler was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth H. Lawler, widow of General Michael 
K. Lawler, deceased, at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN BOSTATER. 


ELIZABETH 
bill 


The bill (H. R. 4440) for the relief of John Bostater was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of John Bostater, late a sergeant of Company F, Thirty- 
seventh Regiment Iowa Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET P. DAME. 

The bill (H. R. 3307) granting a pension to Harriet P. Dame was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Harriet P. Dame, of New Hampshire, on the pension-roll at 
$25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARRIET 8S. BRISBINE. 


The bill (H. R. 6542) granting a pension to Harriet S. Brisbine was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Harriet Brisbine, widow of the late Na- 
poleon B. Brisbine, assistant surgeon of the One hundred and twenty- 
third Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM R. 


Ss 


». 


BROWNE. 

The bill (H. R. 1751) for the relief of William R. Browne was con- | 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It amends an act approved 
February 7, 1879, granting a pension to William R. Browne at the | 
rate of $22.50 per month, so as to grant him a pension of $30 per 
month 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FLAVIA A. HASKELL. 

The bill (S. 1627) granting a pension to Flavia A. Haskell was con- | 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Flavia A. Haskell, widow of Charles Haskell, | 


~ 


late a private in Company H, Thirtieth Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL O'BRIEN. | 

The bill (S. 1220) for the relief of the heirs of Michael O’ Brien was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of | 
the Interior to issue aland-warrant to William O’ Brien, James O’ Brien, 
and Louisa Turnbroke, children of Michael O’ Brien, deceased, late a 
member of the Second United States Infantry. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to change the name ‘‘Turnbroke’’ to 
‘**Tuarnburke.’’ There is a mistake in the name. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES RODEN, 

The bill (H. R. 2543) granting a pension to James Roden was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on the 
pension-roll the name of James Roden, late of Company A, Twenty- 
sixth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry. 


Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


LL OT 





a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY E. SEYMOUR. 

The bill (H. R. 4846) granting a pension to Mary E. Seymour, widow 
of Charles J. Seymour, a deceased soldier, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the 
name of Mary E. Seymour, widow of Charles J. Seymour, a surgeon in 
the United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MATHEW REGAN. 

The bill (H. R. 1631) to increase the pension of Mathew O. Regan 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing 


0, 


| ered as in Committee of the Whole. 


according to the provisions of the act increasing pensions, approved 
March 3, 1883, instead of $24 per month, which he now receives, from 
and after the passage of this act, the same as if his arm had been ampu- 
tated at or above the elbow. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered + 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH E. PRICE. 

The bill (H. R. 3623) granting a pension to Sarah E. Price was cop. 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
pension-roll the name of Sarah E. Price, widow of Nathan Price 
‘aptain of Company F, Tenth Kansas Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMMA A. PORCH. 

The bill (H. R. 3294) granting a pension to Emma A. Porch was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on 
the pension-roll the name of Emma A. Porch, of Cole County, Mis 
siouri, at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


») 
— 
the 


late 


2% 


Vee 


REBECCA J. PIERCE. 
The bill (H. R. 4141) for the relief of Mrs. Rebecca J. Pierce was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that Mrs. Re- 


becea J. Pierce, widow of David A. Pierce, late of Company I, Twenty- 
fourth Missouri Volunteer Infantry, be placed on the pension-rol! 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. BOLAR. 
The bill (S. 1398) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Bolar 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment after the word ‘‘to,’’ in line 6, to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert 
‘*seventy-two;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Andrew J. Bolar, late major of 
the Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Corps, from $30 to #72 
per month, from and after the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

SARAH C. HALL. 

The bill (S. 1430) granting a pension to Sarah C. Hall was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 


| ment to add at the end: 


With pay from the date her name was dropped from the pension-rol! 
So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah C. Hall, widow of John Ha!! 
late a captain m the Fourth New York Cavalry, with pay from the date her 
name was dropped from the pension-roll. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


| was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 


ha 
the 


ROBERT NUTT. 

The bill (H. R. 2419) granting a pension to Robert Nutt was con- 
sidered asin Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Robert Nutt, late a private in Company I, Une 
hundred and forty-fourth New Yotk Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

IRA M’NAITR. 

The bill (H. R. 3613) granting a pension to Ira McNair was consid 
It provides for placing on the 
pension-roll the name of Ira McNair, late a private in Company )), 
Eighteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteers. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. SAWYER. 

The bill (H. R. 1998) for the relief of William J. Sawyer, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to have the name 0! 
William J. Sawyer, late first lieutenant of Company F, Sixteenth Keg 


to 


| ment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, placed on the pension-roll. 


to 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


on the pension-roll the name of Mathew O. Regan, late of Company E, | 


Third Regiment United States Artillery, at the rate of $30 per month, 


MRS. CATHARINE H. GLICK. 
The bill (S. 1971) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine H. (ic 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing 


n 
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on the pension-roll the name of Catharine H. Glick, widow of Elias B. 
Glick, late surgeon of the Fortieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES KING. 

The bill (H. R. 267) granting a pension to James King, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pe nsion-roll the name of James King, late a private in Company F, 
First Regiment United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY ULLERY. 

The bill (H. R. 4234) granting a pension to Mary Ullery, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
sion-roll the name of Mary Ullery, mother of Daniel Ullery, who was 


It proposes to place on the pen- | 


drowned while in the United States service as a member of Company 


D. Twelfth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN W. CUMMINS. 


The bill (H. R. 314) for the relief of John W. Cummins, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing the name 
of John W. Cummins, late a first lieutenant of Company C, Thirty-fifth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-roll. 


. 







CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. | 5677 


PGi 





ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 
Catherine Terry, the widow of Mitchell Terry, late a private in Com- 
pany A, One hundred and eighteenth New York Volunteers, upon the 
pension-roll. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM PRINTZ. 


The bill (H. R. 2660) granting a pension to William Printz was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William Printz, late of Company F, Sixty-second 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE HENRY. 
The bill (H. 


R. 2425) granting a pension to Catharine Henry was 
considered 


as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on 


| the pension-roll the name of Catharine Henry, widow of Hiram Henry, 


| considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. MARY M. ORD. 

The bill (H. R. 1569) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord, widow 
of Maj. Gen. E. O. C. Ord, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that that be passed over. It is similar to 
other cases which have been passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 
tion to Mrs. Ord. There is no reason for passing it over. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have no objection to its consideration. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask the Senate to consider the bill 
now. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If that is to lead to discussion as the others did, 
[ hope the Senator will not insist upon it. Ifthe purpose is simply to 
pass the bill as it was reported by the committee, I have no objection; 


through with. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. 


Go on with the other cases, and we will 
take this up afterward. 


SOLOMON K. RUGGLES. 
The bill (H. R. 1237) granting a pension to Solomon K. Ruggles 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARIA L. HAMMER. 
_The bill (H. R. 1977) for the relief of Maria L. Hammer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to 
Maria L. Hammer, as a nurse in the service of the United States in 


Government hospitals during the late war, of a pension at the rate of 


$12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WALTER DICKSON, 

Phe bill (H. R. 2017) granting a pension to Walter Dickson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on the 
pension-roll the name of Walter Dickson, formerly sergeant of Company 
G, One hundred and forty-fourth New York Volunteer Infantry. 


Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN KANE, 

The ty os ; ; = 
ir xa bill H. R. 6029) for the relief of John Kane was considered as 
' er of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
" 1e | hited States the name of John Kane, late a private in Com- 
nT 4 Eleventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 
tl re was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

‘hird reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN ALLEE. 

The bill > 9278 : : ; 
a —n H. AR. 2378) restoring to the pension-roll the name of John 
Alle ad be ae ee ; ; ; 
: ed re considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
estore > 21a} , 4 r ‘ 
eat ae pension-roll the name of John Allee, formerly of Com- 
“Th an enty second Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 
a thi a uli Was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

indreading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHERINE TERRY. 


The bill (H. R, 2447) for the relief of Catherine Terry was consid- 





late a private in Company F, Sixty-first New York Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHERINE HUNTER. 


The bill (H. R. 1897) granting a pension to Catherine Hunter was 
It provides for placing on 
the pension-roll the name of Catherine Hunter, widow of Levi M. 
Hunter, late a private in Company A, One hundred and twentieth In- 
diana Volunteers. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There appears to bean errorin the enacting clause 
of that bill, as there was in another case. I move to make it conform 
to the usual form. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). If there 


| be no objection the word ‘* resolved ’’ will be stricken out and the words 


I hope we shall pass the bill in rela- | 


‘*be it enacted’’ inserted. The Chair hears none. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


| was concurred in. 


| discharged December 18 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
° 
JAMES KING. 


The bill (S. 2049) granting a pension to James King was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the Secretary of 


: | the Interior to place on the pension-roll the name of James King, late 
but there are some other cases on the Calendar that we ought to run | E a 


| a private in Company B, Forty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, 


and to direct the Secretary of War to enter on the roll of Company B, 
Forty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, the name of James King, 
as enlisted June 15, 1863, at Marion, Ky., and discharged December 
18, 1864, at Bowling Green, Ky., and to issue to him an honorable 
discharge accordingly. 

Mr. INGALLS. We have passed a House bill for James King. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If bill pensioning the same person 
has been passed this ought to be indefinitely postponed, but the Chief 
Clerk intorms the Chair that it is a different James King. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The name is the same, but I think the case is 
different. 

“he PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tary. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out section 2 of the bill, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to enter on the roll of Company B, Forty-eighth Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teers, the name of James King, as enlisted June 15, 1863, at Marion, Ky 
1864, at Bowling 
honorable discharge accordingly 


The Chair is so informed by the Secre- 


, and 


Green, Ky., and to issue to him an 


The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to 
third time, and passed. 


he enyvrossed tor 


a third reading, read the 


MICHAEL MACK 


The bill (H. R. 2536) granting a pension to Michael Mack was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on the 
pension-roll the name of Michael Mack, late a private in Company A, 
Twenty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, also late a private 
in Company G, first battalion Eighteenth Regiment United States In- 


| fantry. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY AT 
Mr. KENNA. I understand we have now passed the last of the pen- 
sion bills. I ask leave to take from the Calendar House bill 162% 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Virgini 
unanimous « the Senate that unfinished busi: 
formally laid aside and 
the bill 


HARPER’S FERRY 





mnsent of the ess De in- 


hat the Senate procet d to the consideration of 
1 ‘ ; 
} 


t 
H. R. 1628) authorizing and directing the sale of the 


real es- 





2675 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





JUNE 27 





tate and riparian rights now owned by the United States at Harper's | 


Ferry, in the State of West Virginia. Is there objection? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill: 

Mr. INGALLS. From what committee of the Senate is the bill re- 
ported ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is there a printed report? If so, let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and it is before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. The Secretary will read the report. 

Mr. MAXEY. If theSenator from Kansas will permit me, as I made 
the report, I think I can state in a much shorter time than the reading 
will occupy all the points in it. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
June 24, 1884: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1628) 
authorizing and directing the sale of the real estate and riparian rights now 
owned by the United States at Harper's Ferry,in the State of West Virginia, 
respectfully submit the following report: 

Attention is called to the communication of the Solicitor of the Treasury, 
addressed to Hon. S.M.STocksLaGeEr, of the House of Representatives, here- 
with, as follows 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, D.C., February 15, 1884. 


Str: I am in receipt of your letter of the 12th instant, inclosing House bill 
1628, authorizing the sale of United States property at Harper's Ferry, and re- 
questing me to make any recommendation in reference to the matter. 

The property mentioned in the bill consists mainly of the water-powers of the 
Potomac and Shenandoah Rivers at that place, formerly used for the manufact- 
ure by the United States of ordnance material for the Army. Its chief and per- 
haps only value consists in the water-power of the two rivers, and the machinery, 
water-wheels, masonry, and building material on the ground. By sections 3749, 
3750, Revised Statutes, and by act of Congress of June 14, 1878 (20 Stats. at L., sec. 
130), the care and sale of this property devolves on the Solicitor of the Treasury. 

Under the sections of the Revised Statutes aforesaid, in the character of prop- 
erty acquired through judicial process in the payment of debt, a sale is subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The difficulty has been in estimating the actual value of the water-power priv- 
ilewes, or in fixing some limit as a minimum to prevent sacrifice. In the year 
1869 the War Department offered the two properties at public auction, and the 
same were bid off and sold on a credit of two years for $206,000. This was mani- 
festly a fabulous price. However, not a dollar of the purchase-money was ever 
paid, and on a foreclosure of the lien in 1876 the United States, by the Solicitor 
enon Treasury, bid the property in for the payment of the debt upon it at 

70,000, 

Since then an offer of $15,000 has been made or guaranteed as a bid in case of 
advertisement for sale. I think the property should be sold at any reasonable 
sum. It is rapidly deteriorating in its material and capabilities, and besides, in 
this region of the country, water-power, as compa with steam, is of much 
less value for obvious reasons than in former years. 

The value of the property in question has no doubt been exaggerated very 
greatly in the minds of the Government officers who have had charge ofit. Ithas 
been well advertised over the country, and there has been little or nothing to 
convince me that it would attract any general attention atan auction sale. The 
best and perhaps the only test of its value is the sum it will realize by competi- 
tive bidding after extended notice of the sale. , 

In regard to the bill which has been prepared, I would say that I am inclined 
to favor that feature thereof which makes the offer to sell imperative; and yet 
there should be some limit or guard that the property may not be unduly sac- 
rificed. 

I would suggest that the bill be amended so as to authorize and direct a sale 
at a price not less than $15,000 for the two water-power tracts. 

Very respectfully, 

K. RAYNER, 
Solicitor of the Treasury. 
Hon. S. M. STOCKSLAGER, 

Chairman House Commitice on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


The committee adopt the House of Representatives report on the bill, as fol- 
lows 

* The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1628) authorizing and directing the sale of the real estate and riparian 
rights now owned by the United States at Harper’s Ferry, in the State of West 
Virginia, having had the same under consideration, report it to the House with 
the recommendation that it pass. The buildings formerly used as workshops, 
armory, and arsenal at Harper’s Ferry having been destroyed during the war, 
the Government abandoned the property for public uses, and Congress having 
obtained the opinion of the Attorney-General that the United States had a fee- 
simple title to the same, passed an act December 15, 1868, directing the Secretary 
of War to make sale at — auction of the lands, tenements, and water priv- 
ileges belonging to the United States at or near Harper’s Ferry. In pursuance 
of this authority the Secretary of War sold said property on November 30, and 
December 1 and 2, 1869, consisting a) of the water-power and grounds on which 
the arsenal, armories, and factories formerly stood; (2) an ore bank; (3) a ferry 

srivilege; (4) alarge number of lots. Thetotal amount bid for said property was 
$oa7_ 803-50, of which the water-power and the property connected therewith 
brought $206,000. The sale was upon credit,and it eventually appeared thatthe 
chief item, the water-power, was bid in by a company of irresponsible specu- 
lators, who took no steps toward using or improving the property, and defaulted 
in the payment of their bonds. 

“After several years’ delay, during which a disastrous flood reduced its value, 
and that value otherwise steadily depreciated, the Government was unable to 
collect anything on the bonds and was compelled to enforce its vendor's lien, 
and bought back said property at a mere fraction of the original price. More- 
over, the two hundred and forty lots sold to private individuals for the aggre- 
gate of $73,303.50 had been bought on the faith of the improvement of the water- 

ower and consequent restoration of some measure of prosperity to the town. 
This having failed, the purchasers, who were generally the poor people of the 
vicinage, were, except in a few cases, unable to comply with the terms of pur- 
chase, and Congress finally came to their relief by act passed June 14, 1878, au- 
thorizing the Solicitor of the Treasury to cancel their contracts and release the 








purchasers, Thus, after ten years, the Government became again seized of a) 
most all the property it had sold, greatly diminished in value. _ 
** The same act authorized the Solicitor to resell the whole or any part of sq d 
property or to lease the same for a term of years. Any effort to sell under this 
authority is greatly hampered by the fact that the value of the property has be. 
come so shrunken and speculative thatas long as the sale remains in the discra 
tion of any officer, it imposes an embarrassing responsibility upon him to jydos 
whether the price isreally an advantageous one. The object of the present } 
is to effect an early sale of the property and relieve from any such embarrasc. 
ment, by making the order for sale peremptory in case @ minimum |i); 
reached, and at the same time providing that it shall only be made at py! P 
auction, after full and fair advertising, and at open competition. This isat Onte 
for the interest of the United States and of the locality itself, where recuperatio, 
and prosperity are totally repressed by the continued disuse and desolation of 
this property. 7 

“The Government is incurring expense by holding on to property which it de. 
clines to use for any purpose, while its value is steadily diminishing upon jt, 
hands. It is also a matter of sheer justice to the State of West Virginia and t, 
the particular locality that this large area of property in the very heart of +), 
village of Harper’s Ferry, abandoned and in ruins, exempt from taxation. ana 
by its very abandonment repressing all prosperity and almost destroying the 
value of contiguous private property, should be as soon as possible transferred 
to ownership which will improve it, develop its capabilities, and subject it to }; 
equitable share of local burdens. : 

**Moreover, your committee deem it equally impolitic and unjust for the Goy. 
ernment, after ceasing to use property for the public purposes for which it was ac- 
quired, to become a lessor thereof to private individuals for the erection of works 
which would be tax-free. The Legislature of West Virginia has passed a joint 
resolution asking for the sale of this property. 

‘“ Your committee, therefore, looking to the interest of the Government and to 
the rights of the State wherein the property is located, recommend the passage 
of this bill, with the following amendments : 

“In section 1, line 7 of printed bill, after the word ‘reservation,’ insert the 
words ‘except as hereinafter provided.’ 

‘Add to section 1 the following proviso: ‘Provided, That the property shall not 
be sold for a less sum than $20,000.’ 

“Add to section 2 the words ‘but so that at least one-third of the purchase. 
money shall be paid in cash, and the credit portion shall bear interest at the 
rate of 6 per cent. per annum.’ 

“Insert in the bill as section 3 the following: 

“**Spc. 3. That upon the compliance of any purchaser or purchasers of th; 
whole or of any parcel, purchased as aforesaid, with the terms of sale, such 
purchaser or purchasers shall be let into possession of the premises so purchased 
and upon Sal eemenant of the purchase-money, and interest (if any be due), the 
Solicitor of the Treasury, for and in behalf of the United States, shall make. sea 
and deliver to the purchaser or purchasers good and sufficient deed or deeds 
conveying all the right, title, interest, and estate of the United States in the said 
property, or parcel thereof, as the case may be, in fee-simple.’ 

“Tnsert section 3 of the original bill as section 4. 

“The committee are of opinion that there is no reasonable probability that this 

roperty will ever again be used for governmental purposes, in which case it is 
»est that it pass into private hands upon just compensation, in order that it may 
be used for productive purposes. It seems but just that, if not intended to be 
used by the Government, it is but fair that it should be subjected to taxes 
other enety in West Virginia.”’ 

The bill appears to be well guarded; wherefore the committee report the said 
bill witheut amendment, and recommend that the same do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A few days ago the bill (S. 1581) to provide for 
the disposal of abandoned and useless military reservations was re- 
turned from the House with sundry amendments and was laid upon the 
table. I ask now that it be taken up and that the Senate disagree to 
the amendments of the House, and ask fora conference on the disayree- 
ing votes of the two Houses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris inthe chair). The Sen- 
ator from Missouri asks unanimous consent to consider the bil! at this 
time. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ments made by the House of Representatives and ask for a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the presiding officer was authorized to appowt 
the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. LoGAN, Mr. Hagkl- 
son, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted two amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Amendments were submitted by Mr. HARRISON, Mr. Prke, Mr 
GARLAND, Mr. BLArR, Mr. GROOME, Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Mr. DAWES, 
Mr. VooRHEES, Mr. RANSOM, and Mr. INGALLS, intended to be pr- 
posed by them respectively to the sundry civil appropriation ! 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed )Y 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred © 
the Committee on Appropriations. ; 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment imtended to be proposed 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 0! '* 
Senate, and ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
— : . ~] by 
Mr. KENNA submitted an amendment intended to be proposed "y 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referree ™ 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. LAPHAM, it was 


Ordered. That B. J. O'Driscoll have leave to withdraw his petition for pension, 
nd other papers accompanying the same, from the files of the Senate, in accord- 
noe with the rules of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that the Chair lay before the Senate now the 
unfinished business of yesterday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). The 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (H. 
f. 7162) to forfeit the unearned lands granted to the Atlantic and Pa- 
cific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad and tel- 
egraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific | 
coast. and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Kansas to let this bill be tem- 
porarily laid aside in order that we may proceed with the considera- 
tion of such pension cases as have been adversely reported. There are 
some meritorious cases, and certainly there is no reason why a pen- 
sioner who has a good case should not have it acted on by the Senate 
because the committee has reported adversely. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
over, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There were some bills reported with- 
out recommendation which were passed over under the rule adopted 
this morning. 

Mr. BLAIR. There are several which were reported favorably with 
amendments, and I think that those ought certainly to be considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent of the Senate that the unfinished business be informally 
laid aside in order that the Senatemay proceed to the consideration of 
the pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr.PLUMB. I shall have to object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
terested myself in a number of pension cases which have been reported 
adversely, and I was in hopes that the other pension cases might have 
been disposed of a little earlier so that they might be taken up; but 
I am advised that there will be other pension cases to be taken up be- 
fore the Senate will adjourn, and I hope the Senate will agree to take 
up all the pension cases, both those reported favorably and those re- 
ported unfavorably, at some opportune time, and that then the cases in 
which the Senator from Florida is interested, as well as those I am in- 
terested in, may be considered. I think that will answer his purpose. 
I do not believe at this time I can yield any further. 


Some pension bills favorably reported were laid | 


RAILROAD IN 


Mr. INGALLS. I ask my colleague to allow me to make a motion 
for the purpose of perfecting the Journal, and that is that Senate bill 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 


908, Order of Business 164, may be indefinitely postponed, a House bill | 


on the same subject having been passed this morning. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the bill (S. 908) to grant a right of way through the Indian Territory 


to the Southern Kansas Railway Company, and for other purposes, be | 


indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


RECORD—SENATE. 


the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 


| conference have agreed to 


} ate numbered 2 
of the sum proposed by said amendment 


| lows: 


I will state to the Senator from Florida that I am in- | 
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PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. I desire to present a conference report at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be received and read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6094) making appropriations for 


year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ind agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
insert ‘‘$300,000;" and the Senate 
agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment, insert: ‘‘ Pro- 
vided, That from and after July 1, 1884, agents for the payment of pensions shall 
receive only $12.50 for each one hundred vouchers, or at that rate for a fraction 
of one hundred, prepared and paid by any agent in excess of four thousand 
vouchers per annum ;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 4, 5, 6, 7, and 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken'out by said amendments insert 
the following: 

‘* That the act entitled ‘ An act relating to claim agents and attorneys in pension 
cases,’ approved June 20, 1878, is hereby repealed: Provided, however, That the 
right of the parties shall not be abridged or affected as to contracts in pending 
cases, as provided for in said act, but such contracts shall be deemed to be and 
remain in full foree and virtue, and shall be recognized as contemplated by 
said act. 

“Sec. 2. That sections 4768, 4769, and 4786 of the Revised Statutes are hereby 
made applicable also to all cases hereafter filed with the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and to all cases so filed since June 20, 1878, and which have not been here- 
tofore allowed, except as hereinafter provided. 

‘Sec. 3. That section 4785 of the Revised Statutes is hereby re-enacted and 
amended so as to read as follows 

*** Spc. 4785. Noagentor attorney or other person shall demand or receive any 
other compensation for his services in prosecuting a claim for pension or bounty 
land than such as the Commissioner of Pensions shall direct to be paid to him, 
not exceeding $25; nor shall such agent,attorney,or other person demand or 
receive such compensation,in whole or in part, until such pension or bounty- 
land claim shall be allowed: Provided, That in all claims allowed since June 20, 
1878, where it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Pensions 
that the fee of $b0, or any part thereof, has not been paid, he shall cause the same 
to be deducted from the pension, and the pension agent to pay the same to the 
recognized attorney.’ 

‘Sec. 4. That section 4786 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as to 
read as follows * 

*** Sec. 4786. The agent or attorney of record in the prosecution of the case may 
cause to be filed with the Commissioner of Pensions duplicate articles of agree- 
ment, without additional! cost to the claimant, setting forth the fee agreed upon 
by the parties, which agreement shall be executed in the presence of and cer- 
tified by some officer competent to administer oaths. In all cases where appli- 
cation is made for pension or bounty-land, and no agreement is filed with the 
Commissioner as herein provided, the fee shall be $10,and nomore. And such 
articles of agreement as may hereafter be filed with the Commissionereof Pen 
sionsare not authorized, nor will they be recognized except in claims for origi- 
nal pensions, claims for increase of pension on account of a new disability, in 
claims for restoration where a pensioner’s name has been or may hereafter be 
dropped from the pension-rolls on testimony taken by a special examiner, show- 
ing that the disability or cause of death on account of which the pension was 
allowed did notoriginate in the line of duty, and in cases of dependent relatives 
whose names have been or may hereafter be dropped from the rolls on like 
testimony, upon the ground of non-dependence, and in such other cases of 
difticulty and trouble as the Commissioner of Pensions may see fit to recognize 
them: Provided, That no greater fee than $10 shall be demanded, received, or 
allowed in any claim for pension or bounty-land granted by special act of Con 
gress, nor in any claim for increase of pension on account of the increase of 
the disability for which the pension had been allowed : And provided further, 





GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I report back from the Committee on Appropriations 


the bill (H. R. 7235) making appropriations to supply deticiencies in | 


the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for prior 


years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of the 


Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, here- 
tofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes, with 
sundry amendments and a report. I ask that the report be printed, 
and I give notice that I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill to- 
morrow morning after the reading of the Journal. 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be printed, and the 
bill will go upon the Calendar. 


THERESA CROSBY WATSON. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like, in one of the pension cases that has 
been passed over, Order of Business 764, to know the entry. 
— OFFICER. The chair does not understand the 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to know what order has been entered in 
en to the bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension to Theresa Crosby 

atson, which has been passed over. : 

— PRESIDING OFFICER. It was objected to, and went over. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like it passed over without detriment, with- 
out losing its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _ It holds its place on the Calendar, of 


course, 

Mr. BLAIR. 
rule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Calendar. 


It does not go over to the Calendar under the ninth 


Of course not ; it holds its place on 


| That no fee shall be demanded, received, or allowed in any claim for arrears of 
pension or arrears of increase of pension allowed by any act of Congress passed 
subsequent to the date of the allowance of the original claims in which such 
| arrears of pension or increase of pension may be allowed.’ 

‘The articles of agreement herein provided for shall be in substance a 
lows, to-wit 
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** “ARTICLES OF AGREEMENT. 














‘** Whereas I, , late a in Company —, of the Regiment of 
Volunteers, war of 1861 (or if the service be different, here state the same} 
| having made application for pension under the laws of the United States 














| ‘Now, this agreement witnesseth, that for and in consideration of ——— serv- 
| es done and to be done in the premises, I hereby agree to allow my attorney, 
| -, of , the fee of —— dollars, which shall include all amounts to 


be paid for any service in furtherance of said claim ; and said fee shall not be 
demanded by or payable to my said attorney [or attorneys], in whole or in part, 
except in case of the granting of my pension by the Commissioner of Pensions; 
and then the same shall be paid to him [or them] in accordance with the pro- 
visions of sections 4768 and 4769 of the Revised Statutes 

‘(Claimant's signature 

‘(Two witnesses’ signatures 
“ “STATE OF 

*‘County of 








» aes 

Be it known that on this the — day of , A. D. 188-, personally appeared 
, who, after having had read over to — in the hearing and pres- 
ence of the two attesting witnesses the contents of the foregoing articles of ayree- 
ment, voluntarily signed and acknowledged the same to be ——— free act and 
deed. 














Official signature 
“An now, to wit, this — day of ———, A. D. 188-, I [or we} accept the provisions 
contained in the foregoing articles of agreement, and will, to the best of ny [or 
our] ability, endeavor faithfully to represent the interest of the claimant in the 
premises. 
“** Witness my (or our] hand the day and year first above written 
Signature of attorney 
STATE OF —— 
“County of 











‘* Personally came . whom I know to be the person he represents 
himself to be, and who, having signed above acceptance of agreement, acknow!l- 
edged the same to be — free act and deed. 





Official signature.,’ 
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And if in the adjudication of any claim for pension in which such articles of 
agreement have been or may hereafter be filed. it shall appear that the claim- 
ant had, prior to the execution thereof, paid to the attorney any sum for his serv- 
ices in such claim, and the amount so paid is not stipulated therein, then every 
such claim shall be adjudicated in the same manner as though no artic les of 
agreement had been filed, deducting from the fee of $10 allowed by law such 
sum as claimant shall show that he has paid to his said attorney 

“Any agent, orattorney, or other person inst rumental in prosecuting any « laim 
for pension or bounty land, who shall directly or indirectly contract for, demand, 
or receive, or retain any greater compensation for his services or instrumental- 
ity in prosecuting a claim for pension or bounty land than is herein prov ided 
or for payment thereof at any other time or in any other manner than is herein 
provided, or who shall wrongfully withhold from a pensioner or claimant the 
whole or any part of the pension or claim allowed and due such pensioner or 
claimant, or the land-warrant issued to any such claimant, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall for every such offense be 
fined not exceeding $500 or imprisonment at bard labor not exceeding two years, 
or both, in the discretion of the court 

*Sec.5. That the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe rules and regulations 
governing the recognition of agents, attorneys, or other persons representing 
claimants before his Department, and may require of such persons, agents, and 
attorneys, before being recognized as representatives of claimants, that they 
shall show that they are of good moral character and in good repute, possessed 
of the necessary qualifications to enable them to render such claimants valuable 
service, and otherwise competent to advise and assist such claimants in the pre- 
sentation of their claims; and such Secretary may, after notice and opportunity 
for a hearing, suspend or exclude from further practice before his Department 
any such person, agent, or attorney shown to be incompetent or disreputable, 
or who refuses to comply with the said rules and regulations, or who shall with 
intent to defraud in any manner, deceive, mislead, or threaten any claimant or 
prospective claimant, by word, circular, letter, or by advertisement. 

“Sec. 6. The Commissioner shall have power, subject to review by the Secre- 
tary, to reject or refuse to recognize any contract for fees herein provided for 
whenever it shall be made to appear that any undue advantage has been taken 
of the claimant in respect to such contract.’ 

And the Senate agree to the sauie. 

JOHN A. LOGAN, 

H. L. DAWES, 

WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JOHN HANCOCK, 

JOHN F. FOLLETT, 

W. D. WASHBURN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was recommitted the bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations 
‘or the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, to report it with amend- 
ments and submit a report thereon. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The bill 

will be placed on the Calendar with the report of the committee. 
AMENDMENT TO THE SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

Mr. BOWEN snbmitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 
Mr. PLUMB. I call for the regular order. 


the bill te A 7162) to forfeit the unearned lands granted to the 
Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a 


to the Pacific coast, and to restore the same to settlement, and for 
other purposes. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, in section 1, line 24, after the word ‘‘stations,’’ to insert: 
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And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sec. 2. Jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the circuit court of the ry 
States for the western district ef Missouri to hear and determine al] que«;i... 
and controversies concerning the rights and equities in said forfeited |, Er 
are claimed or asserted by the United States, or by any person or corpo; 
claiming the same under or in consequence of any laws of the United Stat 
any act of its lawfully authorized agents, and toenforceany judgment or decrs, 
either interlocutory or final, that said court shall render in respect of said Jang. 
or any interest therein. 

Sec. 3. It shall be the duty of the district attorney of the United States ¢,, 
the western district of Missouri, under the direction of the Department of 
tice, to proceed in the circuit court of the United States for the said dis 
bill in equity in the name of the United States of America as plaintiff 
any corporations or persons that claim any interest in the lands hereby c 
forteited arising under said act of Congress approved July 27, 1865. or 
this act, so asto bring before said court for its determination th« 
such claim, whether the same be legal or equitable. 

Sec. 4. Any person or corporation not made a party defendant in s, 





tr 


Validity 


| ceeding, but claiming any interest under the laws of the United States i, : 


| fully heard and determined, and shall proceea to decree upon the same us { 


lands or any part thereof which are declared forfeited by this act, may pres 
such claim by petition in said cause, duly verified by oath, and if the court 
consideration thereof, shall decide that the adjudication and settlement 

claim is necessary to do complete justice in such cause, the court shal! dir: 
such further proceedings be had upon such petition as that the same ; 





9 
as if such petitioner had been made a party defendant in said suit: / 
That no such petition shall be filed after twelve months from the dat: 
filing of the bill in said cause. 

Sec. 5. The court shall, if it see fit, tax all the costs of the suit under the t 
section of this act against the United States, and shall apportion the cost 
proceeding under the fourth section of this act between the parties aceordin, 
to justice andequity. Any party to the suit instituted under this act shal! } 
the right of appeal from any final decree therein to the Supreme Court « 


| United States, in the same manner and under the same conditions as ar 


| months from the time when said final decree 1s entered on the records 





. | 
scribed by law and the rules of said court for appeals in equity cases. And 
Supreme Court shall cause said appeal to be advanced on the docket so t 


same shall be speedily determined. But no right of appeal shall exist aft: 


circuit court of the United States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The ques 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Alabama to the 
ment recommended by the committee. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I do not design to consume the tiny 
of the Senate in a discussion of this bill at any great length, but I sha 
make a statement of the facts of the case and of the views which th: 
committee took of the bill in order that the theory of the case whic! 
has been observed by the committee in reporting the bill may hé 
fore the Senate. 

This Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company was chartered by an act 
of Congress of July 27, 1866, for the purpose of building a railroad from 
Springtield, Mo., to the Pacific Ocean. To aid in the building of th 


imen 


| railroad Congress granted to it not only the right of way across t 


public domain to the extent of one hundred feet in width and the right 
to take materials for construction off the adjacent public land 
granted to it as well— 


Every alternate section of public land, not mineral, designated by odd nun 
bers, to the amount of twenty alternate sections per mile,on each side of sa 
railroad line, as said eompany may adopt, through the Territories of the U: 
States, and ten alternate sections of land per mile on each side of said rail: 
whenever it passes through any State,and whenever, on the line thereof, | 


- . , . . a ‘ | United States have full title, not reserved, sold, granted, or otherwise appr: 
rhe Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider | 


ated, and free from pre-emption or other claims or rights, at the time the 
said road is designated by a plat thereof, filed in the office of the Commiss 


| of the General Land Office.”’ 
railroad and telegraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas | 


Provided, That the price of the lands so forfeited and restored shall be the | 


same as heretofore fixed for the even-numbered sections within said grant. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). 
an amendment to the amendment of the committee ? 

Mr. MORGAN. My amendment is to strike out this amendment 
and part of the text of the bill and substitute other matter. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama to permit the 
committee amendment to be acted on; he can then offer his amendment 


and it will not disturb the harmony of the bill as reported by the com- 
mittee if it should be adopted 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Alabama propose to amend the part of the text of the bill which 
the committee propose to strike out? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
not be received after action on the committee amendment. 
ment of the Senator from Alabama will be stated. 

Mr. MORGAN. I send it to the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK In section 1, line 17, it is proposed to strike out 
all after the word *‘ forfeited.’’ as follows 


Is it 


The amend- 


And the title thereto resumed by the United States, and said lands restored to 
the public domain, and made subject to disposal under the general Jaws of the 
United States as though said grant had never been made 
act shall be construed to recognize the right of said company to any land in the 


Indian Territory, or claim thereto, on condition or otherwise, except the right 
of way and land for stations 


I have an amendment to the first section of the 


| acres. 


Does the amendment of the Senator | 


The line of road from Springfleld, Mo., to San Francisco, the termi 
point now claimed by the company, is about 1,800 miles. It may 
1,900 miles, according to the line which would be ordinarily followed 
the construction of the road. It is sixty-six miles in the State of Mis 
souri, and about four hundred miles in the State of California. The © 
maining portion of the line is in the Indian Territory and the Ternt 
ries of New Mexico and Arizona. 

The total amount of lands, provided the grant should be full- 
is, provided there are public lands along the line of the railroad sutii: 
to satisfy the grant according to the terms—would be about 50,000," 

Up to three years ago the company had constructed the !1 
from Springfield, Mo., to Vinita, in the Indian Territory, a point 
the Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railroad. Since that time it has 
structed from Vinita southwesterly to Tulsa, on the Arkansas R 
some fifty or sixty miles, and has also completed in the neighbor! 
of six hundred miles from Albuquerque, on the Atchison, Topeka 
Santa Fé Railroad, in the Territory of New Mexico, toa place called! 
Needles, in California, on the line between California and Arizona 


| a point on the Southern Pacific Railroad in California. It ha 


Then it is now in order, and it could | 


but nothing in this j 


certified to it by reason of such construction about a million acre= 
land. 

The bill does not propose to take from the railroad company <0) 
affirmatively which it has earned, to use that term in its ordinary + 
nification, by reason of the building of any mile of its railroad, 5 
simply proposes totake from it the lands which it has not earned 
is to say, the lands opposite the uncompleted portions of its line 
cording to the terms of the grant it was required— 

That the said company shall commence the work on said road w 
years from the approval of this act by the President, and shall comp! 
less than fifty miles per year after the second year,and shall constru 
furnish,and complete the main line of the whole road by the 4th da) 

A. D. 1878. 


No portion of this road was completed except that portion trom >pt'4= 
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field to Vinita, in the Indian Territory, prior to the 4th day of July, 1878, 
the date named at the expiration of which the railroad should have 
been completed from Springfield to the Pacific Ocean. All the road 
which has been constructed since that date has been since the time w hen 
hy its terms the grant was subject to forfeiture, that being so much of 
the line as lies between Vinita, In the Indian ferritory, and Tulsa, on 
the Arkansas River, in the Indian Territory, and that portion of the 
line between Albuquerque and the Needles, amounting, as I said, to 
about six hundred and forty miles in length. The remaining portion 
of the line, amounting to some twelve or thirteen hundred miles, not 
only has not been completed, but practically the road has not been defi- 
nitely located over any portion of that line and no work has been done 
upon it of any kind or description whatever. ee 

It was provided also that the road should be built to the Pacific Ocean 
upon the most practicable route, but by some means the company de- 
termined to build to San Francisco, although that was not the nearest 
practicabie point on the Pacific Ocean which could have been reached 
hy the construction of the railroad. It secured the withdrawal of land 
along the line in California from the point at which the road was to 





A ae) 
DOS I 

It has been denied always that this grant covered any land in the 
Indian Territory. A condition of things is now existing in that Terri- 
tory which makes it to my mind certain that within a very short period 
of time some portion at least of the land in that Territory will be open 
to public settlement, and it makes little difference in point of fact 
whether action by Congress declaring the fact of the opening of those 
lands shall precede settlement or follow it, because in the very nature 
of things, judging by what has taken place continuously upon the 
frontier for the last forty years, no considerable body of land which 
can be made subject to the public land laws of the United States by 
action of Congress will remain long in a condition not subject to those 
laws. 

Settlers are, as heretofore they always have been, going out upon the 
frontier. They are crowding upon the arid line. They are all the 
time seeking the good, the valuable, the agricultural lands of the coun- 
try. It has been so long the policy of the Government to open up from 
time to time as the necessities of the situation seemed to require such 


| lands as were subject to its jurisdiction, that it has come to be gen- 


enter the State to San Francisco, upon the theory that that was the | 


nearest practicable point upon the Pacific Ocean to be reached by the 
construction of the road. I do not think there can be any question 
act, and that the company was required to build its line across the 
State of California to the nearest harbor upon the Pacific coast which 
could be reached by the construction of a line not, at least, unusually 
( xpensive. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
to get the record exactly right about this matter, I will read from that 
part of the act which locates the route: 

Beginning at or near the town of Springjield, in the State of Missouri, thence 
to the western boundary line of said State, and thence by the most eligible rail- 
road route, as shall be determined by said company, to a point on the Canadian 
River: thence to the town of Albuquerque, on the River Del Norte, and thence 
by way of the Agua Frio, or other suitable pass, to the headwaters of the Col- 
orado Chiquito, and thence along the thirty-fifth parallel of latitude, as near as 
may be found most suitable for a railway route, to the Colorado River at such 
point as may be selected by said company for crossing; thence by the most 
practicable and eligible route to the Pacific. 

Mr. PLUMB, Yes, I was looking for that portion of the statute 
which the Senator from Alabama has read. 
to have a road constructed substantially upon the thirty-fifth parallel. 
San Francisco is nearly two hundred miles north of that parallel. It 
is on the thirty-eighth parallel. But by some hocus-pocus the land 
was withdrawn in such a way as to permit the railroad company, if it 
could thereby acquire the right, to built to San Francisco and have a 
grant for the entire land to that place. 
in place of building it to San Francisco would shorten the line at least 
one hundred and fifty miles. 

In 1871, by the act of April 20 of that year, Congress passed an act 
wthorizing the Atlantic and Pacitic Company to mortgage its road. 
Under that act the company was authorized— 

To make and issue its bonds in such form and manner, for such sums, pay- 
able at such times, and bearing such rate of interest, and to dispose of them on 
such terms as its directors may deem advisable; and to secure said bonds the 
suid company may mortgage its road, equipment, lands, franchises, privileges, 
and other rights and property, subject to such terms, conditions, and limitations 
as its directors may prescribe. As proof and notice of the legal execution and 
effectual delivery of any mortgage hereafter made by said company, it shall be 
filed and recorded in the office of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That 
if the company shall hereafter suffer any breach of the conditions of the act re- 
ferred to, under which it is organized, the rights of those claiming, under any 
mortgage made by the company to the lands granted to it by said act, shall ex- 
tend only to so much thereof as shall be conterminous with or appertain to that 


part of said road which shall have been constructed at the time of the foreclosure 
of said mortgage. 


that that withdrawal was practically in violation of the terms of the | 


If the Senator from Kansas will allow me, in order | 


The design wasapparently | 


Tobuilt it directly to the Pacitic | 


to continue its construction in any reasonable time. 


From the language of that subsequent act the company draws the con- | 


clusion that any mortgage it may put upon the railroad will be good as 
against any land opposite or conterminous to the constructed portion of the 
railroad up to the time when the mortgagees shall enter suit for the pur- 
pose of foreclosing the mortgage; and that therefore the grant is neces- 
sarily a continuous one—that is to say, it is to extend indefinitely, at 
all events so long as the company continues to construct. ’ 
consideration of that question which determined the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands of the Senate to urge the consideration of this bill as the com- 
pany whose grant should first be forfeited if any forfeiture should take 
place, because of this seeming right reserved to continue the construc- 
tion and the right to mortgage as long as the construction should con- 
tinue unobstructed by act of Congress or other act on the part of the 
Government which should amount to a forfeiture. 

Chere are a number of other considerations which enter into this 
case which it is proper for me to mention at this time, as of importance 
in determining the action of the Senate. A question has always ex- 
isted as to whetherthe grant attached to lands in the Indian Territory. 
lhe word ei Territories ’’ is used in the act, but that word in its ordi- 
nity signification means the organized Territories of the United States, 
Territories with civil jurisdiction, Territories with courts and other 
ee — by Congress, Territories which are in that prepara- 
or amie ive state which leads to the ultimate formation of States 

i ssion into the Federal Union. 


XV—356 


erally understood that wherever there is land which is not occupied, 
which the Government may acquire even though it has not acquired 
it, persons seeking homesteads are privileged to go upon it, and whether 
the action of the Government opening it up precedes or follows that 
settlement is a matter of no consequence, because the action will come 
in time to answer all the practical purposes of those who seek the land. 

Mr. MORGAN. If it will not disturb the Senator, I ask permission 
to read from the grant the portion of it that relates to the topic he is 
now discussing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido. 

Mr. MORGAN. Theconcluding clause of section 2 of the act of July 


27, 1866, is as follows: 


Does the Senator from Kansas yield 


The United States shall extinguish, as rapidly as may be consistent with pub- 
lic policy and the welfare of the Indians, and only by their voluntary cession, the 
Indian title to all lands falling under the operation of this act and acquired in 
the donation to the road named in the act 

Then in section 17 it is provided 


That the said company is authorized to accept to its own use any grant, do- 
nation, loan, power, franchise, aid, or assistance which may be granted to or 
conferred on said company by the Congress of the United States, by the Legisla- 
ture of any State, or by any corporation, Person, or persons, or by any Indian 
tribe or nation through whose reservation the road herein provided for may 
pass: and said corporation is authorized to hold and enjoy any such grant, do- 
nation, loan, power, franchise, aid, or assistance, to its own use, for the purpose 
aforesaid: Provided, That any such grant or donation, power, aid, or assistance 
from any Indian tribe or nation shall be subject to the approval of the President 
of the United States 


Mr. PLUMB. That provision of the charter is one upon which I 
rely for the statement I make as one of belief: that the railroad com- 
pany did not acquire by reason of this act any right in the Indian Ter- 
ritory. The granting act seems to distinguish between the lands which 
the Government of the United States had control over and those which 
were controlled by Indian tribes, and instead of making the grant 
through the lands owned by the Indians it provided simply that the 
railroad company itself might negotiate, which it never has done, with 
the Indians for such cession as it might deem desirable or might be 
able to obtain from them. But even supposing it to be true that the 
railroad company has the right to acquire by building through the In- 
dian Territory the forty sections of land per mile named in the act, 
that is a reason which moved the committee to say that the grant should 
be forfeited. 

In the first place, there is no evidence that the company is proposing 
It has apparently 
exhausted itself in the construction of the line from Albequerque to the 


Needles, a distance of about six hundred miles. It connects on the 


| east with the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad and on the west 


It was a} 


with the Southern Pacific Railroad. Those are two rival companies. 
It is not to the interest of either one of those companies, practically 
speaking, I think, that this railroad should be continued to the Pacific, 
certainly not if it is to be an independent line and carried on in oppo- 
sition to both or either of them. There does not seem to be any reason 
to believe that within a reasonable period of time this railroad is to be 
constructed, at least by those who own it at present. 

There is a large body of land in the Indian Territory not occupied 
by any tribe and not subject to the jurisdiction of any tribe, land to 
which the Government of the United States as I believe has title, sub 
ject, however, to a conditional use which is made the shield or the pre- 
text tor withholding it from settlement. I do not mean to say that it 
is in the power of the Executive to open the land to settlement, be- 
cause I do not know that it is true, but certainly it is land which Con- 
gress may open to settlement, and more than that, it is land which 
Congress will be obliged to open to settlement within a very brief 
period of time. 

If Congress shall open that land to settlement, and if the theory 
which the Senator from Alabama, I think, proceeds upon, that the land 
is subject to the grant be correct, then the moment the land is opened 
to settlement, the last vestige of the Indian title 


being extinguished, 
the grant attaches to these lands. 


They are lands now being sought 
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after by men who seek to make homes upon them, and they are lands 


which will be settled, whether the Government takes action or not, 
within a very brief period of time by men who want homes, and who, 


seeing the lands open and being mindful of the policy of the Govern- 
ment heretofore, 


obtained for irrigation, occasionally places where a man might get » . 
collection of a certain number of cattle and such little agricultur 
might be able to carry on successfully for a livelihood. Undoubted), 
following the same law, the operation of which has been observe 
will go upon them, the Government to the contrary | the States of Kansas and Nebraska, the settlement of the countr 
notwithstanding, if that becomes necessary, in order that they may oc- | in time bring a large portion of it under conditions fit for agricultuy, 
cupy them. Then we shall be brought face to face with a condition of | but the transition is slow and it is expensive to those who undertak, 
things which will require the opening of those lands to settlement; | to conquer nature in those localities, and it will be many years befor, 
and if at that time the burden of this railroad grant has not been re- | anything except the most fitful kind of agriculture could be ex). 
moved the grant will immediately attach, and the railroad company, | to practically result. 
stimulated undoubtedly by the settlers, will proceed to construct their in the State of California west of the Mohave Desert are valleys anq 
road, and will, according to the decisions of the Supreme Court, as we | foot-hills within the limits of the grant, undoubtedly containing ver 
believe them to be, acquire each alternate section through all that sec- | fine bodies of land. A great many settlers have gone upon these lands 
tion of country which will then be occupied by settlers, and undoubt- | in the State of California. The committee have had numerous letters 
edly out of the conflict which will ensue between the railroad company | from such settlers. Many of them were settlers before the lands wer 
and the settlers great difficulty will occur, and the General Govern- | withdrawn, and controversies undoubtedly would arise if the company 
ment will be called upon to settle that difference between the settlers | should now attempt to build a railroad over any portion of that 
who have gone on the lands and the railroad company. When the road approaches San Francisco of course there would be litt) 
In the next place, the grant should be now forfeited because of the | or no land subject to the grant, because of the fact of settlement pri oy 
peculiar provisions of the act of 1871. If it be true, as is contended, | to the location, and because of the fact that large portions of the lands : 
that by that act the grant is extended with the right of the company | were taken up by Spanish and Mexican grants which had a legal ex- 
to go on and construct its road and acquire land until such time as there | istence before the acquisition of California by the United States 
may be a suit brought to foreclose a mortgage upon which default may The lands which the company have earned lie between Albuqueryu 
have been made, then it is proper that Congress should at the earliest | in New Mexico, and the Needles on the line of California and Ar 
possible moment declare the forfeiture in order that no further mort- | They are arid lands in the strongest sense in which that term can 
gages may be issued and that it may beina position to resume control | used. They are lands which the bill does not forfeit or assume t 
of the grant at the earliest possible time. 


dangerous. 





Delays in this case will be | feit. The bill concedes those lands to the company. 
With the forfeiture once declared, no further mortgage | 
could be issted upon the land and no further road would be constructed. 
If we delay until circumstances shall seem to favor it, until other por- 
tions of the line shall be settled up, and then the construction goes on, : 
mortgages of course would continue with the construction and each one | quired, only about a million acres have been certified; but the amount 
of the mortgages would be a lien upon the land, and the Government | which the railroad company have earned, which they would be entit 
could not, in view of the act of 1371, probably defeat the lien upon the | to receive patents for and have surveyed if the bill should pass 
land opposite the constructed portion of the road. ported, will be about fifteen orsixteen million acres. The remainder 
Mr. GEORGE. May I ask the Senator a question? Does the mort- | the grant, about thirty-five million acres, would be forfeited by the | 
gage now extend beyond the lands which lie along the completed por- Mr. WILLIAMS. Where does that land lie? 
tion of the road ? Mr. PLUMB. That land lies in the Indian Territory and in t 
Mr. PLUMB. It does not. The company which has built the rail- | strip of public land which lies between the Panhandle of Texas 
road is composed of gentlemen of experience in railroad building, men | the south and the States of Kansas and Colorado on the north, in the 
of capital and men of good reputation. I have no doubt that so far as | Territory of New Mexico to Albuquerque, and in the State of | 
they have gone they have acted in good faith—that is to say, they have | fornia west of the point of junction at the Needles. 
acted in good faith in the belief that the grant wasa continuous grant, Mr. BLAIR. Iam not sure that I quite understand the stat: 
and that for every mile of railroad they should build they would ac- as to the amount of earned and unearned land. 
quire forty sections of land from the public domain along the line of | Mr. PLUMB. The amountof earned land is about 15,000,000 acres 
the constructed road. They chose in building the line, however, in | The amount of unearned land would be about 35,000,000 acres; but 
their last construction to build from a point on the Atchison, Topeka | is only fairto say that that goes upon the supposition that the compa: 
and Santa Fé Road, an apparently rival corporation, across to a con- | would get all the lands to which they are nominally entitled. — Pro! 
nection with the Southern Pacific Railroad, another apparently rival | the entire forfeiture would not amount to more than 25,000,000 acres 
corporation, and rather than extend the line through the Indian Ter-| Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator state the reason why the bill does: 
ritory, making a continuous line from Springfield, Mo., west. There | cover the entire amount to which they are nominally entitled 
is between the western portion of their main line and Albuquerque, | Mr. PLUMB. Simply because the lands have been heretofore tak 
where they For instance in the State of California the lands had been taken uj 


y resumed the construction, a break of about six hundred 
miles. That is throngha section of country all of which, except about | Spanish grants and lands had been taken up by settlers prior to t 
location of the line. 


one hundred and fifty miles, is what is called arid land. 
It is a country that does not now present any inviting features for Mr. BLAIR. How as to indemnity limits? 

railroad investment. It is a country which has no settlement, and be-| Mr. PLUMB. The indemnity limits would of course add somet! , 

ing largely in the Indian Territory is without the possibility of present | to what otherwise would be obtained, but not enough to probably bring } 

settlement. Beyond the line of the Indian Territory it is a country | the amount over 25,000,000 acres, and of those at least six or st 

fitted only for grazing, except ina very small measure. There is no | million are in the Mohave desert. 

local business, therefore, along this projected line of road, and the build- | The bill was presented by the committee as the one whicli s! 

ing of the railroad would make very little more. In the State of Cal- | be first considered by the Senate for another reason. At a some 

ifornia, beyond the point of intersection with the Southern Pacific Rail- | early stage of the proceedings upon these bills the committee deter- 

road westward, the line crosses what is called the Mohave Desert for | mined that it would not, unless instructed by the Senate, recommen 

probably one hundred and twenty-five miles. I am not certain but | the forfeiture of earned lands. I do not know whether I can sat 

that there are one hundred and fifty miles of that character of country speak of what has heretofore occurred in the House of Revresentatives 

between the Needles and the nearest point at which agricultural land | but instead of referring in the asual way to what has happened 

or land fitted for settlement can be reached. That country is fit for | another place, I can speak at least of what oecurred in the Com! 


They are hig 
table-lands, usually covered with a thin growth of grammaor mesquit 
| grass, with occasional springs, with very few streams, and, except 
| very rare instances, fit for nothing but grazing. Of these lands, in 

| nection with the lands in the State of Missouri which the company 


is re 





nothing; a bird cannot live upon it; nobody can settle there. No in- | on Public Lands of the other House. The Public Lands Committ ; 
ducement whatever exists to build a line of railroad there. | the House seem to have adopted a different plan and the Public Lancs ; 
The undertaking of building this line in the way in which it was | Committee of the Senate waited until a recent period for the purpos e 
built seems tome to have been practically without head or tail, except | of ascertaining whether there was likely to be any harmony o! act 7 
it was designed, in connection with the two lines already existing, to between the two committees representing the two bodies upon thls 
make a shorter route which would accommodate both of them. In | portant question. ' . 
other words, it is difficult to conceive that any one who expected to| The bill which is under consideration now came trom the H , : 
invest his own money or to get a reasonably credulous public to put | but after a similar bill had been reported from the Senate commu! : 
money into his lands for investment, should have calculated the build- | and placed upon the Senate Calendar. This bill the House and ~ 


ing of a line from Vinita, in the Indian Territory, across the Indian 
Territory, across the Territory of New Mexico, the Territory of Arizona, 
and the Mohave Desert, on the Pacific coast, with any expectation of 
a return withinany reasonable period of time. My own belief is that 


there is no reasonable expectation that within the lifetime of any per- 
son now 


ate committees agree upon—thatis, they agree as to the extentt 
the forfeiture should go. They have differed only as to the pr ' 
the lands to be forfeited apd the price of the lands which the Go B 
ment before owned within the limits of the railroad grant. 1! 

as it came from the House proposed to fix a price of one dollar 

living any considerable part of the unconstructed portion of | quarter an acre on the lands to be forfeited, while the sections 

the line will be constructed. There are occasionally along the line of | ing which were not forfeited, which were Government property, ™ 

read beyond what is known as Oklahoma, in the Indian Territory, | having been granted, were to remain at the old price of two dollars a 

favorable locations for ranches, occasionally places where water may be | a half an acre. 
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The Senate committee have fixed a uniform price of $2.50 an acre, be- | acre, and I will show why ina moment. The second section proposes 

sce it was necessary to have a uniform price, as we thought, and, | to repeal the act of March 3, 1875, entitled “An act for the relief ot 
ag ext place, as a great many lands have been acquired within the | settlers within railroad limits.’’ Now, what is that act? That act 
0 eS ee by settlers and others at two dollars and a half an acre, | provides that when a settler goes within the limits of railroad lands 
it was feared that if the price was now reduced to a dollar and a quar- | and takes up eighty acres of land and the lands adjoining the railroad 
¥ ran acre, those settlers would come in and say they were entitled to are forfeited, he shall have the right w ithout additional cost of enter- 
he made good for the excess which they had paid for their land over a | ing as much more land without paying a cent for it, as he has already 
dollar and a quarter an acre, and thereby bring forward a large number entered, and for which he has paid two dollars and a half an acre. 
of claims against the Government, theadjustment of which would un- Phat equalizes the thing in the end. If he has bought one hundred 
doubtedly at some time be attempted and it would be attended with and sixty acres at two dollars and a halt an acre and the land is for- 
verv large expense. But the homestead law, which gives to every man feited and thrown back into the public domain, he is allowed to enter 
who settles on the public domain, who possesses certain qualifications, | one hundred and sixty acres more land without paying a dollar for it, 
one hundred and sixty acres of land in consideration of living upon the | and of course it makes the whole of his land cost him a dollar and a 
land five years, is left in full force and effect, so that all the lands to | quarter an acre. 
he forfeited as well as all those which were before the property of the | But the bill proposes to repeal that law. Why do you propose to 
Government in the granted limits are subject to the homestead laws, | put up these lands to two dollars and a half an acre? The effect will 
and to entry and settlement without price. be to keep them from settlement forever. I should like to know w ho 

The Senator from Alabama has proposed an amendment which sends is going to be benefited ? The policy of the Government is to induc e 
the question of the forfeiture, the extent of it, the relative rights of settlement into that part of the country and not to keep it a w ilder- 
the Government and of the railroad company and of any person who | ness still. Who is going there to buy land at two dollars and a half an 
may have settled within the limits of the grant, to the courts for ad- | acre when he can buy land equally as good elsewhere at a dollar and a 


‘ustment. 1 do not myself regard that as necessary or under the cir- | quarter ? . 
‘cumstances wise. I do not believe the railroad company has any right I have heard it suggested that there are great cattle ranges along the 


whatever beyond the line of the constructed road which we can not | line of this road, and that the owners of the cattle are anxious to keep 
take away at will. Just about six years have elapsed since the date | settlers out of that country so that they may have a perpetual grazing 
fixed in the charter within which the railroad was to have been com- | ground for their herds that now roam over a thousand hills. I do not 
pleted. Something over six hundred miles of road have been con- know it to be the fact, but it seems to me that if the land is turned 
structed since that time. Following the decision of the Supreme Court | back into the public domain, it should be turned back at the minimum 
of the United States in the case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman the com- | price and not at the maximum price of $2.50 an acre. 
mittee have not sought to disturb the lands along the line of the com- I should like to understand something about this measure before I 
pleted road, but we believe that the right and the power and the duty | vote upon it. I desire to do what is right, but it does seem to me that 
of Congress is evident and plain to now resume in behalf of the United | we should not put this land up to two dollars and a half an acre instead 
States Government all the lands which lie conterminous with the un- | of putting it down toa dollar and a quarter, or even less, for we all 
completed portion of the railroad, and that the railroad company itself | know that the railroad company has been offering land for 50 cents an 
is not in a condition to interpose any objection or to assert any right | acre. When we charge settlers two dollars and a half the only effect 
against the Government by reason of its action for the purpose of open- | will be to make it a grazing ground for the benefit of cattle syndicates 
ing up these lands to settlement now. They are the men to be benefited, and not the poor. The policy of the 

To prevent’complications that may arise in the Indian Territory and | Government has been to keep the public land so as to provide homes 
settlement there by reason of the fact that the railroad if it is to be | for the homeless, and not to furnish grazing ground for great cattle 
built will not be a competing line as originally intended to be, and will | syndicates. . 
therefore not perform the useful purpose for which it was contemplated, | Mr. PLUMB. I think the Senator from Kentucky is not so thorough! 
and for other reasons which are manifest, the committee believe that it | posted as he ought to be about this question or he would see that the 

! 
| 


isnot necessary or desirable tosend this case to the courts for adjudication. | amendment of the committee is directly against the cattle-men. The 
There is no class of cases, so far as I am advised, along the line of the | frauds that have been committed under the shelter of what is known 
road in which interests have grown up which require adjudication ex- | as the pre-emption law have been chiefly by that class of men. A man 
cept they may be those of the railroad company, and as I have stated | desiring a cattle range goes into a section of country with his herds 
I do not believe the railroad company has any rights to assert against | and his cowboys and he locates them upon different quarter-sections of 
the Government. Therefore there is no complexity which requires | public land as pre-emptioners, and they buy the land at a dollar and 
judicial determination. It is, I believe, a plain question between the | @ quarter an acre and then deed it to him. By means of that fraud 
railroad company which has forfeited the grant by reason of the failure | upon the pre-emption law large bodies of land have been bought by 
to build, and the General Government which made the grant and which | the very class of men the Senator from Kentucky now berates. My 
by reason of its having made it, and having made it upon conditions | own belief is that the pre-emption law ought to be repealed and there 
which have been forfeited, has a right now to step in and say that it | ought to be no public land hereafter ever sold to any man for money, 
vill not permit any further construction, but will take away the lands | at least no acre of land which may either now be fit for settlement or 
which have not been earned by the construction of the road. which there may be any expectation that it will be fit for settlement in 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the | the generation yet to come. 

Senator from Alabama was a very voluminous one and there was aj} Asastep in that direction the committee said simply: ‘‘ We will 
great deal of noise in the Senate when it was being read, so that Icould | not permit these lands to be sold to speculators at a dollar and a quarter 
not hear it distinctly; but it struck me that it was merely providing | an acre; we will preserve them for the homesteaders.’’ Let the man 
proper legal tribunals to settle and test the equitable rights of all par- | who puts his family upon them, who lives there five years, and who 
hes growing out of the forfeiture of this land grant. I do not rise to | has lived there five years to acquire title (and if he intends to make a 
speak upon that amendment, for I shall have to examine it more thor- | home it is indifferent to him whether he lives there five years or fifty 
oughly before making up my own mind as to how I shall vote uponit. | years because he expects to live there all his life), have the title, but 
I rise to ask information from the committee upon a point embraced | put up the price to the man who would obtain it for speculative pur- 
in the bill as reported bythem. I desire to know why the lands which poses at two dollars and a half. It only lacks one step of going as 


it 1s proposed to turn back into the public domain should be still held | far as I want to, and that step is to wipe out the pre-emption law alto- 


at two dollars and a half an acre. I can see no reason for it. It isan | gether and subject lands to the homestead law. Then the cattle-men 
unusual provision to make upon the forfeiture of lands and their return | and the speculators could not gain the land at all. As it is now the 
to the public domain. I have heard no satisfactory explanation given | pre-emption law is used as a shelter largely for speculation, while the 


ot that. t does seem to me that instead of being fixed at two dollars | homestead law practically can not be so used. 
and a half, they opght to be put at the low minimum of one dollar and Mr. WILLIAMS. That is exactly what I complainof. These men 


# quarter an acre fo compensate the settler in some degree for the dis- | do not want to own these lands themselves and they do not want other 
appointment he has been led into because of settling there with the ex- | people to take them up. They want them to remain « ternally in the 





pectation of the building of arailroad which has failed to be constructed. | public domain. Their herdsmen and their cattle-boys have gone along 
Mr. PLUMB. The settler can get the lands now for nothing by | the line, which, you will observe by the map, runs along the Canadian 

simply entering them under the homestead law. tiver. They have already taken up all the water of the country, and 
Mr. WILLIAMS. But only a small portion. they want to keep the country on both sides forever in the public do- 
Mr. PLUMB. He can get just asmuch under the homestead law as | main so that they may have grazing grounds for their cattle. They 

ander the pre-emption law. have already taken up all the water and they do not intend ever either 
Mr. WILLIAMS. But if he enters the land you propose to make | to buy or enter the lands. 

him pay two dollars and a half. Mr. PLUMB. But those lands are all subject to entry by any home- 
air. PLUMB. But instead of that he may not enter them; he may | steader. The Senator himself, if he felt so disposed, might go and 

7 on lands simply by continuing to live on them for five years. | take up a quarter-section of land right in the middle of one of those 
= PRAM. Suppose he should buy ? we ranges, 
Mr wr MB. Then we propose that he shall pay $2.50 an acre. Mr. WILLIAMS. It would be of very little use if they would have 
“ir, WILLIAMS. I say he should be only required to pay $1.25an | all the water and if I did not have any. 
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Mr. PLUMB. They are not near the water. In the first place, in 
the section the Senator speaks of, the land along the Canadian Riveris 
not subject to entry; he can not acquire title toit. Now, if it isthrown 
open to pre-emption those people are there on the spot and they will 
buy it ata dollar anda quarter an acre, and the homesteader can not 
get an acre ot it 

In regard to the second section of the bill, which the Senator speaks 
of, that is a section which repeals a law, and probably there is no worse 
law on the statute-book. Any man who has gone within the railroad 
limits and paid two dollars and a half an acre for a piece of land if the 
railroad grant is forfeited then is entitled to take out floating scrip, 
which he can locate upon any quarter-section of land that the Govern- 
ment owns anywhere, and that scrip, or similar scrip, is worth now in 
the market from $12 to $15, and even as high as $30 an acre, because it 
is a land-warrant or land-scrip which can be located without settlement; 
and so every man who has got a quarter-section of land can exchange his 
piece of scrip for another, sell it to somebody else, who will sell it to 
somebody else; and in that way the public lands will be absorbed by 
speculators 
a worse kind than any railroad grant could possibly be a very large 
area and the very best portion of the entire public domain. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Here is the law; I will read it. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. With the permission of the Senator from 
Kentucky, I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas a question for 
information. He speaks of the lands open to purchase under the pre- 
emption law as taken up by speculators. I desire to know from him, 
as the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, how far that right 
of purchase extends. 

Mr. PLUMB. No. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
lation. ° 

Mr. PLUMB. That results in this way: A man who has a dozen 
men in his employ—I speak of that which has been continuously done 
in regard to large bodies of the public lands—locates each one of them 
on a quarter-section; they enter it and in turn convey it to him. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Thatis an evasion of the law. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is an evasion of the law, but it is done, and it 
is notonly done, but it is done in such a way as to cause the Govern- 
ment to part with itstitle practically for speculation. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. My recollection was—but I thought pos- 
sibly there might have been some change in the law—that purchases 
under the pre-emption law could not exceed to one individual more than 
one hundred and sixty acres. 

Mr. PLUMB. No pre-emptor can acquire more than one hundred and 
sixty acres, but many pre-emptioners may deed to one man what each 
one has pre-empted, and that has been done, and is the reason why the 
Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior have for a numberof years 
recommended the repeal of the pre-emption law, because it is made use 
of as a cover for speculation in the public domain. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, I propose to read this section from the act 
of March 3, 1875, entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of settlers within rail- 
road limits:’’ 


There is not much margin then for specu- 


That where any actual settler who shall have paid for any lands situate within 
the limits of any grant of lands by Congress to aid in the construction of any 
railroad, the price of such lands being fixed by law at double minimum rates, 
and such railroad lands having been forfeited to the United States and restored 
to the public domain for failure to build such railroad,such person or persons 
shall have the right to locate, on any unoccupied lands, an amount equal to their 
original entry, without further cost 


Why should they not be allowed? They paid double the minimum 
price established by law for these lands in consequence of the expected 
building of the railroad, and it has failed. Then, instead ef returning 
them their money, why not reimburse them by allowing them to enter 
an equal amount of Government land ? 
that the chief objection is that it will dissatisfy men who have already 
bought land at $2.50 an acre to come in and have land at a dollar and 
aquarter. ladmit it will dissatisfy them if you repeal this act for the 
relief of settlers within railroad limits, approved March 3, 1875. It 
will unquestionably dissatisfy them. But let the act stand and it will 
not. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should think not. You take $2.50 an acre from a 
man for land, and then you give him in lieu of that a piece of scrip 
which is worth eight times what his land cost him. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I should like to know how the scrip is worth 
more than the land that corresponds to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
States, and scrip possessing a similar qualification has been sold in this 
town as high as $30 an acre in the last six months, and is now selling 
regularly at $15. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
warrant. 

Mr. PLUMB. Undoubtedly it has. 
only be located on surveyed lands. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This is on “any occupied land.”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. Including unsurveyed lands. 
only be located on surveyed lands. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is apparent that the object of this law was to 


It hasno more advantages than a soldiers’ land- 


Not to repeal that would be to open up to speculation of 


Does it go beyond one hundred and sixty acres ? | tion of the forfeiture of land grants. 


The land-warrants can | the forfeiture ought to be granted or not, and, if granted, upon what 





protect a man against the failure of the building of the railroad. There 
can be no sort of question about that. The Government undertak: sto 
compensate itself for giving the alternate sections to the constructio, 
of the railroad by enhancing the price of the land to be put upon the 
market; doubling the price upon the supposition that the buildi; 
the railroad will double the valueof theland. Weshould reimburse th, 
actual settler, and allow him to enter without any further cost a, 
amount of land equal to the number of acres which he paid $2.50 ; - 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, Iam informed that the United States 
have made over one hundred land grants to different railways 
military roads, and canals in this country, avery large number of w) 
are perhaps open to some attack on the part of the Government, 4 
number of bills are pending now in the Senate and before the Com) 
tee on Public Lands of the Senate, and some I believe before th: 
ciary Committee, involving the question of the rightand power of | 
gress to declare forfeituresof lands so granted. These bills on th: 
of the Committee on Public Lands have received almost exc!usiv: 
sideration since the meeting of the Senate in December. 

We have listened to arguments until as late as 2 o'clock at nig 
we have called quite a number of extraordinary mectings of the co 
mittee for the purpose of hearing arguments pro and con; we have 1 
ceived briefs in large numbers, and from some of the ablest counse! 
the United States, some of whom have been eminent judges on the 
bench, men largely experienced in law and in public affairs of « 
kind. I suppose there was never a subject upon which there was so 
great a contrariety of opinion among lawyers as has been expresse: 
regard to the power of the United States Government in the de 


The common law-books of law and equity, the reports, and the el 
mentary authors have been searched and ransacked for precedents 
every kind. They have all been produced I think without any omi 
sion. Thestatutory course pursued by other governments, especia 
the Government of Great Britain, in the forfeiture of lands to the ( 
in consequence of political disturbances there, have been brought t 
attention, and the subject has been argued and debated unti! we 
ascertained at least one thing about it, and that is that, with the ex 
ception of the caseof Schulenberg vs. Harriman, there is no adjudi 
case Which can be claimed to be an authority on the subject ot 
powers, duties, and rights as a legislative body in dealing with this ver 
delicate and involved subject. ‘lhere are some other authorities fo 
ing that and some preceding it which throw light to a greater 
degree upon it, but the case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman is the one t 
is considered on all hands as being the leading authority, excep 
some of the lawyers dispute that that is an authority to the extent 1 


others claim it to be, because they say that a portion of that de 
obiter dictum, 


The facts in regard to each of these land grants differ; the provisions 
of the statute law in respect of each of them are varied and someti! 
very widely different. So that each separate grant brings up a sepa! 
field of controversy and presents questions which are new to that 
Within these various fields of controversy the questions are almost 
numerable; questions of the powers of the law courts, the powers of t 
equity courts, the duty of Congress to enforce the technical and 
rights of the Government of the United States on the one hand and 
duty to yield to the persuasive influence of strong equities upon t 
other. If the Senate of the United States were a body of lawyersea 


| informed as fully as we might suppose a judge of the Supreme Court 


My friend from Kansas says | 


| been brought to their attention. 


ought to be upon questions of law, this body would still have great dit 
culty in arriving at a satisfactory conclusion upon all of these various 
questions of law. 

Now, sir, when you come to consider that there is a vast mass of 
facts presented in these cases, very few of which are admitted, almost 
all of them in disputation, you can gather an idea of the difficulties 
that the Committee on Public Lands have had in trying to come to 4 
satisfactory conclusion in respect of each and all the subjects that ! 
We have not had the powers o! 4 
court to call witnesses before us and examine them, conclude the tes 
timony at acertain time, and ascertain the state of facts upon wh 
our adjudication was to be pronounced. On the contrary, if we had had 
the time to do this, and the authority of the Senate to do it, and hac 


| chosen to involve the country in so great an expensé as it would ! 


| resulted in, we should not have had the physical capacity in the time 


| 
| 


alloted to us to ascertain and determine the facts in dispute betwee" 


| these litigating parties, for they are really litigating parties. 1» ' 


It can be located on any public land of the United | absence of such opportunity on our part we have had to take stat 


ments and suggestions which often contradict each other. 

Now we come before the Senate of the United States with our ™ 
ports, and what are they based upon? As to the facts, they are base" 
upon the declarations made by counsel, or interested agents, and nev 


| by sworn witnesses, but always by parties in interest; and we are ‘e!' 
A soldier’s land-warrant can | 


when we come from the committee-room to make our report with 


confused, indefinite, and uncertain idea of the facts of the case. 1°" 


| 


we are asked to pronounce a judgment upon those facts as to whether 


terms or conditions, or to what extent it ought,to be granted; and \ ; 
bring our report in here, deciding the case fully, and when present 
, 


A 





> 
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t is nothing more than our opinion upon the rights of the parties pro | and so it becomes very important. When the crown has gr-nted land 
] is : ee rr . . . . . 7 . - , 
: ‘on, as the case may be. The committee, I believe, has never been | in England subject to be defeated by the breach of a cone .tion subse- 


and 
ana 


unanimous in any single report. — The opinions of the Senators upon | quent, the crown asserts its authority, in case it may sup ose that the 
+ e committee, first on the law of the case and then on the facts of the | land reverts in consequence of the breach of the condition, by the issue 
ie. are widely divergent. = _| of a writ called a prerogative writ, which issues directly ' com the king 

fhe question that 1 have to put to the Senate in this condition of | and it is directed to a coroner or to some other lawful officer. rhe 


fairs is this: Are you in a condition to pronounce a conclusive judi- | coroner is the person who generally executesit. He is directed to sum 
ial sentence upon the rights of parties thus presented for your consid- | mon a jury, which may be a jury of twelve or more men as the coronet 
eration? I maintain that we arenot. I would hesitate if the Senate | may see proper to designate, and that jury when brought together have 
were acting as an appellate court, as the British House of Lords act upon | the facts of the case laid before them, and they determine ex parte upon 
a record sent up by an appeal from an inferior court, to pronounce an | the evidence presented, but in a judicial way, whether or not the lands 
opinion upon so grave a question as that which is presented in this bill | are forfeited to the crown. That involves, of course, an inquiry of 
in the short time allowed us. This is the first time that any such | fact. The coroner reports that finding back as a verdict from that jury, 
question has been before the Senate since I have been here, now eight | and the law gives to it all the qualities of a judicial proceeding. There- 
vears, and I believe the first that has been before this body at any | upon the crown enters not by taking actual pedis possessio, but enters 
time. I would hesitate if we had a record to act upon to pronounce an | by force of the law, which carries the possession with the title which 
opinion within the time that can now be given us tor the consideration | is thus ascertained by the jury to have reverted to the crown. 
ot the question of law arising upon the facts stated in that record. That is the mere initiation of a proceeding on the part of the govern- 
Much more am I unwilling to take final and conclusive action in so} ment for the purpose of recovering lands which were supposed to be 
yreat a matter or to ask the Senate to do itwhen 1 can not state in any | forfeited to the crown by reason of the breach of a condition subsequent. 
authentic way what are the established facts. A private individual who has made a grant of land is not required to 
Here is a grant of land in which the Senator from Kansas informs | go through with this formality in order to recover his lands when the 
us that there are more than 20,000,000 acres claimed by the Govern- | condition of the grant is broken. He must, however, make a personal 
ment as being forfeited, the titles having been lost by the laches of the | entry upon the land by himself or his agent so as to acquire actual pos- 
railroad company. That isan enormous amount of property, and its | session and unite it with his estate, which he has regained, as he asserts, 
present value is sufficient to startle us with the importance of this sub- | because of the breach of the condition of the grant and its consequent 
ject, but its prospective value is something that is almost incalculable, | reversion to him. There is the difference between the proceeding by 
for it traverses a great mining region as well as a great agricultural and | the Government and the proceeding by individuals under the English 
yrazingecountry. Therefore the questions thatare presented to theSen- | law. 
ate upon this bill are of the very highest importance, not only in respect When the Government enters, what is the nextstep ? In England the 
of the nature of the questions themselves and the novelty of the action | citizen has what is called the petition of right, which is a suit against 
that we are called upon to take, but also in respect to the great amount | the crown. Our citizens have not got that right. What is the peti 
of property involved. tion of right? Itis a petition filed by the citizens against the crown 
| have been able on my part to come to one safe conclusion, andthat | and allowed by the crown, upon whicha juryis called. A court takes 
is that it is the duty of the Congress of the United States in this case | jurisdiction, and right of that citizen to that property is determined in 
to declare that what are called the unearned lands of this railroad cor- | that petition of right, reaching back through the adverse verdict of the 
poration are forfeited; but 1 am not willing to go beyond that declara- | coroner’s jury to the original question, and the right of the citizen if 
tion, and to assume the right to decide conclusively that the vote that | the petition is found to be true is stronger than the claim of the crown 
we shall give declaring this forfeiture shall ipso facto operate to transfer | itself, and he is admitted to the poss@ssion of his land. 
the title from the railroad company, or its mortgagees, or persons claim- | When the citizen, after this finding of the coroner’s jury and the 
ing under it, to the Government of the United States, denying to these | judgment thereon, which is called ‘‘ office found,’’ brings his petition 
claimants at the same time the opportunity of impeaching our action, | of right, for the purpose of inquiring into his title as between him and 
if they are able to do it upon constitutional grounds in the courts of | the crown, as I have stated already, the inquiry goes back to the orig 
the country. | of the title, and the court can set aside the finding of the coroner’s jury, 
I can not get my consent to give a vote to take from any person | canset aside every demand made by the crown and determine that that 
property that he claims, unless we give to him at the same time the | citizen has a better right to that land than the crown has. 
right and privilege of questioning my power and authority to do soina| Now, let me ask Senators whether there is any provision of that sort 
court, for if we do that we assume to ourselves a part of the judicial | in the laws ofthe United States? We have no law here that authorizes 
functions not given to Congress by the Constitution and invade the right- | a citizen to go into court and sue the Government of the United States 
ful authority of one of the co-ordinate departments of this Government | by petition of right or by any proceeding of that character. No man 
at the expense of private rights. | can sue the Government of the United States in this country except he 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to | does it by virtue of express statutory authority. He must produce a 
make a suggestion? 


Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 


n 


statute upon which he predicates his right to come into court and make 
any complaint against the Government of the United States 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. Speaking about the title, ask for informa-| We have instituted a Court of Claims, and authorized our people to 
tion if any title is transferred in cases of this kind except as the road is | sue the Government there, and in some other cases we have passed laws 
completed? The title really is in the Government until then. to authorize the people to sue the Govefnment of the United States; 


Mr. MORGAN. The case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman is a direct de- | but we have no right of the citizen in this country at all analogous to 
cision to the contrary. That is all l wish to sayabout that. The title | the petition of right in Great Britain. Hence when the Government 
iswith the company. The act granting the land transferred it in pra- | of the United States asserts and declares by act of Congress a forfeiture 
senti, and it is subject only to forfeiture for breach of condition sub- | of land, unless we provide by statute so that the citizen can come in 
sequent, * That is really the only practical point that is decided, as far | and inquire into our authority and power to do that thing, that citizen 
as I am able to say, by the Supreme Court of the United States in any | has the doors of justice shut in his face beyond remedy, and we in doing 
of these cases. That is the nature of the title held by the corporation, | this violate the Constitution of the country because we take the man’s 
a title in fee, the operative words of the statute granting it in presenti, | property or what he honestly claims to be his property, without due 
subject to forfeiture for the breach of condition-subsequent, expressed | course of law. That is the difficulty in which we involve ourselves and 
in the grant and attached to the estate. And the enforcement of this | the people when we take away their rights by acts of Congress, and 
condition is the only power reserved to the United States, except the | give them no remedy. 
power to alter, amend, or repeal the act. 

Mr. President, it is I think unfortunate for us that we have no sys- | a railroad land grant and we proceed further in pursuance of that de- 
tem of statutory law granting to the United States courts jurisdiction | claration to resume the title and the possession of that land to the Gov- 
to declare forfeitures of the public land grants made upon condi- | ernment, extending to our citizens no right to be heard, to present 
t In that respect our Government is not well supplied with statu- | their petitions of right against us, or to assert in any form their claims, 


L10n, 
tory ‘aw. Our judicial tribunals are not fully equipped with power. | we take from them what they claim at least to be their rights and we 


‘tis not so in England. There, growing up under the common law, | deny them all remedy. I can not do that. When I was sent to the 
Which has been aided by statute, there is a proceeding by a preroga- | Senate of the United States I was not commissioned as a judge. 

live writ for the purpose of determining a question of the forfeiture of If I had been commissioned as a judge I would have been sworn in 
‘town lands, granted to individuals or corporations. In this country | connection with my commission that I should hear both sides and ren- 
Wwe have no prerogative writ because we have no power that can exer- | der justice according to law and equity. Therefore I can not perform 


“ise prerogative, so that in deriving the powers of the Government of | an act which has the effect of depriving a man of that which he claims 
Great Britain in any respect through the common Jaw into the bands | without giving him an opportunity of going into a court 


na meal r 
i ana MAKI 
“’ Ourown government we do not take the prerogative writ; we have | good his assertions if he wants to do it. I can not exonerate myself 
no owinl authority in the United States ads quate to its exercise. either in my own conscience or before the world in doing an act of that 
‘He process in England of having a forfeiture of lands declared in | kind 


al i 


‘avor of the crown is one of extreme interest to us at this moment ot private citizen if I had the power to wrest a man’s property tf 
‘ | 


from him 
ume. It is the only analogous case with which we can compare our | and put him in a condition where he could never assert his rights 
OWD inst } 


tutions, our own situation, and the rights of our own citizens, | It has seemed to me in view of this brief statement and without retfer- 


+ eer 


In the present state of the law, if we simply declare the forfeiture of 


s a Senator of the United States, any more than | could do it asa 
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ence to the support which is given to it by the opinions of all the great 

ters upon public law in this and in other countries, that the duty 
is a palpable one, whene the Congress of the United States makes a 
declaration by law which a citizen of the United States asserts is an 
i 1 of his nights of property, to give that man an opportunity to 
he heard inacourt of justice. You can not pass this bill, Mr. President, 

the form in which it is reported from our committee and give no 

nedy to the railroad company or to any of the claimants under it, 
m 


irtgagees or whateverthey may be, without destroying an honest prop- 
erty to the extent of millions of dollars. It makes no difference to me 
unor may be, whether it comes trom Democratic or from 
Republican quarters, from Senators or lobbyists, or from people who 
want ft ] the lands or people who do not want to settle there. 


ie 


what the cl 


© settie on 


I care not from what source the clamor comes or how loud it may be, I 
for one will try to observe my equanimity and respect the duties of my 
position so far at least as not to do a rash act of injustice against any 


man and then deny to him access to the courts to inquire into the au- | 


hy 
ry 


thority which I do it I can not go to that extent. 


I beg leave to remark just here that the American people 


are very 
much s 


ibject to agitation, as much so perhaps as any people, and in 
tement of a popular agitation upon any question it behooves 


the men whose position requires of them sobriety of judgment and dis- 
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JUNE 27. 
assert our right perhaps nobody could have disputed the power of Con. 4 
gress then to declare the forfeiture. Fy 
We have waited now for six years after that period has expired wit} x 
out ever having taken any action to indicate a purpose on our part that Ee 
we intended to claim this forfeiture; and during that period of wait; > 


after three years had elapsed from the 4th day of July, 1868, we p seed } 
a law in fall view of all that had been done, in full view of 

rights of forfeiture that we had aright to claim, of all the delinguer 
and derelictions of this company that are asserted against it as | i 
existed prior to the early part of January, 1871, we then passed a Ja a 
thorizing this railroad company to mortgage all of its property for + 
purpose of getting money to build the road to the Pacitic © 


Now, it is claimed on the part of the railroad company that in ¢ ’ 
them authority to make a mortgage on all their estates and franc] 


to raise money to build the road, the Government of the United st 
waived its right of forfeiture, all at least that existed at tl 

Is that a good claim or is it a bad one? If I were to ask thi 
able Senate to rise and vote upon it there would be a division of 0) 
here. I for one, notwithstanding the old saw that 
against the Government, believe that a government can be just 
estopped at law and in equity as a private man when it puts its 
the attitude of a private contractor with another party, and tl 
attitude the Government assumed here 
from its high pedestal of sovereig 


‘+ 


} 


no estoprm 


The Government steps 
n power when it makes a contr 
ig of mutual terms with itscitizen, takes him by the hand 
strike a bargain, and from that time forward that government 
spects that bargain, yields its sovereignty as to him and it is bour 
its contract. So said the Supreme Court in this case of the U1 


| Central Pacific Railroad Companies. 


cretion in council that they should stop and consider the ground over 
which they are going more carefully in times of excitement than when | 
‘ ryt s cool and quiet. Now is the time for the Senate of the 
(‘nited States to pronounce a true and i:upartial judgment in this case, 
first as to the extent of its own powers, and next upon the rights of 
those persons who claim these lands against the Government of the 
United States 

Chis subject has been before the Judiciary Committee of the Senate 
in Various forms at various times. That honorable committee have 
considered it completely, and in looking over their reports I have ob- 
served that they have never brought a report in here which violates 
the principles [I am now advocating. They have never given their 


sanction to a bill which undertook to decide first upon the extent of 
our authority, andthen upon the right of a claimant either under or 
against the Government of the United States without giving an oppor- 
tunity to the claimant to go into a court to be heard. 

Mr. President, lawyers in this body differ, of course honestly, in 
f the extent to which we can make a declaration of forfeiture 


respect ol 
I 
operative upon a title held by this railroad company. In Schulenberg 


| to make the mortgage to build the rest: 


} 


vs. Harriman the Supreme Court of the United States have declared | 


that a title in the very words I believe, at least substantially in the 
very words, of the grant made in this case is a grant of a fee-simple 
title to the railroad company, which if undisturbed by the action of 
the Government of the United States is as good a title to lands as ever 
was covered by a patent issued from the Land Office, a perfect title as 
to everybody in the world except the Government of the United States. 
There is not any human being on this earth to-day who can go into a 
Federal court or any court, I care not how he may get his title, and 
assert it with effect against that which is granted in the act to this rail- 
road company, until he has first obtained the consent of the Govern- 
ment of United States. The title is environed with every defense 
that is necessary for its security, and no power exists at all that can 


the 


question it except the power of the Government of the United States | 


expressed through an act of Congress, or else expressed through a judi- 
cial iinding and decree. 

That is how this railroad company holds these 20,000,000 acres of 
land to-day. That is the kind of title it has. 
United States shall withhold the exercise of its power of forfeiture, 
that title i 
there is nothing doubtful or disputable about it. 
simple title, subject only to a forfeiture on the part of the Government 
of the United States and by nobody else, and subject to forfeiture only 
upon the conditions expressed in the original grant. If the Congress 
of the United States were to-day to undertake to impose new conditions 
upon that title, there is not a court in Christendom which would not 


hold that that undertax was Vitiated and void under the Constitu- 
tion 


in 


The title is to be tried upon the conditions that are expressed in the 
grant, and upon none other. You have no right even to refer to an- 
other condition subsequently imposed by Congress or to any change of 
circumstances which may have occurred, physical or natural, orthrough 
Congressional action, for the purpose of qualifying or modifying or af- 
tecting in any way the integrity of this grant. It stands upon the act 
making it, and is affected only by the legal construction to be put upon 
that act, and by nothing else. 

Now we propose to assail a title of that kind. In order to do that 

have got to keep Congress within the law, not within some vain 
imagination of a power that we would have reserved, or might have 
reserved, but within the construction which belongs to the letter and 
spirit of the law under a reasonable and proper interpretation. In this 
case we had aright to declare a complete forfeiture of this land grant after 
twelve years from the date of enactment (for that is the period when 
the law provided that this railroad should be entirely completed to the 
Pacific Ocean), and if we had commenced atthe end of twelve years to 


we 


If the Congress of the | 


is good against the whole world; nobody can impeach it; | 
It is a perfect fee- | 


Mr. LAPHAM. Ishould like to understand whether t! 
was given after the expiration of the forfeiture of t! 
grants. 


Mr. MORGAN. 


ie 


After the expiration of some of them 

Mr. LAPHAM. After the twelve years had expired ? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; it was five years after the grant was 1 
it was three years after the Government had a right to have cla 
forfeiture for the non-completion of fifty miles of the road ea 
They were required to build fifty miles of road a year and the) 
twenty-seven miles in five years and then got the power from Co! 
but it has gone on si! 
time and built nearly nine hundred miles, perhaps over that; I v 
the figures directly. 

I assert that when the Government of the United States t hus ass 
the character of a party to a contract and binds itself by the stipu 
of a mutual obligation, it can not afterward, in dealing with tl 
tract, resume its sovereignty and say 


* ho estoppel runs against t B 
king.”’ 


That government must deal with the citizen upon the 


| that it chose to occupy in making the contract. 


Here, then, is a question raised as to what is the effect of aut 
ing this mortgage to be given upon this property after rights of fort 
had accrued to the Government of the United States’ is 
by the Government of the United States that it has not waive 


It 


right to demand a forfeiture for that case. It is claimed 
other party, the railroad company, that it has waived it. ‘This 
doubtful question of law, and I repeat that if I were to ask tliis 


orable Senate to rise and vote on that question now there would 
strong difference of opinion among us, some Senators voting 0 
and some another. Possibly the majority would be in the wrong 
cause we are not all lawyers; we are not all in the habit of giving « 
and strict attention to questions of this narrow and difficult ch: 

When that is the fact are we to decide that sort of question by 
majority vote of the Senate and exclude the company from having a0 
right to review the decision that shall be made here? Shall we t: 
this question of law even upon admitted facts, and decide it absolute! 
and then refuse to permit the parties interested in this question t 
into a court and litigate it? No, sir; we ought never todoit. \ 
an not afford it. 

A question was stated also by the Senator from Kansas in « 


iTa 


| tion with this mortgage, which I may as well refer to now, but to W 


I attach no importance whatever. It was provided in this statut 
suppose by some slip of the pen, thatthe mortgage should be oper! e 
upon all the lands that might be earned by the company under ' 
provisions of the act up to the date of the foreclosure of the mortyiy 
That evidently meant up to the date of the forfeiture of lands or ' 
declaration of forfeiture, but whoever prepared that act got it 
different shape. But I think there is no difficulty in giving 4 p 
construction to that feature of the case. 

It was not intended by Congress, in putting the period during 
there might be acquisition of land under this grant to the dat 
the mortgage was to be foreclosed, to postpone its right of declarin- 4 
forfeiture until the mortgagee might elect to foreclose under hi t 
gage. Congress never thought of putting the rights of the Govern- 5 
ment of the United States into the hands of a person whose interes" 
were diametrically opposed to the Government. Tha 
true, was made before the committee, but I suppose 
in the anxiety of counsel! to present every possible 


t argumi 


hat 


it 1 
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» could that they thought would weigh in their behalf. I attach 


I } 
ea importance to that, and I would not hesitate to act immediately and 
declare the forfeiture in this case because of any weight I could attach | 
ly to an argument of that kind. 

The whole effect of the mortgage act is simply this, that in 1371, a | 
few years before the time when the railroad was to be completed and 
hen the Government of the United States had seen that the company 


was unable to complete the road, the Government changed its policy 


yossil 


‘ 
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in respect of this road precisely as it did with respect to the Northern | 


acinec, 

aman an additional means of completing its road. ‘It is worthy of 
remark here, as illustrating what Congress meant in this legislation in 
i271. in giving the authority to make this mortgage, that the Northern 
Pacific Railroad had been projected upon the idea that subscriptions of 
stock from private citizens could be obtained in sufficient quantities to 
huild the road and that the subscribers to the stock would be really 
the purchasers of the enormous land grant given to that company. 

The same tactics and the same policy precisely was pursued in respect 
of the Atlantic and Pacific, and about the same time Congress came to 
the conclusion that the failure of both roads was absolute; that neither 
the Atlantic and Pacific nor the Northern Pacific would ever be built 
if the money was to be obtained by private subscriptions of stock. 
rress realized that it had to enable the companies respectively to enlist 
capitalists of large means in this country and in foreign countries to take 
hold of these projects with such energy and such power as could be re- 
lied on to build these very important and very desirable roads. Hence 


Con- 


t was that with the express view in this case, as in the Northern Pacilic | 


ase, of inducing capital from abroad as well as capital in the United 
States to assist this railroad company by making loans upon the faith 
and credit of the great land grant, Congress passed this act of 1571. 
rhe Supreme Court of the United States, in considering a question of 
this kind in regard to the Union Pacitic Railroad, in 1 Otto, 80, used the 


jollowing language: 


This enterprise was viewed as a national undertaking for national purposes 
nd the public mind was directed to the end in view rather than to the particular 
means of securing it. Although this roud was a military necessity there were 
other reasons active at the time in producing an opinion for its completion be- 
sides the protection of an exposed frontier. There was a vast unpeopled terri- 
tory lying between the Missouri and Sacramento Rivers, which was practically 
worthless without the facilities afforded by a railroad for the transportation of 
persons and property. With its construction, the agricultural and mineral 
resources of this territory could be developed, setthements made where settle- 
ments were possible, and thereby the wealth and power of the United States 
argely in reased, and there was also the pressing Want, In time of peace even, 
in improved and cheaper method for the transportation of the mails and of 
supplies for the Army and the Indians. 

it was in the presence of these facts that Congress undertook to deal with the 

ect of this railroad. The difficulties in the way of building it were great, 

i by many intelligent persons considered insurmountable. 

\lthough a free people, when resolved upon a course of action, can accom- 
plish great results, the scheme for buildinga railroad, 2,000 miles in length, over 
deserts, across mountains, and through a country inhabited by Indians jealous 
of intrusion upon their rights,was universally regarded at the time as a boldand 

zardous undertaking, it is nothing to the purpose thatthe apprehended dif- 
culties in a great measure disappeared after trial, and that the road was con- 
structed at less cost of time and money than had been considered possible. No 
argument can be drawn from the wisdom that comes after the fact. Congress 
acted with reference to a state of things believed at the time to exist : and, in in- 
terpreting its legislation, no aid can be derived from subsequent events. The 
project of building the road was not conceived for private ends ; and the preva- 
lerrt opinion was that it could not be worked out by private capital alone. It 
Was a national work, originating in national necessities and requiring national 
iSsistance 

rhe policy of the country, to say nothing of the supposed want of constitu- 
tional power, stood in the way of the United States taking the work into its own 
hands. Even if this were not so, reasons of economy suggested that it were 
hetter to enlist private capital and enterprise in the project by offering the re- 
qulsite inducements. Congress undertook to do this, in order to promote the 
construction and operation of a work deemed essential to the security of great 
public interests. , 

It is true the scheme contemplated profit to individuals; for, without a reason- 
able expectation of this, capital could not be obtained, nor the requisite skill and 
enterprise. But this consideration does not in itself change the relation of the 
parties to this suit. This might have been so if the Government had incorpo- 
rated a company to advance private interests and agreed to aid it on account of 
the supposed incidental advantages which the public would derive from the 
completion of the projected railway. But the primary object of the Government 
Was to advance its own interests, and it endeavored to engage individual co- 
operation as a means to an end—the securing of a road which could be used for 
its own purposes, The obligations, therefore, which were imposed on the com- 
pany incorporated to build it must depend on the true meaning of the enact- 
ment itself viewed in the light of contemporaneous history 


Congress desired this Atlantic and Pacific road to be built in order 
that it might have a highway through the Indian Territories, especially 


through the hostile Indian Territories infested by Comanches and | 


Arapahoes and Cheyennes and Kiowas and various other hostile and 
Cangerous races of Indians. It wanted a line across the northern bor- 
der of Mexico; it wanted to reach the Pacific Ocean at more than one 
piace. I have no doubt I concur in the opinion expressed by the hon- 
erable Senator from Kansas that the first object an the part of Congress 
Was to build to a southern point on the Pacific in Calitornia. 

genes and national convenience and national pride and security and 
“evelopment of every kind to assist in the building of this railway. 
Cheretore after it had ascertained that between the date of the charter 


and 1571 this company, though it had expended a large amount of | understand him to argue that the mortgagees got any 


and it waived all existing causes of forfeiture and gave the | 
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to Springfield, Mo., had built only twenty-seven miles of road out of 
its own means in addition to the purchase of this other road, Congress 
in this case, as in the case of the Northern Pacilic, said to the country 
in effect: ‘* We deem it of sufficient importance in order to get this road 
secured to the nation as well as to the people interested that there 
should be power given to this corporation to mortgage all that it pos 
We will not take advantage of technical forteitures in this case; 
we are dealing with a great national question and we are dealing with 
men who represent national as well as personal interests in this matter, 
and therefore we are going to deal in the direction that we think will 
be for the national advantage. We will therefore grant this company 
the right in 1471 to mortgage its property of every kind and character 
and we will not say that that mortgage shall be due in five years or ten 
or fifteen or fifty,’’ for there is no restriction in this act as to the time 
within which these bonds shall be made payable which are to be secured 
by this mortgage, and that is a very important fact 

Congress theretore gave to this company the right to fix the time 
when these bonds should mature and secured to the company and to 
every man who should deal with it the right to insist upon the payment 
of these bonds at thei maturity, W henever that might be, and that the 
and the company should agree upon the period of maturity. Had the 
Congress of the United States in that case given to this company the 
right to issue 1ts mortgage to secure bonds payable twenty years atter 
date, would Congress, as to those bondholders, have the right to forteit 
the land grant and take it away within ten years? Searcely; or sup- 
pose there is a division of opinion between us on that point, shall | 
decide itin my own way or will you decide it in yours? L[ say, let the 
judge come between us and decide, and do not let us undertake to de- 
cide that question 

Now, what did this company convey to the bondholders in this mort- 
It must be remembered that this company owes its entire exist- 
ence to anact of Congress. NoState or Territorial Le lature had any 
agency at all in founding this corporation. It is the child of Congress, 
All its rights, powers, and privileges are conferred in this act of Con 
gress granting this charter, and I believe that I have never seen a char- 
ter that I thought was better drawn or more carefully prepared than 
this one t 
wrote 1t, W 
powers of the corporation, the privileges, the grants made to it, the 
straints and restrictions upon it in various directions, the uses for which 
it is to be employed hereafter, are all of them fixed by act of Congress, 

Every power that had been conferred, even to the franchise, was given 
to this company under the act of 1371, as property, for the purpose of 
mortgaging it to raise money. When the bondholder 
over what the Government invited him to put his money down upon 
he saw not merely a valuable land grant, an enormous land grant you 
may call it, and a great trunk line of railway running through it, with 
right of way and stations and depots and irop and steel bridges and 
everything of that kind, but he saw there a charter that w 
without limit and without end, a charter built to last as long as the 
road itself should last, and he saw the act of Congress which empow- 
ered this corporation to pledge everything that it owned in the world, 
even to its own body, if you can call it such, its own corporate exist- 
ence, to the bondholders for the security of their debt. 

Now we propose to take from the bondholders everything except 
the right of way and the franchise, the power to be a corporation and 
to operate a railroad, and to convert it to our own use, and that upon 
the technical ground that the company has not completed the railroad 
within the time prescribed within the statute. Have we the power to 
do that? Can we grant rights like those into the hands of these mort- 
gagees and then turn around within a brief period of time after they 
have sold their bonds and the bondholders have paid their money and 
say, ‘‘Weshall by our own final decree take from you the whole substance 
of this grant, leaving in the hands of the company the franchise to be 
a corporation and the right of way, and leaving nothing else for your 
mortgage but that ?’’ Has Congress the power to do this? Does the 
power to declare a forfeiture reach that far? Does the power to declare 
a forfeiture by the Crown of England reach that far? Do we find any 
constitutional or legal provision and authority which reaches that far 
under our system of laws or jurisprudence? No, sir; 


SesSses: 


rave? 
gage: 


is a masterpiece of ability on the part of the man who 


? 


ioever he may be The franchise to be a corporation, tie 


came to look 


} + 
aS ULMOST 


we have not got 


that conclusive declaration is made, it will be for the first time by this 
act. 

Mr. GEORGE. May I interrupt the Senator for a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understood the Senator from Kansas to say in re- 
sponse to a question which I put to him that there was no mortgags 
} upon any lands which this bill proposes to forfeit. 
tosay so. If 


I understood him 


that be so, it seems to me that the objection raised 





Ve had every inducement that a nation could have for national pur- | 


the Senator from Alabama is without force on that point 

Mr. MORGAN. All I can say about that is that the mortgage is 
| upon all the lands granted in this act. 

it I do not know. 


Mr. SLATER. I should like to ask the Senator a question Do J 








honey, more than $10,000,000, in buying another railway to connect it | or higher title than the grantee had by the original grant or that the 





it. If we establish such a power at all it will be done by this act. If 


How much you can take out of 
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permission of Congress that they might mortgage their land and cor- 
porate franchise carried with it any other grant greater than the 
original act gave them ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not so sure about that It isa very doubtful 


question. My opinion would be that the act of 1871 authorizing the 
wrtgage of the lands notwithstanding the fact that on the 4th of July, 
73, the road was required to be built, Congress knowing that it could 
it be built in that time, it must have been the intention of Congress 
‘tend the time longer thanthat. You gave to them power to make 
a mortgage without saying when the bonds should fall due or when 
the mortgage should fall due. You put no restriction upon them that 
they should build the railroad by the 4th of July, 1878. Put the two 
facts together and borrow $26,000,000 of money upon them, and I 


1oOTt 


i 
1> 
? 


To « 


should say when you were dealing with a private citizen the implied | 


understanding in that case would not be that you should have your 
road completed by the 4th of July, 1878, but that some extension ot 
the time was to be expected. That is the equitable and just view of 
it, to say the least. 

I am not here for the purpose of deciding these questions. I do not 
want to be here for that purpose. Iam here for the purpose of argu- 
ing them and showing how strong a case the Senator can make on his 
side of it, and how strong a case I can make on the other side, and to 
convince the Senator, as well as everybody else, that when two lawyers 
get up here and express opinions diametrically opposite upon this case 
and both are plausible, then the judge should come in and decide. 
argument is that these are not questions that it is necessary for us to 
decide in order to do all that we lawfully can to assert and maintain 
the rights of the United States. 

Iam not trying to prove any right in favor of the Government of 
the United States in this argument or in favor of the claimant as being 
undeniably true. Iam trying to show that both upon the Jaw and the 
facts of this case, over the whole of it from beginning to end there is 
so much of doubt and uncertainty as that the Congress of the United 
States ought not to usurp to itself the final judicial determination upon 


those facts which will dispose of the property absolutely and take the | 


matter away from the courts. 
Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator from Alabama say that will be 
the effect of this bill? 





Mr. MORGAN. The effect of my amendment will be 

Mr. GEORGE. But does the Senator say the effect of the bill is to 
settle the rights of the parties without resort to the courts ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Unquestionably. You can not get further than 


the bill goes in that direction. In further answer to the question put 
to me by the Senator from Mississippi, I will read from section 1 of the 
bill to convice him that this is the effectof the bill. That the sentence 
we are to pronounce by the passage of this bill is a final and conclusive 
sentence that nobody ever after can disturb. It may be inquired into 
in some collateral way in a private suit, but it can not be done ina 
direct suit against the Government. I will read: 


That allthe lands * * * be,and the same are hereby, declared forfeited, 


and the title thereto resumed by the United States, and said lands restored to 
the public domain, and made subject to disposal under the general laws of the 
United States as though said grant had never been made. 

In addition to the taking of this property out of the hands of all 
claimants and its relegation to the public domain, this section proposes 
to do what we have never had the right to do—to repeal an act in the 
sense of expunging it. 
the United States of a legislative character, to say the least of it, so to 
affect any existing law as to expunge it from the statute-book and to 
give it no more effect than if it had never existed. Why, sir, the ex- 


ercise of a power of that kind might be used to the utter destruction of 


every hnman right, and I do hope I shall never see the day when the 
Senate of the United States will consent to legislation of that kind. 


An act was passed twenty years ago under which rights have sprung | 


up: can we by an act of Congress now cut down to the very root of the 
former act, and say that for the purpose of protecting the title to prop- 
erty which we take from one party and give to another this first act 
shall be as if it never had existed 
that. That is going too far. 

Mr. MAXEY Will the Senator allow me to suggest in the line of 
his argument that I never heard it asserted before that a subsequent 
Legislature could divest rights acquired under an act of a previous Legis- 
lature In support of this I reter the Senator to Fletcher vs. Peck, 6 
Cranch, in which the doctrine, as I have stated it, is fully laid down. 
I speak from memory, but I am sure the decision sustains the position. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly if such a thing were possible that you 
could go into a Legislative Assembly and buy a public act out and out 
from speaker and members of both houses and bribe the governor to 
sign it, it is none the less a valid law. 

Mr. MAXEY. The point of that case as I remember it—and I speak 
entirely from memory—was that an act was procured from the Legis- 
lature of the State of Georgia, and under that act property rights be- 
vested, and a subsequent Legislature declared that that act had 
been fraudulently procured and that the rights of parties under that 
fraudulently obtained, and repealed the act and the rights 
he to the Supreme Court of the United States 
cided that that could rot be done. 


No, Mr. President, we can not do 


cant 
act were 
under it 


i case came 
and it was «ck 
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My | 


The power does not exist in the Congress of 





JUNE 


a, 


Mr. MORGAN. I think the law upon that proposition is too 
for any disputation at all, and I can not follow the committe, 
extent that they have gone here in an attempt to expunge a 
in that way to cut down all the rights that might have aceru: 
it back to the date of its enactment. 

Mr. President, my argument has been addressed, as the Senat, 
seen, tothe proposition that there is too much of doubt and disput 
in the facts and too much uncertainty in the law of this case for ys 
undertake to do what the committee recommend we shall do in the; 
sage of this bill as it is. When we come to the outside boundary ». 
limit of our authority upon this question, it is simply this: W 
make a political declaration—I call it political as contradistingyis 
from judicial—we can make a political declaration of the wil] of ; 
Government of the United States that these lands are forfeited. 
ing that we reach precisely the point and go no further than th 
can go in England when he issues his prerogative writ and has his 
oner to summon a jury and get a verdict of the jury which pronow 
that the lands claimed by the crown are forfeited, and the effect 
declaration here is precisely what the effect of the verdict of the coroner's 
jury in England is in such proceeding—*‘ office found,” as it is cq 
Not a judicial decree to settle conclusively the right of the matt 
not to touch the title ina dispute between the citizen and the Govern 
| ment, but merely to give the Government that legal standing with ; 
erence to the title which a private citizen would acquire who clai; 
the right to a return or reversion of land to him under a forfeitur 
breach of condition-subsequent and entered into the possession and s 
What lies beyond that, i 
posing of the right of property, if it is done by an act of Cong 
done by usurpation and at the expense of that feature of the Co 
tution of the United States which says that a man’s property s 
be taken from him except by due course of law. 

The Government of the United States in this case, in my opi 
ought to enter its declaration of forfeiture of these lands. I follow tl 
| committee to the whole extent that the Government ought to de 
the forfeiture of all these lands that are unearned as we say 
that are not coterminous with the constructed parts of this ro 
say I follow the committee. I do it reluctantly, but I do it fo 
purpose of giving in this act full vigor and effect tothe declaration t 
Congress may make upon this question. My conviction is on 
can not shake off that this company is holding that portion of 
grant between the place called the Needles, where it unites wit! 
Southern Pacific road, to San Francisco, a belt of land lying a 
coast of the Pacific Ocean, not in the good faith of an intenti: 
or within a reasonable time, to build that road; and believing s 
concur in the political declaration, which is true as matter of fact 
this company have done nothing west of the point called the 
to earn the grant. 

They have not indicated by their conduct that they have not 
abandoned the purpose of trying to earn the land beyond the Ne« 
and therefore I am willing to make this declaration that bevo 
point the lands ought to be forfeited, and I will go with the co 
to the eastward of that place and in the gaps and intervals, w! 
they may exist, where this corporation have not built the ro: 
willing also to make a declaration of like kind, though I } 
smacks considerably of injustice, and let the courts pass upon 
to do this. 

When that declaration is made we should stop. Then I propos 
my amendment in the next section of the bill to give jurisidict 
the circuit court of the United States for the western district of Mis 
souri to hear and determine all questions arising under the land 
act and any amendments thereto, and under this act that we 
passing; for 1 do not wish to put the action of a preceding ‘ 
under the inspection of a court and deny to that court the 
spect our act also. I want the courts to ascertain how far our act 
has been constitutional, or how far it may have invaded the righ 
we have norightto invade. Itherefore give to that court in my: ™ 
ment full and ample power and jurisdiction to decide between t! 
ernment of the United States and this corporation and all persons 
ing under the corporation or under any law of the United States 
their rights are within this land grant. 

In the next section of my amendment I make it the duty ol t 
trict attorney for the western district of Missouri, under the direct 
of the Attorney-General of the United States, to file a bill in eq 
the circuit court inthe nature of a bill of interpleader, the comp 
in which bill shall be the United States; and one of the defendants 
least shall be the corporation and such other persons as that 
shall believe are the proper representatives of the actual 
whether legal or equitable, arising under that grant and under t 
of forfeiture, bring them into court, cause them to interplead 
with the other, in the assertion of all the rights and equities an 
leges that they claim under these acts, and then let the judg 
these questions. If the judge wants a jury, as sometimes 1s t! 
issues out of chancery, let him summon a jury to decide the 
of fact when he is not willing to decide them himsel! 

In the next section of the amendment it is provided th 
sons who are not. made original parties to this suit, persons 
‘ necessary parties but may be proper parties, persons Ww ho may 


ly 
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+ »erest in this litigation or in this property which it would be justice 
ond right to open the doors to allow them to present and to controvert, 
may come in by petition, if they choose, within twelve months from 
“sling of the bill. They may present before the court the nature 
‘heir claims by petition, supported by oath. Thereupon the judge 
shall take the petition and look it over, and if he should decide that 
he facts presented in that petition are necessary for the proper deter- 
mination and full settlement of all the matters brought to his attention 
ind within his jurisdiction by this law, he may admit that party to 
come in as a party defendant, and thereupon he is a party on the record 
»recisely as if he had been originally sued. 

<o thus we give the opportunity in this amendment to whoever wishes 
to come in, provided the j udge says he is not a mere intruder, provided 
he has not some private quarrel with his neighbor that he wants the 

irisdiction of this court exercised to dispose of. If his case is against 
the Government and requires that it shall have the construction of the 
court upon the laws of the United States under which he claims, my 
amendment lets him come in to the case. 

Then in the next section it is provided that the court shall have 
power in the case where the defendants are made such in the original 
suit to determine who shall pay the costs, and if the court is of opinion | 
that the Government of the United States ought to pay them to tax 
them all against the Government, but in the other class of cases where 
men come in by petition it shall be the duty of the court to apportion 
the costs between the Government of the United States and the claim- 
ants in such manner as according to law and equity it may deem ad- 








visable. 

That is the whole purportof my amendment, except that I would add 
to the end of it—if the Senator from Kansas desires it—that whatever 
lands remain after these decisions have been completed shall be disposed 
of by the Government of the United States. He says at two dollars 
and a half an acre; the Senator from Kentucky says a dollar and a quar- 
ter an acre, and that provision, of course, can come in. Ido not mean 
to strike out that provision in my amendment, although I include it, 
because the language of the bill as reported has some things in it that I 
have to get rid of in order to make my amendment harmonious with 
the rest of the bill. 

Now, about the appeal. I provide that any person after a final decree 
may take an appeal from the decision in this case to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, provided the appeal is taken within six months 
after the final decision. It is then provided that it must be done under | 
the rules and regulations governing appeals in equity causes as they are | 
now in existence, the acts of Congress, and the rules prescribed by the 
court to govern and regulate appeals. 

Then itis provided that it shall be the duty of the Supreme Court to 
advance these causes upon the docket so that they may be heard, the | 
ohject being, of course, to settle all this great mass of rights as speedily 
as can be done. 

Now let me ask the Senate, would not every Senator in this body feel 
that he was upon more secure ground if he had the judgment of the Su- 
preme Court or of the circuit court of the United States to stand upon, 
ind would we ever regret that we had delayed our action in seizing this | 
land and appropriating it to the Government of the United States until 
by the intervention of the courts we could have these matters settled 
by the judicial tribunals of the country ? 

Mr. President, the people of the United States are not going to look 
upon measures of this novel and interesting character with entire com- 
posure. When Congress reaches its hands out within the domain of 


the 


udge and jury and thereby touches private rights we may expect that 
the sensibilities of the American people, who are always awake to ques- 
tions of this kind, will come back to question us with great severity 
s to the ground we stand upon. No, sir; let us stand upon safe 
nh this matter. 

I could go further in the elucidation of this matter by an examina- 
“on of the provisions of the charter. I have remarked already that 
‘ was a very able charter: it covered a great deal of ground and with 
no doubtful words. 

Now. it is contended by the lawyers, and able lawyers, too. who 
resented this company before the committee of the Senate and the 
committee of the House, it is also, I observe, in looking at the debates 
of the House. contended by able members of the House of Representa- 
tives, that there is no reservation in this actof the right to declare these 
‘ands fort ited to the United States. That isa broad declaration; that 
> 4 broad question, and a very impertant one. Precisely the same lan- 
guage is in the Northern Pacific grant and perhaps in other grants in 
a ountry and it ws ill he twenty-five or fifty years or perhaps one hun 
lred before the Senate of the Unite d States w ill have a law question to 


- ti 1n its intrinsic lin portance with this question arising trom 
(his grant. 


ground 


I 
t 
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me stat 


ee. State to you without debating them some of the arguments 

sec In behalf of the railroad company and the mortgage bondholders 
that the Government of the United States never reserved in 

ct the right to declare these lands forfeited to itself. 

- MILLER, of California. If the Senator — 

aa HAWLEY. Allow meamoment. I fear there is about to be a 

4on lor an executive session. I am anxious to saya very few words 


+ 
0 show 


Mr 
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| fer to conclude his speech to-morrow mornimtg 


Jurisdiction of the Federal judiciary and undertakes to become | 


DOSY 


} 


to-night if the Senator from California will yield a moment and the 
t 


Senator from Alabama will permit me. I wish to say just a word or 
two to night belore we go into executive session, upon this measure. 
Senators will excuse me after they have heard me I am sur 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chai Does the 


I] 
Senator from Alabama yield? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes, air. 
Mr. HAWLEY I shall trouble the Senate but a moment. . I had 


| intended. if I could have obtained the floor earlier, to make some gen 


1 


eral observations upon the policy of the United States in regard to its 
great Western lands, in view of the renewed interest that has been 





awakened in the public mind, and especially with regard to the great 
holdings that we have permitted to grow up there, whether in the hands 
of individuals or of great corporations; but Il- forbear this evening and 


only now speak of a matter which I had intended to introduce incident- 
ally in my remarks. 
I find in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to-day—I invite the attention 


of Senators to this matter—a catalogue of citizens of the United States 


| holding enormous estates in the Territories and in the various States, 
| and among them I find placed the name of Senator JOHN A. LOGAN 


as holding 80,000 acres. I can hardly mistake when I say that th 
object of a statement of that kind appears to be to prejudice a gentle- 
man whose circumstances are such that he can hardly speak for him- 
self, though abundantly qualified, as everybody knows, to do so. | 
beg leave, therefore, to say that the gentleman referred to is not the 
owner of any such estate of land in the Territories or anywhere else 
He is only the owner of the land upon which his father died and which 
he purchased from the other heirs, and to which he has added a little 
in his own State of Illinois, and he has not the good or ill fortune to 
be the owner of the 80,000 acres referred to. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ido not wish to allude to myself, but I will say to 
the Senator so that he may be correct about it that the statement is 
utterly false. I do not think it material to gointo the matter, for Ido 
not propose to give a schedule of my property to anybody. I willsay, 
however, that what property I do own is in theState of Illinois. Ido 
own some tracts of land outside of town lots, all of which put togethe 
would not amount to one hundredth part of what is alleged. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. TheSenator from Alabama would pre- 
I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. Willthe Senator yield to me that I may present an 
amendment to the bill? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I withdraw the motion for the presen 

Mr. BLAIR. Being opposed to this bill in its present form, and fee}- 
ing obliged to oppose it unless it shall be radically amended, I desire 
at this time to offera substitute for the whole bill which I wish to have 
printed, and which I shall press on the attention of the Senate unless 
the bill itself should be substantially amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be re- 
ceived and printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask that the amendment which I offered to-day 
may be printed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the amendment offered by him be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COUNT OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from California allow me to make a 
motion? The House, as is well known to the Senate, has amended 
the bill providing for the count of the Presidential vote by substituting 
an entirely different scheme. I desire to move that the Senate non- 


| concur and ask for a conference. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The House amendment has been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR I was not aware of that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be necessary for the Senate to 
discharge the committee before the proposed action can be had 

Mr. HOAR There has not been a meeting of the committee since 
the action of the House; but I am so confident that the committee will 
be unanimous that I will ask unanimous consent of the Senate that 


the committee be discharged frome the further consideration of the bill 
and that the Senate non-concur in the amendment of the House ot 
Representatives 


The PRESIDING OFFICER 


The Senator from Massachusetts asks 


unanimous consent that the Committee on Privileges and Elections be 
discharged irom the further consideration of the bill (S 2 to fix the 
dav tor the meeting oft the electors of Pres dent and Vice-President, 
and to provide for ind regulate the counting of the votes for President 
and Vice-President, and the decision of questions arising thereon, and 
that the Senate non-concur in the amendment of the House of Repr 
sentatives and ask a conference Is there objection 2? The Chair hears 
none, and the order will be entered. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conterees on the part of the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 


| consideration of executive business. 
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1otion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
utive business. After twelve minutes spent in executive 
ors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m. 
ite adjourned. 
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The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
JOHN 8S. Linpsay, D. D 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
INDUSTRIAL HOME SCHOOL, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. HORR. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 


table for consideration at this time Senate bill 1519, to regulate the 
powers and duties of the board of trustees of the Industrial Home 
of the District of Columbia in respect to infant wards and scholars, and 
for other purposes. The bill passed the Senate unanimously, and sim- 
ply proposes to give to the trustees of the Industrial Home School of the 


District of Columbia the right to take charge of children, so that the 
courts can make them guardiansof the children that are left with them. 
[ think there will be no objection to the bill 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask tor objection 

Che bill was read, as follows 

Be it enact &c., That when a guardian or parent of an infant shall, by an 
nstrument in writing duly signed, executed, and acknowledged before a notary 


! of the District of Columbia or the clerk of the court of said Dis- 


nder said infant to the custody of the board of trustees of the Indus- 


supreme 
t. surre 


trial Home School of the District of Columbia, the said underteking shall be 
binding upon said parent or guardian for the time named in said undertaking 


is the time during which the said infant is to remain in the custody of the said 
board 


Src. 2. That upon application or consent of the president of the said board of 
managers of the Industrial Home School of the District of Columbia, the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia may appoint the said corporation to be 
the guardian of an infant ward, and the said corporation may take and exer- 
cise said guardianship so far as relates to the person of such ward to the same 
extent and under the same obligations and conditions as is now provided by 
law in the case of natural persons 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I will ask if this bill or one similar to it has | 


been considered by the appropriate committee of the House ? 


Mr. HORR. It has not been; but the bill has been considered in | 
the Senate and passed unanimously by that body. 
Mr. HOLMAN. If I understood the first section of the bill correctly 


as it was read, I would call the attention of the gentleman from Mich- 


igan [Mr. Horr] to the fact that it provides for the surrender of infants 
to this institution by the guardian or parent. 

Mr. HORR. Yes 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it not be rather a stretch of power to confer 
upon the guardian the right to surrender an infant to the control of 
this institution? If theguardian isto act at all, should it not be with 
the consent of the parent, if there be one ? 

Mr. HORR. If I understand the bill that is what it provides. If 
there are parents, then thesurrender must be by the parents; and if not, 
then by the guardian. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the first section be again read. 
Che first section of the bill was again read. 
Mr. HORR. Ido not think that section is subject to the objection 


which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has suggested. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is to say, according to that section, the assent 
of the father or mother is not required when the act is done by the 
guardian. Now, many instances might arise when a guardian ought not 
to be permitted to surrender a child to this institution for an indefi- 
nite period without the consent of the father or mother. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill which has been read ? 

Mr. TUCKER. I think this bill had better be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and therefore I object to its present considera- 
tion 

Mr. HORR. 
mittee to report it back at any time. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked that the bill just read 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary with leave to report it 
back at any time. Is there objection? [ After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none 


Che bill was accordingly taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary with 


power to report the same back at any time. 


JOHN W. MARTIN. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee 
ot the Whole on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further 

msideration of the bill (H. R. 5452) for the relief of John W. Martin 
ind that the same be considered in the House at this time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 

k tur objection. 

Che bill was read, as follows 

Ax That the Sec retary of the 


Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
directed to pay 


thorized and out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 


And I ask that it be referred with leave to the com- | 
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JUNE 97. 


appropriated, to John W. Martin, of Brookhaven, Miss., the sum of $3 
ices actually rendered as postmaster at Brookhaven, Miss., by t 
military commandant, from July, 1565, to July, 1866. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to discharging the Commi: 
the Whole on the Private Calendar from the further consid 
the bill which has just been read and to considering the san 
House at this time ? 

There was no objection. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and r 
third time. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to amend the bill by striking out ‘ 
and inserting in lieu thereof ‘*‘ S700.”’ ° 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think we had better hear the report in th 

The report (by Mr. STORM) was read, as follows: 





The fects in this case, as disclosed by the papers, are as follows 

That on the 24th day of June, 1865, the said John W. Martin was a 
postmaster at Brookhaven, Miss., by Maj. Alfred Hodsden, comma 
post at that place. The records of the Adjutant-General’s Office show 
pointment of said Martin. The records also show that the fact of his 
ment was duly communicated by Major-General Osterhaus tothe Post 
General of the United States. Twenty-one leading and respectabl 
Brookhaven certify that Dr. Martin discharged in a very accepta 
duties of postmaster at that place for a period of twelve months 

The Post-Office Department refused to pay the claim for serv 
was a military appointment and did not come within the jurisd 
Department. 

The claimant trusted his claim to members of Congress to lo 
years ago, but through carelessness important papers were 
was neglected by no fault of the claimant, 

The claimant fixes his demand at $1,300. He does not state that t! 
was fixed by the Government as hiscompensation. There 
by one witness that the services were worth $1,300 gut the books 
Office Department show that for the two subsequent years, L867 and | 
pay of the postmaster at Brookhaven was fixed at $300. There b: 

; in the case to show that the service for the year 1555-65 was wort 
| for subsequent years, the committee is of the opinion that 3300 wou 
The committee therefore recommend the passage of the 


| a substitute for House bill No. 3266, and recommend its passage 


Mr. HOLMAN. I donot think the gentleman from Mississipp 
BARKSDALE] should go beyond the recommendation made in th 
of the committee, which is to pay this man the sum of 3300 
services as postmaster. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The committee made their report wit! 
knowledge of all the facts, some of which have been since sup} 
will briefly state them if it is the wish of the gentleman fro 
[Mr. HoLMAN] and the Honse that I should do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to know what the facts ar 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I can state them very briefly in the 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. STORM] who prepar 
report in this case, and he can testify to the correctness ot! 


lost. andt 


is AStater 


accompanying 


| ment. 
| This claim is for services rendered nineteen yearsago. Upor 
gation the committee ascertained that the claim was just. T! 


the postmasterat Brookhaven for the two years immediately subs 
to the war wasonly $300. The rate of compensation had not the 
adjusted tothe changed condition of affairs. But three years | 
the State had been readmitted into the Union, so tospeak, the « 
sation, as shown by records of the Post-Otlice Department, was tix 
$1,300, with an allowance of $300 for office rent, making $1,600. 
| Mr. Speaker, in a spirit of compromise, and in order to settle this 
standing claim, which is entirely just, as ascertained by the investiz 
tion of the committee, I propose that Mr. Martin be al ‘ 
about half the sum claimed in the original bill. I hope t! 
no objection. It is a strictly just claim. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of th 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman from Mississippi mo 
low $700, instead of 3300 as reported by the committee ? 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Yes, sir; that is my motion. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The committee, I understand, reports 
allowing only $300. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Only $300; but that report is based upon 
imperfect statement of facts, which have since been supplied 

Mr. DINGLEY. The amount allowed at that office 
| master-General for the year subsequent to the period named 1! 
was only $300. 

Mr.BARKSDALE. Yes, sir. But the third year after that t1 
compensation was fixed at $1,350, and the allowance now alt ho 
population of the place has not largely increased, is 31,600 
$300 for office rent. Myamendment provides that the postmast 
performed this service shall be paid only $700. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BARK= 
was agreed to; there being—ayes 61, noes 20. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third t 
passed. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved to reconsider the vote by wil i 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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‘ A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, 4 
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+ +he Senate had passed, with amendments, in which the concurrence 

House was requested, the bill (H. R. 7069) making appropria- 

tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 

anal for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 
PRINTING OF A BILL. 


fhe SPEAKER. A number of gentlemen on the floor desire that 
the bill to grant pensions to soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, 
which has been returned from the Senate, with amendments, and is now 
the Speaker’s table, be printed, with the amendments, for the use of 
hers. If there be no objection, the order which the Chair directs 
‘lerk to read will be entered. 
he Clerk read as follows : 


yrdered, That House bill 5667 “ granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of 
Mexican war and for other purposes,’ on the Speaker's table with Senate 
ndments, be printed. 


ft tie 
ol lu 


on 











There being no objection, the order was adopted. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I demand the regular order. 


GULF, COLORADO AND SANTA FE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. WELLBORN. I rise toa privileged question. I send to the 
iesk the report of a conference committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
smendments of the Senate to the bill of the House (3961) entitled ‘An act 
nt to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railway Company a right of way 
ough the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,’ having met, after full 
ind free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: | ; 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 









In lieu of the Senate amendment insert the following The line to be located 
in sections of twenty-five miles each; and before work is begun on any section 
line thereof is to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 
he Senate agree to the same. 

t the House recede from its disagreementtothe amendments ofthe Senate 
mbered respectively 2, 3,4,5,6,and 7, and agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 8, and agree to the same with the following amendment 

\mend Senate amendment 8 by inserting after the word * construction * the 

word ‘operation,’ and adding after the word ‘interior’ the words ‘in accord- 
ce with said intercourse laws.’ ”’ 
And the Senate agree to the same. 










OLIN WELLBORN 

RICE A. PIERCE, 

B. W. PERKINS 
Managers on the part of the House. 

JOSEPH E. BROWN 

PHILETUS SAWYER, 

J. R. HAWLEY 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. Thestatement of the House conferees, accompany- 
ing the report, will be read. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 
STATEMENT. 
ler the Senate amendment numbered 1, the whole line of the road is to 
rmanently located and approved by the Secretary of the Interior before 
is begun on any portion of it. Under the amendment, as changed by the 
committee of conference, the company is to locate its road by sections of twenty 


five miles, and each section isto be approved before work is begun ou the sec- 
tion 








House recedes from its disagreement to the amendments numbered, re- 

spectively, 2,3, 4,5, 6, and 7. 

Under the eighth Senate amendment “ the officers, servants, and employés of 
1 company necessary to the construction and management of said road and 

telegraph and telephone lines shall be allowed to reside while so engaged upon 

said right of way, but subject to the provisions of the Indian intercourse laws 

i such rules and regulations as may be established by the Secretary of the 





eighth Senate amendment simply makes specific what the Senate amendment 
was doubtless designed to effect, by expressly providing that all officers, servants, 
ind employés of the railroad shall be permitted to reside on the right of way 
Who are necessary to the construction, operation, and management of the road. 

rhe second amendment reported by the conference committee to the eighth 
Senate amendment limits the regulations which the Secretary of the Interior is 


- thorized to make to such regulations as are in accordance with the intercourse 
aws of Congress. 


OLIN WELLBORN 
RICE A. PIERCE, 
B. W. PERKINS 

House Conferees. 

Mr. Ht LMAN. What is the object of agreeing to the location of this 
road by sections of twenty-five miles, each subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior, instead of the whole line, as originally 
proposed ? 

Mr. WELLBORN. The bill, asit originally passed the House, con- 
tained no provision whatever requiring the Interior Department to ap- 
prove of the line. When it went to the Senate, however, it was 
«mended, requiring the Secretary of the Interior to approve the whole 
‘ine across the Territory before work should be begun on any portion 
“ it. That requirement is an impracticable one, to locate a whole line, 
wo hundred and fifty miles, permanently and definitely, before the 


Work «] } ° s ry . . . } 
rk should be begun on any portion of it. The committee of confer- 


ence 
eUCE 


_ therefore, on investigation of the matter, determined to require 


ne location in sections of twenty-five miles, each section to be ap- 
proved before the work should be begun. That is all there is of the 


im 


mendment. 


Mr. BLAND. 


lt 





Has there been any change in the provision reserving 
8 pow er of regulation to Congress? 
7 WELLBORN. There has not been any change 

He report was adopted. 
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| 
' 
| 
| 


interior The first amendment reported by the conference committee to the | 


| case of the 


969 I 


Mr. WELLBORN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I submit the following privileged report 

rhe Clerk read as tollows : 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendiments of the Senate to the bill (IT. R. 6094 making appropriations 
for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes,’ having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend anddo recommend to their respect 
ive Houses as follows 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Ser 
numbered 1, and azree to the same 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its disagreement to th 
amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert ‘* 3300 
0o00;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said 
amendment insert: “‘Provided, That from and after July 1, ISS4, agents for the 
payment of pensions shall receive only $12.50 for each one hundred voucher 
or at that rate for a fraction of one hundred pre pared and paid by any agent in 


exvess of 4,000 vouchers perannum and the Senate agree tothe same 


ate 





That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 4, 5, 6,7, and 8,and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu ofthe matter proposed to be stricken out by saidamendments insert the 
following 

“That the act entitled ‘An act relating to claim agents and attorneys in pen 
sion cases,’ approved June 20, 1878, is hereby repealed; Provided, however, That 
the rights of the parties shall not be abridged or affected as to contracts 


pending cases, as provided for in said act; but such contracts shall be deemed 


to be and remain in full force and virtue, and shall be recognized as contem- 
plated by said act 

“Sec, 2. That sections 4768, 4769, and 4786 of the Revised Statutes are hereby 
made applics 





le also to all cases hereafter filed with the Commissioner of Pen- 





sions, and to all cases so filed since June 20, 1878, and which have not been here- 
tofore allowed, except as hereinafter provided 

‘Sec. 3. That section 4785 of the Revised Statutes is hereby re-enacted and 
amended so as to read as follows 


‘Sec. 47. Noagent or attorney or other person shall demand or receive any 





other compensation for his services in prosecuting a claim for pension or bounty 
land than such as the Commissioner of Pensions shall direct to be paid to | 
not exceeding 325; nor shall such agent, attorney, or other person d 
receive such compensation, in whole or in part, until such pension or 
land claim shall be allowed: Provided, That in gall claims allowed since June 
1878, where it shall appear to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Pensions 
that the fee of $10, orany part thereof, has not been paid, he shall cause the same 
to be deducted om the pension, and the pension agent to pay the same to the 
recognized attorney 

Sec. 4. That section 4756 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as to 


| read as follows 


‘Sec. 4786. The agent or attorney of record in the prosecution of the case 
may cause to be filed with the Commissioner of Pensions, duplicate articles of 
agreement, without additional cost to the claimant, setting forth the fee agreed 
upon by the parties, which agreement shall be executed in the presence of and 


certified by some officer competent to administer oaths. In all cases where ay 
plication is made for pension or bounty land, and no agreement is filed with 
the Commissione 





is herein provided, the fee shall be $10 and no more And 
reement as may hereafter be filed with the Commissioner of 
Pensions are not authorized, nor will they be recognized except in claims for 


such articles of as 





original pensions, claims for increase of pension on account of a new disability 

in claims for restoration where a pensioners name has been or may hereafter 
be dropped from the pension-rolls on testimony taken by a special examiner 
showing that the disability or cause of death, on account of which the pension 
was allowed, did not originate in the line of duty, and in cases of dependent 
relatives whose names have been or may hereafter be dropped from the rolls 





on like testimony, upon the ground of non-dependence, and in such other 
cases of difficulty and trouble as the Commissioner of Pensions may see fit to 
recognize them: Provided, That no greater fee than $10 shall be demanded, re- 
ceived, or allowed in any claim for pension or bounty land granted by special 
act of Congress, nor in any claim for increase of pension on account of the in- 
crease of the disability for which the pension had been allowed: And provided 
further, That no fee shall be demanded, received, or allowed in any claim for ar 
rears of pension or arrears of increase of pension allowed by any 
passed uent to the date of the allowance of the original « 





t of Congress 
laims in which 
pension or of increase of pension may be allowed 

The articles of agreement herein provided for shall be in substance as fo)- 
lows, to wit 





such arre 


ARTICLES OF AGREEMENT 


“* Whereas I, ——— ———. late a ———,, in Company —, of the — Regiment 
of —— Volunteers, war of 1561 [or, if the service be different, here state the 
same], having made application for pension under the laws of the United States 

*** Now, thisagreement witnesseth, that for and in consideration of services 
done and to be done in the preiises I here by agree to allow my attorne ., 
the fee of —— dollars, which shall include all amounts to be paid 
for any service in furtherance of said claim; and said fee shall not be demanded 
by or payable to my said attorney [or attorneys], in whole or in part, except in 
granting of my pension by the Commissioner of Pensions; and then 
the same shall be paid to him [or them] in accordance with the provisions of 
sections 4768 and 4769 of the Revised Statutes 


— of — 





Claimant’s signature 
Two witnesses’ signatures 
STATE OF 


County of —, 83 
Be it known that this the day of A. D. 188 personally appeared 
the above nameéd - ——, who, after having had read over to -. in the 


hearing and presence of the two attesting witnesses, the contents of the forego- 


ing articles of agreement, voluntarily signed and acknowleded the same to be 








—— free act and deed 
Official signature 

And now, to wit, this — day of ———, A. D. 188 I for we) accept the provis- 
ions containe reg iw articles of agreement, and wi to the best of 
my [or our| ability, endeavor faithfully to represent the interest of t 
in the premises 

Witness my ‘or our) hand the day and year first above writt« 

= i ¢ 
STATE O1 
f nf -—— as 


Personally came - ————, whom I know to be the person |! epresents 


1 sifhearr cnlianin Ser 


et 


X Lp ona: iagieees Peron 
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and who, hav j 


ng si 


l gned above acceptance of agreement, acknowl- 
edyed the same to be —— free act and deed, 
Official signature. 
And if in the adjudication of any claim for pension in which articles of agree- 
ent have been or may hereafter be filed it shall appear that the claimant had, 
prior the execution thereof, paid to the attorney any sum for his services in 
“ i claim, and the amount so paid is not stipulated therein, then every such 
shall be adjudicated inthe seme: 


anner as though noarticle of agreement 
deducting from the fee of $10 allowed by law such sum as claim- 
1oW that he has paid to his said attorney. 


ad been filed 


shall sl 


Any agent or attorney or other person instrumental in prosecuting any claim 
for pension or bounty land who shall directly or indirectly contract for, demand, 
or receive or retain any greater compensation for his services or instrumental- 

vy in prosecuting a claim for pension or bounty land than is herein provided, 
r for payment thereof at any other time or in any other manner than is herein 
provided, or who shall wrongfully withhold from a pensioner or claimant the 


w he any part of the pension or claim allowed and due such pensioner or 
Claimant, or the land-warrant issued to any such claimant, shall be deemed 
g i misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall for every such of- 


fense be fined not exceeding $00, or imprisoned at hard labor not exceeding two 


s, or both, in the discretion of the court 
Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe rules and regula- 
verning the recognition ofa 


gents, attorneys, or other persons represent- 

K ants before his department, and may require of such persons, agents, 
nd attorneys, before being recognized as representatives of claimants, that 
show that they are of good moral character and in good repute, pos- 

the necessary qualifications to enable them to render such claimants 
service, and otherwise competent to advise and assist such claimants 
nthe presentation of theirclaims; and such Secretary may, after notice and op- 
portunity for a hearing, suspend or exclude from further practice before his De- 
partment any such person, agent, or attorney shown to be incompetent, disrep- 


imi 


Valuatie 


ntal 
Matic 


r who refuses to comply with the said rules and regulations, or who 
shall, with intent to defraud in any manner, deceive, mislead, or threaten any 
cla nt, or prospective claimant, by word, circular, letter, or by advertise- 
Inert 

Sec. 6. The Commissioner shall have power, subject to review by the Secre- 
tary 


to reject or refuse to recognize any contract for fees, herein provided for, 


henever it shall be made to appear that any undue advantage hasbeen taken 
laimant in respect to such contract.” 


w 


of the « 


And the Senate agree to the same. 
JOHN HANCOCK, 
JOHN F. FOLLETT, 
W. D. WASHBURN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 
H. L. DAWES, 
WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The SPEAKER. The statement accompanying the report under 
the rules will now be read. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 


votes of the two Houses onthe amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6094 


making appropriations for the payment of pensions, submit the following writ- 
ten statement in explanation of the action recommended on each amendment 
the accompanying conference report : 

On amemiment numbered 1: Inserts the words “estimated at sixty-six mil- 
lion dollars” in connection with the reappropriation of unexpended balances 
to be available during the fiscal year 1885. 

On amendments numbered 2 and 3: Appropriates $300,000 for salaries, fees, 
rent, fuel, lights, and postage for pension agents; fixes the fees for preparing 
vouchers at $12.50 per hundred, and strikes out provision to reduce the pension 
agencies from eighteen to twelve. 

On amendments 4,5, 6,7, and 8: Inserts the matter which is set forth in full 

conference report in lieu of sections 2, 3 
te 


in tl , 4, 5, and 6 of the bill as it passed 


the 


rhe bill as agreed upon appropriates $20,810,000, and reappropriates an unex- 
pended balance estimated at $66,000,000, 
JOHN HANCOCK, 
JOHN F. FOLLETT, 
W. D. WASHBURN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 





The report was agreed to. 


Mr. HANCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

Che latter motion was agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. FORNEY, the bill (H. R. 7069) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, the 
dered to be printed, and the bill and amendments referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TURNER, Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask the House now to 
proceed to the consideration of the contested-election case growing out 


of the resolution relating to the election of Thomas G. Skinner, from 
the first district of North Carolina. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, this being 


private bill day, and as 
it may possibly be the last private bill day we will have during the 
remainder of the session, | must raise the question of consideration. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. If the gentleman from Tennessee will 
allow the remark to be made, I will state that I propose to call the 
previous question in this case at the end of two hours’ debate. 


The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House proceed to consider 
the election case ? 

Mr. SINGLETON, I will give notice if that fails I shall again at- 
tempt to call up for consideration the bill declaring the forfeiture of 
the Northern Pacific land grant 


Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 


amendments of the Senate or- | 





The question was taken on the motion to proceed with the 


Ciection 


case. 7 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 73. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. No quorum. 


The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no 
has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, and Mr. MCMILLIN were appointed telle; 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 64, ; 
104. 

So the House refused to proceed with the consideration of the e) 
tion case. 

Mr. SINGLETON. 

Mr. SCALES. I rise to submit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the call of committees for »; 
ports of a private nature is in order. The gentleman from Mississip; 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I do not propose to antagonize private business 

Mr. HENLEY. I move now to proceed with the consideration 
business on the House Caledar for the purpose of taking up the for- 
feiture of the Northern Pacific land grant. 





Mr. Speaker 


TheSPEAKER. That can only be done by dispensing with p 
business. 
Mr. HENLEY. I move to dispense with private business : 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the motion: The gentlema 
from California proposes to dispense with the consideration of 
business for to-day. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. Pending the motion to dispense with privat 
ness, I desire to present a report from the committee of conference o1 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the Army appropriation bi 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
the amendments of the Senate to House bill 6861, making appropriations 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for ot 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 11, 12, 36, a1 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments oft 


ate paar red 1,4,5,6, 7,8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 2s 
31, 32, 34, 37, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, “4 45, 47, 48,49, and 50, and agree to the sam« 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the se 
ate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow ‘ 
of the sum proposed by said amendment insert ‘* $12,150,000;"' and the s i 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of thes 


| numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: I: 
the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the fo 
* That the Secretary of War is authorized to appoint on the recommend 
the Quartermaster-General as many post quartermaster-sergeants, not to ext 
eighty,as he may deem necessary for the interests of the service, said serg: 
to be selected by examination from the most competent enlisted men 
Ariny who have served at least four years, and whose character and ed 
shall fit them to take charge of public property and to act as clerks and 
ants to the post and other quartermasters. Said post quartermaster-serg: 
shall so far as practicable perform the duties of storekeepersand clerks | 
citizen employés. The post quartermaster-sergeants shall be subject to the | 
and Articles of War, and shall receive for their services the same pay and 
ances as ordnance-sergeants;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of t 
numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: © 
10, after the word “advertisements,” in lines 8 and 9 of the bill, insert © exc 
in cases of extreme emergency ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
At the end of the amended paragraph, after the word “ 
follow ing: 
| “Provided, That the medical officers of the Army and contract surgeo 
| whenever practicable, attend the families of the officers and soldier 
| charge.” 
} And the Senate agree to the same. 9 
On amendment numbered 35 the conference committee is unable to agree 
| WILLIAM H. FORNEY, 
RICHD. W. TOWNSHEND 
J. WARREN KEIFER, 


Manage rs on the part of 


e Senate 


st 


Register 


| JNO. A. LOGAN, 
| P. B. PLUMB, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Se 
| 


The statement accompanying the report is as follows: 
The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disa; 
| votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bi! H 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal yea! 
mit the following written statement in explanation of the effect of tl 
recommended on each amendment in the accompanying conference re} 
On amendment numbered 1: Provides for an additional allowance 
to the officer in command of the military prison at Fort Leavenwort! 
On amendments numbered 2, 25, 29, 41: Restores to the bill the got 
the appointment of post quartermaster-sergeants, limiting the! 
eighty, and fixing their compensation and allowances at the same sg 
ordnance-sergeants. Strikes out the provision to abolish w agon and forag 
ters, and to issue fuel in kind to officers on duty west of the Misetss'P} i 
On amendment numbered 3: Appropriates $12,150,000 for pay of the \ 
On amendments numbered 4, 5,6,7, 8,9, and 10: Provides as 
hereafter any paymaster of the rank of major who has served twenty yea! 
United States Army as a comimissione a officer may, upon his own ap}! 
or by direction of the Preside nt, be placed upon a retired-list of | 
until the Pay Department shall be reduced to th -five members 
One Paymaster-General, with the rank of belendiananensl , two assis 
masters-general, with the rank of colonel; three ist 





deputy pay 


| with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, and twenty-nine paymasters, wi 
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‘maior; and no more eines of eopmemers shall be made in the . Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House proceed to the considera- 

ee ement until the number shall be reduced below twenty-nine majors, anc j “the she , . siness There are P sreports made 

ee on number of officers in the Pay Department shall not exceed thirty- | tion ol the untinis he d private business. There are various rep rt mace 

Pre ded further, That nothing herein shall be construed to change the | by the Committee of the Whole which ought to be disposed of. 

cent relative rank of any officer now in = re oe . a ee eee The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that those reports are not un- 

on af the Revised & 2s le » de of officers o i as ; : . 

t section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the detail oF officers ©! the | finished business in the proper sense of the term, because the House it- 

Armv lo me 


or presidents, superintendents, and professors of colleges and uni- a : : > rn 

os be so amended as to read ‘but the number of officers so detailed shall self has not entered on the consideration of them. They could only 
exceed forty at any time,’ instead of thirty, as now provided by act of July 5, | now be taken up by unanimous consent, but they will come up regu- 
ae aes Saeed and 12: Retains in the bill as it passed the | !@tly as soon as the Committee of the Whole rises, if the House should 
fo ” the provision for sales of subsistence supplies to officers and men at cost | ZO into committee, as reports from the Committee of the Whole in their 


ar 


: < and strikes out the following: “* That the purchases made by the com- | regular order. 
scary of cadets at West Point, from the funds appropriated for the pay of . , r = 7 oer i ia : : 
3 Shall, as far as practicable, be made upon public advertisement, as for Mr. MCMILLIN. f move that the House resolve itself into Com 


\rmy supplies, under such regulations as the Secretary of War may mittee of the Whole House for the consideration of bilis on the Pri- 

wt bered 13. 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23,and 24: Appl | vate Calendar. 

On amendments numbered 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 9, 20, 21, 22, 2o,and 24: Applies to | . . es 
+ ¥ nesnansineiaaeel Department the same regulations contained in the House bill The motion was agreed to. : ; ; ; , 
-overning the purchase of supplies by the Quartermaster’s Department, and The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
ikes verbal corrections in the text of the bill. ; ws House. Mr. Cox. of New York. in the chair. 
On amendments 26, 27, 28, 30,31, and 32: Makes verbal corrections in the bill, 
»rovides for interment of officers killed in action or who die at military posts 

the frontiers, and provides for extra-duty pay to clerks at army, division, 


SILAS Q. HOWE. 


i department headquarters at 50 cents per day. — ; The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole resumes the con- 
On amendments 33 and 34: Makes verbal corrections in the textofthe bill. | sideration of the Private Calendar. The Clerk will read the pending 
On amendments 36, 37, 38,39, and 40: Strikes out the words “ hire of’’ in the hill g 

»rovision for barracks and quarters; also the words “ for commutation of quar- ni 5 ; 

ters for general-service men ;”’ leaves in the bill the provision that no expendi- The Clerk read the title of the pending bill, as follows: 

ture exceeding $500 shall be made on any building or military post without the A bill (H. R. 329) for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of William 


approval of the Secretary of War; and provides that the civilians employed 


: . r, Pate & Ce 
inder the Quartermaster’s Department shall include those heretofore paid out si: ; 


ofthe funds appropriated for regular supplies, incidentalexpenses, barracksand | ‘The CHAIRMAN. The bill and report have already been read. 
uarters, army transportation, clothing, and camp and garrison equipage. 7 ' ; ae reat ss ere ed 
"On amendment numbered 42: Strikes out the following: For quarters for M r. HOLMA N. I think it would be well to re ad the report again. 
be non-commissioned staff of the Army, as sergeant-major, quartermaster-ser- Che report, W hich has already been printed in the RECORD, was again 
geants commissary-sergeants, ordnance-sergeants, veterinary surgeons, and read. 
chief musicians and chief trumpeters, and principal musicians, $25,000.”’ , ‘ The ? Sie a iti 

On amendment numbered 43: Appropriates $100,000 for construction and re- | Mr. HOLMAN. When this bill was before the ( ommittee ol the 
wir of hospitals Whole when the House was last in Committee of the Whole on the 


On amendment numbered 44; Strikes out the following: “ For construction | Private Calendar, I mentioned the fact that my colleague from Indiana, 
f quarters adjacent to the hospitals for hospital stewards, as recommended by . 


che Surgeon-General of the Army, including the pay of enlisted men employed | General BROWNE, was more familiar with the facts of the case than 
n extra duty in the same, $15,000.” perhaps any other gentleman. I see he is now present and I am glad 
On omeneees nts 45 —= 16 A ee the a mepenens. to vield the floor to him. 
limits the expenditure therein to $36, or civilian employes and provides AT.. PD wD . Ret . oa en pe ar s é ; 
is medical officers of the Army shall attend the families of the officers and , Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If the committee will give me its atten- 
soldiers free of charge. tion for three minutes I think I can make it understand the facts in 


On amendment 47: Strikes out the sum of $15,000 for field steel guns. this case. I had to do with it while I was acting as the attorney of 
. 1 ame nents 48, 49, and 50: Makes the last paragraph of the bill read as r: : 2 . S _ 
fat wea ndmente 48, _ , ee are the United States for the district of Indiana. I prosecuted the case in 


That hereafter all officers, agents, or other persons receiving public moneys | the courts of that State against Pate & Coy There was a trial by jury 
ppropriated by this or any subsequent Army appropriation act shall account | and a failure on the part ef the jury to agree: and that failure origi- 
ir the disbursement thereof according to the several and distinct items of ap- ated bec Sah . he Se a ; ’ hoth the 7 - 
propriation expressed in such act.” nated because of a misapprehe nsion on t le part of both the jury and 
On amendment numbered 35: Which strikes out that portion of the bill fix- | the counsel as to the testimony of one of the important witnesses for 

ing the compensation to railroads that received aid from the Government in | the Government. 
uidition to land grants by loan or guarantee of bonds for the transportation of mm wii oT : 
; The case was this: Under the revenue law then, and I suppose it is 


; the property or troops of the United States at not exceeding 50 per cent. of the ; . : 

umount paid by private parties for the same kind of service,the committee of | the same now, distillers are required to keep what are known as distill- 

nierence is unable to agree. ‘ a ci ery books, in which is kept a record not only of all material furnished 
Phe bill as far as agreed upon appropriates $24,454,450, being $100,000 less than bh 5 1 “all ae eas : 

4s it passed the Senate and $210,000 more than as it passed the House. It is | them, &c., butolall the spirits distilled, and tostate when and to whom 

225,500 less than the law for the current year and $2,355,653.91 less than the esti- | distilled spirits were shipped; and this book of the distiller is kept con- 





WM. H. FORNEY. stantly open for investigation on the part of the revenue officers. <A 

R. W. TOWNSHEND, | revenue detective examining the books found that this company re- 

J. WARREN KEIFER, ported to have manufactured within a certain term a certain quantity 

Managers on the part of the Hous | of distilled spirits. I do not remember now whether that term em- 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House agree to the report of the braced a whole year or less than a year. The detective, having ascer- 
committee of conference. tained the amount of spirits distilled according to the distillers’ books, 
The report was agreed to. then preceeded to make investigations in Louisville and other places, 


Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was | 2nd found that during this period this company had put into the 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | Market spirits in excess of those reported to have been manufactured 
table. amounting to something over 9,000 gallons, if I remember correctly. 

The latter motion was agreed to. | The Government at once assumed that as more spirits had been sold 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House further insist on its disagree- | Within the period than the distillers had reported as having been manu- 


ment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35. factured by them this excess of sale over the amount distilled was fraud- 
Mr. KEIFER. And ask for a further committee of conference. ulent. The Government thereupon assessed the distillers, and under 
Mr. FORNEY. Perhaps the Senate may recede. the law they were compelled to pay the amount or subject their dis- 
The SPEAKER. It is entirely competent for the House to ask fora | tillery to seizure. They could not contest the fact in advance of pay- 
committee of conference at this time. ment. Iam not certain whether the distillery was actually seized or 
Mr. KEIFER. I think we should. not. It was either seized or they were compelled to pay under protest. 
Mr. FORNEY. Very well; I move that the House further insist The case went into the courts, as I have stated. Ten, I think, of the 


on its disagreement to the amendment No. 35 and ask fora further con- | twelve jurors were in favor of an acquittal. It was ascertained subse- 
ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | quent to the mistrial that the excess of sales was accounted for in this 
thereon. = way: Pate & Co. had been for some time engaged in the business of 
The motion was agreed to. distilling, and they had on hand prior to the time mentioned a large 
_ The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. | (uantity of what is known as free whisky—that is, a large quantity of 
FORNEY, Mr. TOWNSHEND, and Mr. KEIFER. whisky on which taxes had been paid—in fact, they had not only sold 
during this period the spirits they had manufactured and paid taxes 
a | upon within the period, but other spirits that had been before that 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion made by | time manufactured on which they had paid their taxes. This was 
the gentleman trom California [Mr. HENLEY] to dispense with the con- | conclusively established by the testimony of the witnesses for the United 
sideration of private business. This motion requires a vote of two- | States. 
thirds L It was so clearly, unmistakably proved that, under the direction of 
Mr. KEIFER. I presume that would not dispense with the even- | the court, the Government abandoned the prosecution. I conferred 
‘ng session for pension bills. with the judge of the court who had heard the testimony, and upon 
The SPEAKER. It would not. his direction I dismissed the case. The court had no doubt then, and | 


f he question being taken on Mr. HENLEY’S motion, there were— | have never entertained a doubt for a moment since, that Pate & Co. 
ayes 47, noes 70. 
So 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 











: had been compelled to pay tax twice on the amount of spirits covered 
further count not being called for and two-thirds not having voted | by this bill. They are not only entitled to recover it back, butit ought 


b the affirmative) the consideration of private business was not dis- | to have been returned to them long ago. 
pensed with. 

















' Mr. HOLMAN. I think that upon the facts now before the com- 
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mittee there will be no objection to laying this bill aside to be reported HIRAM JOHNSON 
favorably to the House, and I make that motion. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Before that question is put I desire to 
the attention of the committee to the fact that here is a case in- 
volving over 319,000, a whisky claim that has been delayed for sev- | 
enteen years. After the statement of the distinguished gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE], for whose return this case has been 


AND OTHERS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. Rk. 147 
| to pay Hiram Johnson and other persons therein named the severa] s 
of money herein specified, being the surplus of a military assessmey; 
paid by them and accounted for to the United States in excess of ¢}, 
amount required for the indemnity for which it was levied and eo). 
: B lected. 

waiting, lo! these many days, because the gentleman from the third | Mr. McMILLIN. 
listrict of Indiana |[Mr. HOLMAN] knew nothing about it when it was 


cis 
1 
t 


ims 


I move that this bill be passed over, and that w, Pi 
| proceed to the consideration of the next bill on the Private Calendg 


taken up the last time the Private Cale ndar was considered, because | 4 pill embracing the same subject-matter as House bill No. 1477 ha. 
the gentleman from the Committee of Ways and Means who reported heen heretofore disposed of in the Committee of the Whole and is } 3 
the case was absent and the other members of the Committee of Ways | awaiting the action of the House. a 
and Means knew nothing about it, I wish to state that those werethe | The CHAIRMAN. This bill can not be laid aside informally exeen: a 
reasons Why in the past I conceived it to be my duty to oppose the | phy ynanimous consent. ; 
passage of this bill. fj a ; : : | Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object. I think we had better take Be 
After the clear statement of the distinguished gentleman from Indiana | up these claims in their regular order. 
(Mr. BkowNE], who was the United States attorney, and who hasstated | “yy, MCMILLIN. _ I will again state, for the information of the ge: § 
that the testimony of the witnesses for the Government showed con- | tleman from Kentucky, that a bill covering the same subject-matter as & 
clusively that these men were falsely reported, I desire to call the at- | }Jouse bill No. 1477 has been disposed of heretofore in Committee of thy ES 
tention of the committee to some recent legislation on this whisky busi- | Whole and is now awaiting the action of the House. I presume that : 
ness. I refer to the provision which was passed here under the lead | })j)) wij] be disposed of to-day. a 
of my colleague [Mr. THOMPSON], and I am glad to see him present,| \r WHITE. of Kentucky. Do I understand the gentleman to sa 
allowing the Secretary of the Treasury to appoint storekeepers and | that this subject has been acted on already in committee ? 
gaugers for several counties and requiring the small distillers to bring Mr. McMILLIN. It has been; and I desire that this bill be passed 


their spirits to one special bonded warehouse. That leaves it to some | over informally until action shall be had in the House on a similar }i!! 
unscrupulous prowling revenue agent, under the leadership of some | fr WHITE, of Kentucky. I withdraw my objection to the s 
politician like the present Commissioner of Internal Revenue or the | gestion of the gentleman from Tennessee. 


late Commissioner of Internal Revenue, under the lead of some man The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this bill will be laid 
high in internal-revenue service, to require a man of large means and | aside informally. 


good credit, as Mr. Pate is shown to have been, as the distinguished | There was jection: ¢ it was orde accordingly. 

gentleman who has just taken his seat states he was, a man totally in- ee ee ens ONE Oe MRD REN RORY 

nocent—to allow an unscrupulous agent to require thaf man to go into PRIVATE LAND CLAIM IN NEW MEXICO. 

the Federal courts. The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 13) 
Now, I ask my colleague, whether, under the operation of his bill | to confirm a certain private land claim in New Mexico. 


1 





which we passed a few days ago, the small distillers will not under the Mr. MULDROW. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed 

system of red tape and oppression and dictatorship of such corrupt of- | over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

ficials be utterly obliterated, and good men, who, though not of great There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

wealth, still possess means and good credit even higher than the credit Deca , : 

of Mr. Pate i sey will be compelled to break up their business? 4 — oo Tee ; 4 
This bill shows, tomy mind, more conclusively than ever that the The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 43:1 

passage of the bill recently pressed through by my colleague [Mr. | for the relief of Marcos Radich, 

THOMPSON ] is but the fastening of another link, but another tighten- Mr. STORM. The Senate bill similar to this was passed some 

ing of the chain which will enable the grand whisky monopoly, which | months ago. Nap its Eee: 

now has 100,000,000 gallons in bond, to crush out all the smaller distill- Mr. HOLMAN. This bill, then, should be reported to the Hous 


ers upon the plea that they will eventually pay the tax on the whisky | With a recommendation that it lie on the table. is co 
they have in bond. Yet we all know that under the Carlisle bill of The CHAIRMAN. If there be Tro objection this bill will be 
1380 they are allowed seven and one-half gallons of leakage on each | aside to be reported to the House with a recommendation that 
cask of forty gallons. And under the law of 1878 they have three | laidonthe table. . : 
years’ time within which to pay the tax, and at the expiration of those There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
three years er can ship wie old at we without paying any WILLIAM H. DAVIS. 
tax upon it and put new whisky in bond in place of it. 7 . . ‘ : DP 4 
The result is that these men—with 100,000,000 gallons of whisky in | . T he next a - the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 455° 
bonded Government warehouses for which the people are taxed only — a 4 V - spo H. canbe ith nestios interested 
$5,000,000 for the purpose of paying these unscrupulous prowling rev- bil ir. -_ 7 D a . th. ain a - 7 , a - he ae 
enue agents; these whisky monopolists; this whisky ring, without pay- vill - has pos, Suns 5 Be paneet or rg —s A ge 
ing any revenue—are enabled to crush out the smaller distilleries and The ¢ HAIRM oe j The amped — Ohio [1 ee ( oe 
pile up in the bonded warehouses an unlimited supply of whisky, and Soe CONSENS © . — 7 le all be — _ - 
when the time comes that the tax is wiped out, then this whisky ring | “"“*™ RD CRGSCUEM, GRE TAME CUNSE Want BO MASE. 
will have on hand a large quantity of aged whisky, while the Govern- JANE M. GOODALL. 
ment will lose all the tax upon it. The next business on the Private Calendar was the petition o! 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Would it be in order, Mr. Chairman, | M. Goodall. reported adversely from the Committee on War Chums 


to return now to the consideration of the Pate bill? Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that this matt 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the gentle- | passed over informally. 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that the bill be laid aside to be re- Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object. 
ported to the House with a favorable recommendation. Mr. HOLMAN. I believe there is a long report on this case, and 
The motion was agreed to. is adverse. 
Se Mr. McMILLIN. It is. 
—— Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the reading of the report 
Mr. SPRINGER. On several occasions heretofore bills have been Mr. McMILLIN. This isa matter which, if considered, must 
considered in the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, | some controversy. As there isaspecial order in the Houseat 1 0 ' 
have been laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, have been | and it is now about that time, I move that the committee rise. — 
reported to the House, and are yet undisposed of. I think we ought The CHAIRMAN. Before putting the question the Chair wil! sta 
to dispose of these bills before we crowd any more into the House for | the position of the pending matter, the petition of Jane Goodall. ! 
consideration. I therefore move that the committee now rise. objection of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] to pass 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that | over the matter informally is pending. 
motion. By unanimous consent an order of the House was made that Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And I have called for the reading 0! Us 
to-day at 1 o’clock we should take a vote on the forfeiture land-grant | report. ss 
bill which was under discussion yesterday. We can take up and dis- | The CHAIRMAN. Meanwhile, the gentleman from Tennessee |” 
pose of one or two bills in Committee of the Whole before that time ar- | MCMILLIN] moves that the committee rise. 
rives. I sympathize with the gentle:nan in the object he seeks to ac- The motion was agreed to. 
complish and will do all I can to aid him to accomplish it. The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having res! 
Mr. SPRINGER. Very well; I will withdraw the motion with that | the chair, Mr. Cox, of New York, reported that the Committee 0! | 
understanding. Whole House on the Private Calendar, having had under consideral _ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that, by order of the House, | the Private Calendar, had directed him to report favorably a 01) \ 
this Committee of the Whole must rise at 1 o'clock so that a particu- | R. 329) for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of W 





lar bill may be taken up in the House. Pate & Co., with a recommendation that it lie on the table, and a! 
Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my motion. | (H. R. 4381) for the relief of Marcos Radich. 
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QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 
Mr. W WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
vileveaffec ‘ting the proceedings of the House. I send to the Clerk’s 
k this morning’s National Republican, and ask for the readipg of so 
Sd chasrek ites to the bill we arenow about to vote upon ; and I shall ask 
' Ho ise to take such action as in its judgment may seem fit under 
the circumstances. 
“SP EAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky states that he rises 
¥. stion of privilege, “and sends an article to the desk to be read. 
ll e ( lerk proc ‘eeded to read. 
Mr. OATES. Is that in order? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know what the matter is un- 
tisread. The gentleman from Kentucky states he rises to aques- | 
1 of privilege affecting the integrity of the proceedings of the House. 
t be such a question of course it is a matter of privilege under the | 


lt 


The Clerk read as follows: 


.cKBONE LAND GRANT—A LETTER FROM E. JOHN ELLIS THAT WILL BEAR AN 
<PLANATION—CHAIRMAN BARNUM’S CONNECTION WITH THIS UNPLEASANT 
USINESS. 


rhe unsavory Backbone land-grant matter came up in the House yesterday, 
ito forfeit the grant was defeated by a vote of for to 121 against. 

‘ int embraces about 1,492,000 acres of land, v: alued at something like 
cans). There has been a scandal attached to this grant from the first. The 

t was voted to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg (the Back- 
me K ailroad Company about the same time the Texas Pacific concession 
went through C ongre ss. 

W ii Barnum, of ‘*seven-mule” fame, was on the House Railroad Committee 
\ it time, and president of the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg 
Railway Company. This circumstance is merely mentioned as a coincidence. 
In Issi the Backbone company, through W. H. Barnum, its president, and his 
son. W. M. Barnum, transferred the grant to the New Orleans Pacific (now a part 

ie Texas Pacific) receiving, according to common report, a third interest in 
eof railroad to be built over substantially the same route laid out by the 

Backbone. Backbone land-grant bonds to the nominal value of $5,000,000 were 
subsequently provided for by the purchasers at 20 cents on the dollar, but not 
without a row 

It has been charged repeatedly that a large quantity of these land-grant bonds 

id found their way into the hands of Congressmen, and that a settlement for 

e redemption of the bonds was only reached as the consequence of threatened | 





osure 

Re presentative E.JOHN ELLIs, of Louisiana, has led the fight against the forfeit- 
the grant at this session of Congress, and, as the vote shows, has done good 
Rival lobbies have been laboring industriously in this matter,one for 

1e other against the passage of the forfeiting bill. 
Capt. J. A. George, whose name has been mixed up in this deal for years, 
sited this office last evening and produced the following letter, which he said 
i been written him by Mr. ELLis,and which would seem to indicate that the 
siana Congressman had knowledge of crookedness in connection with the 
scheme he now champions, which his compeers and the country might wish to 


HorrFMAN Hovse, NEW York, November 7, 1881. 


My Dear Captatn: Your favor of the 5th instant was received yesterday. I 
gave your letters, demand, &c., to Mr. B. for his consideration. He promised 
ean engagement last Friday week, and I failed to keep it. A few days after 
went home to Connecticut, sick. I have been very busy with my own affairs 
i shall leave in a day or two for New Orleans. From what I learn, though, 
itursare ina hell ofa muddlethrough some parties who bought some Backbone 
stock honestly, and through some other parties who were in Congress and the 
ite when the bill was passed, and who represent stock that was paid as 





is the road is now an assured fact I care but little about the matter, and | 
labove all things, delight to see a rigid and close investigation ; and if 
» not spoil the chance by settlement I shall move an investigation in De- 
er f they settle, of course they will all swear one way. If they don't 
settle, then we might get some truth, and in that case you and Newell would be 
of valuable assistance. I am only sorry for Mr. Wheelock. 
trust you and Colonel Newell will get your honest dues. I suppose Mr. B. 
vill give you direct answer as soon he is well. But from the shape of things J | 
k there will be no settlement at all, but that a devil of a row will be kicked 
id that when Congress meets that resolution of final forfeiture will be 
assed. I shall leave here in a day or two for home. 
Very truly, yours, 


E. JOHN ELLIS. 
o Capt. J. A, GEORGE, 


Mi Eu ~~ might do his country a service by rising in his seat to-day and tell- | 

gw! e knows about the “ Backbone” scheme, and give up his proof, if he | 
‘as any, of the corruption he referred to in the above letter 

Mi Bar num, chairman of the Democratic national committee, might also 

ike a statement in thisconnection. It would be interesting to know whether 
7 still holds an interest in the ** Backbone,” and whether his recent visit to 

ashington had anything to do with the action of the House; also, whether he 
1s the Mr. B. referred to in Mr, Exuis’s letter. There are several other things 


ght prove of interest in this business if both sides could be induced to | 


the SPEAKER. Upon what ground does the gentleman claim this 
matter of privilege? 

Mr ant of Kentucky. I claim in view of the fact we are about 
ote on the Backbone land grant, in view of the fact that report No. 
irom which I read a short extract yesterday showing the whole 


proceeding 


ing by which this land grant, or land grab I should say, was 


oer red from Congress. It strikes me, sir, in view of the debate and 

‘atory proceedings indulged in here some time ago, when we were 

‘out to get this forfeiture up, and which has delayed this matter from 
I ? 


Ine to 
} 


time—I say it does strike me, Mr. Speaker, we are about to act 
in the matter, and that the full investigation of the facts con- 
hected with this land grant or land grab from beginning to end should 
e 7 ade by a committee of this House. 
i¢ SPEAKER. But the gentleman has not moved for a commit- 
And, besides, if he did it would not be a matter of privilege. It 
ply appears from the letter read that the writer of it believed, or | 


e. 
Simy 


| pose, and if the Chair does not seeit I can not help him. 


had an impression at least, there had been some improper means em- 
ployed to procure the original grant in a previous Congress. In that 
letter—— 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
ber of this House. 

The SPEAKER. Butthere is nothing to show that the gentleman 
who wrote it has been guilty of improper conduct. On the contrary, 
that gentleman stated that in a certain contingency he would movean 


The gentleman who wrote it is a mem- 


investigation as to what had been done in a previous Congress. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And that is exactly why I am asking 
that something should be done—that the very thing he asks be done 
should now be done. [Cries of ‘* Regular order!” ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides no m: utte rot privileg 
presented whatever. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. MOULTON. .What has been read should not be permitted to 
go into the RECORD. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the Clerk to read Rule LX. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


e has been 


Rute IX 
QUESTIONS OF PRIVILEGE, 


Questions of privilege shall be, first, those affecting the rights of the House 
collectively, its safety, dignity, and the integrity of its proceedings ; second, the 
rights, reputation, and conductof members individually in their representative 
capacity only ; and shallhave precedence of all other questions, except motions 
to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, to adjourn, and for a recess. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call the attention of the Speaker to 
the fact that this letter, inconnection with the bill we are about to vote 


| on at 1 o’clock, does affect the dignity and integrity of the proceedings 


of this House. 

The SPEAKER. How? 
man to state. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


That is what the Chair desires the gentle- 


I have had the letter read for that pur- 
| Laughter. } 
The SPEAKER. That letter seems to relate entirely to matters 
which transpired in a previous Congress, so far as the Chair understands 
it from the reading at the desk. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !”? ] 
Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privilege 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. ELLIS. I regret the gentlemen who are endeavoring to forfeit 


| this land grant should have been driven, by stress of weather to the 


poor expedient of directing a personal attackupon me. My attention 
was called to it very early this morning. I was somewhat nettled. I 
put myself in consultation with a valued friend upon whose honor and 
courage I can rely, and he wrote for me the following, which I will 
read: 

* Mr. Speaker, while I do not desire to interrupt the vote on this ques- 
tion by any matters personal to myself arising from the pub] 
aletterin this morning’s National Re publican purporting to have been 
written by myself, and which letter I pronounce to be materially altered 
and garbled to suit the purposes of the publisher thereof, I desire now 
to state that at an early day I shall claim from the House, as a matter 
of personal privilege, the opportunity to expose the animus, the falsity, 
and the malignity of the unwarranted innuendoes directed against my- 


| self in the pu blication alluded to, which are intended to w vrp and bias 
the judgment of this House upon a question purely of law and equity. 


aT that I can say now is that this is the last vindictive thrust of a 
professional black-mailer, whose bafiled greed and disappointed avarice 


| have directed this blow at me, whose unfortunate connection with him 


originated in a desire to do him a kindness, 1 at that time being un- 
ware of his real character and supposing him to be an honest man.”’ 
[Great applause. ] 


BACKBONE RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


The SPEAKER. By order of the House the vote will now be taken 
on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATEs] to lay 
upon the table the motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H 
Rk. 5682) to repeal section 22 of the act to incorporate the Texas Pacific 
Railroad Company, approved March 3, 1871, and to declare the forfeit- 
ure of the land grant therein made, and for other purposes, was re- 


jected. 


Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to make a parliamentary in- 


| quiry. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If the House should decide te recon- 
sider the vote by which the Backbone Railroad land-grant bill failed to 
pass what then would be the status of the matter in the House ? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe House should reconsider the vote the ques- 
tion then would be, Shall the bill pass ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentuc ky. And it would be open to debate as be- 
fore ? 

The SPEAKER 


It would; and it has always been held when a 


vote has been reconsidered it comes before the House divested of the 
operation of the previous question. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


What is the question ? 





eation of 













wh 
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on the table, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The question was then taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 


yeas 124, nays 115, not voting 85; as follows: 


Adams, G. E 
Adams, J. J. 
Aiken 
Arnot 
Bagley 
Bayne, 
Bisbee, 
Breitung 
Brewer, J. H 
Broadhead 
Campbell, J.M 
annon 
‘arleton 
yllins 
onverst 
ulberson, D. B 


ulbertson, W. W. 


‘ 

{ 

‘ 

< 

( 

( 
Cutcheon 
Dargan 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. ‘I 
Deuster 
Dibble 
Dibre! 
Dorsheimer, 
Dunham 
Eaton 
Elliott 

Ellis 
Ellwood, 

I 


evans, I, N, 


Alexander, 
Anderson, 
Atkinson, 
Ballentine, 
Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Bennett, 
Bland 

Blount, 
Bowen, 
Boyle, 
Brainerd 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Buchanan, 
surnes, 

Cabe 

Caldwe!) 
Candler 
Cassidy 
Chalmers, 
Clements, 
Cobb 
Cosgrove, 
Covington, 
Cox. 5.8 

‘ 
‘ 


ox, W. R. 


Barbour, 
Barr 

Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Boutelle, 
Breckinridge, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
Budd, 
Burleigh, 
alkins 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. E. 
Chace, 

Clardy, 
C 
C 
C 


lay, 
onnolly . 


ook, 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 


Mr. OATES. 
of the names. 


YEAS—124. 


Findlay 
Garrison 
Creorge 

Crott 
Greenleaf. 
Guenther 
Hancock 
Harmer 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H 
Hende rson, D B 
Henderson, T. J. 
Herbert 
Hewitt, A. S 
Hiscock 
Holmes, 
Horr 

Houk 
Houseman 
Howey, 
Hunt 
Jeffords 
Johnson, 
Jordan 

K issel 
Kean 

Keifer 
Kellogg 
Ketcham, 
Law rence, 
Libbey, 


MecCoid, 
McCormick, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morse, 
Muldrow, 
Murphy, 
Mutchler, 
Nelson 
Nutting, 
Oates 
Ochiltree, 
©’ Ferrall, 
©’ Hara, 
Parker, 
Payne 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Poland, 
Post 
Potter, 
Price 
Pusey, 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 
Ray, G. W. 


NAYS—115 


Dingley, 
Dunn, 
Eldredge, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Everhart, 


Ferre 
Fiedler, 
Finerty, 
Follett 
Foran, 
Forney, 


Geddes, 
Gibson, 
Glascock, 
Graves, 
Green, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hardeman, 
Hardy, 
Hatch, W. H. 
Hemphill, 
Henley, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Holman, 
Hopkins, 
James, 


Jones, B. W. 


NOT VO 


Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Davidson, 
Dockery, 
Dowd, 
Duncan, 
Evins, J. H. 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Hanback, 
Haynes, 
Hepburn, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins 
Jones, J, T. 


Kelley, 
King, 


Jones, J. H. 


Jones, J. K. 
Kleiner, 
laird, 
Lamb 
Lanham, 
Le Fevre, 






Le Wis, 
Lore, 
Lowry 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 
MeMillin, 
Miller, J. F. 
Morrill 
Neece, 


Paige, 
Patton, 
Pierce, 
Peters, 
Pryor, 
Reese, 
Rix e, 
Riggs, 
Scales, 
Seney, 
Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Spooner, 


TING—85 


Lacey, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
Lyman, 
Matson, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Moulton, 
Muller, 
Murray, 
Nicholls, 
O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Perkins, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Randall, 
teagan, 


Robertson, 


Robinson, W. E. 


Rogers, W. F. 
Rosecrans, 


tay, Ossian 
Reed, 
Robinson, J. 8, 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rowell, 
seymour, 
Shelley, 
Smalls, 
Smith, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Strait, 
Struble 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, H. G. 
Valentine, 
Vance 

Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wallace, 
Washburn, 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilson, James 
Winans, John, 


Stewart, Charles 
Sto kslager, 
Stone, 

Storm, 
Talbott 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Ward 
Warner, Richard 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
White, J. D. 
W ilkins, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B, 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 
Woodward, 
Worthington, 
Yaple, 

York. 


Jussell, 

tyan, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Sumner, C. A, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Wakefield, 
Warner, A. J. 
Wemple, 
Wise, J. 5S. 
Wood, 
Young. 


The question is to lay the motion to reconsider 





ask now to record my vote. 
I was paired on this bill with the gentlema 


for several weeks. 


lask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


Mr. CLAY. 


I object. 
The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting on the proposition. 
I am paired with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Hurp. 


If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ay’’ and I should vote ‘‘no”’ on 
this proposition. 


The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. RUSSELL, until further notice. 


Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, with Mr. BAYNE, until further notice. 


Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. STEELE, until further notice. 


Mr. SNYDER with Mr. 


3ARR, until further notice. 
Mr. HILL with Mr. HOLTON, until further notice. 


Mr. REAGAN with Mr. KELLEY, until further notice. 





tice. 


Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. HAYNEs, until further notice. 

Mr. BUCKNER with Mr. KELLOGG, until further notice 

Mr. GREEN with Mr. THOMAS, until further notice. 

Mr. RoGers, of New York, with Mr. Hooper, until further ; 
Mr. PAIGE with Mr. BouTELLE, until further notice. 
Mr. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH, until farther notice. 
Mr. DocKERY with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, until further po 


tice 


Mr. MATSON with Mr. LIBBEY, until further notice. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. JOHN S. WISE, until further notice 

Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. CHACE, until further notice. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. CULLEN, until further notice. 

Mr. HuTcuINns with Mr. CALKINS, until further notice. 

Mr. Jones, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH, until further notice 


»)"- 


—— 


Mr. Evins, of South Carolina, with Mr. LACEY, until further yo. 


Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, with Mr. WAKEFIELD, until! furt! 


notice. 


Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. BARR, until further notice. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. KETCHAM, until June 30 
Mr. LAMB with Mr. LONG, until June 28. 

Mr. CURTIN with Mr. LYMAN, until June 28. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. MURPHY, on this vote 
Mr. Speaker, I am announced as being paired with t 
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. Lona. 
gentleman from Massachusetts is paired with Mr. MATSON, of Ind 
I notice that my pair has not been read 


Mr. LAMB. 


Mr. HOPKINS. 


That is a mistake 


informed that I had been paired, and hence refrained from voting 


Mr. NEECE. 


Ohio, Mr. WARNER, but I notice by the reading of the pairs that 


has been paired with somebody else. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. HOPKINS. 
The SPEAKER. 


names were called. 


cast their vote. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. 
me free to vote on questions not political in their nature. 
consider this such a question, and have therefore voted. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 


Mr. McMILLIN. 
The SPEAKER. 


A bill (H. R. 3935) to relieve certain soldiers of the late war from the 


desertion. 


Mr. McMILLIN. 


The Chair is informed that the Clerk has not 
cluded the reading of the pairs as yet. 

The following additional pairs were read: 

Mr. Bupp with Mr. HUTCHINS, on this vote. 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. Lona, for this day. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, with Mr. SPRINGER, fot 

Mr. HEPBURN with Mr. Cook, for this day. 

Mr. ROSECRANS with Mr. RYAN, for this day. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. Houwk, for this day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, 
KING would vote ** 


with Mr. KING, on this vot 
ay,’’ Mr. CAMPBELL ‘‘ no.”’ 

Mr. HANBACK with Mr. SNYDER, on this vote. 

I now ask leave to record my vote. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Hopkiys 
| and the gentleman from I]linois, Mr. NEECE, state that, believing t 
selves to be paired upon this vote, they did not answer whet 
If there be no objection they will be all 


A pair was read for me wit 
I desire to say that he 


On this question I a 


ORDER OF 


I demand the regular order. 
The regular order is the consideration of 
ported from the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calend 
The Clerk wii) report the title of the first bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


We have a number of private bills— bill 
ing relief in individual] cases—that ought to be disposed of 


the title of which has just been read has stood in the way of such act 


of the House. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


quiry. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


day, as the gentleman will remember. 


I therefore move to postpone the further co! 
ation of this bill until next Friday, in order to dispose of privat 
reported from the Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. DUNHAM. 
The SPEAKER. 


This is a proper parliamentary motion, the 
thinks, and not subject to objection. 


It can only be opposed by a' 


The gentleman will state it. 

I wish to ask whether the bill 

clared by the Speaker to be passed is yet perfected until th 

been voted upon ? 
Mr. KEIFER. 


The bill was not passed; it was defeated. 
The SPEAKER. 


It was defeated by a vote of the House on yest? 


I desire to make a parliamentary 


Pe 


cle 


“ 





ouhes 
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Mr. KEIFER And it does not need a title. 7 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry 
Jae whether a defeated bill does need a title. 
. The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I was thinking it ought to have a title. 
several MEMBERS. Regular order! 
Mr. McMILLIN. I renew the motion to postpone the further con- 
eration of the bill just read until next Friday. ; 
Mr. DUNHAM. I want to know when this bill was laid aside; I 
»ean how many Fridays have passed since it was reported. 
~The SPEAKER. It was reported to the House from the Committee 
of the Whole House on the 18th of April. 
Mr. DUNHAM. More than two months have passed since it wasre- 
waited 
, rhe SPEAKER. The question is on postponing the consideration 
of the bill till next Friday. 


s 


Che House divided; and there were—ayes 17. noes 62. 
so further count not being called for) the motion to postpone was 
avreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [ Mr. STEELE] to commit the bill to the Committee 
n Military Affairs 

he House divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 74. 


So (further count not being called for) the motion to commit was not 





agreed to 
Mr. RANDALL. 
tion on the bill. 
Mr. MOULTON. 
[he previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass ? 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered—only 19 members voting there- 


I suggest that we should have the previous ques- 


I move the previous question on the passage of 


097 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk read the amendment as a 
whole, as a substitute for the whole bill. It includes the money pay- 
ment. The amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
HEWITT] was read as part of the substitute 

Mr. HOLMAN. How about the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]? 

Mr. COSGROVE. I think I can explain it to the satisfaction of the 
gentleman from Indiana. My colleague [Mr. BLAND] offered a sub- 
stitute to the effect that Myra Clarke Gaines be paid money at the rate 
of $1.25 per acre for all land disposed of by the Government. For all 
undisposed of she was to have patents 

Mr. McADOO. Will the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CosGRove] 
permit me one question ? 

Mr. COSGROVE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McADOO. Does any land at all pass under this bill. 

Mr. COSGROVE. No lands pass under this bill: But wherever 
the Government has disposed of lands belonging to this lady, the bill 
provides she shall be paid at the rate of $1.25 per acre. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But if the lands are not disposed of she shall have 
the lands ? 

Mr. COSGROVE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It isa land grant, so to speak. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Not at all. This woman is getting only what 
belongs to her—what she has hitherto been robbed of. There is no 
land grant about it 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill as amended. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 7. 

So (further count not being called for) the bill as amended was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 


Mr. COSGROVE. I move the previous question on the passage of 


| the bill. 


The question being taken on the passage of the bill, there were— | 


es 89. noes 38 


So (further count not being called for) the bill was passed. 
Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


enh} 


he latter motion was agreed to. 
JOHN P. GREGSON. 
The next bill reported trom the Committee of the Whole House was 
bill (H. R. 257) for the relief of John P. Gregson. 
reported with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
The amendment in the nature of a substitute was agreed to. 
he bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 





he 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
s 
passed 


Che title of the bill was amended so as to read, *‘A bill for the relief 
{John P. Gregson and Francis H. Ellison.”’ 


MYRA CLARK GAINES. 
The next bill reported by the Committee of the Whole House was the 


bill H. R. 1000) for the relief of Myra Clark Gaines. 


" 


Mr. HOLMAN. I eall for a division. 
The House divided; and there were ayes—ayes 62, noes 6, 


So (further count not being called for) the previous question was or- 


} dered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bill. 

The bill was P ussed 

Mr. COSGROVE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The question is on the passage of the 
, 


| table. 


The bill was | 


T 1 3 ° ° . ° | 
ihe bill was reported with an amendment in the nature of a substi- | 


tute 
Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the substitute be. read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Whe reas itappears that Myra Clark Gaines, as the legal representative of 
aniel Clark, deceased, of Louisiana, is entitled to 39,737 arpents of land, being 
portion of a grant made by Spain to Thomas Urquhart, and 5,470 arpents, be- 
og 4 portion of a grant made by Spainto John Lynd, amounting altogether to 
» oh arpents, equal to 38,457 acres of land: Therefore, 
ae ted, &e., That patents shall issue in the usual manner to Myra Clark 
ee, : heirs and assigns, for all of the aforesaid lands which the Commis- 
rot the General Laud Office shall find to be vacant, unappropriated, and 
disposed of by the United States, which patent shall operate only as a relin- 
: t of title on the part of the United States, and shall not in any wise 
a. . preclude any adverse claimant or claimants from the right to assert 
)  widity of their claim or claims in a court or courts of justice : Provided 


hat ho mir 








} ' . 
eral lands shall be granted by this act or located by the scrip to be 


issued p irsuant to this act 

Py 7 a oe _—— said lands which have been disposed of by the United 
to be ascerta a ‘ce ne a appropriated, the number of acres so disposed of 
certified to the Sener. Voumissioner of the General Land Office and by him 
quired to pay to x a of the Treasury, who is hereby authorized and re- 
acre for said lands din, 4 Clark Gaines a sumof money equiv ilent to $1.25 an 
Stisteal eit Ga cna oe isposed of and so ascertained ; and there is hereby appro- 
sufi OF any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated a sum 


lent to pay the same 
Mr - “ib ro ° ° . 
ae COSGROVE. I move the previous question on the bill and sub- 
sutute 
the previous question was ordered. 
ine ne me ; . 
Mr oe nt, in the nature of a substitute, wasadopted 
I ) r > : ° 
Th SPF 4 LAN. Is there not an amendment to the substitute ? 
ue “Pp i ’ a , nT 
ment. ; ; h \KER pro te mpore (Mr. Cox, of New York Che amend- 
Mir "One of a substitute, has just been adopted 
ea rd % LM \N. Was there not an amendment to the substitute in 
seal t ne naw . « ° 
only ¢ © the payment of money? AsI understand, the substitute was 
ul\ ior a part of the bill. 
XV 357 








The latter motion was agreed to. 

MRS. MARGARET CASSIDY. 

The next bill reported by the Committee of the Whole House was 
the bill (H. R. 3950) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Cassidy. The bill 
was reported without amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 


WILLIS N. ARNOLD. 


The next bill reported by the Committee of the Whole House was 
the bill (H. R. 3937) for the relief of Willis N. Arnold. 

The bill was reported with an amendment in the nature of a substi- 
tute. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 

Mr. McMILLIN I demand the previous question 

Mr. ROWELL [ ask to have the amendment read. 

The amendment, in the nature of a substitute, was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, d That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the respective sums of money as hereinafter provided to the 
respective persons named herein, or to their heirs or legal representatives, to 
wit 

To H. Johnson, $753.89 

7 »> Ste} hie Ii MI J INST $753 sv 

fo D. J. Franklin, 3149.37 

To Josiah Franklin, $179.06 

lo Nat Buckley, 3298 

To John I $358 

To Elias Bray, 447 

To Dr. ¢ 3 $179.05 

To Harrison 7 $298.¢ 

ro Jeremiah ¢ KS 3997.30 

ro WV a A 25, 956 8 

To At Mt $447.65 

To G. L. Ross, 31.4 

ToS. L. Ross, 31.4 

To J MI. Hart, $ 

ro \ 4. | £915.94 

Po Jo DS S208 

ro A. B. Ok , S298 

ro Da Me ] =248.65 

I * i 

To Th is McG; $179.05 

fo James I r. $17 ) 

To Wi 7 a) 

Tol ] $2 5 

To John L. Ca $597.30 

To Willia H D7 

To Carroll I $597 

To John West. $ . 


Severey 


ate py NN ey pe te ym > 
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To James Clifford, $298.65 

To O. F. Hendrix, $895.26 

To Frank Cawthon, $358.10. 
To James Cawthon, $149.37. 
»S. FE. Grider, $149.37 

» Silas Grider, $149.37 

© John Robinson, $274.32. 

o Hugh McKnight, $228.60, 
“o John G. Smith, $91.44. 

‘o Caleb McKnight, $228.60. 
To James Thomas, $228.60 

To William P. Walker, $137.16. 
To A. 8. Rogers, $389.71 

To Tison G. Maness, $640.08 
To William H. Bond, $137.16 
To F. M. Ballard, $274.32. 

To Stephen Messengill, $137.16 
To William Swink, $502.92 

To Kenton M. Jones, M11.48 


Mr. ROWELL. It strikes me before the previous question is called 
the House ought to know what it is voting on. 
bill re ported — 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have demanded the previous question. I repeat, 
we have here a number of bills reported by the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar that have not been acted upon by the 
House. They have stood here for several weeks without action; and 


In all, $25,445.36. 


I think it is but right there should be some disposition made of them | 
(nd I will state in response to my friend from Illinois that | 


to-day 
this bill was discussed in the Committee of the Whole for half a day, 
and after full discussion was recommended to the House. 

Mr. ROWELL 
the House to what the bill is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
demand for the previous question. The gentleman from Tennessee, 
who is in charge of the bill has called the previous question. 

The House divided upon ordering the previous question; and there 
were—aves 61, noes 58 


Mr. ROWELL. No quorum has voted. 


Tellers were ordered, and Mr. MCMILLIN and Mr. ROWELL were | 


appointed 

While the tellers were counting, 

Mr. SPRINGER said: I ask unanimous consent that further count 
upon ordering the previous question be dispensed with, and that five 
minutes on each side be allowed for debate, and that then the previous 
question be ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] as a parliamentarian knows that that can not be done. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It can be done by unanimous consent, and that 
is what I ask. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair can not entertain any propo- 
sition while the House is dividing. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 96, noes 68. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The question was upon agreeing to the substitute reported from the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GEDDES. On that question I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were 41 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WELLER. LIask that the substitute be now read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The substitute has just been read. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 81, nays 120, not vot- 
ing 123; as follows: 


This substitute is a | 


I only want five minutes to call the attention of | 


Debate is not in order pending the 


| Geddes, 

| Glascock, 

| Goff, 
Graves, 
Guenther, 

| Hatch, H. H. 
| Hatch, W. H. 


Hiscox k, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Horr, 
Howey, 
James, 
Johnson, 
Jones, B. W. 
| Kasson, 
Kean, 
Kleiner, 
Laird, 
Lawrence, 


| Adams, J.J. 
Arnot, 
Barr, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Boutelle, 
Bowen, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
Budd, 
surleigh, 
| Burnes, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, Felix 
Chace, 
Chalm 
Clardy, 
| Clay, 
( 
‘ 
( 
( 
( 





‘obb, 

ook, 
ovington, 
‘ullen, 

urtin, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, 
Davis, L. H. 
Dockery, 
Dorsheimer, 
Dowd, 


Henderson, D. B. 


Le Fevre, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
McCormick, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Morrill, 
Murray, 

Ne ece, 
Nelson, 
Nutting, 

O Hara, 
O'Neill, Charles 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Payne, 
Payson, 


Perkins, 


Peters, 
Phelps, 
Post, 

Price, 
Ray.G. W. 
Rice, 

Riggs, 
Robinson, 3.6. 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Smalls, 
Smith, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stockslager, 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Sumner,C. A, 


NOT VOTING—123. 


Duncan, 
Eaton, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Evins, J. H. 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Fyan, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Green, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Haynes, 
Henderson, T. J. 
He nley, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Houseman, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 


Jones, J. T. 
Keifer, 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 
Lacey, 
Lamb, 
Long, 
McAdoo, 
MecCoid, 
McComas, 
Matson, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Nik holls, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
O'Neill, J. J, 
Paige, 
Pettibone, 
Poland, 
Potter, 
Randall, 
Rankin, 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced for this day 


Talbott. 
Taylor, E.R 
Taylor, J.D 
Thomas, 
Townshend 
Valentine 
Wadsworth 
Wait 
Wallace 
Ward 
Weaver 
Weller 
White, Milo 
Whiting 
Wilson James 
Winans, E.B 
Winans, John 
Wood 
Worthingtor 
Yaple 

York 


Ranney 

Ray, Ossian 
Reagan, 
teed, 
Robertson 
Robinson, W. E 
Rogers, J. H 
Rogers, W. F 
Rosecrans 
Russe 

Ryan 

Seney 
Skinner,C.R 
Skinner, T.G 
Slocur 
Snyder 
Spriggs 
Springer 
Stewart, J. W 
Stone 
Sumner, D.H 
Tucker 
Tully 

Van Alsty 
Wakefield 
Warner, A 
Washburn 
We mple 
Wilkins 
Wise, J. 


Aiken 
Alexander, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Boy k 
Breckinridge, 
Broadhead, 
Buchanan, 
Cabell 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassidy, 
Clements, 
Connolly, 
Cox = 


Cox, W.R 


Adams, G. E, 
Anderson, 
Atkinson, 
Bagley, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Belford, 
Bisbee 
Brainerd, 


YEAS—l. 
Crisp King, 
Culberson, D. B. Lanham, 
Dibble, Lewis, 
Dibrell, Libbey, 
Dunn, Lore, 
Ermentrout, Lovering, 
Findlay, MeMillin, 
Forney, Miller, J. F. 


Garrison, 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Hemphill, 
Hewitt, G, W. 
Hoblitzell, 
Hunt, 
Jeffords, 
Jones, J. H 
Jones, J K 
Jordan, 


Mutchler, 
O'’ Ferrall, 
Pierce, 
Peel, 
Pryor, 
Pusey, 
Reese, 
Scales, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Storm, 


NAYS—120 


Breitung 
Brewer, J. H 
Browne, T. M 
Brown, W. W. 
Campbell, J. M. 


Converse, 
( ‘osgrov e, 


Culbertson, W. W. 


Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 


Campbell, James E. Davis, R. T. 


Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Collins, 


Deuster, 
Dingley, 
Dunham, 


Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Turner, H.G 
Turner, Oscar 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
White, J.D. 
Williams, 


Willis, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Wise, G.D. 


Wolford, 
Woodward, 
Young. 


Eldredge, 
Eliwood, 
English, 
Evans, I. N. 
Everhart, 
Ferrell, 
Fiedler, 
Finerty, 
Funston, 


Mr. RoGeErs, of Arkansas, with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. CLAY with Mr. JEFFORDSs. 

Mr. TULLY with Mr. GEORGE. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. REED. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. BouTEeLLe. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. MuRPHY. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated 

The question was upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and r 
third time. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. I move that the bill be recor 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

The question was taken upon the motion to recommit; and 
division there were—ayes 87, noes 59. 





Committee on War Claims. 
ALONZO GESNER. 

The next private bill reported from the Committee of the 
House on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1299) for th 
of Alonzo Gesner. 

The question was upon the adoption of the amendment re} 
from the Committee of the Whole to add to the bill the 
‘* Which said sum, or so much thereof as may be necesuary, !s 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwis 
priated, for said purpose.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I call for the reading of the bill with th 
ment. 

The bill as proposed to be amended was read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation ' 
of the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended o! 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McMILLIN move to reconsider the vote by which tli 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be | 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

J. T. PICKETT. 

The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole H 
the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3181) for the relie! 
Pickett. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


‘ 


I ask unanimous consent that Senate ' 























































1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


satnnensietiass 


« similar in terms to this House bill, be taken from the Speak- 

rs table and passed in lieu of it. wa . 

: <PEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the House bill 
ee) from the Committee of the Whole will be laid on the table 
7 House will proceed to the consideration of the corresponding 

< nate bill now on the Speaker’s table. 


. was no object ion. 


wl 


The bill (S. 534 for the relief of J. T. Pickett was taken from the 

cor ker's table and read a first and second time. 
The bill is as tollows: 

od. &ec.. That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States be, 

pe ee hereby, authorized and directed to pay to J. T. Pickett, formerly con- 

ney at Vera Cruz, Mexico, out of any unappropriated money in the United States 

eo eney. the sum of $1,375, being the amount advanced and disbursed by him, 

: veting as such consul, for the relief of destitute American citizens not 


Mr. McMILLIN. I call the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 


A . s ' 
she bill was ordered toa third reading; and was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. | | 

Mr. TILLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


nassed 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
COL. HENRY J. HUNT. 
The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 


Ai 


vate Calendar was the bill (H. R. 78) to provide for the retire- 
f Col. Henry J. Hunt as a major-general of the United States 





iit SPE AKER pro te mpore, This bill has been reported from the 
Committee of the Whole with an amendment. 
Mr. LYMAN. I move the previous question. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Let the bill be read. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas Col. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Henry J. Hunt was, on the l4th day of Sep- 

ss3. retired from active service as colonel of the Fifth Regiment of 

\ ery, by due operation of law, after more than forty-four years of continu- 

ous tive, honorable, and distinguished service in the Army of the United 
States; and 

ereas the said Henry J. Hunt exercised the appropriate command of a 

general in the field during the greater portion of the late war, and at the 

f his retirement he was in command of a geographical military depart- 

eldthe command of a major-general of the United States Army by brevet 





g from March 13, 1865, conferred upon him for “gallant and meritorious 

~ es tield during the rebellion: ’’ Therefore, 
ed, &c., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to place 
( d Byt. Maj. Gen. Henry J. Hunt on the retired-list of major-generals, 
‘ the rank, pay, and emoluments of a major-general of the United States 


the retired-list, to date from September 14, 1883. 


rhe amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole was to 
insert atter the word ** authorized,’’ in line 3, the words ‘*to nomi- 

ite and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 

and to strike out after the words *‘ retired-list,’’ in line 5, the 
words ** of major-generals,’’ and insert ‘‘as a major-general.”’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it not bein order to move toamend this bill 
so as to allow this officer to be retired on the rank that he held in the 
Army ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question has been called. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that it would remove an objection to this 

fit were amended so as to retire this officer on the rank which he 
held in the Army—the rank of colonel, I believe. 

Mr. LYMAN. That would not give him the pay to which he is justly 
entitled. He is already retired as a colonel. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think that some further explanation of this bill 
should be given. It has not been customary to pass bills of this kind; 
and whenever we have sent to the Senate a bill retiring an officer upon 
mank higher than he actually held the Senate has always amended the 
ll SO as to retire him upon his actual rank. 

the SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts de- 
lands the previous question. 

Mr. MILLS. I suggest to the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
Withdraw the call for the previous question, and give the House an ex- 
planation of the bill. 

Mr. LYMAN. 


the bill. 


hy 


I have no desire to cut off debate or explanation of 
_ I therefore withdraw the call for the previous question and 
expiain, as | thought I explained fully the other day, that this 
r rendered eminent service during the war in the artillery corps 
and only failed to be promoted to the rank of major-general because in 
the artillery branch of the service there were no promotions to that 
I Ut the one hundred and fifty-six commissions issued to major-gen- 
erals of the United States Army during the war not one was issued to 
“ny artillery officer. General Hunt was the first artillery officer in the 


ce, and by remaining in the artillery corps waived his right to 
promotion, - 


Pe 
ULICEt 


aK 


‘ aot MILLIN, This is a bill for the retirement of an officer with 
) tk Which he never actually held. If we pass this bill it will be, I 
™ Me ’ = lirst instance of the kind. 
eral af Y MAN. This officer was promoted to be a full brigadier-gen- 

“oF the volunteer service and breveted a major-general. But he 


4 
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was never assigned to duty upon that rank. By remaining in the ar- 
tillery corps he was denied the promotion which he ought to have had. 
He held a position equal in responsibility to that of a corps commander, 
but received only the pay of a colonel. His expenses were great. He 
was obliged to pay out about $2,000 a year during that war. He act- 
ually expended the whole of his ownslender fortune and that of his wife 
to support the dignity of hisrank. He served with distinction through- 
out the war in many bloody battlesand expended from his own means 
$8,000. 

Mr. KING. 
of the Potomac. 

Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. KING. A very worthy officer, I understand. 

Mr. LYMAN He held the very highest rank attainable in his 
branch of the service. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thegentleman from Massachusetts has stated the 
effect of this bill so far as concerns the rank of this officer. I hope he 
will also state what will be its effect in increasing the pay of this officer 
upon the retired-list. 

Mr. LYMAN This will raise his pay about $1,500 or $2,000 a year. 
I can give the exact figures if required. 

Mr. McMILLIN What does he now get? 

Mr. LYMAN 
lars. 

Mr. McMILLIN The proposition is to raise it to about $5,000, 
where services are nothing 

Mr. LYMAN. What? 

Mr. McMILLIN Where no services have been rendered ? 

Mr. LYMAN. Hethas rendered services; he has expended his own 
private fortune tor th 


ther explanation | 


I believe this officer was chief of artillery in the Army 


Yes, sir. 


Three thousand three hundred and seventy-five dol- 


benetit of his country If no one asks for fur- 
renew the demand for the previous question. 


} 


iestion was ordered 


Phe pre ous 
The amendment of the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar was agreed to, and as amended the bill was ordered to be en- 


grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time. 

Mr. LYMAN demanded the previous question on the passage of the 
bill. 

The previous question was seconded. 

Mr. PRICE demanded the yeas and naysy 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 


127, nays 58, not voting 139; as follows: 








Y EAS—127. 
Adams, G. E Ellis, Lawrence, Rockwell, 
Aiken, Everhart, Lewis Rosecrans, 
Alexander Ferrell, Libbey, Rowell, 
Anderson, Findlay, Lovering, Seney, 
Arnot, Finerty, Lowry, Seymour 
Bagley, Follett, Lyman, Shelley 
Bayne, Forney McCoid, Smith, 
Beach Funston, McCormick Spooner 
Belford, Goff, Maybury, Stee 
Bennett, Graves, Millard Stephenson, 
Bisbee, Greenleaf, Milliken, Stewart, Charles 
Blanchard Halsell Mitchell Stone 
Bowen, Hancock, Morrill Phomas, 
Brainerd, Hatch, H.H Morse, Tillman 
Breitung, Hatch, W.H Muldrow, Valentine, 
Brewer, F. B. Hemphill, Murray, Van Eaton, 
Broadhead, Herbert, Mutchler, Wadsworth, 
Brown, W. W Hewitt, A.S Nelson Wait 
Burnes Hewitt, G. W. Nutting, Wallace, 
Campbell, Felix Hoblitzell, O’ Ferrall, Ward, 
Cannon, Holmes O'Neill, Charles Weaver, 
Carleton, Hopkins, Parker White, J. D 
Chalmers Houseman, Patton White, Milo 
Collins Howey, Payne Whiting 
Converse Hunt, Payson Wilkins 
Culberson, D. B Hurd, Pee Williams, 
Culbertson, W.W. Johnson, Phelps, Wilson, W. L. 
Cutcheon Jones, J. H. Post Wolford, 
Davis, G. R. Jordan, Pusey, Wood 
Deuster, Kasson, Ray, Ossian Worthington, 
Dibble King Rice, Yaple. 
rlliott K le er Robinson, J.S8. 

NAYS—5s, 
Bland, Cox, W.R Le Fevre, Taylor, J. M. 
Blount, Crisp Lore Throckmorton 
Bovle Dunt MeMillin Townshend, 
Breckinridge Ea Mills rurner, H.G. 
Browne, T. M Eldredge Neece Turner, Oscar 
Buchanan, Ellwood, Pierce Warner, Richard 
Cabe Englis Peters Wellborn, 
Caldwe Geddes Price Weller, 
Campbell, J.M G ither, Pryor, Willis 
Campbell, J. I Hardeman Riges Winans, E. B. 
Candler His n Scales Winans, John 
Clements H n Shaw, Wise,G.D 
Cobb James Stockslager, York 
Connolly Ie s, B.W Storin, 
Cosgrove Lat in Talbott, 

NOT VOTING—139. 

Adams, J.J Bar Brewer, J. H. Calkins 
Atkinson Belmont, Brumm, Cassidy 
Ballentine, Bingham Buckner, Chace, 
Barbour Blackburt Budd Clardy, 
Barksdale Be € Burleigh, Clay. 


& tide 
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Cook Morgan Slocum 
Covingtor Morrison Smalls 
Cox,8.38 D.B Moulton Snyder 

Cu i =.0 Muller Spriggs 
Curtin “r Murphy Springer 
Dargat Hep! Nicholls Stevens 
Davidson Hil Oates Stewart, J. W 
Davis, L. H. Hitt Ochiltree Strait 

Davis, R.T Holto O Hara Struble 
Dibrell Hoope ONeill, J.J Sumner,C.A 
Dingley Horr Paige Sumner, D.H 
Dockery, Houk Perkins Taylor, E.B 
Dorsheimer, Hutchins Pettibone Taylor, J.D 
Dowd Jeffords Poland Thompson 
Duncan Jones, J. K Potter Tucker, 
Dunham Jones, J, T Randall Tully, 
Ermentrout, Kean Rankin Van Alstyne, 
Evans, I. N. Keifer Ranney Vance, 
Evins, J. H Ke Ray,.G. W Wakefield, 
Fiedler, Kellogg Reagan Warner, A.J. 
Foran Ketcham Reed Washburn 
Fyan Lacey Reese Wemple 
Garrison Laird Robertson Wilson, James 
George Lamb Robinson, W. E Wise, J.S 
Gibson Long Rogers, J. H Woodward 
Glascock, McAdoo Rogers, W. F Young 
Green, McComas Russell 

Hammond Matson Ryan 

Hanback, Miller, J. F Singleton 

Hardy Miller, S. H Skinner, C.R 

Harmer, Money Skinner, T.G 


So the bill was passed. 


During the roll-call the following additional pairs were announced: 


On all political questions for this day 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, with Mr. PusEy. 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. 

Mr. DIBRELL with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. WILSson, of Iowa. 

Mr. VAN EATON with Mr. STRAIT. 

Mr. VANCE with Mr. HITT. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. BRUMM, on all political questions until 


Monday next. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I learn that Mr. STRUBLE, with whom 
I am paired, would vote **no;’’ and as we are both on the same side, I 
have voted in the negative. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. LYMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 


table 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY A. LEE. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
for the relief of Mary | 
A. Lee; which was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time; and 


on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 807 


being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH F. WILSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson. 

Mr. HALSELL. I move by unanimous consent Senate bill 42 be 
taken up and passed instead of the House bill. 

There was no objection, and the House bill was laid on the table. © 

A bill (S. 42) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson was taken from the 
Speaker’s table and read a first and second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


i.e 


> 
~ 


o) 


An act for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, be, and he is hereby, author- 


ized and required to issue to Joseph F. Wilson, of Peoria, Ill., or his legal rep- | 


resentatives or assigns, a number of warrants equal to eighty acres, in tracts 
not less than the subdivisions provided for in the United States land laws, to be 
located by the said Wilson, or his legal representatives or assigns, on any of the 
unoccupied and unappropriated public lands of the United States subject to 
pre-emption or homestead settlement, in lieu of the west half of the northeast 
quarter of section 19, in township 35 north, of range 5 west, situate in Porter 
County, Indiana, which said tract of land was entered by and patented to Josiah 
Smith, of Macon County, Missouri, under and by virtue of the provisions of the 


acts of Congress approved June 8, 1872,and March 3, 1873, relating to additional | 


homesteads, and by the said Josiah Smith, after his said entry, sold and con- 
veyed to the said Wilson, and of the title to and possession of which the said 
Wilson was divested and dispossessed by the judgment and decree of the circuit 


court of the United States for the district of Indiana at the November term, A, | 


D., 1880, thereof, by reason of a prior disposal of or a prior equitable title in and 
to said tract of land, asthe said court held and decided, to or in persons other 
than the said Josiah Smith ; and the said Wilson, or his legal representatives or 
assigns, after the location of the said warrantson such lands as he or they may 
select, shall be allowed patents for the lands so located. And the lands taken, 
selected, and located as authorized and provided for by this act shall be in full 
satisfaction of any claim, right, or benefit which the said Josiah Smith or any 
one claiming under him may have, or may have had, under and by virtue of 
the provisions of the said acts of Congress, as well as in full satisfaction of any 
claim which the said Wilson, as assignee or grantee of the said Josiah Smith, 
may have, or may have had, against the United States touching said described 
tract of land 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be informed as to how 
many acres are involved in this question ? 


Mr. PARKER. Eighty acres. It is a small tract. 


The bill was ordered to beread a third time; and, being read the | dorsement of General Grant and other distinguished officers, I think ' 


| vote by yeas and nays should be taken upon its passage. 


third time, was passed. 


Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which thx 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid , 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from theSenate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, annoy 


that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
titles, namely: ™ 








A bill (H. R. 394) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary C. Jones 
A bill (H. R. 432) to increase the pension of Joseph B. Sellers 
A bill (H. R. 759) granting a pension to Patrick Droney; 
A bill (H. R. 1396) granting a pension to Frederick Wilhelm, late g 
sergeant of Company L, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer ( 
| alry; 
A bill (H. R. 1986) granting a pension to Frank P. Fitkin: 
A bill (H. R. 2393) granting a pension to Mary McLaughlin 
| A bill (H. R. 2608) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet 
A bill (H. R. 3188) granting a pension to Amanda Cutter 
A bill (H. R. 4164) for the relief of Ellen Horgan; 
A bill (H. R. 4188) granting a pension to William W. Day 
A bill (H. R. 4718) for the relief of Caroline Sheward; 
| A bill (H. R. 4818) for the relief of Rose Ann Galbraith; 
A bill (H. R. 4977) to authorize the extension of the Chesapeake 
| and Ohio Railway Company toa point on the military lands at Fortress 
Monroe; 
| A bill (H. R. 5258) granting a pension to Thomas Cheshire 
| <A bill (H. R. 5999) granting additional pension to George H. Fluk 
and 
A bill (H. R. 7164) to amend chapter 20 of the Revised Statut 


relating to the District of Columbia concerning mechanics’ liens 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed t 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 1 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. 6094) making appropriations for the p 
ment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for th: 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 


WILLIAM J. LEE. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole H 

on the Private Calendar with a favorable recommendation was th« 
H. R. 1073) granting a pension to William J. Lee. 

Mr. BAGLEY. When this bill was considered in committe: 
24th of May the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] made t 
of no quorum, 2nd an agreement was then entered into that it s 
be favorably reported and a yea-and-nay vote taken in the House 
wish to say this is a bill placing upon the pension-roll William 
a scout of the Army of the Potomac. It comes recommended }) 
committee, and letters were read in support of it from General (1 
General Sharpe, and other prominent men, all of them to the effect t 
it was a most meritorious case. 

To comply with the agreement I would ask for the yeas and nays o1 
this bill. I presume the gentleman from Georgia insists u ] 
although I will be glad to have him withdraw the demand. 

Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a question for the Hous 
determine whether it will order the yeas and nays or not. 

Mr. CRISP. That was not the understanding. They were consid- 
ered as ordered when consent was given to allow the bill to be reported 
There was no objection made to that understanding in the comuutte 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Committee of the Whole, how: 
can not order the yeas and nays so as to control the House. 

Mr. CRISP. Well, then, Mr. Speaker, I desire to draw the attention 
| of the House to the fact that in the Committee of the Whole tli 
least that were present agreed to it; and certainly now they can ! 
| decline to sustain the call when it was unanimously agreed to at that 

time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No agreement on the part of the co! 
mittee has any binding force in that respect upon the action o! ! 
House. 
| Mr. CRISP. 
| present. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


— 
YI 


I 


Ss 


But it has upon the conscience of gentlemen w! 


The Chair has nothing to do wit! 


| conscience of the House. [ Laughter. ] 
Mr. CRISP. Ido not know whether the Chair has anything to co 


with it or not, but as a member of the House I have the right to ap) 
| to the conscience of the House to sustain an agreement of that ' 
acter, and I take it that there is something there that will resp 
the demand with honor. ; 

Mr. PARKER. _Iask of the House to be permitted to saya few ¥ 
upon this bill, as I believe it was laid over at my suggestion an 
an agreement on the part of the committee that there should b 
and-nay vote in the House. While I am strongly in favor o! 

to which I believe there is no objection, and while I am aware t! 
| once passed the House at the last session of Congress and has th 


this 
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the SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were— 
shat debate is hardly in order. ayes 38, noes 92. 
“Mr. PARKER. Then I will not detain the House any longer. So the House refused to adjourn 
Mr BAGLEY. I demand the yeas and nays. Mr. SPRINGER The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HARDEMAN] 
rhe eas and nays were ordered. Withdraws his obje ction to the bill being laid aside, not to lose its place. 
Mr. BAGLEY. Is debate in order? The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
: rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. be laid aside, not to lose its place 
My BAGLEY. I would like to have made a little explanation. There was no objection. 
F lhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the present The SPEAKER pro tempore The question is on the motion that 
on s upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill. Does | the House take a recess till 8 o'clock this evening 
tleman from New York desire the yeas and nays to be taken on Che House divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 62 
+ question or on the passage of the bill ? Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum. 
“Mr. BAGLEY. On the passage of the bill. I presume the gentle- Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I call for tellers 
rom Georgia meant The SPEAKER pro tempore { quorum not having voted, the Chair 
Mr. CRISP. The only purpose I have in view is to obtain a vote | will order tellers. 
rpon this bill by a quorum of the House. I am _ perfectly willing to Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent to make a brief statement. 
nf in any way, either by tellers or by a division, simply to ob- | There are only two or three bills reported by the Committee of the 
tail » sense of the House, as I regard this as . departure from the | Whole remaining to be disposed ot They were reported some six 
af retotore pursued in these cases. I have no disposition to pro- | weeks ago. I ask the House to let them be acted upon. They have 
but simply to have a quorum. stood. aside ¢ ry Friday Chey passed the Committee of the Whole 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. The question will first be taken upon without objection 
erossment and third reading of the bill, upon which, as the Chair The SPEAKER pro tem) Chere are nine bills reported by the 
rstands, the gentleman does not.desire the yeas and nays. Committee of the Whole H e stil disposed « 
Mr. CRISP No, sir. ESTION O 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and was ee B een 
cordingly read the third time. Mr. VALENTINE, I rise to a question of privilege 
Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the suggestion of the gentleman from Nhe SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman state it 
Georgia, | propose, 1n order to save time, if it meets his views, that we Mr. VA I N . INI \t t a er I — He ms the 24th 
nig 1 vote on this by tellers. Instant, when the rouse had under consideration the bill tor the pro- 
Mr. CRISP I have no objection to that tection of the soldiers’ homes in one of the Western States, the gentleman 
Mr. HOLMAN. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which the from New Jersey [ Mr. McApoo] asked consent to offer an amendment 
veas and navs were ordered. to that bill, which I desire to have read from the Clerk’s desk 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That order, if there be no objection, | Mr. HOLMAN. Is that a question of privilege ? . 
1 ve vacated The SPEAKER The gentleman trom Nebraska stated, as the Chair 
There was no objection, so the order of the House for the veas and | Understood him, that he rose to a question of privilege. It has not yet 
f navs was vacated. been stated so as to enable the Chair to decide The Clerk will read 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now appoint tellersto W hat the gentleman sends to the desk. 
take the vote upon the passage of the bill Phe Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. BAGLEY and Mr. CRISP were appointed tellers. Provid ; : iat wherever a soldier has y n an ane any on¢ of phe 
t ] } oa ° } - } o~ | tional soidiers homes tor a period of not less than tf elve onths, and shalt 
. mt House divided ; and the telle rs reported—ayes 100, noes 2%. | have during that time a sauna of good behavior, it shall be optional with him 
Mr. CRISP. In view of the fact that the affirmative is a good deal | to retir 1 said home and receive from the funds appropriated for the main- 





more than half of a quorum, and that nearly a quorum has voted, I do | tenance of the home of which he was 2 member 310 for every month he shall 
not want to obstruct the public business, and withdraw the call for | 7™'" #v4y from said home 
further count. | Mr. VALENTINE. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo} 
So (further count not being called for) the bill was passed. | asked and obtained leave, though it does not appear of record but I 
state it as a matter of fact because I was present and heard it, that he 
might be permitted to print some remarks upon that amendment. I 
The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House was | with others present assented to the request of the gentleman. I find 
the bill (H. R. 4380) for the relief of A. H. Herr. in the RECORD to-day a speech said to have been delivered by him on 
he bill was read, as follows: that amendment. I find in that speech he has left the subject upon 
Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- which he has asked the privilege ay print and has used language there- 
rized and directed to pay to A. H. Herr, of the District of Columbia, the sum | in which I think is an abuse of the privilege granted at that time. 
5,000, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the | After referring to the soldiers’ homes he passes to the subject of land- 
the San tomate ee See ad etna en known as Herr's island, during | srabbers or W hat is known as the land monoplists of this country, and 
has taken occasion to print as a part of his remarks on this amendment 
Mr. ROWELL. I demand the previous question on the engrossment | a very long dispatch sent from this city to the New York Star of the 
ind third reading of the bill. 6th of January last. The article, after many other things, says: 
Che previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof The names, &c., of our native land monopolists would fill every page of this 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being | issue of the Star. I select only a few from the several States and Territories, as 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. maewe 


A. H. HERR. 





Mr. ROWELL. I demand the previous question on the passage of Then appears a long list of persons who are said to own in the ag- 
the bill gregate something over 7,000,000 acres of land. In the list as printed 

The previous question was ordered. in the REcOoRD of to-day I find the name of— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the | Senator Joux A. Logan. 80.000 acres 


bill Now, Senator LOGAN called my attention to this matter a short time 











Mr HOLMAN. I call for a division. ago to-day and desired me to say to this House that so far as it related 
Lhe House divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 51. to him it was absolutely false; that the only land that he owned in the 
Mr Pt IST, of Pennsylvania. No quorum. world was a little homestead in the State of Illinois upon which he 
Lhe SPI AKER pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the Chair | was born 

Wil order tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Pennsylvania, M1 Many MEMBERS. Regular order! 

s OST und the geutleman from Illinois, Mr. ROWELL. Mr. HOLMAN I would inquire of the Chair how this is a question 
a House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 64, noes 46. | of privilege ? 

rs een I insist on the point astoaquorum. This belongs The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALEN1 INE] 

ee OF Canes that should not pass without a quorum. I ask for | will state what the question of privilege is. 

oo and nays. Mr. VALENTINE. It is this: I with other members of this House 

Vn the question of ordering the yeas and nays, there were—ayes 12; | relying in good faith upon the belief that the gentleman from New 

"ie tate f the last vote. Jersey Mr. McApoo | would print only such matter as was right upon 
Mr. HOLMAN. Count the other side the subject in regard to which he asked leave to print gave consent to 
a " gative vote was counted; and there were noes 62. it The point I make is that the gentleman has gone outside of and 

hae: the atiirmative not being one-fifth of the whole vote) the yeasand has left that subject, and taken occasion, while he was lauding the sol- 

o oe ordered. - diers of this land, to stab one ot the brightest and most gallant soldiers 

ever. nad “INGER, I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed that ever defended his country. [Applause and cries of ** Regular 
vd 7 . ose its place on the orders of the House. order!’ 

anti ~ \RDEMAN, I object, and move that the House take a recess The SPEAKER. The gentle miata will state the matter of privilege 
Mi » CLOCK. which he desires to present to this rouse 


r RT AN wy . Tt ST. ' 1 
r. BLAND I move that the House do now adiourn Mr. VALENTINE lam trying tostate it. i say that tomy mind 








FEI 
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t m of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo] in this 
eeu ibuse of the privilege granted him by this House. 

I AND. I rise to a point of order. 

Phe SPEAKER rhe gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. My point of order is that there is no resolution o1 
proposition pending before the House 

The SPEAKER The Chair does not think it a matter of privilege 
merely to correct an erroneous statement contained in the REcorRD. If 
the gentleman has any resolution or proposition to submit to the House 
he can do so, and then the Chair will decide whether it is a question of 
p! lege or not 

Mr. VALENTINE \ resolution will be offered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Leave to print 

Mr. VALENTINE rhe gentleman from Illinois Says ** leave to | 
print Chat is the trouble now: we granted one gentleman leave to 
print al d he abused that leave. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that when a member is granted 
leave to print he may print anything which he might have said in 
order on the floor of the House. The gentleman from Nebraska [ Mr. 
VALENTINE] so far has not disclosed anything which would have been 


orde! 
Mr. \ 
hate on the 
ha 
Phe 


rele! 


out of if spoken by a member on the floor 
ALENTINE I think if that language had been spoken in de- 
referring to a Senator of the United States, it would 
been out of order 

SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the language to 
to the gentleman in his Senatorial capacity, but the name is simply 
mentioned with others in the discussion of a general subject. 

Mr. VALENTINE. It says ‘‘Senator JoHn A. LOGAN.”’ 

Mr. COX, of New York. Lrise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. So far as my friend from Nebraska [Mr. 
VALENTINE] has proceeded he has disclosed nothing in the shape of a 
question of privilege. So far as printing in the RECORD is concerned, 
the gentleman has introduced no resolution to correct the RECORD. 
We know very well, and I pledge myself here now on behalf of my 
friend from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], that if he finds out that he has 
committed an error in copying from the New York Star any statement 
derogatory to General LOGAN he will correct it. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I hope so. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And that is more than you will do. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to go on, 
for | understand the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApDoo] is 
ready to meet him. 

Mr. VALENTINE. 
CANNON ]. 

Mr. CANNON. 
is involved here. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
Illinois rises ? 

The SPEAKER. 
gentleman is to show that a question of privilege is involved. 

Mr. CANNON, I will try to bring myself within the rules if I can 
have the attention of the House 

lhe SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. CANNON. In the Recorp of to-day I find the following: 


} 
hoor, 


I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
I think, Mr. Speaker, that a question of privilege 


I would ask for what purpose the gentleman from 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuesday, June 24, 1884. 

rhe House having under consideration the bill (S. 1404) to authorize the loca- 
tion of a branch home for volunteer disabled soldiers in either of the States of 
nsas, Colorado, Kansas, lowa, Minnesota, Wisconsin, or Nebraska, and for 
other p 

Mr. McADOO said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: 








irposes— 


And then is printed what purports to be the speech of the gentleman. 
Further on in the speech I find this: 


In tl 
ing 


1is connection I want to put before the House and the country the follow- 
statement from the New York Star of January 6 last past. 


. 1 > . | 
The gentleman makes the statement a part of his own remarks. | . 
brought forward 


Along in that statement I find the following: 

I names, &&« 
ot the Star 
follows 


, of our native land monopolists would fill every page of this 
I select only afew from the several States and Territories, as 


In the list of names I find the following: 


Senator Joun A. LoGaN, 80,000 acres 


Now, I turn to the REcoRD of the proceedings of the 24th of this 
month and I find it perfectly silent touching any leave given to the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApDoo] to print remarks in the 
RECORD 


Mr. McADOO. Allow me a question. 


Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 
Mr. McADOO. Has not the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VAL- 
ENTINE], who wes present that evening, admitted that I had leave 


from the House to print ? 


Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has so stated. So that now, taking 
the REcoRD of the 24th and that of the 27th (to-day), the RECORD 


The Chair understands that the purpose of the | 


| thought he could show that this did involve a question of p 


| sey did not in fact have leave to print a speech. 








—— 





upon its face misleads the House apparently and the country 


words, for anything that appears upon the face of this ae 
gentleman from New Jersey did make this speech, and his fel] ie 
bers sat about him and let it pass unchallenged; whereas i; if 
in fact the speech never was made. EP 

Now, I claim it is my right that this RECORD should show ¢ - 


tleman did not stand in his place and make this newspapet 
own, calling the attention of the House and the countrv t it 
ter, but rather, under a lax practice which prevails in this Honus: ‘% 
I believe ought not to prevail, abused the privileges of this Hous, 
put that into his address which never was spoken and which iy mm: 
opinion he ought not to have put there. And I think that. accords ‘ 
to the common understayling of the different members of this | 
he violated at least the rules of propriety and fair dealing 
placed it there. If he had said it in my hearing I should ha 
verted it at the time, because, as has been well stated here, t] 
man referred to owns no land except a small quantity in |] 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, where is the question of » 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois stated 


Mr. COX, of New York. Has~ * shown it? i 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand the 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to say that the gentleman from Ney 


Mr. CANNON. 
ment, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will State, before the gentle: 

ceeds, in order that the gentleman may confine himself to t 
that the Chair itself has no more power over the RECORD tha 
other member of the House. If a resolution were offered to ex) 
certain matter from the RECORD, then the House of course 
upon that; but the Chaircan not decide whether any particu 
should or should not be in the RECORD. 

Mr. FOLLETT. The statement has been made by the 
from Illinois that the gentleman from New Jersey made 1 
on the 24th. The proceedings of the 24th are published in th: 
of the 25th; and on page 6234 I read this: 

[Mr. McADOO addressed the House. 

[ Laughter. } 

Mr. CANNON. I did state that the REcoRD of the proceed 
the 24th did not show that consent was given; and what I now 
under the resolution which I shall offer in a moment is to so 
RECORD that it shall show this speech was printed and not d 
so that when the gentleman goes to the country he shall g 
facts just as they are, and can not claim that he made unch 
the remark *‘‘ before the House and before the country.’ 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rose to a point of order so 
and I desire to renew with some urgency the point I m 
gentleman from Illinois is so anxious to preserve the purity of 
ORD why did not he or the gentleman from Nebraska [| Mr. V2 
make some motion of this kind when on the 7th day of June, I--4 
there appeared in the RECORD, under the head of ** The Tari! 
entitled ‘‘Speech of Hon. J. HART BREWER, of New Jers 
House of Representatives, Tuesday, May 6, 1884, on the bil! | 5 
to reduce import duties and war-tarifftaxes?’’ I will read o1 
paragraph from that speech. The rest of it is too obnoxio 
Why, you undertake to strain at a gnat and you svwallov 
agerie of camels. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I said all that I wish to say on the tariff in my 5) 
Forty-seventh Congress 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. What is the title of that spe 
it ‘‘ Twenty Years in the Government Service, and Tattooed at 

Mr. COX, of New York. I did hope and trust that this Congtes 
would adjourn without our having this partisan President seus 

. 4 
sion. 


Iam coming to my question of privilegs 


His remarks will appear her 





Our side of the House has not brought forward M 
Mr. LOGAN. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. But your side of the Hous 





Mr. COX, of New York. 
to have the encomiums 
Mr. BROWN, ot Pennsylvania. You are trying to defend 
Mr. COX, of New York. [am not trying to defend a 
said that if there was an error my friend from New Jerse) 
rect it. | 
Mr. CANNON. Ido not yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois declines to | 
ther. B 
Mr. COX, of New York. What I wish to say is—— _ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the to 
clines to yield further. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
to be on the floor at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already decided that so far! 
of a privileged character has appeared in the statement made. (\** 
of ‘* Regular order !"’ } 


I say our side of the House has acted 





+ 


I made the point of order. Heo 










1284. 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] sends up a resolution, 
_yich will be read, after which the Chair will decide whether it pre- | 
. ats a question of privilege. 
~ The Clerk read as follows: 

That the RECORD of June 25, 1884, be so amended that it may show 


i »esolred . > a 
Re the speech purporting to have been delivered by Mr. McApboo, of New | 
7. ‘on ovinl h reference is made to Senator JoHN A. LoGaN and others, was | 
jersey, i 


+ actually delivered in the House, but was “ printed” in the Recorpof the 
th of June instant. 

\r. COX, of New York. I move to amend. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. L rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. _ Is this a question of privilege ? 

Mr. RANDALL. It must go on, as it has been now begun. 

TheSPEAKER. The House has the right to correct the RECORD in 
‘any manner it pleases. The Chair will therefore entertain the resolu- 
tion and allow the gentleman to be heard on it. The gentleman trom 
Jilinois Is on the floor. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in my opinion the House owes it to 
itself to adopt this resolution. The gentleman from New York [| Mr. 
Cox] a moment ago rose in his place, as he is in the habit of doing 








when he or his triends are in a close place, and attempted to turn this | 
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| so, nor has this side of the House. 
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Mr. Speaker, I have no desire, I will say to my friend from New York 
{[Mr. Cox], at this time or at any other time to precipitate anything 
upon this House in the nature of a political debate. I have not done 
That was precipitated upon us in 
the dark by a gentleman upon that side of the House. He did not 
make the speech upon this floor, but he took occasion, after we had 
given him a right to print under his request, to go outside of that right 


| and open up the political question, if you please, by attacking the 


nominee of this side of the House for Vice-President of this country. 

I have been reading, sir, the debate in this House which occurred 
on February 22, 1870, upon a question similar to this, where I find my 
friend from New York also took part, and I believe that he to-day will 
stand with me and other members on this floorin saying that the right 
to print under the circumstances in which it is granted by the House 
is so often abused by members of this and other Houses that it should 
not prevail, and it is time for the House to insist that when this cour- 
tesy is extended toa member it must not be abused, but that he should 


| strictly adhere in his language to the facts of the case, and insert noth- 


ing except what is absolutely true and decorous to those who have 
granted him the right. 

I now reserve the remainder of my time, as I presume the gentleman 
from New Jersey desires to be heard. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaher, if there is to be any comparison be- 





matter into ridicule. I had no object when I asked the gentleman 
from Nebraska to yield to me except to see that the privileges of this 
House were maintained. Itis nota political question. Ido not speak 
of it or refer to it from that standpoint. It is a question whether or 
not the records of this House, of its debates and proceedings, shall be 
the records and debates of the House in fact, or whether they shall be 
only the records of essays of those gentlemen who shall deem it proper 
to insert them there on any subject being considered by the House, and 
E: so have them become the mere receptacle of political malice and indi- 
vidual malignity on the part of such members as may not have the 
courage to stand up squarely on this floor and openly make such as- 
saults. 

It is admitted, as I understand, and I am informed by the Official 

Reporter such is the fact, this speech, purporting to be a speech which 
had been delivered, misleads the House and misleads the country ;- that 
it professes to exist as an actual verbal utterance on the floor of this 
House, when in fact and in truth it was never delivered on the floor of 
F this House. 
; As to the taste of inserting this speech under those circumstances, 
and in it indorsing a newspaper article, or a dispatch which was sent 
on the 5th day of last January, giving it currency and approval, is per- 
haps a question for the gentleman trom New Jersey himself to deter- 
mine. As to that I am willing the country and his associates on both 
sides of this House shall judge. But, sir, the question as to the truth, 
it youchoose the decency, of the records of this House of Representatives 
is a subject we are all deeply interested in, and from that standpoint I 
ask tor the adoption of the pending resolution. 

I will now yield back the floor to my friend from Nebraska [Mr. 
VALENTINE]. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. VALENTINE. 
and he has only returned it back to me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman yielded the floor to the gentleman 
trom Illinois and it comes out of the time of the gentleman from Ne- 
Draska, 


Mr. VALENTINE. 


Are you going to have all the debate over there? 


Now, Mr. Speaker, my statement was not that 


the allegation that any Senator or Member of this House was the pos- 


SESSOT 


sidered as very derogatory to him, but when it is taken in connection, 


is it must be when you examine the RECORD, with the language used 


5 here under the circumstances was an abuse which should be promptly 
corrected. After talking about the building of this additional soldiers’ 


I 


? 


language as follows 


ca 


ty or the ready recipients of such unwholesome flattery. Thetime israpidly 


r ofa large quantity of land in the United States should be con- 


by the gentleman from New Jersey, you will tind, | think, its insertion 


I yielded the floor tothe gentleman from Illinois | 


home he patriotically reters to the soldiers themselves. and then uses 


the honest, patriotic, and intelligent soldiers of this land, whose valor pre- 
ed the Union, will no longer permit themselves to be shields for such ras- 


‘pproaching when in the interest alike of the soldier and the entire people the 





id the pension laws must cease to be patchworks of inconsistency and 


Then follows the dispatch to which I have alluded; and in this con- 
hection I claim it was unjust, that it was taking advantage of the 
House, taking undue advantage of me and every member who was 
present on that occasion and yielded assent to the printing of his re- 


marks which he requested on the amendment he had offered. 


li you examine the RecorD of the 25th, referred to by the gentleman 
irom Vhio (Mr. FoLLetr], and nowhere, after the gentleman offered his 
“iendment, will you tind any statement that he addressed the House, 


ut Inserted several pages in advance is the statement that he did so. 


I know personally that he had that permission to print some remarks 
1 this question in the RecorD, but I claim that it was exercised in 
Violatix < : > . 

lolation ot the rules, and that the resolution of the gentleman from 


Upor 


lilinois ought therefore to prevail. 








tween my personal honor and my actions toward the members of this 
House and that of the gentleman from Illinois, I am very willing to 
| leave the decision to the members of this House themselves and to the 
country. Let them judge between us. I want to make a very clear, 
| simple, and brief statement about the publication of this speech to 
which the gentleman excepts. 

| On the evening of the 24th of this month, while I was in my place 
here to do my duty as a member of this body, there was before us for 
consideration a bill in relation tothe construction of an additional home 
tor disabled volunteer soldiers. During the course of the consideration 
of the bill I desired to offeran amendment which I regarded as impor- 
tant. It wasaradical amendment to the bill and which I had intended 
| to discuss before the House, but under the rules and under the circum- 
stances then prevailing I was unable to get the floor for that purpose; 
consequently I was not permitted to present my reasons for offering it 
or to present the arguments which I thought would have weight with 
the House to induce its adoption. I aqeordingly asked leave simply to 
print my remarks in connection with the amendment in the RECORD. 
That permission was unanimously accorded tome. With that power 
from the House I wrote and sent to the Official Reporter of this House 
the speech which has been published in the RECORD and as to which 
comment has been made. 

I want now, sir, simply to say this: that I do not retract a solitary 
word of that speech. I want to say that J accept the authorship of it 
in its entirety. I do not consider for one moment I have violated in 
| any degree any rule of propriety or equity, or any rule of manhood or 
fair dealing, as between man and man, in the publication thereof. I 
| have simply done, sir, what has been frequently done by the members of 
this House. I incorporated into my speech an extract from a reputable 
public newspaper of this country—a thing which has been done fre- 
quently by menibers of the House in similar cases. I have not com- 
| mented in one line, or word, or syllable of that speech upon that arti- 
| cle which I so incorporated. 

And now, sir, what is that article which has raised sucha breeze upon 
| the other side of this House? It was published when? It was pub- 
lished last January in one of the most reputable newspapers of the 
United States; published in the great metropolis of New York city. It 
has been copied trom Maine to California, trom Montreal to New Or- 
leans, and during that whole period trom January last until the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska { Mr. VALENTINE] rose in his place to-day in re- 
sponse, not a line of contradiction has appeared either from the super- 
sensitive Senato1 friends with 
that list 
More than that. The greater part of that article has been published 
| time and again in the speeches of gentlemen in this House. And as to 
its connection with this subject of pensions, I submit to every candid 





himself or his relation to his name in 


reader of the speech that 1 have connected it logically and reasonably 
with th h preceded it. What did I say? I said that 


remarks which 
to one hundred and sixty acres of the public 


the right of the soldie 
domain was inseparably connected with the subject of pensions. 

Mr. VALENTINE rose. 

Mr. McADOO. The gentleman [am not sure that I used 
the words *‘one hundred and sixty acres;’’ but in substance I showed 

| that the question of pensions, as it presented itself to my mind, and 
the subject of the public lands were inseparably connected. And in 
asking this House to make just and equitable pension laws I called its 
attention to the twin subject of the public lands, and asked that they 
also be preserved for the soldier and citizen alike. 

The gentleman says that I have acted with discourtesy, and that I 
have not the courage to speak openly on the floor what I have printed. 
Sir, in the State from whence I come and in the district which I have 
the honor to represent in this House the vilest enemy that I have never 


' 


yet whispered that I w 


rises. 


as lacking in courage or in manhood I have 
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never said behind the back of a living man that which I would not say | this House I might have made a statement 
to | Ace _ Applause I have never yet in a public career longer 
than falls to the lot of most men of my years sought to strike a public 
OF a j ite man with an innuendo even when I could go as the prophet 
did old and say to him as he said to the Israelitish king, ** Thou art 
1 pplause j 

I do not wonder that the gentleman gets excited I donot wonder at 
the turbulent eloquence of the gentleman from Illinois {| Mr. CANNON ]. 
Why has this subject been brought betore this House? Because the in- 
tevrit f the RecoRD has been violated or the rules connected there- 
with The gentleman knows better than that. He rose not to pre- 
~ grity of the RecoRD, not to bring the attention of the 
ce Oo vlation of the rules with regard to publications therein, L 
bu p vecause he found the name of JOHN A. LOGAN in the pub- | taking his lands from the unfortunate savag 
lished extract among those who were charged with being large owners | tect himself until an honest Secretary of the 
0 surveyor and took back the land for 

~ om Illinois got his land honestly I have not anything | laughter and applause. | 
tos s private action in acquiring it; but 1 do deprecate the princi- 
p done he articl | deprecate and condemn the principle | party that has not in i 
y man, whetl 1¢ be a humble citizen or a great Sen- | thing like that prevents me from hurlingsuc] 
it ‘ cc eand OnopoliZ tracts ol publi or private lands. 
And ersions I made any at all, if 1 would make any good grace from gentlemen 
l d y his ownership of “0,000 acres of land, as | attributes may be, 
cl ure tl t i i would @s a pu lic man and a publ c rep- g¢ association with su 
resentative most heartily condemn the principle that allows the aggre- blunted until 
pil i) ha in an nd qu to th extent “0 OOU acres 
: e said bi the Senator and his friends have remained rectitude, and men oi 

month after month while the great public prints of this country dis- this subject 
st : eb é millions of copies—have remained silent as I thank my friend from New Yor! 
the tomb Ch has not been a wl sper, hota sy llable, not a note ot me when he said that if i l 
indignation from theeloguent gentleman trom Illinois | Mr. CANNON | isti humblest 
but when that Senator has been put forward as the staudard-bearer— | and promptly apologize 
the standard-bearer of his party peculiarly in connection with the sub- 
ject of soldiers and their pensions—then it is that the choler of the 
gentleman from Illinois mounts as it does to the foaming point. Then I have simply pu 
it that he breaks out upon this House with affected indignation, 


asking that I shall be marked as having been guilty, as a member of 
this House, of discourtesy toward this honorable body; that I shall be 
marked as a violator of the rules of etiquette which ought to govern 
gentlemen in their action one toward another, and that | shall be con- 
ined for having violated the integrity of the public RECORD. 

int to say, so far as the question of the RECORD is concerned, that 
I believe and am credibly informed that the gentleman from Illinois 
himself did not deliver his tariff speech in this House. 

Mr. CANNON. Nor is it printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. McADOO,. Then I have been misinformed. ButI had the im- 
pression that I saw the gentleman’s speech in the RECORD. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. MCADOO. Some friend states we were spared that infliction. 
But the gentleman asked for leave to print. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not, and have not printed. 

Mr. McADOO. I understand the gentleman from Illinois that he 
denies having addressed the committee upon the subject of the tariff; 
that he denies having made any speech upon the subject, or that the 
RECORD contains any reference to him with regard to that subject. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman desire me to state the exact 
fact about that ? 

Mr. McADOO. Oh, no. I want an answer to the question—did 
you address the committee with reference to the tariff ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. And if not, why not? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman can pursue his own course, and I will 
pursue mine. 

Mr. McADOO, I find in the Recorp of April 23, page 3531, the 
following 

[Mr. CANNON addressed the committee. 

{ Laughter. ] 

Now, the gentleman having said he did not address the committee, I 
ask him does the REcoRD lie? When the gentleman says he made no 
remarks, then I ask him, does the RECORD lie again? When it says 
his remarks will appear hereafter, I ask him, are you going to print 
hereafter? The gentleman remains silent. 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer in my own time. 

Mr. McADOO. The gentleman remains silent because the facts are 
against him. i will give the gentleman time to answer now. I will 
give the gentleman two minutes of my time to answer me. 

Mr. CANNON. I will answer in my own time when the gentleman 
is through. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MCADOO. Then the gentleman is afraid, while I am on the 
floor, to answer me to my face and say whether the RECORD contains 
a lie or not when it says that the gentleman addressed the committee 
on the subject of the tariff. 

Now, if I had acted as the gentleman did, if I had acted as some gen- 
tlemen have done, then instead of doing such a fair thing as merely 
printing this article, giving the newspaper and the date, I would have 
done as I have known men to do here. I might have got up on this 


floor on the evening in question, and after obtaining the privilege of 


His remarks will appear hereafter. | 





LO This effect. 
to the deluded soldiers ofthis land, ** What do you think 
great Senator who, in his greed to absorb the territory which } 
to the actual settler in a land that was made for independent f;, 
holders and small farmers—what do you think of a man wl 
a statesman and a patriot, as the friend par excellence of the s 
and who, under the cover of his son-in-law, went to New Mex oc 
tried to pre-empt the most valuable land lying along her strean 
was only estopped by the public officer finding out that it be] 
another class which he professes the utmost friendship for 

and appearance rumor says 
veins, tried to steal from his own kith and kin hundreds of 
great laughter and applause on the Democrat 


I thank Heaven that my natural sensibilities and associatio 


R nse bl ; 
L<OPUHIICAN side 


no matter how keen th 


hat sharp discrimination 





God knows 


My friend 1 


1 that speech without comment, wi 
without a word one way or the other, an artic] 
records which have been spread before the people throu 
put it where they might deal with it ag 
My record speaks for itself. 

I now yield two minutes to my frien 
KINS], and will reserve the balance of my t 
I think our friends on the other side hac 
move the beam from their own eyes before they try to extract the: 
from the eyes of others. 


Mr. HOPKINS. 


move as an amendment to the 

which has been offered that which I send to the Clerk’s desk 

I will hear the amendment read for informat 
The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McA 

yielded to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HopkKINs] 

I think I have « harge ot the 


Mr. CANNON, 
The SPEAKER. 


Mr. CANNON. Yes; for debate. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has charge of 
course, and the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Illinois « 
make any motion he desires in regard to it. 

Mr. CANNON. I am willing the amendment shall be read 
formation. 

The SPEAKER. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

And that the Recorp of June 21,1884, be so amended a 
speech purported to have been delivered by Mr 
not actually delivered in the House, but was printed 


The amendment will be read. 


, of Michiga 
in the REcorD 


Mr. HOPKINS. On Thursday last the House had before it | 
sideration the bill to prohibit the importation of laborers unde 

It was a non-partisan bill, and its friends were seeking ' 
have it passed as a just measure without exciting any political 
The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] asked leave t 
I find in the speech which wes 
that the gentleman has made an assault on the Democratic p 
an unfairand unjust assaulton the author of that bill. 
fore, it is time that gentlemen on the other side should know 
practice is abused, if abused it is, by some of their own !rit 
I desire tosay now that I propose to answer that speech in to 


some remarks on that bill. 


I now yield five minutes 
California [Mr. HENLEY]. 

Mr. HENLEY. 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Official Rep rter of Debates be instructed t 
the RecorD the remarks of Mr. CUTCHEON 
Ulysses S. Grant, made on the Fitz-John Porter | 


I ask the Clerk to 


{ Laughter. | 


Mr. HENLEY. Inasmuch as this seems to bean era 0! 


and correction, I have, as a delicate concession to the sens 
tude of our friends on the other side, offered this amendment 
purpose of amending and correcting the RECORD, W U 








1884. 


be advil ised, 























The SPEAKER. The hou 


takes a recess till 8 o'clock this evening. 


has hitherto been somewhat ¢« 


CONGRESSIONAL 


1} 


1 and marred by 


istorted 








re thholdi ng on the part of the gentleman from Michigan of a sin- 
sly scurrilous and vindictive attack upon the name of General 
Grant in the course of a debate on this floor on the Fitz-John Porter 
Mv object simply is to incorporate in the REcoRD (if the RECORD 
: speak what has been uttered on this floor and nothing else and 
shing more) the observations submitted by the gentleman from 
axe ton ‘en the case to which I have referred, but which he, tor 
ee ake f and hitherto-unexplained reason, withheld trom the 
7 I do this in the interest of honesty, in the interest of fair 
ore par»t cularly in the interest of our friends u ip there in 
norters’ gallery, who have expressed to me their mortification 
= ssment ove r this partic ular matte Itarose, Mr. Spe iker, 
bic wav: When they heard the speech of tlh gentleman trom Mich- 
- transmitted all over this land upon the wings of electricity 
} ssaul t he had made on General Grant Lo! the next morn 
“up appe arance of the R ECOR Db, it turned out that they had 
rs ale had. [Laughter.] Therefore, since our friends on 
side are disposed to repent, since they re disposed tO see 
yD shall speak the truth and the truth only, let us have 
; 1 the RECORD by_all means. 
I expect your commendation and applause for w I 
ch it may sound egotistical) characterize as this upright, 
veous, and honest movement on my part to make things right 
ghter and applause. | 
McADOO. I now yield to the gentleman trom New York [M1 
( ve minutes. 
i COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to read all 
: [ ho ld i in my hand. I simply ask to have the following added 
mendment to Ww hat has been proposed by my triend trom Penn- 
sylval Mr. HOPKINS} 
Mr. ¢ (NNON. The amendment I suppose is read as part of the 
gentiem s remarks ? 
he SPEAKE R. The Chair understands that these amendments are 
g read for information. [Cries of *Read!’’ ** Read !’’ 
The Clerk read as follows: 
fu esolved, That so much of the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD of June 
7 1SS4. as cor the suppose a speech of Hon. J. HART BREWER, be, and the 
same be hereby, ordered to be stricken out. 
Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker 


the House 


arrived, 


aughter. | 


having 
[Great ] 


r of 5 o'clock 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, 


session, and was called to order by Mr. 


rhe Clerk read the followiz 


the House at & o’clock p. m. resumed its 
BAGLEY, as 


~ 


peake r pro te mpore. 
lf’: 
Se: 


RECORD—HOUSE. 570: 


ri 


























land whose cases are sin . dacarefu vestigation of this case 
fails to disclose any spe isons why an exception should be made in favor of 
this claimant fhe committee can not forget that thousands of private soldiers, 
as loyal and brave as ever shouldered a musket, fell on the batuefield, leaving 
widows and helpless « re © mourn their loss, and yet these widows receive 
the pitifulsum of $ permonth. Whilethe sympathies ofthe committee are with 
the claimant, and they realize v that no money consideration can compensate 
her for her great loss, vet they fee! that le lat in this direction should be 
general and not - cia there e ask that this b lie on the table 

Mr. MORRILI I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed 
over for this evening, re D ts place on the Calend 

Mr. RANDALL. I object 

The CHAIRMAN Che lestion is, Shall the bill be laid aside to 
be re ported to the House b recommendation that be laid on the 
table ? 

Mr. HEWI'1 Wlaban I would like to hear a statement of 
he its « ! Cast s ] s not here the other night when it was 
discussed 

Mr. I Phe ise 1s ery simple ne Colonel Hendricks 
fell leading his reg battle of Pea Ridge His wife is now 
receiving tl reguiar } sion ¢ a colonel’s widow, S30 pel month. 
The bill was t uced to crease that pension to 3550 per 1 ionth. 
The Com ttee ly ilid Pensions directed an adverse report to be 
made, for the reason lat there s no 1s ice Where the widow of a 
colonel or of a 0 t lower rank than colonel has received 350 a 
month LI : Ss called up at the last meeting o1 ist Friday 
evening, W lestion of a quorum was raised, and it was passed 
ovel 

Mr. RANDALL. I S not passed ove 

Mr. MORRILI iv colonel’s widow’s pension is to be raised 
this is a merit us cas ry the in was killed with his regiment 
He was taken otf the ba eld dead 

Mr. MATSON. My colleague on the committee is, I think, ina 
curate in two respects: First, my recollection is, without having referred 
to the records, that Colonel Hendricks was leutenant-colonel of the 
Twenty-second Indiana, and that Jeff. Davis is colonel of the reg 
ment at the time of battle of Pea Ridge. 

He is inaccurate on the other side Chere are one or two precedents 
for granting pensions to widows’ officers below those of colonel, increas- 
ing tl a? nsions to $50amonth. They have been pressed on the 
Committ e on Invalid Pensions during this Congress in behalf ofa 
number of others, bills which are now pending, and the Committee on 


line ought to be drawn where it is 


1 


Invalid Pensions thought the They 


h 


have been willing to give the widows of general officers $50 a month. 
They were not w illing to go beyond that and give widows of any below 
that. If Colonel Hendricks’s widow is to receive $50 a month hecause 


he was killed on the field of battle, there 
of every single soldier who was killed 
receive $50 a month also. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
made an exception. 


is no reason why the widow 
on the field of battle should not 


No special reason why this should be 


_ fon. J. H. BAGLEY, jr., will preside as Speaker protempore at the session this| Mr, MATSON. None, except he was killed at the head of his regi- 
—s 3 ‘ARLISLE, ment. Itwas argued the other night, Mr. Chairman, that the widows 
— Speaker ey of aan ntatives, ot officers who were with their regiments, W ho were perhaps conspicu- 

; ous for gallantry, ought to be pensioned at a higher rate than the wid- 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order under | Ows of private soldiers. I do not subscribe to that doctrine. I think, 

W hich t the House meets to-night. in the first place, particularly in the case of volunteer officers where 
The Clerk read as follows: there is no lifetime service, where they entered the war for a given 
rhat until the further order of this House, on each Friday the House will take period, or for a period coexistent with the war itself, afterward to re- 

a recess at 5 o'clock until 8 p. m., at which evening sessions bills on the Private | turn to their homes as citizens and stand on a perfect equality, the 
id Penction hak tena a on Pensions and the Committee on In- | widow of one man who was a volunteer should not receive more than 
Mr. M VTS WN I ce a 2 , > Te rk , another whose husband was killed on the field of battle. I see no rea- 

MATSON. nove that the House now resolve itself into Com- | son for it. 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar for the consideration of We have made perhaps as much of a fight in this matter as we ought 
ines under the special order of the House just read. to, although I do not feel like yielding, and I insist a vote should be 
¢ Motion was agreed to. had when a quorum of the House is present. I am not disposed to be 

i Lhe House panei resolved itself into Committee of the Whole | factious, but I think that such a grave precedent should not be estab- 
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, in the chair. lished. If we should take 


The CHAIRMAN. The I 


fouse is now in Committee of the Whole 


that step, we should not do it without due 





fun 4} . ; : : deliberation, without the action of a quorum of the House. I suggested 
ue purpose of considering pension bills on the Private Calendar. | the other night this bill should be reported to the House favorably, 
FRANCES E. HENDRICKS. with the understanding the previous question — be moved after 
wie : ; : . 2 slice the Honse eo th lla ld ats , Sve ] s nnfin- 
‘He rst business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2059 -o . pear the House, so the bill moule tand first in order as unfin 
® iierease the pension of Frances E. Hendricks, reported .adversely aad udandie ee eee 1 — a ee 
* Committee on Invalid Pensions by Mr. MORRILL. om the Calendar in the order of Uninis ed busine a : 
bill was read. as follows: seems to me that is that — to be asked. cae not feel we 
cted , ought to go beyond tha* pot do not think it woul doing jus 
ae That the Secretary of the Interior be, and here by is, author- . + asia ¢ ; . if &5 } 
A. Her Fs ted to rerate the pension of Frances E. Hendricks, widow of John | tice to the Governmen vecause if 550 is given in this case, how can 
CK ne of the Twenty-second India1 na Volunteers, killed ir the House refus og the s + pension to the widow ot ‘ cer OF 
- a Ridg > ) 1 ; . 
re dge, at the sum of $50 per month soldier who f Ol e fie dof battle? How can it be done? I cai 
Lit { Yr? vet > ° 2 2 . , * 
‘ mumittee on Invalid Pensions reported the following amend- | see no reason for \re we here for the purpose of legislation on this 
rent ! r} yg 
matter with favoritis y Certainly not. where there sno ¢ ment o 
oc eonie out the word “ rerate”’ and insert the word “ increas¢ n | lifetime s¢ ‘ ¢ ere 1S LO pretense this Iman alté ¢ Ut tie 
. out the word “at” and insert in lieu thereof the word “to \rmy, or, being iunteer ie had not left it, stood h e! re the 
ve Teport (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: law or had any greate m than the man who was k 1 battle 
who fe ; ‘hat Frances E. Hendricks is the widow of Col. John A. Hendricks, | with a gun in hi : in see no reasor it 
Pe oTlally wounde ‘ uv S y t he hattle of Pr DE lane r - 4 r +} 1 } 1 
p maw peecke waned while leading his regiment atth attle of J ‘a Ridg I wish to sa Is f her night heneve single hb nvo] 
ttes 1s per month and asks that it be increased to $0). The ._ : 
‘eel the full force of all the arguments urged in favor of the claimant, , 44 4 pension was » a . _ 
erlook the fact that there are a large iuber of widows ir | between vent ~ ‘ ‘ pension oug o be grant nda 
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yn asked the bill be laid aside or passed over informally, or if it 
was seen fitit might be reported to the House and be voted on when a 
quorum was present, and no one has ever objected. 

It seems to me that ought to be the course taken with this bill, and 


I think it is a right thing to do because it is a grave precedent. If the 
House shall see fit with a quorum of its members present to pass the 
bill, I should be better satisfied and I think the members of the House 


1 
aiso 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I think I have attended faithfully 
almost every Friday evening's session that has been held since the order | 
which has just been read for that purpose was made by the House, and 
the gentleman from Indiana will bear witness that I have co-operated as 
far as I was able with the Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Com- 
mittee on Pensions in the passage of all their bills. I have never dur- 
ing all of these sessions interposed the objection that no quorum was 
present even when as many as eighty bills were passed in one evening 
with no more than twenty-five or thirty, certainly not more than forty, 
of the members of the House present in their seats 

What are the facts of this case? I claim in the first place that Con- | 
gress should reserve to itself the right of exercising its discretion in 
dealing with this subject, and that cases which are exceptional in their 
character, cases of peculiar merit such as this, should be disposed of un- 
der the exercise of that discretion of which Congress should never di- 
vest itself. In the present case the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
have reported adversely to the bill, and yet the committee were over- 
ruled in their recommendation by the majority of the House then pres 
ent at the time when this bill was presented for the consideration of 
the committee. 


In the discussion that took place it was shown that there was another | 
bill pending upon the Calendar involving the same principle that is | 
involved in this one—I refer to the Cushing bill—which presents also a | 
case of peculiar merit, and should form an exception to the rule ordi- | 
narily laid down in legislative proceedings. We have been asked to 
pass these bills aside, to dispose of them in such a manner that it was | 
inevitable they never could be reached during this session of Congress, 
in order that the other bills reported by the committee might take pre- | 
cedence. I did hope, sir, that the committee on Invalid Pensions, 
seeing that a majority, less, it is true, than a quorum, differed with 
them in their conclusions on this bill, would extend the same courtesy, 
the same equity toward these two bills that has been shown toward the 
consideration of other bills reported by the committee when less than 
a quorum followed their advice and accepted their report. 

I have no wish to impede the passage of any other bill; and I say 
now in answer to the gentleman from Indiana that if he will place this 
bill in a situation before the House so that it can be considered at this 
session of Congress, and so that we may have final action on it before 
the session closes, then I am quite willing to concede the point and go | 
on with the consideration of other measures reported from that com- 
mittee with the number of members who may be present this evening, 
whether it be less or more than a quorum. 

But unless thatcan be agreed to I feel that I should be doing injus- 
tice to this claimant if I permitted this bill to be defeated in that in- | 
direct manner, as well as the one to which I at first referred, each of | 
which present peculiar reasons why this increase of pension asked for 
should be given. And we are not without precedent for granting this 
increase, as the gentleman from Indiana has conceded. Such excep- 
tions have been made by the committee in other instances. That is all 
I contend for. If this committee, which has not a quorum present, 
will agree, in the spirit of tair play as I think, toward these two appli- 
cants tor increased pension, to have an expression of the sentiment of 
the House so that a quorum may vote upon the bills, that is all I could 
possibly ask. But I never can consent that either of these bills shall | 
be passed aside and killed by indirection. Therefore I shall continue 
to raise the question of a quorum unless I have the opportunity, as I 
have said, of securing a vote in the House at this session. I am quite 
willing that the sense of the House shall be taken when a quorum is 
present upon a yea-and nay vote. 

Mr. MATSON. May I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question ¢ 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. MATSON. I desire to ask if the previous question is ordered | 
in the House if that will not give this bill a kind of precedence, so as 
to come up for action in that shape ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Ithinknot now. That might have been the case 
at the last Friday evening session. But I have believed that we shall 
adjourn on the day before the next Friday meeting. Iam struggling, 
as far as in me lies, to that end with the hope of successfully accom- 
plishing it. 

I repeat, all that Lask, then, is that this bill, or these two bills rather, 
to which reference has been made, shall be placed in such a condition 
that a vote of the House may be taken upon them at some time prior 
to the adjournment of this session; and it I permit the session to ad- 
journ without some action upon them I would feel that I had been 
guilty of sacrificing the interests of these two petitioners. 

As I have said, I have sat here night after night during the whole 
session to facilitate the passage of pension bills, and do not now feel 
warranted in relinquishing my efforts in behalf of these claimants, 
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Mr. MATSON. So far as Iam concerned, and I suppos 


for the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I wish to say 


Y 


object to a vote being taken on the bill at any time wher 
quorum present and it can be called up. We will be ready in 9 
to facilitate a vote being taken upon it. Iam willing to; 


previous question to-night on the passage of the bill. 


Mr. RANDALL. That would make it go over till nex; 


when the same class of business shall be taken up. 


Mr. MATSON. Let there be an understanding that it w 


up to-morrow. 


Mr. RANDALL. I would be willing to agree to that 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I object. 


Mr. MATSON. We can not make that agreement in the co) 


but I suppose by arrangement we will have no difliculty 


in the House. 


I desire, in response to what has been said by the gentle 


a 


Pennsylvania, to say that all of us feel obliged to him for his 
in these matters, because what he has stated is true in every sens 
the word; he has been here, I believe, every Friday night 


to differ with him there we do not agree. 


} 


JUNE 27. 


—— 


iss] 


Mr. RANDALL. When you come to differ with me I do n 
the same kindness is extended to me as I extended to you 
Mr. MATSON. Perhaps the gentleman has not differed 
committee, but others have; the others have only claimed what 


now, and it has always been accorded to them. 


Mr. RANDALL. I think when the action of the Committ 
valid Pensions is reversed in the House—and I say so without 1 
any offensive criticism upon them at all—then they themsel\ 
been the recipients of so much consideration ought to exten 
those who support the claims of these two petitioners a lik« 


tion. 


Mr. MATSON. I wish to say to the gentleman from Pen: 
that some of the gentlemen who have asked for a quorum 
gentlemen whose bills have been passed by the committe: 
had a conscientious scruple and thought some particular bill 


to pass. 


Mr. RANDALL. Lonly ask that this bill shall not be killed 
| rection. If you will agree to have a vote in the House som 


ing this session there need not be a moment’s delay in comi: 


agreement. 


Mr. MATSON. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsy]\ 
| whenever he désires to vote on this bill in the House, and 


quorum present, I shall second every motion he makes to th 
I apprehend every gentleman present will agree to that, so th 


get over this difficulty. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman from Penns, 
had about as much to do in making the rules of this Hous 


I know of. 


Mr. RANDALL. I donot want to break them in this « 


ing this bill over. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the gentleman can not re 


he desires to pass it is the fault of his rules, or the rules w 


others who have co-operated with him have induced the Hous: 


Now, Mr. Chairman, on last Friday night, if the gent 
Pennsylvania had consented to pass over this case, a lar 


pension bills in favor of worthy petitioners that ought 


passed would have gone through the House; and the bill th 


| vielded to the committee the most cordial support. But when y 


hat 


tleman is in favor of would have been right where it is to 


would have been the very first bill to be called to-night 
been. But by his objection on last Friday night to | 
aside he has prevented—not intentionally, it is true, bu 


t 


theless prevented—the passage of a number of pension b 
to have been passed, and he has not forwarded this bill one 
If this bill had been laid aside last Friday night it would 


pied to-night the very position it occupies here now 
If the gentleman persists in refusing to have this bi 


what does he effect? Not the passage of this bill; not th: 
a pension here. But he prevents the passage of a num!» 


| which there would be no objection at all. 


I have always been inclined to act upon the principl 
find I can not get what I want I then take the next best 
get. The gentleman knows that no one member of this I 
can prevent any action upon this bill. But, Mr. Chairma 


opposed to this bill, while I do not believe it ought to | 
I believe, with the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
there should be no distinction between the widows ot 
widows of private soldiers, I shall interpose no obj« 
this bill here to-night. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Alabama h 
connection with the rules of this House. The rulesott 
vide that bills shall be taken up in order to be disposed 


, 


i 


¢ 


sisting the vacation of this rule to the injury of two petitio 
The gentleman says that the bill stands in exactly th 


tion now that it did; that I am preventing the passage 0! 


which there is no objection. Why, sir, last Friday e\ 
were likely to reach a conclusion, that I hope may yet 


hye 
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that the House may be allowed to vote upon this bill with a 

~ the gentleman from Alabama, if I remember rightly, objected 

t procedure, and did not take the course which he advises that I 

‘ i take to-night, and submit when he could not get things his own 
a Now. Iam willing to doanything to facilitate any pension bills, 


have been here all through this session assisting their passage. 
| not willing to stand here and see two petitioners for pensio 
tly injured when I can, in the exercise of my right under the 


re consideration in the House for those two persons 


Ls 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let me ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Suppose that every other gentleman takes the 
3 position here that you do, and calls for a quorum on this or any 
er bill, is it possible to pass any Dill here to-night? The rules re- 


a quorum. 
Mr. RANDALL. I want to say to the gentleman that on | 
I do not believe that less than a quorum of the House of Representa 
But I have stood here all this 


Y 


es should ever complete legislation. 


t 
session making an exception in that respect in behalf of pension bills 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Facilitating the passage of every one 
that vou approve. 
Mr. RANDALL. No, sir. I do not want my friend to assert any 


thing as that, because he perfectly well understands that I never 
ii here objecting to any pension bill if I have a reasonable chance 
vote in favor of it. 
TOWNSHEND. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
has been raised 
The CHAIRMAN. Nothing has transpired in the committee to de- 
velop the fact that there is no quorum present. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Why not proceed to test that question ? 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the question on the amend- 
ents reported by the committee. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I believe that last Friday night I inter- 
posed the point that no quorum was present. I withdraw that now. 
Mr. RANDALL. Iam obliged to the gentleman. 
Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. It does seem to me that we ought to ar- 
rive at some conclusion in this matter in order to enable us to go on with 


to 


aT 


Is it in order now to have a eall of the roll? 
It is not. 


I understand that the question of a quorum 


il 


business 
Mr. MATSON. I desire to say to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
ROBINSON ] and to other members present that, as I understand it, we 
have come to a conclusion. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the proposition now pend- 
g. The question is on theamendments submitted by the committee. 
rhe amendments were agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is, Shall the bill as amended | 
iid aside to be reported to the House with a recommendation that 
it be laid upon the table ? 
The question was taken by a vira voce vote, and the Chairman an- 
nounced that the ayes appeared to have it. 
Mr. RANDALL. What is the question? 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon laying the bill aside to be 
ported to the House with a recommendation that it do lie upon the 


a 


rey 
Mr. RANDALL. Task for a division upon that. My understand- 
ing was that the bill was to be reported favorably to the House 

Mr. MCMILLIN. No, sir 


+ 
tal 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Allow me to make one remark 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again put the question. Shall 
t ) as amended be laid aside to be reported To the House with a rec- 
0 endation that it do lie upon the table, according to the recommen- 
a m of the Committee on Invalid Pensions? 

Mr. RANDALL. On that I call for a division. 

Che committee divided: and there were- —ayes 20, noes 25. 

So (no further count being called for) the bill was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with a recommendation that it do lie on the tabl 
W RANDALL. I give notice that we will try the matter in the 

JOHN H. COOK. 

‘he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2635 

aI ~ 4 pension to John H. Cook. 


CONNOLLY. 


“his bill has been reported adversely trom the 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. I am not willing to have it consid- 


red to-night, and ask consent that it be 


7 passed over informally, not 
0 ~e its place upon the Calendar 
shere Was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
MRS. KATE L. CUSHING 
‘ ‘he next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2429 
‘© place the name of Mrs. Kate L. Cushing, widow of the late Com- 


mander William B. Cushing, on the pension-roll. 
ill 






© Dll Was read, as follows 
Re i all . ‘ 
—s acted, &c., That the name of Mrs. Kate L. Cushing be placed on the 
from t} roll,and that she be, and hereby is, entitled to receive $0 per month 
- “we passage of this act during the period of her natural life 
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Decemb s74, he became s« ent that it Was necessary t vey 
the (i u Hospital f the Insa i iat 2 7 
\ brief history of I ite t Cushing's services Is 2 H 
ersiv’s Records Lit xv Otlicers of tl ed States Navy. w shows 
bravery and persistence of this plished officer It says 
“On the 23d of Novembe S62, Lieutenant Cus », then in ‘ 
steamer I s,entered New Rit niet, with lerst apture t t J 
sonville, intercept the Wilmington mail, take ssession of ans ssels Lin 
the river i to destroy any salt w ks ine s bunks. At i d 
the town of Jackso1 ‘ tured twenty-five stand of pul i s,a large 
1ail,.and twoschooners. He then started down the river, s! y ne im} 
on his way,and came toanchor a t five miles from theo r bar being 
possible to take the steamer from the er that git oO wing nik 
ing the enemy opened on him two pieces rt I it were Soo 
silenced, the Ellis passing within short x I At al t 
five hundred yards from this point the Ellis g tfort was ma 
to get heratloat, but without success. Everyt} n the steamer 
excepting the pivot-gun and a few small arn i ed to m I 
and told that they could get aboard the prize schio« 
Lieutenant Cushing then called for six volunteers t with him o1 
board the Ellis and fight the remaining gut Six men ca rd, two mas 
ter’s mates, Valentine and Barton among the number The s er was 
dered to drop down the channel and await the termination of the impending 
engagement On the morning of the 25th the enemy opened a cross-fire on the : 
Ellis from four points with heavy rifled guns, so disabling the vessel that the : 
| only alternatives left were surrender or a pull@f one and a half ssinasmal 
boat under fire to the schooner; the latter alternative was choser Lieutenant 
Cushing fired the Ellis, reached the schooner,and made s: for sea,and four 
hours later arrived at Beaufort. The coolness, courage, and conduct of Lieu- 
tenant Cushing was specially commended in the officia sorts ( imander 
H. K. Davenport and Acting Rear-Admiral S. P. Le on inding Nort! 
Atlantic blockading squadron 
‘On the night of the 27th of October, 1364, Lieutenant Cushing as« led the ' 
Roanoke Riverin atorpedo-boat, having the second cutter ofthe s er Shat 
rock in tow, forthe purpose of blowing up the rebel ram Albema Ply ‘ 
He passed the rebel steamer Southtield without being notice nd ari i 
within a short distance of the ram before he was discovered, w h ast loos 
| the cutter, ordering her to board the Southtield and capture the } stationed 
there while he attacked the ram with the torpedo Although the enemy kept 
up a severe tire of musketry and with howitzers mounted on t wWhart, hes 
ceeded in exploding his torpedo under the Albemark the s nstait 
the gun of that vessel to which they were direct yppos was ! - 
pedo boat, which immediately filled, and the lieutenant ordered soit . i 
men to save themselves and jumped overboard Most the party we I 
tured, some droWned, and only two escaped. Lieutenant Cus x inanage , 
reach the shore l after some hours’ t é wr s ps, e i 
creek, W e he took possess f a boat vingtoa ‘ ind 
by 11 clock the next ght had made his o thes \ ‘ 
For this daring act Lieutenant Cushing received s ( gress 
ind a hig omplimentary ‘ t Secret N 
It has | ile ofthis com: ~ . . f w . 
whose hus ids ink was bene ith yr y 
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ae re 
mittee of the Whole House and cheerfully acquiesce in any action | one only survives a hopeless invalid; one was killed upon th: 
field of Gettysburg while defending his battery in a most 


- 


hand-to-hand encounter with the confederate troops 





ay be taken this evening 
observe by tl 


le report which was made by my colleague, One was k : 





f iorable gentleman from New York [Mr. BAGLEyY], that has on the Western plains. The other, after having arrived at th 
been a ue with the committee to refuse to increase the pension of | his hopes became hopelessly insane and died in an asylun 
widows whose husbands rank below that of general officer in the Army , venerable woman says to you: *‘ As ye have done it to others Bf 
or commodore in the Navy; and while the ecognize the merits of the | do it for my son and his orphan children.”’ This is not a new cy ae 
ase under consideration, co ipled with the iluable services and gal- | ure, the precedent has been established, and now let us do ¢} 
int conduct of the late Commander Cushing, they deem it unwise to | justice to the children of this brave and patriotic soldier 
depart from the rule Chey close the report with these words: ** More- Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, although it is 
over, the committee regret that the rules prevent a favorable reco an ungracious thing to oppose the granting of a pension or th 
iendation to the request of the deserving widow of a pension to a woman, I feel bound in this case to sustain t 
Now, gentlemen, you have no such 1 in Committee of the Whole { the committee and to oppose the bill. This estimable lady 
House While commend the Pensions Committee for the prudence | and is now receiving a pension of $30 per month. The bil! g1 
and care with which they scrutinize the great multitude of bills which | an increase to $50 per month. The report, so far as it rehears 
¢ bmitted to their « nination, and while we honor them for the ommends the praiseworthy conduct of Commander Cushing 
‘ t jus hic endeavo! mete out to all, we are glad that | most heartily. But there is another side to the story, and I d 
f 10 Opposition to the consideration by you at this time of this |) many members of the House are aware of it. 
s franght with so much th Ss Vi to the widow and Commander Cushing was not married to this lady until 
orphan children of the gallant young offic who deserves so well of | close of the wat For the capture of the Albemarle he receiv: 
his countrymen share of prize-money, in two payments, the sum of $56,056 
Ch ling of the report has given you but a single leaf from a vol- There was in 1865 a distribution of the avails of the cap 
é y iin praise of the 1 e work t vallan ) sel, the rebel ram Albemarle, amounting to 379,944, awards 
( stinguished gentleman whose re ned and chivalrous | Navy Department. Afterward the parties interested in th 
eve 8 ng the ol ebellion na fficer com- | tion of the prize-money thought the appraisal had been to 
he admiration of all his countrymen and on three several | they procured the passage of a bill through Congress in 187 
on ed tor] the tl s of t secretary of the Navy and ing a reappraisal of the Albemarle. It was reappraised 
0 { pres I the . nited States I need not enter into details. total valuation of the vessel for redistribution of prize-mon 
S say that | iptured more blockade-runners and turned | creased to $282,856.80; and a second distribution was mad 
) ) » tl of the Naval Department than any othe aptors of 3195,856.39. 
single r during the entire war Now, the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions does 
With what fe 0 he conceived, with what care and fore- | any information in regard to the share Commander Cushing rece , 
hought he 1 eve prepara supervising the minutest details | out of this large sum of money. I will refer to the record in \ 
I ist wma W hha bold iri ] nt, ame successful promptitu ke he he exactly correct. In the first distribution he recel ed S17 » 
executes s designs to forever disable the iron-clad monitor Albemarle | which was paid to him September 28, 1865. In the second 
s she urf surrounded by the confederate forces and filled tion he received 338,103.69, February 27, 1873 making as | . 
iMederate oficers in never Ib weg uatels described At the total of 856,056.27. , 
tims world rang with the praises of the hero who could almost sin- It may be said he was fairly entitled to that sum, that 
gle-handed achieve what the entire fleet had been unable to accom- | to him because he earned it. I wish, Mr. Chairman, that s 
plish. But I am not going to worry your patience. Suflice it to say, | the facts. I wish it were true as a matter of law and fact 
this young man, admired, honored, and beloved, died in an insane | large sum of money which he received had been Commander | 
asylum from a disability the direct result of his excessive labors, his | ing’s just share of that prize fund. But such is not the fact 


great exposure, and his indomitable perseverance in the execution of 
his bold and gallant exploits in the service of his country. By his 


dashing and successful enterprises the naval fund was increased hun- | division of the prize-money among the captors of the Albemar 
dreds of thousands of dollars, and it is from this fund,which he helped 


whose views were adopted without dissent by the Naval Com: 
so much to create, that we ask you to contribute to the support of his | the House of Representatives in the Forty-fourth Congress ( Report ) 
wife and children 157), also by the Naval Committee of the Forty-seventh Congress 
Who was Lieutenant-Commander Cushing ? He was born in the State 


| ing to Attorney-General Pierrepont’s well-considered opinioi 
mitted to the Secretary of the Navy in 1875, for his guidance 


iis be 


port No. 90), Cushing was overpaid the sum of $28,742.76. He w 
of Wisconsin. With an irresistible desire to accomplish something in | doubtedly got that much over and above his lawful and share, it has 


the world, at the age of twelve years he secured a place as page upon 

the floor of this House, and by dint of perseverance he pushed his way 

into the good graces of the members and secured admission into the 

Naval Academy at Annapolis. When the war broke out we find him 

in Washington begging of the then Secretary of the Navy, Hon. Gideon | 
Welles, to be assigned to active and hazardous service in defense of his 
country. Before he was nineteen years of age he was placed in com- 
mand of some of the most responsible and dangerous expeditions known 
to our naval service, and for his bravery, his gallantry, and his uniform 
success he was promoted from grade to grade until he was made a com- 
nander inthe Navy. Twomonths before he was twenty-one years of age 
he, with his trusted associates, who had always stood by him, accom- 
plished a deed of such daring and difficulty that the world rang with 
his praises. Yes, before he was twenty-one years of age he planned, 
perfected, and executed this greatest of his heroic achievements and 
completely destroyed the iron-clad rebel monitor Albemarle. Allow 


me to quote from a paper published at the time: portioned to their rank at the time of the capture. But in pla 
The Albemarle, as has been mentioned, was an iron-clad of tremendous | On of the statute Commander Cushing was allowed and toot 

strength and power, which had already defeated the whole Federal fleet,sunk | share of a lieutenant-commander. a higher rank than he held 

the Southfield, exploded the boiler of the Sassacus (both ships of the line ~~ 


en- | « ‘ > > expediti thic >< "e » Albemarle and 
gaged nine vessels at one time, with no material injury to herself, forced the commanded the ¢ xpedition which destroyed the Albemarle = ' 
surrender of a brigade, and the practical abandonment of the whole region of | larger sum than his actual rank entitled him to receive. The 
the Roanoke, by the Union forces. The Government having no iron-clador any | he got beyond what lawfully belonged to him was, as I have a 
other vessel capable of crossing the Hatteras Bar to encounter her and compete a _~ Pine a ditetal : ie fi Wi: nanaged 
or the supremacy of the sea, everything seemed at the mercy of the Albemarle, said, over ¥ 28, 000. W hy the div ane of this fund was man: eg 
and the expense of the squadron which it was necessary to keep there to watch | Way it was is beyond my comprehension. It can not be justified 
her movements was something enormous. any sound legal principle. 
, * - - . } Ty . 
In view of the fact that this lady has already been allowed a | 
of nearly $1 a dayall the year round, in view of the fact that s 
ried Commander Cushing some time after the war was ove! 
view of the additional fact that out of this single expedition S 
glorious though it was, indeed—Commander Cushing received the sve 
sum of $56,000 and upward, more than $28,000 of which he wa- 
entitled to, it would seem we might well pause a little before ¢ E 
1¢ | his widow this increase of pension to $50 a month. 
. ~ . . TS ’ 
1e In the State of New Hampshire lives a man whose name 


never been refunded. You will inquire, sir, how this happen 
will tell the committee just how it was done. 
A month or two after the destruction of the rebel ram, Lieut 
Cushing, for his bravery and gallant conduct on that expedition, was 
promoted from the rank of a navy lieutenant to that of a leut 
commander, to take effect retroactively, in order that he might receiv 
a larger share of the prize fund. He was promoted in December, 1-4 
| the promotion to take effect as of October 27, 1864, the day of the 
ure of the hostile vessel. The Secretary of the Navy at that time 
granted the promotion also directed the distribution of the prize- 
giving him a share the same as if his rank had been that of a lieuten- 
ant-commander at the time of the capture, when in truth and in 

| he did not hold that rank at that time nor until several weeks alte 
ward, but on the contrary was only a lieutenant. 

Now, the law in relation to the distribution of prize-money |s ' 

the captors, whether officers or men, shall receive certain sums } 








It was at this time, and in this emergency, that Lieutenant Cushing 
submitted his plan to Admiral Lee for leave of absence to go to Wash- 
ington to submit his plans for the destruction of this impregnable mon- 
ster His plans were approved, and he was ordered to go to New York 
to procure the proper vessels and material to carry out his design, which 
he did, we all know with what terrible disaster to the confederate ram 
and what brilliant promise to the Union troops. 

The aged mother of this gallant young officer is now living in tl 
State of Missouri on the bounty provided for her declining years by tl 


kindly foresight and filial love of her distinguished son. She speaks | G. George. He was one of the seamen who volunteered und : 
to you this evening, and says: ** I gave my four sons to their country; | mand of Lieutenant Cushing when he set out on the expeditio! : 











mens 
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are the Albemarle. George was in the boat with Cushing when the 
anal was exploded by which the Albermarle was disabled, and was 
nee blown into the water by the explosion with the rest of the 
cae and was taken prisoner. He did not escape with officers 


himsel 


Fav orth and Cushing. Now, this man George, an ordinary seaman, 
cho bravely volunteered to go with Lieutenant Cushing on this expe- 
14:05 enlisted as early as September 17, 1861, and having served con- 
’ sously four years, six months, and sixteen days, was honorably dis- 


“April 26. 1866. During this long service he was engaged in 


chargea 





tw y-one ditterent battles, and was severely wounded. Atter the 
: » he was allowed a pension of $12 a month for a fracture of his right 
+lieh while in the service. He tiled anapplication for an increase late1 


she examining surgeon certifying that his disabilities were equiva- 
2 + to the loss of a hand or a foot, but it was rejected at the Pension 
Of ee. To-day he is an old man, ina crippled condition, unable to sup- 
‘rt himself by his own labor. He went through all this gallant and 
ext vordinpary service for his country and was blown into the water by 
the explosion of the torpedo that destroy ed the Albemarle and then 
was taken prisoner, and is in humble circumstances so far as property 
concerned, yet the last Congress only granted to this man a pension 
a 24a month. Ail he received in both distributions of the Albe- 
marle prize-money was $4,593.60, w hile his true and lawful share was 
ge 698.20, and there is still due him $2,104.60, which was unlawfully 
ne dover to Cushing, Haworth, and Gay. 
* Now. as I have said, it isan ungracious thing to oppose the allowance 
ofa pension to a woman. But I would be neglectful of my duty to this 
rippled veteran soldier, now living in humble circumstances in a little 
vn in New Hampshire, receiving only $24 a month, if I should con- 





+l 
sent to vote this lady $50 a month and leave old Dan George out in the 
cold. [Applause. ] 
I say let us give that brave soldier and seaman Dan George a pen- 
sion of $50 a month if we are to grant it to this widow. 
other thing, if it were suggested here thatthis lady really needed 
nsion for her comfortable support I am not sure but I would be 





inclined to favor the bill; but, sir, there is nothing of the kind sug- 
vested from the beginning to the end of the report that Mrs. Cushing 
actually needs the proposed increase of $20 per month in order to main- 
tain herself and family comfortably. 

{vain, sir, let me call attention to the action of the House within 
the last three or four weeks. I had the honor to introduce a bill here 
granting a pension of $75 a month to Harriet P. Dame, of New Hamp- 
shire, an army nurse, one of the most noble women of our land. | 
want to read right here an extract from a letter written to me by Gen- 

Gilman Marston, of the Second New Hampshire Volunteers, and 
afterward brigadier-general, and formerly a distinguished member of 
this House, advocating the granting of a pension te Miss Dame: 





Miss Harriet P. Dame went out with the Second New Hampshire Volunteers 
J IS61, 2nd remained with that regiment and in the army hospitals till 
the close of the war. She sought no soft place, but wherever her regi- 
t went she went, often marching on foot and camping without tent on the 
She was always present where most needed, and tothesuffering, whether 
k”’ or “ Grayback,” it made no difference, she wastruly an angel of mercy 
Miss Dame was the bravest woman Lever knew. I have seen her face a battery 
u ut flinching, while a man took refuge behind her to avoid the flying frag- 
i ts of bursting shells. Of all the men and women who volunteered to serve 
intry during the late war not one is more deserving of reward than 

H et P. Dame. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I tried my level best to have the Committee on 
d Pensions report a bill allowing Miss Dame a pension of $50 a 
but our committee said, ‘* No; we can not gi 


vive her more than 
>20 per month;’’ and both the House and Senate have approved the 
mittee’s decision by passing the bill for that sumonly. Miss Dame 
tly 70 years of age, with scanty means, her health seriously im- 
y the severe hardships and labors of four years of army life. In 
case the sum allowed is small, indeed, when compared with the 
ie of her patriotic services in saving the lives and alleviating the 
nngs of sick and wounded men and officers all through the war 
untain if this bill increasing Mrs. Cushing’s pension is adopted you 
y ought by all the dictates of good sense and justice to include the 


es of Harriett P. Dame and Daniel G. George with that of Widow 














2 any I concur im the views expressed by my distinguished triend 
MATSON | the chairman of the committee, that the idea of giving 
‘arge pensions to the widows of officers and granting to hundreds 
ho sands of poor soldiers’ widows all over the country the scanty 
tance of only $8 a month is intolerable. It ought not to be thought 
loratmoment. Iam not in favor of such favoritism in legislation 





S just 


stas hard for the widow of the soldier who fought in the ranks 
‘nd or the widow of an ordinary seaman who lost his life in the 
€ of his country on the high seas to work her way through the 
., 0 poverty and destitution as it is for the widows of high com- 
“ding officers who drew their thousands and tens of thousands in sala- 
ts and prize-money. Officers are brave, I know, and so are soldiers 

a Se imen, too. 

‘0 not know why this bill should be singled out in favor of Widow 
‘hing while hundreds of widows in humbler circumstances have to 
entent with $8 per month. 

Vertainly a stronger equity existed in favor of the widow of Colonel 
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e bill now before the House. Colonel Hendricks was 
shot dead while leading his men into action You have decided that 
his widow’s pension shall not be increased beyond $30 per month. 
Commander Cushing survived all the dangers and perils of the war, 


received liberal compensation for his services and nearly $60,000 of 


Hendricks, whose bill you have just rejected, than in favor of the 


beneticiary of th 


y 


prize-money besides, and he was not married until some time after the 





war had ended. I insist that the action of the committee in reporting 
this bill adversely shall be sustained. Before we pass any more bills 


increasing the pensions of officers’ widows beyond $30 a month let us 


hasten to pass the bill 


pension allowed to t 


already on the Public Calendar increasing the 

he common soldier’s widow from $8 to $12 a month 
Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, it is very probable that Mrs. Kate L 
Cushing, the widow of the distinguished officer (Commander William 
B. Cushing) who died in an insane asylum, could live and rear her in- 
fant children without an increase of pension, but I think something 
due them as a national recognition tor the very distinguished services 
rendered the Union cause by the husband and father. Hedied Decem- 
ber 17, 1874, from causes resulting from his services in the war. 

There are very few, Mr. Chairman, who have lived in this country 
who embraced or sought out an opportunity of performing a deed so 
gallant and daring as did this officer, Commander Cushing. The list 
is certainly very short, and probably in future wars, if wars shall come, 
and I trust they will not, there will be no more marked act of distince- 
tion performed under the most trying circumstances than this action 
of Commander Cushing in destroying the rebel ram Albermarle. 

It is all very well to talk about the duty we owe to the private sol- 
diers and to the widows and to the orphan children of other officers and 
men; it is all very proper and becoming to take notice of that; but 
when we survey the whole field we get no parallel to this case. 

Mr. COX, of New York rhere is nothing like it in the history of 
that war. 

Mr. KEIFER. We get no parallel in any point of view, and it will 


li 


is 





be a shame and a disgrace to the American people, brave, honorable, 
and generous as they are, if they do not in some way—and in this way 
if in no other—recognize to the country and to the world the gallant 
exploits of Commander Cushing 

They say this widow was not his wife at the time he served in the 
Navy. That maybe. But, Mr. Chairman, she is the mother of his in- 
fant orphan children, charged with the dugy of rearing them as they 
should be reared. In the veins of her children run the blood of Amer- 
ica’s most gallant and daring naval officer It is due to these children, 
and it is a very fine point and a closely drawn distinction to say this 
widow shall not receive for herself and for the benefit of her children. 
yet young. who are to be reared, this small pittance from the hands of 
the Government 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. May TI interrupt the gentleman to ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. KEIFE! ( ’ 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Is there anything before the House what- 
ever on the-record to show that this widow of the dead soldier ever 
had any children ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman mean to ask if this woman is’ 
the mother of two small children ? 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. My inquiry was whether there was any ev- 


\ 


idence of that kind betore the House 
Mr. KEIFER. I supposed that all understood the fact, and that it 
was not denied. In response to the gentleman from New York I will 


say that I have not been very familiar with the reports in this case and 
am not able to say whether that fact is contained in the report or not, 
but my friend on the right, the gentleman’s colleague from New York 
[Mr. BREWER], knows the parties well and can answer the question. 


Mr. VAN ALSTYNE 1 understand the gentleman who drew the 











report says that there is no such fact stated in the report, and, as I 
gathered from the reading of the report, there does not appear to be 
anything in support of the statement. It is true that mere verbal 
statements are not of very much weight unless fortified by the personal 
knowledge of the person who makes the statement 

Mr. KEIFER I do not state the fact upon my personal knowledge, 
but will give way to my friend on the right, who knows the facts in 
the case, and he can inform the gentleman 

Mr. BREWER, of New York Lieutenant-Commander Cushing had 
two children, one about 10 years old and the other some two years 
older. just coming on the stage of lite where they need education 
ind care hil e mot as not means sufficient to care for them as 
they should . although as stated here it is true she is not poor, that is 
to say that she is not in indigent circumstances: but to rear her children 
in the way in ich t should be reared and the same station of 
lite in which she herself was reared and in which the children of such 
a tather ough to be reared s has not the means : 

Mr. KEIFER I think that will be satisfactory to the gentleman 
from New Yo . 

\ .\_N ALS ( nly 

Mr. KEIFER It is alleged by the gentleman from New Hampshire 

Mr. Ray] that another gentleman accompanied this expedition who 


Ss not receiving so large a pension as is proposed to be paid to Com- 
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mander ¢ Now I do not intend to speak to-night about what 


ishing 
that othe 
have done 


ment 


I think I havea distinct recollection of having seen a state- 


r gentleman did or what he has pretended since the war to 


once of his, in which he undertook to describe how the Albemarle | 


was sunk, and how often they sailed around the vessel before he did | 


ertain things toward blowing up and sinking the vessel. 


Yet in con- | 


tradiction of the statement I learn from every other source that the | 
rebel ram was fastened to the shore, so it would be impossible to sail | 


around it and make the observations he claimed to have made. But 
that is entirely immaterial to the question here. I have no doubt that 
he was a brave man, and yet I am told that he sailed under an as- 
sumed name at that time for reasons no doubt sufficient to himself. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. If the gentleman will yield to me 
for a moment I will explain to him why that was. 

Mr. KEIFER 
be quite satisfactory. Iam entirely willing to accord to him all honor 
for his bravery, but I can not accord to him the credit of planning and 
sinking the Albemarle. 

Lieutenant Cushing conceived the idea, worked it out in his brain, 
and sought outand converted higher officers of the Government to the 
plan that he could sink the rebel ram that the whole nation dreaded. 
He looked up the oflicers who were necessary to give consent, and over- 
came their conservatism. 


very 


spot there himself guiding the torpedo that exploded under that 
1. Ofcourse he was aided by brave men who were about him; but 


vessel. 


| 


I have no doubt the statement of the gentleman will | 


He pursued his purpose until he was on the | 


| will indorse every proposition for that purpose. 


these brave men would have accomplished nothing but for the gallantry | 


and conception of this distinguished officer. What we owe to this man 
in destroying that vessel we know not to-day. 

But it is said that he received prize-money. 
received more than he was entitled to. 
from New Hampshire aright he said Lieutenant Cushing received more 
than he was entitled to under the law. Yet I understand the officers 
of the Government, under the advice of the law officers as well as of the 
judges of the courts, awarded him every dollar which he received. It 
aid and claimed 
period of appointment that should cut him off. 
the gentleman from New Hampshire; but it seems the officers of the 
Government, used to administering the law, had an entirely different 
view of the law on that subject 

But, Mr. Chairman, he received only prize-money that he had earned, 
and but for his services and his gallantry in the capture of rebel blockade- 
runners there would have been no prize-money to distribute. 
of course contributed to the capture of the vessel, but that should not 
weigh a feather now as against his widow and orphan children. There 
is nothing in that claim. 

I do not think I shall dwell upon the suggestion that the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions has in its committee-room an established rule that 
only the widows of officers of certain rank—I believe the rank of col- 
onel or above—should have a pension of $50 per month. I believe it 
goes down as low as colonel. 

Mr. MATSON. No, sir. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then it applies to those above colonel, I am to un- 
derstand, That is a purely arbitrary rule, and it is upon a false basis, 
in my opinion. Of course we have to establish arbitrary rules, but I 
think no arbitrary rule should come to cut off giving pensions to the 
widows and children of those who earned them purely through gal- 
lantry and distinguished services. I think that the mere rank ought 
not to determine. 
colonel who personally deserved nothing on account of their services or 
their gallantry, and I agree with the gentleman from New Hampshire 
that there were plenty of men who served in the ranks, carrying the 
knapsack, the musket, and the cartridge-box, who earned everything 
the Government could award to them afterward or to their children 
after them. 

[think the rule is tooarbitrary. Itought at least to except those who 
rendered such services as to cause the Congress of the United States at 
the time to give them a vote of thanks, as in the case of Commander 
William B. Cushing for destroying the rebel ram Albemarle on Octo- 
ber 28, 1864, at Plymouth, on the Roanoke River. Such an officer 
should at least stand on a par with the ordinary general officer. 


It is claimed that he 


is 


this case, and altogether longer than I had intended. 

Mr. PRICE. I fully appreciate the fact that to-day we owe our 
present prosperous condition not entirely to the efforts of Commander 
Cushing; not entirely to the brigadier-generals; not entirely to the 
officers, but to our whole American Army. I have no means of meas- 
uring our gratitude. Our bounty to every one of them should be as 
boundless and our gratitude as broad as their gallantry was conspicu- 
ous 


people. The gentleman from Ohio on my right [Mr. KEIFER] says 
that there should be some recognition. Permit me to show you that 
there has already been abundant recognition of Lieutenant Cushing’s 
claims upon the gratitude and bounty of the American people. There 
has been recognition at all events. 

The gentleman thinks the effect on the future would be disastrous if 


Mr. 
Chairman, I have talked altogether beyond the necessities, I hope, of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





JUNE 27 
> 


we were not toshow that we fully appreciated the herculean efforts, it 
forth and the gallant deeds performed by this distinguished gentle,» 
by which results so satisfactory were produced. I willask the gentje. 
man if the results would be disastrous, what would be the other 
arising from the fact that we after this war is over, after the toils ana 
sufferings have been endured, that we should stand here as an Ameri. 
can Congress and single out as the special objects of our favoritism +), 
men who wore the stars and the bars against the men who trudvea 
through the mud and carried the musket? Where will you get the so). 
diery to stand between the generals and danger if after we get thr 
the war we accord recognition alone to the men who commanded 
not to the men who obeyed ? 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman requires to direct his inquiry to soy 
other gentleman than myself, because I entirely agree with him tha 
we should look to the services rendered and not to the fact whether: 
stars and bars were borne by those who rendered them. 

Mr. PRICE. I appealed to the gentleman from Ohio because he « i 
the effect in the future would be disastrous if we failed to mak: 
recognition. 

Permit me to suggest that my reason leads me to the conclusion th 
the effect would be intinitely more disastrous if we make a distinct 
and make it between those in the humbler and those in the } t 
grades of service. I do not care where you draw the line; I do not car 
what rule you establish. You may give them all you pleasé 
But I want on 
flexible rule established by which we shall recognize the fact that 1] 
nerves of the man who carried the musket were as sensitive, the } 


man 


221) 1+ 
SUllLs 


€ 





as red, the feelings as acute, and the necessities as great as wer 


If lunderstood the gentleman | 


hat because the rank was given to antedate the | 
That is the opinion of 


There were, plenty of officers above the rank of | 


| 








| the purpose of making a few remarks upon the merits of the 5 


| commanded. 
Others | 


of the man who commanded him. That is all I want. 

Bring them all to the same standard—no matter what the sta 
may be—treat them all alike, and if you have revenue enough t 
the emergency give it to them. But make an inflexible ruk 
them all alike. Any other system than that is unjust, impolit 
will be as disastrous in its consequences in the future as the ge 
has indicated it would be if we tailed to recognize fully the s 
this man. 

I do not care whether he got more prize-money than he was entit 
to or not. It is said that he got $5¢,000; he is welcome to it 
got more he would be welcome to it. What I object to is mal 
distinction between the man who commanded and the man w! 
That is all I have to say on that point. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. PRICE. I have uot got through yet; and you will not 1 
vote until I get through. [Laughter.] I have no desire to t: 
longer on this question. I have my own ideas and reasons 
guide my vote against the crowd which will go in a given di: 
and which has gone in that direction a dozen times in this ( 
and will go again, simply because they say that something is 
position, to situation, and to rank. That is the rock upon whi 
Republic will split before the child now born shall die, unless we 
against it. We are collecting large revenues from the people ‘in 
to distribute it among privileged classes, because they occupy v! 
positions. Iam tired of this talk about the great revenue being need 
in order to properly sustain public officers of high grade in posit 
becoming their rank. I am tired of it. 

I say to you that the man who blacks the boots of the President! 
blood just as good, nerves just as sensitive as the President hims 
While the President occupies that position pay him for it. but 
he dies I would make no distinction between the wives and ¢! 
of those two men. 

The higher the service performed by a man the higher the pn: 
pay him. But, when he is dead, then let his widow and children be put 
upon the same level as others. Any other course than that wi! 
ate from us the affections of the people, without which the Governm« 
can not stand. 

Mr. RAY, of New York, I would like to inquire, Mr. Chairmai 
it will be in order at this time to offer an amendment to the penaing 
bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Amendments are now in order. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Then I send upanamendment, whic! 
to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the name “ Kate L. Cushing, 
thereof the name “ Harriet P. Dame.”’ 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. That can not be done. 


> 





” 


wherever it occurs, and insert 


The amendment 


| not germane to the bill, and of course my friend knows that 

But I must take exception to the style of discussion that is some- | 
. - . | 

times indulged in when we undertake to show our gratitude to these 


Mr. KEIFER. 
person. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. ; 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Then I would like to be recognizec 


I think there is a bill pending for the relie! 


roceed 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized and will p: 
Mr. COX, of New York. Do not oppose this bill. 
Mr. RAY, of New York. My colleague says ‘* Do not oppos 


this 
pile 
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pill.’ I dislike to oppose this bill or to oppose any bill which grants about this gallant oflicer, Commander Cushing. His brain planned the 
anal yn to the widow of any soldier, for the benefit of herself or of | whole expedition by which the rebel ram Albemarle was blown up. 
pt age cae children of such dead soldier. It was his brain that did it all. For that the Congress of the United 
While I have been a member of this House, and it has not been a | States thanks him. For that this nation thanks him. 

lone time, it has been my pleasure, I think, to support every pension | But you tell me that this lady married him after the war was over. 
hi}] that 1 have had an opportunity to vote upon, though some of them | I do not blame her for marrying him. If I had been a lady, I would 
did not meet my hearty concurrence. | have married him too. [Laughter.] But she is the mother, as has 


But when it comes down to the point where! think that not justice | been aptly said, of his children, and now the question is will you give 
hut great injustice is being done, not to the particular individual in | this increase of pension to the mother of the children of that gallant 
a 00 but to the great mass of our citizens, by the passage ofa bill, | officer who in a frail little vessel attacked that great ironclad that 
| will fearlessly oppose such a measure. had up to that time proved more than a match for the whole Union 

Scattered all over this broad land of ours there are thousands and | Navy—this officer whose brain planned and whose bravery executed 
tens of thousands of widows of soldiers; widows who gave their hus- the expedition that blew up the ram Albemarle. W e all thank God 
hands, widows who gave their sons for theircountry. They were poor | for that. Sir, I could not feel myself an American if I voted against 
then and they are poor now. Their husbands went out and gave their | a bill of this kind, though of course I know other men may honestly 
and left their widows and children penniless; and those widows | differ with him 


lives, ‘ a . ; : ta 

have toiled on year after year with the needle and otherwise to support But I want to talk a little about the private soldier, if you please, 
themselves and their erying children. They have been and they are | and also about the lady the gentleman talked about and wished to put 
to-day unable to educate those children. They have been and they | on this bill. I voted against the reduction and he voted for it. After 


are to-day unable to protect those children from the heat of summer or | that he comes up here now, not as a demagogue, but making the poorest 
the storms of winter. argument I ever heard; that is, he who voted against the bill now comes 
I believe in being generous, but I believe in first being just. When | here and says we ought to have put on the pension-roll this lady’s name. 
this Congress shall have been just to the thousands and tens of thou- | I voted for the bill, and I believe I voted for it alone. That is my 
sands of widows scattered through this country who are to-day in ac- | recollection about it. 
tual want, some of them in the poor-house, some of them with chil- You talk about putting a gallant soldier upon the pension-roll. You 
dren dependent upon the charity of this people—when this country has | say he got $25. _ Introduce your bill—you say he was a good man and 
been just to them then will I give my vote to be generous to this lady; | brave—and I will vote for it; and, sir, I venture the assertion he will 
then and not till then. not. [Laughter.] That is the way he voted during the whole time. 
If the children come to want I will vote to aid them, but I can not | What is this whole talk about? It is to go to the people. You must 
forget the needy, deserving men who so bravely defended this Nation | talk about the brave soldier. I want to test youhere. We voted by a 
in its hour of peril, and who clamor in vain for aid at the hands of this | majority to pension the soldiers of the Mexican war. It was a pension 
Government. | for merit, a pension for service. Oh, my heart was in that bill! Itis 
[| do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that any man upon the floor of this | there yet; it is not quite alienated like that of some men. [ Applause. ] 
House, for the simple sake of being generous, for the simple sake of | My heart is in that bill. 
having it said that he has not voted against a pension which it is con- I wish to see the men who carried our flag into a foreign land, who 
fessed is not needed by this lady or her children to make them com- | planted the Stars and Stripes upon the Halls of the Montezumas, the 
fortable, can afford in the eyes of the people to vote for such a bill until | men who vindicated us and the insult to our flag, who avenged the 
he shall have firstseen thatsuch laws have been placed upon the statute- | murder of ourcitizens on the Rio Grande—I wish to see them pensioned, 
book as shall take care of and well provide for every soldier, every | every one of them who survives. 
soldier's widow, and every soldier’s child who to-day is in penury and The Senate has taken up the bill, and [See some gentlemen, some 
want. Mrs. Cushing is rich, her children above want. The $58,000 | who oppose this, and who say, ‘‘Oh, they have done such monstrous 
prize-money given by the law for Commander Cushing’s bravery was a | work we will have to give up the poor Mexican soldier in his old age, 
fair compensation, and there is no evidence but that he left every penny | and we can not vote for the bill.’ What have they done? They have 
of it tor the support of his widow and children. Mrs. Cushing married | amended it by saying that the widow of a private soldier who was 
him after the war was over, and never suffered a moment’s agony on | killed or died of his wounds in the rebellion shall receive $12 instead of 


his account. | $8. Well, I indorse that, and expect to vote for it; will you? Will 
It is for these reasons, Mr. Chairman, briefly and hastily stated, that I | you, who talk so much about the poor soldiers ? 

oppose this bill. I oppose it upon this broad principle of what I believe ” Mr. CUTCHEON. Every one of us. 

to be jusiice to the great mass of the soldiers, soldiers’ widows and Mr. RAY, of New York. I wish to say to the gentleman I will vote 


children in this country. I believe that the report of this committee | to give a pension to every needy and deserving soldier that ever fought 
is founded in good sense and justice, and I hope, Mr. Chairman, that | anywhere a single day in the armies of the United States; but I will 


it will be sustained. never give my vote for a measure that goes to pension simply the Mexi- 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman—— [cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote !’’] | can soldiers and discriminates against those who fought four years in 
Gentlemen, do not be in a hurry. I never detain this Houselong: but | the war of the Rebellion to save the life of the nation. [Applause. ] 
I want, if I can—I know it will be very difficult—to answer the labored Mr. WOLFORD. Thank God for allthat! Ido not thank God fo1 


argument of my friend before me [Mr. PRICE] and the gentleman from | the discrimination, though. [Laughter.] These discriminators gen- 
New York [Mr. Ray]. erally find something to discriminate about and to vote against a bill. 
Chere is a sentiment which God Alnighty put in the hearts of men | I am not one of them. I do not strain at a gnat and then swallow a 
when he created them, and it has come along down the stream of time | camel. I will take the whole camel that has come from the Senate 
until it has reached us—that the man who does most for his country | without making a wry face about it, and I will do it to get the Mexi- 
deserves most of his country’s gratitude. [Applause.] Sir, whatcom- | can bill. 
mon soldier—and I am the friend of the common soldier, as I want to There is one thing more I wish to talk about. The poor old soldier 
show before I sit dawn—what common soldier in the Revolutionary war | who fought in the war of the rebellion, and who is now 62 years of 
stands ont as conspicuous as does General Washington? Who did | age—why not pension him? I will cheerfully vote for that. I hope 
— for his country? And whom did that country love most? To} you will, too. I hope it will so sweeten it that you will vote for the 
Whom was that country the most grateful? I say that General Wash- | Mexican bill. We will pension him if he is 62 years of age. We will 
ington did more than all the gallant soldiers that stood by him and | vote for that. : 





; 

al and it would have been an insult to the men who fought There is another amendment. They have said all disabled and 
Vashingt In the dark days of the Revolution to have told them that wounded, those who fought for their country, the men you love so 

a —_ on was not the beloved, the honored of all. And, sir, youin-| Mr. PRIC E. Will the gentleman permit me? 

— soldiers of the late war when you tell them that the gallant Mr. WOLFORD. Certainly. I say you love them, and now let us 
= tr who stood in the front is not the man who should receive honor | see you show it by your vote. 

and eratitude, is not the man whose family should receive such bounty Mr. PRICE. I wish to say that I am the author of the only one of 
"Whe coe has to bestow, , ; | the bills which pensions every soldier who served in the Army. 

dent of tee'G v — of the country elected General Jackson Presi- Mr. W OLF« RD. Are you going to vote for this bill? 
tlemen of th _~ ae because he was a gallant soldier. And, gen-| Mr. PRICE. I am for abill that puts them on an equality, and noth- 
election with J ty lican party, you expect to beat us at the coming | ing that does not. ; . 
saliliep—ineoee ( _ A. LOGAN on your ticket, because he was a gallant Mr. WOLFORD. Now I want to goa little further. It gives to all 
a vecause he did much as a brave officer. Tell me, now, why | men who are disabled now, whether they received their wound by a 


ticket oo ake up a private soldier and put him second on your | bursting shell, by a cannon-ball, or a musket shot, if they were dis- 

et t . “\r all ‘ > . . a . : : . . 

did + tanh Blaine through? [Laughter and applause.] But you | abled in the fight in the service of their country—it gives them a pen- 
Se ae sion, and they ought to have it. Can you swallow that? That is for 


No . . ‘ . ‘ : ro ; 
ee o tee talk a little about this— I will not call it dema-| the common soldier. These are the glorious men who went to the 
Se: | ough 1 


a 
be aemagogy. 


Private soldi I refer to this talk about wanting to doso much for the | them. Let me say to you that the harvest is great, but the laborers 
AV ale SOldier, = : . 


But before referring to that I want to talk a minute | are few. Will you come and help to reap the harvest? The oppor- 





[ were to indulge in that kind of language it would ! front. They are the men who did the fighting, and there are many of 
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tunity is offered to you now; come and lend your aid. Then it puts Mr. KEIFER. I move that it be laid aside with the recom; ; 
aside all of these quibbles that have been raised as to whether a man | tion that it do pass. ; 
was sound when he went into the Army, or otherwise The question was taken; the House divided, and there wer 

I believe most of the amendments put on in the Senate are bills that | noes 36. 
have passed the House. Butanotherthing. Menstandand wonder and Mr. KEIFERand Mr. COX of New York (from their seats). 7, 
say, how can we do it? It will take, they say, according to Commis- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the present ocey, 
sioner Dudley’s calculation, additional millions of dollars out of the | of the chair never recognizes a demand for tellers unless the ge; 
Treasury. It will run the cost to such an enormous sum that we can | rises in his seat for the purpose. 
not pay it. Well, IL intend to propose an amendment to that, and I| Mr. COX, of New York. Then I rise and make the point that 
hope you will vote for it. I propose to amend the bill of the Senate, | quorum has voted. 
and the Senate, I think, will agree to the amendment, by laying an in- The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no 
come tax upon every man with an income of over 35,000. That will | has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 
make money enough to pay all the soldiers, and will thus divide the | Mr. BREWER, of New York, and Mr. MATSON were appointed t 
profits between the men who got rich during the war and those who The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—avyes 
went into the war and fought its battles noes 37. 

Mr. PRICE. That is class levislation again So the motion of Mr. KEIFER was not agreed to. 


Mr. WOLFORD. Now, my friend, don’t dodge that. [Laughter. ] Mr. COX, of New York. I think that we had bette: 
I say levy the amount on the rich, those who got rich when the war | move that the committee rise. 
was going on, and let them pay it to the soldiers who fought the war. The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid 
If that is class legislation it is glorious class legislation, and God Al- | be reported to the House with the recommendation that it be laid on t} 
mighty will smile when you vote for it and the devil will laugh when | table ? 
you vote on the other side. [ Laughter. ] | The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmat 
Now, I have saidall I want to say. I did want to talk a little about 
this Mexican pension bill, for if we get the income tax I mean to vote ae scene ; 
for it. and if = do not get it I intend to vote for it anyhow and trust pn sepa D. W —_ - move that the committee ris¢ 
in God to get the money to pay it. [Laughter. ] The aEAtnaEAar peer well uiehane Ghd want bin 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion to lay the bill | Mr. MORRII L P 1 lis contention ts ae t rs oe a eae 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do | yn. . - atlas tin Pe 1H ee ee ey Sane SORAND Dt 
lie upon the table sion bills on the Ca lendar. rere are, think, six of them. If y 
Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, it has been suggested that a different | — ae a om oer. xy hi 
course be pursued with these bills. 1 willsay in the first instance that Mr KEI a, 7 Ceri ao. pe iacgpt = ye 1 
I am opposed to the bill; but it is suggested that an arrangement might natthe Solem = ° Ih: ma be es 1 th 8 : oa 7 aed ~ 
be made by which this bill should be agreed to be reported to the oa oa a a we my OS 


adj« 


} 


aside t 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


. . . \ 
House with a favorable recommendation, but with the understanding | "P under the ordes - the oa eee — 
oe 2, 7 | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the special or 
that no vote should be taken upon it until a quorum is present. That | aad 
. . eC . 
is the desire of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]—— = . et . 
ae ; ; ; . rhe special order was again read. 
Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I object. | Mr. MATSON. Thereare six pension bills onthe Calend 
SUL ren > . | 4 - Bs : aN. sre are S1X ss Ss > AN dar that 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. We might take a vote upon that propo- : . — a 


St Men neealiee lia passed the Senate. They were referred to the Committee on | 
8 omim 6. a es ‘ > eo > "te “aVvor those bills 
Mr. McMILLIN. But when the committee vote it down the prob- ern oe ee: a cmb oe 
ability is that the House will vote it down also. What agreement was | ‘0 "© PAS8©¢ 2 preference to the others because when they pass the Ii 
sander with catenin 0 109 © | they become law, while in regard to House bills that may pa 
Mr. MATSON. My friend was not in when the agreement was made. House a ase api —— . Bey et ‘ad ; si 
The agreement with Mr. RANDALL included reporting both these bills — ———— : F ee ee ee ae ee 
to the House with tavorable recommendation _ be passed ee I 7 ask that the _——— — = — 
Mr. MCMILLIN. The action upon the other bill was adverse; the | besa HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks una 
; ; onse 
adverse report was sustained by the committee, and so reported to the : Mr COX. of New York. I obiect 
House. I suppose there can be no agreement as to that bill, and the | Th 3 ‘HATRM ‘N TI - Cl a oeill ee I “ as 
probability is that this will share the same fate. Mr > \NDAI I oc Will I — ‘le —_ ete | M: \I : 
Mr. MATSON. I will say again that so far as I am concerned, and |.) “SAAB AMS ee ee eee eee Loe 


: : ell us how many pension bills have been passed by the House | 
I speak of course for myself alone, but in the discussion had before the = ‘o i many pension bills have been passed by the 
SesSsloL : 


other bill was acted upon this evening, between the gentleman from 





Pennsylvania and myself, 1 understood it to be agreed that this bill too ¥ cee I A oes a . ee he Zt ee i 
should be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation but | oe EE 
no action to be had in the House upon it without the presence of a wenene passed $ : . . 
quorum | Mr. MATSON. I can not say precisely; I think not exceeding | 
Sie WUE has wee Che ee dteiin |S biediee | TheCHAIRMAN, The Chair will state the proposition. The s 
' . 5 Coa ; tleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] asks unanimous consent to | 
Mr. MCMILLIN. That can not be done. No such agreement can : . : . 
a tellin - F up the Senate pension bills on the Calendar for present considerat 
qa ; ' > ‘ Is there objection ? 
Mr. MATSON. I agreed of course for myself alone. I will say ee , f "ead — 
5 > a ome : . a ? “) y i. ac 3 >f y <TIOI 
again that I was opposed to both of these bills. The committee re- = eon <= R ber Chair ee ai =~ . , = 
jected the other bill, but the verbal agreement with the gentleman from the a akon " in the bi oe” ee 
Pennsylvania induced me to vote in favor of reporting it to the House i‘ ‘CUI BERT _ oP iaeamaien T ohiect 
with the recommendation that it pass. Now, I think by unanimous; 4, A ae “e S . — y- a _— ! oe 
consent we might make that order : | Mr. COX, of New York. The Chair heard my objection tw 
Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I object. | corded. 
. | 


rr ‘ > y Mh at - Oni Ze § objection 
Mr. KEIFER. I move that this bill be laid aside to be reported to | _ The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not recognize an obj 


St Ee ; | out of order; and the gentleman from New York is too good 
the House with a favorable recommendation. soautinoten toaske the Chale tm deen 
Mr. MATS@N. I shall ask unanimous consent of the House fi | an er 2? eo ek TF he : 
action I have suggested eT i COX, of New York. I have the same right as you ha 
Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. _I object. Chairman, when you are on the floor. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has exactly the same 
every other member of the House. But the Chair will not recos 
an objection out of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the proposition tothe House. | 
Mr. MATSON. If the Chair will permit me, I was going to ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be reported to the House with a favor- Mr. COX, of New York. I made the objection in orde! 
able recommendation, but with the understanding that a vote should The CHAIRMAN The suteiiienadiin tar ‘t before the ¢ 
be only taken in the House when a quorum was present and at the t ah id the Ch: iN] Rect he gent! seam f 
earliest possible moment | the proposition. And the Chair will state to t a wa 
; cit is the se > Chair to enforce the rules ot 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I object to that. Let the bill take its course be-,| YO" 11's the purpose of the Chair to enforce the rut 
licen Aleck igmeabialliteein = 1e Chair a s them. 
. , we - . bas | *Mr. COX, of New York. The Chair has lerstood f 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the proposition. ‘ - ; oe Saw ae Par ee See 8 Se 
exactly. [ Laughter. ] 


The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous consent that the bill 


under discussion be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- ELIZABETH CONNOR. 
able recommendation, but with the understanding that the vote to be The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1! 
taken in the House shall be taken only when a quorum is present, and | granting a pension to Elizabeth Connor. 
at the earliest practicable moment. Is there objection? The bill was read, as follows: 
Mr. McMILLIN and Mr. TURNER, of Kentuc ky : objec ted Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 








» ion- bject to the provisions and limitations of 
ted to place on the pension-roll, su ject ‘o the pro\ jotene set Y ate 
aws, the name of Elizabeth Connor, widow of William Connor, 
a private in Captain Paterson Bain’s company in the war of 1812. 


rec 
the pension l 
deceased, late 
Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I would like to hear the report read. 
The report (by Mr. STEELE) of the Committee on Pensions was read 
in part. In full it is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 6075, after 
\ iy considering the same, are of the opinion that Conner was an extraordina- 
“ily vave man, and that he was of unusual service to our country in its early 
history as soldier, scout, spy, and interpreter, and that his aged widow is enti- 
t nd to & pension under existing laws. Although the official record evidence 
— 1 lost or burnt, yet from the affidavits of Abraham Williams and James M. 
Ray and from history referred to herewith, and all made a part of this report, 
oa committee think the facts are fully established showing that Conner was, 
+3 before stated, a brave soldier, and therefore report the bill back and recom- 
0 i favorable consideration, 


rily br 


ment 
or InpraNna, Marion County: 
Marion circuit court. 


Before me, Austin H. Brown, clerk of said Marion circuit court, personally 
came this the 16th day of May, 1878, James M. Ray, a resident of Indianapolis, 
in said county, aged 77 years on December 23, 1877, who being duly sworn de- 
poseth and saith as follows, to wit: 5 , 

| became acquainted with W illiam Conner in the spring of the year 1821, and 
his present widow, Elizabeth Conner, at their family residence on W hite River, 
Indiana, four miles south of the present town of Noblesville, he being there en- 
gaged as a trader with the Delaware and other Indians, and I then learned from 
him that he had been long so engaged as a trader with Indians of that region, 
for many years previous tothe war of 1812, and that he was actively engaged as 
a spy and guide during that war for the United States troops, under the com- 
mand of General William H. Harrison, in contest with the Indians who had be- 
come in that region partially hostile to the United States. That I remained 
closely intimate with said William Conner until the day of his death, on the 
sth of August, 1855; and further, that in the month of June, 1823, I traveled 
on horseback, in company with the said William Conner, from his said home 
on White River, Indiana, to Sandwich, Canada, nearly opposite Detroit, Mich., 
to aid him in settling his account with a British merchant there named MeGregor, 
for goods furnished him by the said McGregor to trade with the Indians just 
previous to the war of 1812, and while on that journey through the State of Ohio 
we met a party of several Indians on foot, each dressed in a scarlet blanket which 
they had just received as their annual present from the British Government in 
Canada for fighting for said Government against the United States in the war of 
1812, and I noticed in passing said Indians that the last one of them stopped 
short on observing said Conner and scowled sternly at him until we were out 
oftheir sight, when the said William Conner remarked to me that it would have 
been dangerous for him to have met that Indian alone, as his scow! proved that 
he recognized him as the guide of the United States troops led by Lieut. Col. 
John B. Campbell to the Mississinwa towns which were burned during the bat- 
tle of the 18th of December, 1812. 

I will also state, as deputy clerk for the circuit court at Connersville, Ind., I 
issued a marriage license to the said William Conner and Elizabeth Chapman 
just previous to the 30th day of November, 1820; that I engaged Fielding Ha- 
zelrig, esq., a justice of the peace for Fayette County, Indiana, to unite them in 
marriage. 

For further evidence I refer as to the identity of said William Conner’s serv- 
ices in the said battle of Mississinwa in December, 1812, to the following ex- 
tracts from the report of Lieutenant-Colonel Campbell to General Harrison, 
which will be found on the records and files of the proper Departments in Wash- 
ington city, which | annex from Dillon’s History of Indiana, on pages 511 to 
513, to wit: 

“At don the morning of the 18th I ordered the reveille to be beaten, and 
the off «rs convened at my fire. <A short time afterward, while we were in 
council, and about half an hour before day, my camp was most ferociously at- 
tacked by a large party of Indians, preceded by and accompanied with a most 
hideous yell. This immediately broke up the council, and every man ran to 
his post. The attack commenced upon that angle of the camp formed by the left 
of Captain Hopkins’s troops and the right of Captain Garrard’s, but in afew sec- 
onds became general from the entrance of the right to the left of Ball's squad- 
ron, The enemy boldly advanced to withina few yardsof the lines, and seemed 
determined to rush in. The guards posted at the different redonbts retreated 


STATE 
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5th day of October, 1813, he was called upon by the commanders in that battle at 
the close of the fight to come forward and ascertain certainly whether one of 
the Indians killed was really Tecumseh, as it was known by the other spies 


} that he, Conner, had very intimately known him while dealing with the Indians 


| asatrader before the war, and I am confident the name of the said William 
Conner, as a spy, will be found enrolled in the proper records of the War Office, 
among the rolls of the spies and guides engaged for the United States in that 
battle; and doubtless some time after the date of that battle he was honorably 





tocamp, and dispersed among their different companies, thus leaving me with- | 


out a disposable force. Captain Smith, of the Kentucky Light Dragoons, who 
commanded one of the redoubts, in a handsome and military manner kept his 
position, although abandoned by half his guards, until ordered to fill up the in- 
terval in the rear line between the regiment and squadron. 

fhe redoubt at which Captain Pierce commanded was first attacked. The 
captain maintained his position until it was too late to get within the lines. He 
received two balls through his body and was tomahawked. He died bravely 
and much lamented. The enemy then took possession of Captain Pierce's re- 
doubt, and poured in a tremendous fire upon the angle to the right and left of 
which were posted Hopkins’s and Garrard’s troops. But the fire was as warmly 
returned, Not an inch of ground was yielded. Every man, officer and soldic r, 
stood firm, and animated and encouraged each other. The fire became warm 
on the left of the squadron, at which Captain Markle’s troops were posted, and 
the right of Elliott's company, which, with Markle’s, formed an angle of the 
camp, Was severely annoyed by the enemy’s fire. I had assisted in forming the 
infantry composed of Elliott's company of the Nineteenth United States Regi- 
ment Butler's Pittsburgh Blues, and Alexander's Pennsylvania Riflemen, and 
ordered them to advance to the brink of a deciivity from which they could more 


effectualiy defend themselves, and harass the enemy if they should attempt an 


attac k on that line. 

‘While I was thus engaged, Major Ball rode up to me and observed that he 
was hard pressed and must be relieved. | galloped immediately to the left 
Wing with an intention of ordering Captain Trotter's tr ops to re-enforce th 


squadron but was there informed that the en my Was seen approaching in that 
rection, and believing it limproper on second thought to detach a large troop 


iron tl , } } 
i that line whit nu also cove red an angie ot the camp I dete rmined to 





» ‘ellet trom the infantry. I wheeled my horse and met Major McDowe 
: Oserved that the spies and guides, under the command of Capt. Patterso1 
~ ine, consisting of ten men, were unemployed. We rode to them t 
,u ordered Captain Baine to the support of thes juadror Seven of the 
“i : wes Adrian, William Conner, Silas McCullough, James Th pose 
yes Soges, John Ruland, and Joseph G. McClelland, followed th rave 
Ver and rendered most effectual assistance.’ 
5 . unes M. Ray, further depose and say that the said Elizabeth ¢ 
- nee he said William Conner, has remained unmarried sin la 
Sdeath idalso further depose and say that I attended d was present 
eo ; - said William Conner at Noblesviile, Ind., soon after t day 
Sioa which had occurred on the 8th day of August, 155: and I so fur : 
anise d say that I have a distinct remembrance of the said William Conner 
a — ine, after my personal acquaintance with n isl, tha g aspy 
side to the army of General Harrison e« 1¢ Thames on 
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lischarged. 
And I hereby refer to the United States treaty with the Indians, made at Green- 


ville, Ohio, on the 22d day of July, 1814, General William H. Harrison, and Lewis 


Cass, as governor, being commissioners. 


rhe said William Conner is named as 


one of the sworn interpreters, as will be found and stated in the United States 
Statutes at Large, No.7, page 120, on treaties. 


JAMES M. RAY 
In testimony of all of which I, Austin H. Brown, clerk of said Marion circuit 


court, hereunto set my hand and the official seal of said court, at Indianapolis 
this 16th day of May, 1878. 


[SEAL. ] AUSTIN H. BROWN, 


Clerk Marion Circuit Cou 


STATE OF INDIANA, Marion County : 


says that he i8 now 87 years of age past (born February, 1792); 


On this 19th day of July, 1879, comes Abraham Williams, who, being sworn 
that he served in 


the Army of the United States in the war of 1812-18 in Throckmorton’s Ken- 


t 


ucky militia, for which his name is now inscribed on the pension-rolls of In 
lianapolis agency as No. 1241 (2) (a) of the date of 18th June, 1871. 

He turther says that while in the service in the year 1813, in the month of 
Jctober, and while in Canada, opposite or nearly opposite Detroit, Mich., he 


met William Conner, whose widow, Elizabeth Conner, is now an applicant for 


a pension under the act of Congress of 


—, 1878. 
He further says that at that time said William Conner was in the service of 


the United States asan Indian spy and interpreter, in which capacity he met 
him on several occasions at and near to the town of Sandwich, in Canada. He 


c 
1 


loes not now recollect to what particular command said Conner was attached 
n his capacity of spy and interpreter, but understood then and now believes he 


was attached to the command generally and directed by the commandants to 


points of necessity. 


During the stay of affiant at that and other points in Canada 
rear thereto he met said William Conner a number of times and knows that he 


was engaged in said service for the period in all about ten or fifteen days, and 


1 


that time he met said Conner quite a number of times. 


him and his family until the death of said William Conner. 


velieves that he had been with the command from its organization, and during 
He afterward in 1825 
yecame a neighbor and well acquainted with said William Conner, and knew 
When he first met 


said William Conner in Hamilton County, Indiana, he recognized him at once, 
and on many occasions afterward he and the said William Conner talked over 
the incidents and circumstances of their meeting in Canada. 


knows that she is the widow of the said William Conner. 


He has known the applicant, Elizabeth Conner, for the last fifty years and 
Affiant is old and 


feeble, or he would be able to give other incidents of his acquaintance and in- 
tercourse. 


< 


his 
» ABRAHAM + WILLIAMS 
mark. 

Witnesses : 

T. N. WILLIAMS 

Wm. PAYNE. 

BETTY MASSEY. 
I, Fabius M. Finch, a notary public in and for the county of Marion and State 

of Indiana, certify that on the 19th day of October, 1879, the affiant, Abraham 


Williams,.appeared before me, and after being fully and thoroughly requested 
to give his recollection of the facts above named, gave with much delibera- 
tion and detail the facts above set out, which, at his request, were reduced to 
writing as above, and after being read to him were subscribed and sworn to as 


here set out in the presence of the subscribing witnesses, 


I further certify that 


I have had an acquaintance of about fifty years with said Williams, and have 
heard him talk about some of the incidents named in this statement more than 
forty years ago 


GENERAL ORDERS 


Witness my hand and notarial seal this day and year given above 
[SEAL.] FABILUS M. FINCH, Notary Public 


Your committee refer to the following : 


Niles’ Register, vol. 3, September, 1812, to March, 1813, Library House of 
Representatives, page 331 
HEADQUARTERS N. W. ARMY, 
Franklinton, January 2, 1813 


The commanding general has received from Lieutenant-Colonel Campbell, 


| the official report of his late expedition against the Massassineway villages. 


The conduct of the colonel and his gallant detachment has been in every respect 


such as the general had anticipated 


x . “ » * 


Lieutenant-Colonel Campbell's official account will be transmitted to the Sec- 


retary of War; it will be published to the world, & 


€ 


s 


* * = e 
The officers, non-commissioned officers, and privates, who were fortunate 
snough to have an opportunity of distinguishing themselves by their valor or 
rood conduct are as follows 
Kentucky Dragoons. * * * . 
Major B 
Pittsburgh | 


Nineteenth U.S. Inf’t'y 


s squadron 





Spies end guides: Capt. Patterson Bain * * William Conner. * * * 
* ‘ * * « 
Copy 
L. HERKILL 
Assistant Deputy Adjt. Gen 
T . Pa 
I ‘ } 1 fo D l lf 
Battle was I] 7, 1812 
I % ID ware & M ripes 
I i BR ¢ pi | ‘ Reg. U.S. I t 
‘ W. HoH x. ¥ 4 
ri t t t sent Vy striking out the nan 
( sert , ( er being the proper 
paraie “ les 
Che 1 3 sid ) f é » tl louse with the recom- 
mena; ’ (LO Pass 
\ ’ ONG 
The 1 t isihess 0 the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R S065 
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| because the single act by which he destroyed the Albemarle was cer. 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- | tainly one of the most conspicuously brave and gallant acts of the wh 





The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c. 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and | war of the rebellion. - 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma De Long, widow of the late | . eT aa eo monas 3j > because she ic , 
Lieut. Commander George W. De Long, United States Navy, who died in If you increase this widow’s pension simply because she is poor, then 
Siberia, while in the discharge of his duty as the commanding officer of the | 


how can you refuse to increase the pensions of other poor widows? 
expedition and during the retreat of the officers and enlisted men of the explor- | There are very many thousands of very poor widows who are dray ing 
ing steamer Jeannette, after the wreck of that vessel in the Arctic seas, and to | small pensions. “Ss 
pay to the said Emma De Longa pension at the rate of $0 per month, commenc- : ; on s 

ing from the 23d of March. 1882. 1 understand that Mrs. De Long is not receiving any pension at ,) 

See. 2 That the Bex retary of the Treasury is hereby authorised and directed now. I am perfectly willing that she shall be given a pension of $30 , 
ries Uaeaneeeneeh Uae annaand ehads aka eaten ae Genneee this oa, have month. 7 repeat again, what Tam very loath to do, that I think this 
accrued to her under the provisions thereof matter of increasing pensions beyond the highest amount allowed yp. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with the aon the —— oa = all _—— I say that without any feeling 
itciesiente ainietdiined demagogy—whether it is demagogy or not. Certainly it is wrong 

5 between those of the higher ranks. 

Mr. STEELE. My colleague knows that there are a great many 
precedents. 

Mr. MATSON. Of course I know that, but none in cases of this 
rank. 

Mr. PETERS. This House has to-night adopted a precedent in th: 
case of the widow of Colonel Hendricks, and refused to increase }e: 
pension from $30 to $50a month. I do not see how I can in justic 
sit here and see that precedent violated without objecting. 

Mr. BENNETT. If in order, I desire to offer an amendment to this 
bill extending its privileges to the family of the assistant surgeon 
that expedition who perished at his post, Assistant Surgeon Amble: 
would like to know if that amendment would be in order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. According to the ruling to-night I do 
not think it would be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr 
BENNETT] reduce his amendment to writing ? : 

Mr. BENNETT. I will do so. 

Mr.STEELE. I make the point of order that the amendment indi- 7 
cated is not germane to the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman can introduce a bil! for 
the purpose he has indicated and have it referred to the committee and 
the committee will report upon it. 

Mr. BENNETT. I would respectfully inquire of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE] why my amendment is not germane to the bill ? 

These two persons died in the same service. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. This is a bill for the benefit ofa 
ticular person, of Mrs. De Long. 

Mr. STEELE. This is a particular bill for the benefit of a part 
lar person. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Ifthe amendment suggested is in order 
then you can make an omnibus bill of this by putting on it a pens 
for each pending case. 

Mr. BENNETT. I send up the amendment which I have reduc 
to writing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the words “ fifty dollars per month,” namely, the follow- | 

Ing 
Commencing from the 23d day of March, 1882. 

“Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay to the said Emma De Long, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the amount which shall, upon the passage of this 
act, have accrued to her under the provisions thereof.” 

















The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think it is scarcely necessary the re- 
port should be read. Every member knows the circumstances under 
which it is proposed to grant this pension. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. STEELE) from the Committee on Pensions was 
read, as follows: 


The original bill has been slightly amended, and, as amended, the committee 
recommend its passage. It is not deemed necessary to refer at length to the 
gallant services of the brave Lieut. Comdr. George W. De Long, who gave up his 
life while on duty in the frozen wilds of Siberia. The long and painful story of 
the Jeannette expedition, the gallantry and devotion of the men therein en- 
gaged, the horrible suffering to which they were subjected, and finally the death 
of a number of them in the ice-fields thousands of miles from the country they 
served so faithfully—all has gone to history, and become a shining chapter in 
the great record of human heroism. And now the faithful wife of the brave De 
Long asks at the hands of Congress a pension sufficient to supply the bare neces- 
sities of a life darkened and saddened by the Siberian tragedy of which the hus- 
band was the central figure 


The committee unanimously and earnestly recommend the passage of the 
bill as amended granting a pension to Mrs. Emma De Long. 

Mr. MATSON. I desire to inquire what was the rank held by this 
officer. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. He held the rank of lieutenant-com- 
mander 
Mr. MATSON. Imove to amend by striking out $50 and inserting 
$30. I do so for the reason that this is precisely the same case as re- 
gards rank as that of the pension to the widow of Lieutenant-Comman- 
der Cushing. Certainly the services of Lieutenant-Commander De 
Long were not more conspicuous, gallant, or meritorious. 

Mr. STEELE. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana that this 
lady is very poor, and is dependent upon this pension entirely for her 
support. That was one of the influences brought to bear upon the 
committee to induce them to make this report unanimously. 

Mr. KEIFER. What amount of pension is it proposed to give? 

Mr. STEELE. Fifty dollars permonth. This lady will have noth- 
ing but what she will get through this pension. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Thisisthe pension that is recommended 
by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr..MaAt- 
SON |, the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, if this $30 
per month is not the uniform pension that is recommended by his com- 
mittee in cases of similar rank to this? 

Mr. MATSON. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILLIN | in answer to his question, that it is not frequently the case 
that committees of Congress are called upon to fix the original sum to 
be given as a pension to widows. It is more frequently the case that 
they are called upon to increase pensions already granted. 

I know that $30 a month is the amount allowed under the general 
law to widows of lieutenant-commanders. It is the highest amount 
allowed under the general law to the widows of officers of the Army 
or of the Navy. The widow whose case has just been before this 
House was the widow of a lieutenant-commander, a very gallant and 
distinguished man in every sense of the word, who certain)y rendered 
as gallant and meritorious services as any officer. My friend from In- 
diana [ Mr. STEELE] insists that a distinction should be made in this 
case because the widow is poor. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. There is this difference between the 
two cases: in the other case Lieutenant-Commander Cushing received 
the sum of $56,000, while in this case not a dime has been received. 

Mr. MATSON. I do not say the two cases are exactly parallel. 

Mr. STEELE. And this officer died while in the service? 

Mr. MATSON. The one officer died in the service, perhaps, while 
the other died after having left the service. There are of course differ- 
ences between the two cases, but there is no difference in the matter of 
rank. There certainly can be no difference in favor of Lieutenant-Com- 
mander De Long so faras gallantry and conspicuous service is concerned ; 
the difference is rather in favor of Lieutenant-Commander Cushing, | 


pa 


Insert these words: ‘And the mother of Assistant Surgeon Ambler 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I make the point of order on that 
amendment that it is not germane to this bill. This is a bill to pen 
sion the widow of Lieutenant-Commander De Long, and for no oth 
purpose. If the amendment proposed is in order to this bill, then 
every private pension bill before the committee is in order as an amend 
ment, and they can all be put upon one bill. It seems to me that 
there would be no necessity for our going on and passing individus 
bills at all; we could just make one omnibus bill and put them al! 
that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The reason given by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] goes to the point of policy as to what the Com 
mittee of the Whole may think it wise todo. As regards the powe! 
of the Committee of the Whole, I do not think the point or order is wel! 
taken. I see nothing to hinder the committee from putting two names 
in one bill, if it shall see fit to do so; and if they should report such a 
bill to the House and the House should pass it and it should pass t 
Senate, it will be the law of the land. Such an amendment may 
not meet the approval of some gentlemen here; but if the major'ty 
choose to adopt it, I have no doubt it is in order for them to do » 
I think numerous precedents may be found where more persons than 
one have been pensioned in a single bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairoverrulesthe point of order, and holds 
that this amendment is germane to this bill. In the case of a 
under discussion to-day in the House a substitute was proposed, bring: 
ing in other parties in the same manner as now proposed by the gen 
tleman from North Carolina. ar 

The point now raised is unlike that which was decided by the Ca 
a little while ago, when a motion was made to strike out one name and 
insert another. This amendment proposes to add a name, and “9 
Chair knows of no rule under which the point of order can be su 
tained. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to inquire whether the rules of the House - 
not require that these bills shall be first considered in a commits 


| 
| 
| 





























































1884. 
2 
No bill for the relief of the mother of this assistant surgeon has ever 
heen introduced or considered. If it is in order to add this name why 
may we not add fifty or sixty others 9 | | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not take cognizance of the ques- 
tion whether a bill for the relief of a particular person has been intro- 
duced or not. No question of that kind has been presented to the 


Chair. ; ; 
Mr. STEELE. I make the point that this matter has not been con- 


sidered in committee. ; ; 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The rules of the House require that bills 
appropriating money shall be first considered in Committee of the Whole. 
This is the Committee ot the Whole. 

Mr. BAGLEY. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. ee 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to offer an amendment providing pen- 
sions for the widows of all those who perished on that expedition. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The amendments reported by the com- 

: mittee are pending, and had better be voted on first. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make thepoint that no amendments submitted 
subsequently to that of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] 
are now in order, as his is an amendment in the second degree. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question will be upon the amend- 
ments reported by the committee, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out at the end of section 1 the words *‘ commencing from the 23d day 
of March, 1882.” . 

Strike out the second section of the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask that the vote on the last amend- 
ment be taken first, and then on the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana, to strike out ‘‘ fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty,’’ because if theamount 
of the pension should be fixed at $30, I believe this House will give the 

\ pension from the death of the husband; and if $50 be granted, it will 
be given only from the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The rules provide in what order amendments 
should be acted upon. I think we had better follow the rules. 

The question being taken on the amendments reported by the com- 
mittee, they were agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is now upon the amendment sub- | 
mitted by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMES. I wish to inquire whether Lieutenant De Long went 
on this expedition as a volunteer or at the command of the Govern- 
ment; whether he was in the military or naval service during the time 
he was engaged upon this expedition ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. He went as a volunteer. 

Mr. HOLMES. Was thisa naval expedition under the charge of the | 
Government solely ? 

Mr. KASSON. It was under command of a naval officer. 

Mr. HOLMES. I understand it was under the charge of Mr. Ben- 
nett. I simply make this inquiry for information. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It was under the supervision of the 
Government. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Lieutenant De Long was under the orders of 
the Secretary of the Navy, and reported to him. 

The amendment of Mr. MATSON was read, as follows: 

In line 12 of section 1 strike out “ fifty” and insert ‘‘ thirty.” | 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment. there were— | 
ayes 33, noes 6. 

Mr. STEELE. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. KASSON. I will remind the gentleman that as these amend- } 
ments must be acted upon by the House he can have a vote by a quo- | 
rum at that time, if he so desires. | 

Mr. STEELE. Understanding that we can have a vote in the House 
I withdraw my point. 

So the amendment of Mr. MATSON was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next question is on the amendment offered | 
— gentlemen from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT], which the Clerk | 

read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert “and the mother of Assistant Surgeon Ambler.” 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move toamend by adding ‘‘and the widows. 
minor children, and dependent mothers of all those who perished on 
the expedition.” 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That would be pretty general. I do 
not know how you can get at that. 

‘Mr. TX yW NSHEND. There is as much propriety in pensioning these 
as in pensioning the others. 

The ¢ HAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] 
Will send up his amendment in writing. 


Mr. BAGLEY. I have sent an amendment to the desk which I ask 
may be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Also, to William Chipp, father of Lieutenant Chipp. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I make the point of order that this 


ame : : 
oo proposes to grant a pension to a party whois not named on 
endar; and according to the order under which we are now pro- 
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| tion to a note on page 224 of the Digest: 


ceeding the case can not be considered to-night. I ask for the reading 
of the order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the special order. 

The order was again read. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 23. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now send up my amendment. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That order was made by unanimous 
consent, and we have a right to presume when it was made that it was 
to consider bills reported by a committee and which had been investi- 
gated by a committee. If you can amend these bills by inserting other 
parties’ names whose cases have not been examined and reported on, 
then the order is nugatory. You can then bring in the namesof all 
applicants whose cases have never been considered at all and who have 
no bill on the Calendar and put them on. 

Mr. STEELE. Let me call attention to a paragraph on page 224 of 
the Digest, where it says, ‘‘It is also out of order to ingraft upon a bill 
for the relief of one individual a provision for the relief of another.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hasno hesitation in ruling against the 
amendment sent up by the gentleman from Illinois. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the widows, minor children, and dependent mothers of all the persons 


who perished on the Jeannette expedition which was commanded by Lieuten- 
ant De Long 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That isa general bill and covers a class 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BAGLEY. Imovethe following: ‘‘ Alsoto Warren Chipp, father 
of Lieutenant Chipp.’’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I make the same point of order against that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana has called atten- 
‘It is also out of order to in 
graft upon a bill for the relicfof one individual a provision for the relief 
of another.’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is not she rule. 

Mr. STEELE. It is a journalized decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. But it does not state where the amendment is 


germane and of the same character; it cannot bedone. The Chair ad- 
| heres to its original decision, and rules the amendment of the gentle- 
| man from New York in order. 


Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I move the committee rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 27 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask to say a single word on the 
amendment. I think as a matter of correct practice we ought not to 
report a claim, whether for a pension or otherwise, for anybody until 
we know of the existence of the person through some committee of the 
House and know enough of the facts to be willing to pension them on 


| an original bill. If this gentleman had simply offered a bill in com- 


mittee that a pension be granted to A B or C D none of us would think 
of acting or voting on it; yet that is the proposition here. The gentle- 
man suggests a name when we do not know officially of the existence 
of the person to be pensioned. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwish to say one word. It strikes me it is 
making an unjust discrimination against others who lost their lives on 
that expedition. There is as much reason and right to give pensions 
to the minor children and dependent mothers or fathers of the others 
who perished on that expedition as to those of Surgeon Ambler o1 
Lieutenant Chipp. It would have been vastly more proper to adopt 
the amendment I offered which covers all these cases, Surgeon Ambler’s 
as well as Lieutenant Chipp’s and all others. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. We do not know there are any minot 


children. We do not know whether any of these parties left a widow 


or a minor child, or left a dependent father or mother. We are at sea 
about it; and if the gentleman from Dlinois has been so anxious to 


| pension these parties why did he not introduce a bill for that purpose 


and have it referred to the committee for investigation, to see whether 
or not the cases were such that pensions ought to be granted ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman let me say a word? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Answer my question, and do not answer 
it by asking another. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now let me answer my friend. Does he not 
know 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Answer the question, but not by ask- 
ing me a question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I shall answer in my own way, or not at all. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then,of course, I can not yield the 
floor to the gentleman. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well. After the gentleman has con- 
cluded his remarks I would like to say a word with reference to this 
matter. 
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Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Go on. I will hear the gentleman’s| By Mr. COSGROVE: Petition of soldiers of the late war, re] 
question now. | to pensions, &e.—to the Select Committee on Payment of Pen 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I merely wished to state that if my amend- | Bounty, and Back Pay. 
ment had been considered and adopted, and had it turned out thatthere | By Mr. FINERTY: Memorial from the Master Plumbers’ Associa. 
were no widows, no dependent mothers, or no orphan children, no harm | tion of the District of Columbia, asking for legislation in reference to 
would have been done; while on the contrary if there had been, they | their interests—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
would have become entitled to the privileges extended to the beneficiary | By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of members of the Grand Army of the 
of this bill. But in point of fact we all know that there are survivors. | Republic for the equalization of bounties, &c.—to the Select Commit. 
We know, for instance, that the widow of Lieutenant Collins is living. | tee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 
Her name is not mentioned. Several others are not mentioned who By Mr. HANCOCK: Paper relating to the pension claim of Ann F 
are living. By that amendment there would be no unfair discrimina- | Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
tion. By Mr. HOUK: Papers relating to the bill for the relief of C. T. p 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. This is the first time that I have been | Davis—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
informed of that fact. The committee had no such information. I| By Mr. KASSON: Memorial of Elam Allen, for'a pension—to ; 
did know that there was the widow of Captain De Long living, be- | Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
cause a bill was introduced and referred to the committee to grant her By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of W. W. Watson and 48 other 
a pension, and we found that fact and reported it back to the House. | citizens of Meigs County, Ohio, for the passage of Lovering House bi!! 
But this is the first time that I have learned there was another widow | No. 6463 at this session of Congress—to the same committee. 
in all of that crew. By Mr. MORRISON: Memorial of Annie Diller, for a pension—t 
But we are not even now told her condition. We do not know | the same committee. 
whether she is dependentor not. Wedo not know whether it may not By Mr. MUTCHLER: Petition of Union soldiers of Perry County 
be a fact that she is rich and all that. Ifthe gentleman will introduce | Indiana, for the passage of pending bills increasing pensions—to tie 
a bill for the relief of that widow or any of these persons and have it | same committee. 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, the committee will at once take By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of Robert W. Dunbar—to the Com- 
action upon the matter and report a bill for the relief of any who may | mittee on Military Affairs. 
be in need of and entitled to pensions. But no bill has been reported By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of L. H. Serrill and others relative 
or introduced for any other person, and the gentleman ought not to | to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
put such an amendment on this bill until the committee have exam- 
ined and reported upon the facts. 7a 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The only amendment I have offered, the gen- SENATE 
tleman will remember, has been ruled out on the point of order; but eT ee 7 
I was simply using the fact as an illustration of the argument that de- SATURDAY, June 28, 1884. 
pendent mothers or the other widows ought to be pensioned, and that 3 : se 
no discrimination should be made. If there is no dependent mother | The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. aden 
there would be no pension of course. ] —— by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. ; 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Now, as to the case of Lieutenant Chipp | . Mr. eee bid ag ar called the Senate to order, and the 
we have no evidence of the fact that his father was dependent upon him | * ecretary read the - stp mn enter: ee 
at all; and if he was not dependent upon him then he would not be VICE-PRESIDENT’S CHAMBER, Washington, June 28, 18% 
entitled to a pension any more than the father of a soldier who was Pursuant to the rules, I hereby nameand designate Hon. ANGus CAMERON. a 
killed in battle if the father was not dependent upon the son for his | Senator from the State of Wisconsin, to perform the duties of the Chair during 
support. my absence this day. : i en 
In the case of Dr. Ambler there is no evidence that the mother is a 7" hate Dre 
widow even. There is no evidence but that the father is still living; : 


ative 
S1ODSs, 





To the Senate : 


oe : Mr. CAMERON, of Wis i < the chair as Presid- 
and if he was not dependent, under the pension laws he would not be | . Thereupon Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, took the chair as Pr 
entitled to a pension even though the son had been a soldier and he had ing Officer for to-day. ’ : 
3 . The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved 
been killed in battle. . . ' 
Mr. BAGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offered my amendment because REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
the Chair ruled the amendment of the gentleman from North Carolina Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 1 


to be in order. ferred the petition of Anna Ginn, of Kirkville, Iowa, praying for the 
I wish to say in relation to the dependence of Warren Chipp, the | passage of an act granting to her a pension on account of the death of 
father of Lieutenant Chipp, that he was dependent upon his son. But | her husband from disease contracted in the military service during the 
I have grave doubts about attaching this amendment to the original bill, | war of the rebellion, reported a bill (S. 2350) granting a pension 
and if in order I would like to withdraw my amendment. Anna Ginn; which was read twice by its title. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can withdraw it. He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bi 
Mr. BAGLEY. Then I will withdraw it. (H. R. 6085) granting a pension to John A. Hassell, reported it wit! 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment | out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
of the gentleman from North Carolina. Mr. MILLER, of California. I am instructed by the Committee on 
The amendment was not agreed to. Foreign Relations to report an amendment intended to be proposed to 
The question recurred upon the motion to lay the bill as amended | the sundry civil appropriation bill. I move that it be printed and r 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do | ferred, with the accompanying papers, to the Committee on Appropr- 
pass. tions. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid The motion was agreed to. 
aside Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wer 
Mr. BENNETT. I object. referred the following bills, reported them without amendment, and 
The CHAIRMAN. Shall the bill be laid aside to be reported to the | submitted reports thereon: 
House with a favorable recommendation ? A bill (H. R. 3171) granting a pension to Ella Stolz; 
The question was taken. Thecommittee divided; and there were— A bill (H. R. 5821) granting a pension to Mrs. Susannah Barr; 
ayes 28, noes 4. A bill (H. R. 5723) granting a pension to Isabella Bertha Weave! 
“Mr. BENNETT. No quorum. and 
Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee do now rise. A bill (H. R. 6184) granting a pension to Julia M. Reynolds 
The motion was agreed to. He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the } 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAGLEY having taken the | (S. 1893) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia M. Reynolds, reported 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, reported that the | versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 
Committee of the Whole House, having had under consideration the Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was '™ 
Private Calendar, had directed him to report sundry bills to the House | ferred the bill (H. R. 2358) granting a pension to James Hawkins 
with various recommendations. | reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereo! 
Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House do now adjourn. | He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred t 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 37 | (H. R. 3737) granting a pension to Ann McLaughlin, reported it 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. | out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
| Healso, from the same committee, to whom was refer! 
PETITIONS. ETC. tion of James A. Quinlan, a soldier residing at the National 5 a 
Home in Montgomery County, Ohio, praying to be allowed a 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, | submitted an adverse report thereon; and the committee wer 
under the rule, and referred as follows: charged from the further consideration of the petition al 
ty Mr. BRENTS: Telegram from the mayor and clerk of district | He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
court, Whatcom, Wash., relative to a charter for said city of What- | (H. R. 5485) granting a pension to Mrs. Samantha Harriman, reporte¢ 
com—to the Committee on the Territories. it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
S 1867) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Samantha Harri- 
man, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
" Mi ‘CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on C laims, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
t - _ and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were Ie- 
‘erred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: : ; 

\ bill (H. R. 819) granting an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis; 





und 


4 bill (H. R. 1246) granting a pension to the widow of Maj. Gen. | 


Tames B. Steedman. 
TONAWANDA ISLAND BRIDGE. 

Mr. CONGER. r¢ 
report back favorably the bill (H. R. 6761) respecting a bridge at Tona- 
wanda, in the State of New York, and to ask for its consideration at 
the present time. , ; . 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to declare a lawful structure 
any bridge erected in pursuance of chapter 279 of the laws of the State 
of New York of the year 1883, entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the 
Tonawanda Island Bridge Company for the purpose of constructing 
and operating a bridge from Tonawanda Island to North Tonawanda;”’ 
but the bridge shall not be built or commenced until the plan and loca- 
tion have been submitted to the Secretary of War and by him ap- 
proved. 

' The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the bill (S. 2185) respecting a bridge 
at Tonawanda, in the State of New York, be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM REINHARDT. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions to 
report back favorably the bill (H. R. 585) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Reinhardt. In this connection I wish to state that the same bill 
was passed as a Senate bill some days since, but in order to make the 
passage of the bill more certainI report the House bill. The report 
in the case has already been printed, and therefore it will not be nec- 
essary toreprint thereport. When the bill is reached on the Calendar, 
it may be necessary to move to recall the Senate bill from the House. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Isuggest that the bill be acted upon at thistime 
and passed by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of William Reinhardt, late a private in Company K, 
First Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In order that the record may be perfect, I move 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 315) granting a pension to 


Is there objection to the present con- 


William Reinhardt was passed and to request the House of Represent- | 


atives to return the bill to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the order that 
the House be requested to return the bill to the Senate? The Chair 
hears none, and that order is made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the vote be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to reconsider will stand 
until the bill is received from the other House. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


_Mr. KENNA introduced a bill (S. 2351) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a railroad through the United States Government property on 
the north side of the Great Kanawha River, in West Virginia; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. KENNA. I introduce this bill by request. I wish to state 
that I have not examined the bill, and I do not commit myself to its 
provisions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
mittee on Railroads. 

Mr. KENNA. No; the property through which the railroad is pro- 
posed to be built is property owned by the United States in connection 
With the sites for locks and dams. For that reason I should like to 
have the bill referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be so referred. 


The bill will be referred to the Com- 


STREETS OF WASHINGTON. 
Mr. PENDLETON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed fo: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be instructed to in- 
— whether any additional legislation is necessary to enable the commis- 
oners of the District to keep clean the streets in the city of Washington. 


I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce to | 


| the amendments of the Senate to House bill 6861, mak 
| support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 3 
| poses, having n 
| do recommend to their re spective Houses as follows: 











ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
message irom the House of Representatives; which was read: 
IN THE Hovse, June 27, 1884. 








Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Se e 
to the bill (H. R. 6861) making appropriations for the support of the Army for 


the fiscal year ending June 30,1885, and for other purposes. 
Mr. PLUMB submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 





ig appropriations forthe 


), 1885, and for other pur- 
, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 





That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 11, 12, 36, and 38 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 


} ate numbered 1, 4,5, 6,7. 8, 9,10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 


31, 32, 34, 37, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 47, 48, 49, and 50, and agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed by said amendment, insert ‘$12,150,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“That the Secretary of War is authorized to appoint on the recommendation of 
the Quartermaster-General as many post quartermaster-sergeants, not to exceed 
eighty,as he may deem necessary for the interests of the service, said sergeants 
to be selected by examination from the most competent enlisted men of the 
Army, who have served at least four years and whose character and education 
shall fit them to take charge of public property and to act as clerks and assist- 
ants to postand other quartermasters, Said post quartermaster-sergeants shall 
so far as practicable perform the duties of storekeepers and clerks in lieu of 
citizenemployés. The post quartermaster-sergeants shall be subject to the rules 
and articles of war, and shall receive for their services the same pay and allow- 
ances as ordnance-sergeants;’’ and the Sanate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 
10, after the word “advertisement,” in lines 8 and 9 of the bill, insert the follow- 
ing: *‘ exceptin casesof extreme emergency ;"’ and theSenate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from itsdisagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 46, and agreeto the same with an amendment as follows: 

At the end of the amended paragraph, after the word “ Register,”’ insert the 
following: . 

‘** Provided, That the medical officers of the Army and contract surgeons shall, 
whenever practicable, attend the families of the officers and soldiers free of 
charge.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendment numbered 35 the conference committee is uneble to agree, 

JNO. A. LOGAN, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
Ms. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WILLIAM H. FORNEY, 
RICH’D W. TOWNSHEND, 
J. WARREN KEIFER, 


Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
report. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state in regard to the report that the only point 
of difference left between the two Houses is in regard to the item inserted 
by the House, which was equivalent to the item in the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill providing that the compensation to be paid to the Pa- 
cific railroads should be one-half that paid to other railroads for similar 
services. Following the action of the Senate in that particular in re- 
gard to the Post-Office appropriation bill, and the action of the Senate 
also in striking out the provision of the House, the conferees refused 
to concur in the proposition of the House to restore that paragraph. 
Everything else is agreed upon. 

The only serious differences that existed were in regard to some mat- 
ters of administration in the Army, the question of fuel, from which 
the House receded, the question of the amount of money to be appro- 
priated for commissary supplies, the amount of difference being divided 
between the two Houses, and the proposition in regard to the Pay De- 
partment. The House reduced the number of officers of the Pay De- 
partment to twenty-nine, the Senate increased the number to thirty-five, 
and the House conferees agreed to it. The only remaining point of dif- 
ference, as I said, is that in regard to railroad transportation. I wish 
to say, so that I may not be misunderstood, that the Senate did not 
increase the numberof officersof the Pay Department now in the Army. 
The number is now forty-five, and by operation of existing law itis re- 
duced as vacancies occur to forty. The billif it shall become a law will 
make a further reduction of the number to thirty-five. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate further insist on its thirty- 
fifth amendment, disagreed to by the House, and accede to the request 
of the House for a further conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. LOGAN, Mr. 
PLUMB, and Mr. RANSOM were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


The question is on concurring in the 


Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments of 


the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 



































































ia: 














9718 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





JUNE 28, 


ST ccs 


The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (8. 42) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson; and 

A bill (S. 534) for the relief of J. T. Pickett. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 78) to provide for the retirement of Col. Henry J. Hunt 
as a major-general of the United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 807) for the relief of Mary A. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 1073) granting a pension to William J. Lee; and 

\ bill (H. R. 1299) for the relief of Alonzo Gesner. 

BESSIE 8S. GILMORE. 

Mr. HALE. 
House bill 7235, being the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to 
SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from Maine to allow me to call 
up Senate bill 2321, which will excite no discussion, reported from the 
Committee on Finance, for the relief of Mrs. Bessie Gilmore. It isa 
small bill, but a matter of some importance to her. If it excites any 
debate at all, I shall not ask the Senator to give way further. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield, saying this: It is very desirable that the 
deficiency appropriation bill should be got through not only to-day 
but as early as possible in the day, so that it may be sent to the other 
House that the House may act upon it and we may have the conferees 
appointed in order that work may be done on closing it. I will yield 
on condition that the bill of the Senator from Ohio gives rise to no 
debate 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill indicated by the Senator from Ohio, being the bill (S. 2321) 
for the relief of Bessie S. Gilmore ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is reported from the Com- 
mittee on Finance with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. 
The amendment will be read. 

The CHTEF CLERK. The committee report to strike out all after the 


enacting clause and to insert: 


aT 
Yil 






That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to redeem United States 
5 per cent. coupon bond numbered 38712, for $1,000, act of July 14, 1870, with in- 
terest thereon frora the Ist day of August, 1876, to the 12th day of August, 1881; 
also one United States 5 per cent. coupon bond numbered 54191, for $500, act of 
July 14, 1870, with interest thereon from the Ist day of August, 1876,to the 21st 
day of May, 1881; also one United States 5 per cent. 10-40 coupon bond num- 
bered 28253, for $500, act of March 3, 1864, with interest thereon from September 
1, 1876, to July 18, 1879, in favor of Bessie S. Gilmore, who claims to have been the 
owner thereof on September 14, 1876, at which time it is alleged they were stolen 
from her,and who further claims that they were afterward destroyed by the 
\hief or thieves, upon the said Bessie 8. Gilmore furnishing to the Treasury De- 
partment a bond of indemnity, with good and sufficient sureties, subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury,to secure the United States against 
joss or damage in consequence of the redemption of said bonds. 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. 
sideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I thought the Secretary of the Treasury had am- 
ple authority by statute now te redeem lost and destroyed bonds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This does not fall within his power. There isa 
letter from the Secretary or the Comptroller of the Treasury stating 
that it does not fall within the description and class of bonds that he 
can relieve, and he recommends it to Congress and advises the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The report of the committee is very brief. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. SHER- 
MAN June 24, 1884: 


The Committee on Finance, to which was referred the bill (S. 2321) for the re- 
lief of Bessie S. Gilmore, respectfully reports : 

That it is clearly shown by the papers on file that Mrs. Bessie 8. Gilmore was 
the owner of the bonds described in the bill, amounting to $2,000; that they were 
in her possession on board the Bremen steamer Neckar, in September, 1876; that 
while on the voyage they were either lost or stolen and have never been recov- 
ered; that active efforts were made by the officers of the boat, by the police offi- 
cers on the arrival of the steamer at Bremen, and by the German authorities to 
recover the bonds, without success; and that all the circumstances indicate that 
the bonds were destroyed to avoid detection. They were called in due course 
by the Treasury Department prior to July 1, 1881, but neither bonds nor coupons 
have been presented. Mrs. Gilmore applied to the Treasury Department for re- 
lief under existing law on or about June, 1880, and established to the satisfaction 
—— Comptroller her ownership of the bonds and their loss. The Comptroller 
aadas: 

“It does not sufficiently appear that these bonds, or any of them, are de- 
stroyed. Under the provisions of the Revised Statutes, sections 3702, 3708, and 
3704, no relief, in the present condition of the case, can be granted to Mrs. Gil- 
more. Whenever the bonds have been outstanding a sufficient length of time 
it is probable that she may obtain relief from Congress.”’ 

More than four years having elapsed since the date of the Comptroller's re- 
port, and it appearing that neither bonds nor coupons have been presented for 
payment,and it being clearly established that the claimant has a right to the 
bonds and the proceeds, your committee is of the opinion that she is entitled to 
relief by the payment of the amount of the bonds and the coupons maturing 


Is there objection to the present con- 


Let the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
Ve 


I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 


| 








| tion of them. 


to the date of the call, upon her furnishing to the Treasury Department a bond 
of indemnity in the usual form. 
Your committee therefore recommends the passage of the bill with 


; e an amend. 
ment in the nature of a substitute more accurately describing the t as 


onds 

Mr. COCKRELL. This question has been before the Senate repeat- 
edly. While the distinguished Senator who asked for the present cop. 
sideration of this bill was Secretary of the Treasury his subordinate 
officers reported very strongly against the very thing that he is now 
recommending. Under the general law the bond must be proved to 
have been actually destroyed. The records of the Treasury Depart- 
ment show proof just as conclusive as that produced here of the loss of 
bonds, and the bonds have suddenly turned up. The proof in those 


| cases was not correct, and there is no proof here that is conclusive, [¢ 


the owner of these bonds had proved the loss and destruction of the 
bonds the Treasury Department would have paid them. 


They have 
power to do that now. 


The owner has not proved the actual destrye- 
The bill upon its face shows the proof was that the 
bonds were stolen and they have not been heard of since. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Eight years ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A bond of indemnity will be given in this case 
to repay the amount if the bond is hereafter presented. In the lapse 
of twenty or thirty years the bond is presented at the Treasury; it has 
to be paid. Where will be the securities of this applicant ? 

There are millions of dollars involved in this proposition, as is shown 
by the records of the Secretary of the Treasury, in regard to unclaimed, 
uncalled for, and unredeemed bonds. Now, if you open the door in 
this way you open a door to fraud. Some man will get the numbers 
of these bonds which have not been presented for redemption, and he 
and his confederates will make positive proof of the ownership of the 
bonds at a certain time, and that they have been stolen, and they will 
come in here and secure the payment of the whole of them. 

Mr. HALE. As this has given rise to debate, I must object. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No;Iamdone. I simply wanted to enter my 
sarnest protest against such legislation as vicious and dangerous. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not stand in the way of the appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. HALE. I will yield for a vote but not for further debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state that the Comptroller recommends the 
passage of this bill because the proof is conclusive, except as to the 
actual destruction of the bonds which under the law is necessary. | 
hope the Senator from Missouri will allow the bill to pass. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not making objection except to put myself 
on the record against this kind of legislation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance. The amendment will be 
read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is not necessary to read the amendment again 
It has been read once. It simply corrects the dates and description of 
the bonds. They were not sufficiently described and the Treasury De- 
partment sent in the draught of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

SPOKANE FALLS AND C(EUR D’ALENE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Maine has kindly consented to yield 
to me for a moment to bring to the attention of the Senate a bill which 
I ask to take up. 

Mr. HALE. It is upon the condition that it gives rise to no debate 
whatever; but after that I must go on with the deficiency bill 

Mr. DOLPH. I desire to say a word. I think there was a misun- 
derstanding in the Senate when I moved to take this bill up before 
It was supposed I was antagonizing the Senator from Michigan [M: 
CoNGER], who desired to proceed with private pension billy, and some 
Senators thought this was a right-of-way bill. This is a bil: simply to 
incorporate a company to build a railroad in Idaho Territory. The 
general statutes prevent the incorporation of a company in the Terri- 
tory by a private charter; there is no general law there authorizing 
such a corporation; and unless Congress grant this charter the build- 
ing of this railroad will be delayed until after the next session o! the 
Idaho Territorial Legislature. lask unanimousconsent, therefore, that 
the Senate proceed to the present consideration of the bill (S. 1642) to 
incorporate the Spokane Falls and Coeur d’ Alene Railway Company 
If any Senator thinks there is an objection to the bill I ask him to wai! 
until the report is read, which is very short. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon asks unan! 
mous consent that Senate bill 1642 be considered at this time. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. - 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not desire to retard the passage of any bil! 
to organize a railroad company in that section of thecountry; but there 
seems to be a good deal in this bill and I ask that it be laid over to be 
examined. There is a provision about consolidation, and I think 
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ives the right which has been claimed by the Northern Pacific to go 
into all that section of country and take timber to build their railroad. 
Therefore without desiring to impede the passage of the bill, I object. 

Mr. HALE. As it gives rise to debate I must object to its further 
eae I wish the Senator from Maine would allow me to call 
ana al that will pass without debate. It is only three or four lines, 
and has once passed the Senate. » : ~ 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishould like to say a word. The Northern Pacific | 
Railroad Company has nothing whatever todo with this bill. It was 
hefore the Committee on Railroads and it does nothing but incorporate 
1 company. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will withdraw his ob- 
tion and let the bill pass. It was carefully considered by the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

“Mr. VAN WYCK. I will examine it to-day. As I understand the 
‘ill, it gives the privileges granted by the general law where railroads | 
we organized. I can see no reason why this company should be given 
from the public domain all the timber it may desire for ties and other- 
Vise. 

Mr. DOLPH. It simply says they shall have the right of way under 
the general law. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If they merely want to organize a company, that 
is one thing; but when they organize as a railroad company and you | 
give them privileges of consolidation and otherwise and take all the 
timber they want, is a different matter. 

Mr. HALE. I object to debate. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW BEDFORD. 


Mr. HOAR. Iaskthe Senator from Maine to allow a bill to be read 
for information which is only three or four lines in length. It isOrder | 
of Business 829, a bill which once passed the Senate, and ought to have 
passed the other day with bills of the same kind. 

Mr. HALE. If it will not give rise to a word of debate, I shall not 
object 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think it will. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of Senate bill 2246. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2246) to provide for the purchase of 
additional land for the uses of the public building in the city of New 
Bedford, State of Massachusetts. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I desire to give notice that at the close of the de- | 

ticiency bill, which is about to be taken up, I shall ask the Senate to 


ake up the bill known as the river and harbor bill and proceed with 
t to-day as far as we can. 





COUNT OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yesterday the Senate asked the House 


of Representatives fora conference on the disagreeing votes of the two | 
Houses on the bill (S. 25) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors 
of President and Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the 
counting of the votes for President and Vice-President, and the decision 
of questions arising thereon, and the conferees on the part of the Senate 
were orderd to be appointed by the Presiding Officer. The Chair will 
appoint as the conferees on the part of the Senate the Senator from | 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], 
and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH]. 
GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the regular order. 

lhe Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 7235) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for prior 
years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of the | 
Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1578, | 
heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the first or formal reading be dispensed with, | 
and that the bill be considered by paragraphs, the committee amend- | 
ments to be first considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks that 
the first formal reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that the bill 
be considered by paragraphs for the consideration of the amendments | 
of the Committee on Appropriations. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that order is made. | 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 
nee smentunant seported by the Committee on Appropriations 
a oo ¢ head of ‘‘ Department of State,”’ after line 14 of section | 


nate the Secretury of State to pay the expenses of the removal of the re- | 
Unit io rancis P. Van Wyck, late United States consul at Turk’s Island, tothe | 
ed States, and the expenses of burial, 9934.84. 


The amendment was agreed to. 





e e 





The next amendment was, after line 19 of section 1, to insert: 


That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to unite with the Govern- 
ment of His Majesty the King of Spain in tendering tothe distinguished gentle- 
men who have successively filled the post of umpire in the late Spanish and 
American Claims Commission suitable testimonials to express the high appreci- 
ation with which the two governments regard the service they have rendered 
in the adjustment of an important international question by the amicable resort 
of arbitration ; and that to do so, in compliance with the termsof the protocol of 
June 2, 1883, between the two governments, there is hereby appropriated, from 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $9,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary,to be immediately available,and to |! 


bb =< ex- 


| pended under the direction of the Secretary of State 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ foreign intercourse,”’ 
in section 1, line 55, after the word ‘‘cent,’’ to strike out 

And hereafter it shall not be lawful for any consular officer to expend from 
the amount received from the fees of his office any sum in excess of the allow- 
ance of salary and fees directly authorized by law, except such consular officers 
as are paid exclusively by fees and the consuls paid in part by salary and in part 


by fees, and in the latter case only such portion of the fees as are authorized in 
excess of their salaries 





The nextamendment was, in section 1, line 88, before the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ seven thousand five hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘ ten 


| thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read 


For the payment of the remaining expenses connected with the service of the 
International Fishery Exhibition held at London in 1883, and for the prepara- 
tion of the report called for by act approved July 18, 1882, to be expended by the 
United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, under the direction and reg- 
ulations of the Department of State, $10,000, the same to be available until June 
30, 1885. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


} Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 


mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 251) provid- 
ing for printing the annual report of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
for the year 1884. 

The message further announced that the House had insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 828) to consolidate the Bureau of Military 
Justice and the corps of judge-advocates of the Army, and for other 
purposes, disagreed to by the Senate; agreed to the conference asked by 


the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 


appointed Mr. WILLIAM 8. RosECRANS of California, Mr. CHARLES 
H. MorGANof Missouri, and Mr. ByRon AP CUTCHEON of Michigan 
managers at the conference on the part of the House 
The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 
Resolved, That the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 


votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 35% 
te 


to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railway Company a right of way 


| through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, be amended by inserting 


the figure *‘ 9” after the figure ‘*7” in the following paragraph 
‘** That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendm« 


ft f+) ~ 
its of € 
ate numbered, respectively, 2, 3,4,5,6 and 7, and agree to the same,’ 


making the said paragraph read as follows 
‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the S« 
ate numbered, respectively, 2,3,4,5,6, 7, and 9, and agree to the sar 


RAILROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY 
Mr. BROWN I ask the indulgence of the Senator from Maine ons 


if 1 


moment to take up the resolution just received from the House to cor 


| rect a mere clerical error in the report of the committee of conference 
| on the bill granting a right of way through the Indian Territory to the 


Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railroad Company. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will not ask to do that now It is 
ry important, as I said before, that the deficiency bill should get be 
fore the House at an early hou to-day. 

Mr. BROWN It is simply to correct a « lerical error All I ask is 
that it be read and acted on. I will not make any remarks at all 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objet tion to the considera- 
tion of the House resolution ? 

Mr. HALE. [If it give rise to any debate, I shall object 

Mr. BROWN. If there is any question or debate about it, I shall 
not urge it now. There was a mere clerical omission to insert that the 
House recede from its disagreement to our amendment numbered 9 
The clerk omitted in copying the report to put that in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill (H. R. 3961) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railway Company 
a right of way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, be amended 


by inserting the figure “9” after the figure 7" in the following paragraph, 
namely 


“ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 


ve 


| ate numbered, respectively, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6. and 7, andagree to the same 
making the said paragraph read as follows, namely 


“ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered, respectively, 2, 3, 4,5, 6, 7, and 9, and agree to the same 


Mr. BROWN. I move the adoption of the resolution 
The resolution was concurred in 
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GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and 
for prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of theactof June 14, 1878, 
heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes. 

Che reading of the bill was resumed. 


Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of *‘ Treasury De- 


senate, 
oor 


iad) 


partment,’’ in the appropriations for public buildings, after line 106 of 


section 1, to insert: 


For court-house and post-office, Des Moines, lowa 
alley around building, $514.42 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 109 of section 1, to insert: 


For custom-house and post-office, Hartford, Conn. 
between city hall and custom-house, $892.46. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 112 of section 1, to insert: 


For court-house and post-office, Jersey City, N. J.: Paving Washington street 
adjacent to building, $244. 


One-half cost of paving 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 115 of section 1, to insert: 


For old custom-house, Saint Louis, Mo. 
paving Olive street front, $346.49. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 119, of section 1, to insert: 


For the court-house and post-office, Grand Rapids, Mich.: Regrading, repav- 
ing, and sewering on Lyon and North Division streets, $1,491.53. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Internal Revenue,”’ 
after line 135 of section 1, to insert: : 


To pay expenses incurred during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1883, by col- | 


lectors of internal revenue, under authority of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, in securing a more thorough collection of taxes due upon spirits dis- 
tilled from fruit, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1883, $6,758.31. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 143 of section 1, to insert: 


Salaries and expenses of agents and subordinate officers of internal revenue: 
For salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, for fees and expenses of 
gaugers, for salaries of storekeepers, and for miscellaneous expenses, $150,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Territories,’’ after line 
162 of section 1, to insert: 


Contingent expenses, Territory of Arizona: For payment of amount found 
due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on account of contingent ex- 
penses, Territory of Arizona, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1882, $230. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 168 of section 1, to insert: 


Legislative expenses, Territory of New Mexico: For payment of amount 
found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury on account of legislative 
expenses, Territory of New Mexico, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1882, 


$200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous,’’ after 
line 193 of section 1, to insert: 


For additional amount required for fuel, light, and water for public buildings 
for fiscal year 1881, to pay for the services of six persons employed during April, 
May, and June, 1881, as watchmen and cleaners in the custom-house, Chicago, 


by the collector of customs, and remaining unpaid for want of an appropria- 
tion, $648.90. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 201 of section 1, to insert: 


Assay office at Boise City, Idaho Territory: For wages of workmen and con- 
tingent expenses, $400. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 219 of section 1, to insert: 

For this amount to supply a deficiency in the appropriation made by the act 
of March 3, 1883, to enable the National Academy of Sciences to make observa- 
tions of the eclipse of the sun on the 6th day of May, 1883, $24.76. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 225 of section 1, to insert: 

National Board of Health: Forrent of office, fuel, postage, telegraphing, print- 


ing, clerk-hire, pay of secretary, and other necessary miscellaneous expenses, 
$5,788.60. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 229 of section 1, to insert: 


To pay Dr. D. M. Burgess in full compensation for services rendered by him 
as health inspector at Havana, Cuba, from July 15, 1882, to June 2, 1883, at the 
rate of $2,500 per annum, $2,190, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 236 of section 1, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to payto the States of California 
Oregon, and Nevada, respectively, the 15 per cent. of the amount of their quota 
of the direct tax of 1861, on account of the proper costs for assuming the collec- 
tion of the same, as follows, to wit: To the State of California, $87,191.17; to the 
State of Oregon, $5,271.10; and to the State of Nevada, $688.90; in all, $43,151.17. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


| read: 
| $61,295.63 rendered in his favor by the circuit court of the United Sta: 


| atSan Francisco, Cal., for an alleged violation of certain letters patent, \ 


he next amendment of the | March 20, 1866, for a patented process of refining bullion, $40,000, 


One-half cost of paving | 


: Paving Third street front, $1,041.74; | 
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The next amendment was, in section 1, line 340, before the wo 
**thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘thirty’’ and insert “‘forty:” so 4 


For the payment to John Reynolds, in full satisfaction of a judgmen 
district of California, sitting in San Francisco, Cal., against H. L. aden 
intendent, and Alexander Martin, melter and refiner of the United Stat 


ites 


Sup 


issued to said John Reynolds by the Government of the United States 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 354 of section 1, to insert 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay a judgment rendered 
United States court in California in favor of J. D. Culp & Co. against \ 
Higby, collector of internal revenue, $5,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Court of Claims.” 
after the word ‘‘cents,’’ in line 375 of section 1, to insert: 
And interest thereon at the rate of 5 per cent. from the Lith day of June 


1883. 


So as to read: 


Albert Grant, $14,016.29, and interest thereon at the rate of 5 per cent. frow 


| the llth day of June, 1883. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 391, to change the 
‘John E. Tripp’’ to ‘‘John E. Fripp.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 394, after the 
‘“‘cents,’’ to strike out: 

George Turner, $1,028. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 446, to change the name 
‘*Martha S. Bayard’’ to ‘‘ Martha 8. Baynard.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 449, to change the name 
“W. O. P. Tripp”’ to “‘W. O. P. Fripp.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 452, to change the name 
**Edgar W. Tripp”’ to ‘‘ Edgar W. Fripp.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 454, after the 
“cents,’’ to strike out: 

Joel F. Kinney, $6,693.30. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 455, to change the nam 
**Pierre S. Wiltz’’ to ‘‘ Pierre S. Weltz.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 459, after the word 
‘*cents,’’ to insert: 

James D. Graham, $463.40, and interest thereon at the rate of 5 per cent. per 


annum from J une 30, 1883; Walton Goodwin, $463.40; William D. Toy $463.4 
Charles E. Hawkins, $2,184.68; John W. Jordan, $1,004.86. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 467, to reduce the total 
amountof the appropriation *‘ for payment of the judgments of the Court 
of Claims’’ from $253,474.90 to $245,753.60. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in thesame clause, after the word ** cents 
in line 470, to insert: 

And a sufficient sum, in addition thereto, as may be necessary to pay the 
terest on the judgments in favor of Albert Grant and James D. Graham, as 
above provided, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 475, to insert 

For payment upon order of the Court of Claims of referees heretofore ané 
hereafter appointed by said court under the act approved June 16, 15s, 52. 
but no moneys hereby appropriated shall be paid to any referee who at the tune 
of such reference was in the employment of the Government and under pa) 


such employment, and hereafter no person in the employ of .he Gov« rnment 
shall receive any pay for acting as such referee. 


hame 


we rd 


word 
vord 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, in section 1, under the head of ** Quarter 
master’s Department,’’ to strike out lines 505 to 515, inclusive, 8 10! 
lows: 

To pay to the owners of the Fort Brown reservation, in the State of Texas. ™ 
full for the amount due them by the Government for the rent of said reser’ a 
tion from the year 1546 to the year 1884, both years inclusive, excep! the — 
beginning May, 1861, to and including May, 1865 (that being the period © 
recent civil war), the sum of $121,684, in full for all ability of the Gover 
on account of rent for said premises. 

The amendment was agreed to. y 

The next amendment was, in section 1, under the head of * Medica 
Department,”’ in line 538, before the words ‘‘ three hundred,’’ to! 
‘*one thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the purchase of medical and hospital supplies, expenses of purves ~ 
depots, pay of employés, medical care and treatment of officers and enlisted 4 
of the Army on duty at posts and stations for which no other provision + is 


. : sing for the 
and for other miscellaneous expenses of the Medical Department, being fort 
fiscal year 1882, $1,322.96. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


naert 
nst 









==) 


2, to insert: 


For pay of officers, $1,355.38. 
For pay of ten second lieutenants, mounted, $1,000. 





section 1, after line 


The amendment was agreed to. é' 
The next amendment was, after line 585 of section 1, to insert: 
MISCELLANEOUS. 

To enable the Secretary of War to pay the awards made by the commissioners 

nder the act of March 3, 1875, entitled “ An act to aid in the improvement of 
the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, in the State of Wisconsin,” and reported to the 
<enate in Senate Executive Document No. 120, part 1, Forty-eighth Congress, first 
<exsion, $33,771.69. 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of **‘ Navy Department,”’’ 
in the appropriations for ** naval establishment,” in section 1, line 598, 
after the word ‘‘quarters,’’ to strike out ‘‘ fourthousand five hundred ”’ 
and insert ‘‘six thousand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For Marine Corps: Hire of quarters, $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 602 of section 1, after the word 
‘cents,’ ‘‘ for provisions for the Marine Corps, $1,878.25; for hire of 
quarters for the Marine Corps, $1,001.60 ;’’ and in line 606, after the 
word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ $48,749.45’ and insert ‘‘$51,630;’’ so as 
to make the clause read : 


For pay, miscellaneous, $48,645.29; for pay of the Marine Corps, $104.16; for 
provisions for the Marine Corps, $1,878.25; for hire of quarters for the Marine 
Corps, $1,001.60; in all, $51,630, being a deficiency on account of the fiscal year 
1883. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 610, to insert: 

For ordnance, $20,000; for contingent expenses, Bureau of Ordnance, $400; for 
contingent expenses, Navy Department, $2,500; in all, $22,900; being deficiencies 
for the fiscal year 1884. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 616, to insert: 


The accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and directed 
to transfer from the appropriation “* provisions, Marine Corps, 1882,’ the sum of 
$2,945.02, and carry the same to the credit of the fo'lowing uppropriations, for 
the purpose of closing said accounts on the books of the Treasury, namely: 
Repair of barracks, 1882, $240.50; contingent, Marine Corps, 1882, $2,527.48; con- 
tingent, Marine Corps, 1880, $177.04. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 630, after the word 
‘tor,”’ where it occurs the second time, to strike out ‘‘salary’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘compensation ;’’ and in line 634, after ‘‘1882,’’ to strike out 
$2,500" and insert ‘‘$5,788.81;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For payment of actual expenses and for compensation of civil commissioner, 
at the rate of $2,500 per annum, appointed under provisions of act of August 5 


1882, $5,788.81. " 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 644, to insert: 


To pay the Harlan and Hollingsworth Company for the use and occupation 
of their ship-yard by the ironclad Amphitrite, and the care of said vessel, and 
expenses to which they were subject for watching and storage of turrets, pilot- 
houses, guns, &c., from July 8, 1876, to December 29, 1882, $67,987. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 652, to insert: 


To pay William Cramp & Sons forthe use and occupation of their ship-yard 
by the ironclad Terror, and for care and storage of the turrets, guns, &c., from 
July 8, 1876,to December 30, 1882, $75,790. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
he next amendment was, in section 1, after line 658, to insert: 


To pay John Roach for the use and occupation of his ship-yard by the iron- 
clad Puritan, and for the care of said vessel and storage of her turrets, guns, and 
so forth, from July 8, 1876, to December 29, 1882, $69,201: Provided, That no 
moneys hereby appropriated for the above three mentioned ships shall be paid 
except upon full receipt and discharge of all claims of the parties to whom the 
same may be paid for care and storage of said vessels, turrets, guns, Kc., for use 
and occupation of these several yards. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 1, after the word ‘ necessary,”’ 
in line 681, to insert: 


>, " n : . 
Provided, That the warrants to be issued under this appropriation shall be de- 


live red to the claimants, or, in case of their decease, to their legal representa- 
tives, and to no other persons. 


So as to make the clause read: 


FARRAGUT PRIZE-MONEY. 


1 we cpahie the Secretary of the Navy to pay to the officers and crews of the 
Sienna . nav al vessels under command of Flag-Officer D. G. Farragut the 
that to wi 4 a the amount of bounty heretofore distributed to them and 
eonstal he Di ley are respectively entitled under the decree of the supreme 
vessels Be istrict of Columbia dated May 1, 1873, for destruction of enemy's 

near New Orleans, in April, 1862, $143,644.47, or so much thereof as may be 


shall be dation ided, That the warrants to be issued under this appropriation 


representatives, and to no other persons. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

in seeeztamendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Interior Department,”’ 
, after line 685, to insert: 

For this amount, for fuel and light, $135.10. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Signal Service,’’ in | 


ivered to the claimants, or, in case of their decease, to their legal | 
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The next amendment was, to strike out lines 701 to 706, inclusive, in 
section 1, as follows 


To pay two accounts of the New York Herald for advertising for proposals 


| for stationery, one in May and June, 1879, amounting to $60.80, and one in April 


and May, 1881, amounting 


¢ to 330.80; in all, S¥1.60, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Public Lands Serv- 
ice,’’? in section 1, line 711, after the word ‘‘full,’’ to strike out ‘‘at 
notexceeding 50 cents per hour while actually employed;’’ in line 712, 
after the word ‘‘ clerks,’’ to insert ‘‘ while actually;’’ and in line 717, 
after ‘£1883,’’ to strike out ‘* 15,750’ and insert ‘*21,000;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For compensation in full of volunteer clerks while actually employed in tran- 
scribing a new set of records for the office of the United States surveyor-general 
and United States land office at Olympia, Wash., the records of which were de- 
stroyed by fire on the 12th of September, 1883, $21,000. 

The next amendment was, in the proviso to the same clause, after 
the word ‘‘law,’’ in line 723, to strike out: 

And hereafter no Department or officer of the United States shall accept vol- 
untary service for the Government or employ personal service in excess of that 
authorized by law, except in cases of sudden emergency involving the loss of 
human life or the destruction of property. 

So as to read: 


Provided, That in all cases where the clerks so employed are paid a regular 
salary from an existing appropriation, the amount which they may be found 
entitled to shall be paid them in addition to the compensation now authorized 
by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 728, to insert: 

To reimburse the appropriation for reproducing worn and defaced official 
plats of surveys, for the fiscal year 1884, for amount expended therefrom in pro- 
curing lithographic copies of plats for the offices of the United States surveyor- 
general and register at Olympia, Wash., totake the place of originals destroyed 
by fire, $6,360. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 745, to strike out “‘ to 
George W. Cooke, $12.75; to P. J. Clover, $464.83”’ and insert 
**$556.23;’’ in line 749, after ‘‘ 1883,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ to William Cul- 
lon, $19.25; to W. T. Griffith, $146.86; to John H. Welch, $224.79; 
to William Miller, $107; and to E. B. Sanders, $25.10’’ and insert 
‘*$9 022.28: and in line 755, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out 
**$1,000.58 ’’ and insert ‘‘ $2,578.51.” 

So as to make the clause read: 

For payment of amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of 
depredations on public timber, as follows: For the fiscal year 1882, $556.23; for 
the fiscal year 1883, $2,022.28; in all, $2,578.51. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 757, to insert: 

For payment of amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of 


salaries, office of surveyor-general of Louisiana, being a deficiency for the fiscal 
year 1583, $1,506.62. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 762, to insert: 

For payment of amount found due by the accounting officers on account of 
contingent expenses, office of surveyor-general of Louisiana, being a deficiency 
for the fiscal year 1883, $71.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 767, to insert: 

For payment of amounts found due by the sccounting officers on account of 
contingent expenses, office of surveyor-general of Colorado, being a deficiency 
for the fiscal year 1883, $200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 776, to insert: 

To pay Paul J.Strobach the amount due him as receiver of public moneys at 
Montgomery, Ala., $197.45: Provided, That of this amount $17 shall be carried to 
his credit on his account as late receiver of public moneys, under his bond dated 
April 26, 1877, to close his accounts on the books of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ miscellaneous,’’ in 
section 1, after line 784, to insert: 

Buildings and grounds, Howard University: To be used in paying to the 
proper officer of the Howard University for expenses incurred by the said uni- 
versity in making repairs during the year ending June 30, 1883, including the 
amount of vouchers and parts of vouchers for expenses in said year prior to 
August 8, 1882, disallowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment under section 3732 of the Revised Statutes, $4,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 821 of sec- 
tion 1. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The attention of the Chair is called 
by the Secretary to line 821, which reads ‘“‘for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1832.’’ He inquires whether the date ‘‘ 1832’ is correct. 

Mr. HALE. It should be ‘* 1882.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be corrected. 

The reading of the bill wes resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Indian Affairs,”’ 
in section 1, after line 828, to insert: 

For payment for lands in Indian reservation in Washington Territory, being 
a deficiency for the fiscal year 1881, $1,521. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Telegraphing and pur- 
chase of Indian supplies,’’ in section 1, after line 848, to insert: 

For telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies, being a deficiency for the 
fiscal year 1883, $255.12 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 853 to 861, inclusive, of 
section 1, as follows: 


For amount due the Shawnee Indians for arrears of annuities under the third 
article of treaty of May 10,1854, being a part of the balance due the said Shaw- 
nees for lands ceded to the United States under the first article of said treaty, 
$9,437.62, caused by the defalcation of Harrison B. Branch, superintendent of 
Indian affairs in 1861 and 1862 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 862 to 879, inclusive, of 
section 1, as follows: 

For this amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay the expenses 
of the delegates representing the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians while in 
the city of Washington, attending to the business of the band or tribe, during 
the year 1854, including traveling expenses to and from said city, $1,250, to be 
paid out of any funds belonging to said tribe 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Post-Office Depart- 
ment,’’ in section 1, after line 885, to insert: 
For compensation of officers and employés in the Post-Office Department, 
$14,052.19; for stationery for use of the Post-Office Department, $1,521.78; for rent 
of money-order office, $2,000; for post-route maps, M,197.18; for fuel and heating, 
$1,407.32 ; for gas, $1,583.66 ; for Official Postal Guide, $2,700; for hardware, $173.88 ; 
for painting, 317.40; for furniture, 39; in all, $27,662.41; the same being rendered 
necessary by the embezzlement of the late disbursing officer of the Post-Office 
Department 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Postal service,’’ in 


line 904 of section 1, to increase the appropriation ‘‘ for rent, light, and 
fuel”? $ 


trom $5,000 to $10,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 905 of section 1, 


to increase the appropriation ‘‘ for cotton, jute, and hemp twine ’’ from 
$8,000 to $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, in line 919 of section 
i, to increase the total amount of the appropriations ‘‘ for rent, light, 
fuel, twine, free-delivery service, inland mail transportation,’’ &c., 
from $2,254,513.40 to $2,266,513.40 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, 

‘cents,’’ to insert: 


line 926, after the word 


For stationery, $1,608.73 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 940, to increase the total 
amount of the appropriation for manutacture of postage-stamps, for for- 
eign mail transportation, stationery, compensation of postmsaters, &c.., 
from $2,181,828.61 to $2,183,437.34. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 947, after the word 

‘cents,’’ to insert ** for mail-route messengers, $296.27;’’ and in line 
950, after the word *‘ all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ six hundred and eighty-four 
dollars and twelve’’ and insert ‘‘ nine hundred and eighty dollars and 
thirty-nine;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For route agents, $582.65 ; 


$98.47 ; 


for mail-route messengers, 9296.27 ; for advertising, 
in all, $980.39; being a deficiency on account of the fiscal year 1882 and 
payeble from the postal revenues for that fiscal year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 957, to insert: 

To pay accounts in cases of salaries of postmasters and late postmasters which 
have been readjusted and allowed under the act approved March 3, 1883, en- 
titled “‘An act authorizing and directing the Postmaster-General to readjust the 
salaries of certain postmasters in accordance with the provision of section 8 of 
the act of June 12, 1866,"’ $35,950.49. 

Mr. WILSON. The subject to which this paragraph relates was 
considered by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, by whom 
I was directed to introduce an amendment to be proposed to the bill 
making appropriations for the Post-Office Department and for reference 
to the Committee on Appropriations. In accordance with that action 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, I introduced that 
amendment, and it was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
but as I understand was considered by them as more appropriate in 
connection with the deficiency bill. Therefore I reintroduced the amend- 
ment and had it referred to the Committee on Appropriations, in order 
that it might be considered in connection with this bill. 

The result of the paragraph now under consideration does not make 
an appropriation sufficient to meet the adjustment of these salaries un- 
der the laws referred to, and therefore I desire to offer as a substitute for 
the paragraph the amendment introduced by meas I have related, which 
I now send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
amend the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. The 
amendment to the amendment will be read. 
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The Cuter CLERK. In place of the amendment proposed by the Com. 
mittee on Appropriations it is proposed to substitute: 

That in all cases of salaries of postmasters and late postmasters which shal! be 
readjusted under the act approved March 3, 1883, entitled “ An act authorizino 
and directing the Postmaster-General to readjust the salaries of certain pox 
masters in accordance with the provision of section 8 of the act of June 12. 136 
the amounts due, when ascertained and audited, shall be paid as said act directs 


and such poyments shall be made out of any money in the Treasury not other. 
wise appropriated. 


Mr. HALE. I do not think the Senator from Iowa, on my exp] 
tion of the action of the Committee on Appropriations, will insist 
hisamendment. The bill that weare considering provides for de; 


post- 


ulx 
} 


The committee took ¢) 
decisions that had been made in these old post-office claims, sent to ¢}y 
Department, and got a report of all claims that had been audited 
LAlMS Ly 
requesting the Secretary of the Treasury to send any others that miy 
be audited before the bill goes through, and I have an amendment tha: 
will add to the amount reported hereenough tocover all that have be 
reported; but I do not think the Senator would wish that these claims 
which come up unexpectedly under the construction of a law not dee: 
probable at the time when it was passed, should have preference over 
other claims. Just as fast as they are audited and comptrolled th 
should be submitted to Congress and should be subject to the serutiy 
of Congress by an appropriation bill, and that is the rule the Committ: 
on Appropriations applies to other matters. 

There are various other matters of an extensive kind that are being 
all the time considered by the Departments, and as fast as they report 
them we appropriate for them; but the committee did not think that 
upon this appropziation biil this class of claims should be preferred to 
others and any provision should be made for their payment in the futu: 
but that as fast as they are audited they should be sent to Congress and 
subjected to scrutiny. There have been old cases of claims that have 
come before Congress where an investigation has shown mistakes in the 
Departments enough to put us upon our caution; and these claims th 
committee believe should be subjected to just the same rule, and wi 
mean to report all as fast as they are audited. 

I do not think the Senator on this explanation would wish that thes 
claims should be preferred to others. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will delay for a moment 
The hour of 1 0’clock having arrived the Chair will lay before the Senat 
the unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. 7162) to forfeit the 1 
earned lands granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Compan) 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the States 
of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast, and to restore the sar 
to settlement, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that that be informally laid aside 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks t 
the unfinished business be informally laid aside for the purpose of } 
ceeding with the consideration of the deficiency appropriation bil! 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and the appropriation 
continued before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole 

Mr. WILSON. Iam not asking the Senate to adopt an amendm 
that will give a preference to these claims over any other proper claims 
I am asking that an appropriation be made for the payment of cla 
adjusted, in accordance with an act of Congress, in the order of 
adjustment. Something of a controversy occurred between Congress 
and the Post-Office Department concerning the proper construction 0! 
the act to which this amendment relates. The Postmaster-General 
sought the advice of the Attorney-General. He received it. | p= 
that he has formulated the rules under which he is proceeding to the 
adjustment of these claims. The claims of postmasters in severa 
the States have already been determined, and the others will be adjusted 
as rapidly as the force of the Department can perform the work. They 
all rest upon the same basis, are all governed by the same rules, and tt 
was for that reason that we asked a general appropriation in the Post- 
Office bill. That was denied by the Committee on Appropriations. 4 
partial appropriation is provided for here. We ask that it may be ex- 
tended to that amount which will in due course and under the rules o! 
the Department when each of these claims shall be adjusted prov! le 
for their payment in their order. me 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator why we should in this bill pro- 
vide foranything more than have become deficiencies by being audited 
and allowed, for they never are deficiencies until they are audited and 
allowed ? 

Mr. WILSON. The reason for that is that the Committee on Appr 
priations declined to make provision for the payment in the regula! 
appropriation bill for the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not see how they could make the appropriauon 
in that bill because it is an uncertain matter; all of these things at 
uncertain. Why it is that this particular class of claims should be ye 
ferred over other classes, and why an appropriation should be made 
beforehand so that they shall not be subject to the scrutiny of ( ongress 
as fast as they are to be paid, I can not, for one, see. We appropria’s 
to pay them just as fast as they become deficiencies, just as fast as they 


eu 








1884. 


ae EEE 


reported, audited, and allowed. Why, for instance, should this 
a claims be preferred to a class of claims found on page 72? 


class of 
For commutation of rations to prisoners of war in rebel States, prior to July 
‘or co 8 
1, 1881, $16,564.95. 
~2. 
Oron page so. 


For horses and other property lost in the military service, prior to July 1, 1881 


1] those questions have been settled by decisions that the claimants | 


lowed and entitled to their money, but we do not anticipate and 

spot ypriate beforehand, and leave the entire discretion for payment; 

7 : rn quire the Department to certify, audit, and report these claims to 

Congress, and then Congress exercises its discretion and pays them just 

- fast as they are certified and allowed. Again, I say I can not see 

‘hy this class of claims should be preferred over war claims that have 
Jlowed, and are continually being allowed. 

WILSON. This whole subject was considered by Congress. 

uct was passed directing the adjustment and payment to be made. 

\ controversy occurred in the Department as to the meaning of that 

: The Attorney-General’s opinion, as I have ulready said, was 

sought in order to determine that controversy. It was had. The ad- 

ustment is proceeding in accordance therewith for not what are oridi- 


nary claims, but for amounts that are found, and to be found, to be | 


due, in pursuance of an act of Congress. It is no more a claim against 
the Government, in the proper sense of that term, than the payment 
of any other amounts in the future that are provided for by the appro- 
pr ation bills for the current or the next fiscal year. It is simply a 
cuestion as to whether the adjustments of these claims, so called, when 
determined in pursuance of law, shall be paid or the claimants shall 
wait for another year and for the enactment of another deficiency bill. 

Mr. HALE. It is no more than what we do in all cases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. If the amendment to the amendment is voted down, I 
have an amendment increasing the amount so as to cover all claims that 
are audited to the present time. 

Mr. MORGAN. The manner in which this land has been handled 
by the Post-Office Department admonishes us that we are not to expect 
anything at all from the Post-Office Department that is not dragooned 
through. There has been an evident purpose to prevent the execution 
of the statute which has stood upon the statute-book for several years. 

mmenced with alaw regulating the adjustment of salaries of post- 
masters for antecedent services, growing out of the fact that we changed 
tamps to a fixed amount graded and regulated under the discretion 
somewhat of the Postmaster-General. 
The Jaw was suspended in its action for two years, buffeted about 
ack and forth between the Postmaster-General and the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, and finally during the early part of this session, by force of reso- 
lutions passed through this body, we got those officers to act upon the 


sul 


menced, which has been a very slow process. They have gone through 


with the accounts of the State of Alabamaand made their report upon | 
\t the | 


them, a report which I do not think is sanctioned by the law. 
same time I suppose it is conclusive upon the people of that State; and 
the re is money enough in the bill to pay all the postmasters in Ala- 
bama, so that I have not any of what you might call State or personal 
interest in the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. My 
State is provided for, because they took up the States in alphabetical 
order and so considered them, and I believe they have considered two 
or three other States, I do not know exactly how many. 

An appropriation was made of $250,000—that is my remembrance ot 
the sum of money—in that act for the purpose of paying these accounts 
as they were adjusted. Delays have occurred until that appropriation 
has been allowed to lapse into the Treasury. The object of the Sen- 
ators amendment, or at least the effect of it, I suppose, would be to 
Telnstate that appropriation and to allow it to stand exactly where 
Congress put it when the act was passed, so that as fast as the Post- 
Utlice Department should ascertain what the claims are there would be 
4 fund on hand to pay them. As I stated, that fund has been allowed 
to lapse into the Treasury. 
. “8 there any justice in the payment of the claims of the postmasters 
in Alabama at this time and in postponing for one year the payment of 
Ceclalmns ot postmasters, for instance, in the State of Maryland? They 
= he under the same law. It isa mere matter of convenience to 

a partment how many cases they will decide in a given time. 

hey postpon “ 

a eee in that Department, who, I regret to say, have 
henentinn ao t ae a ' When they shall have adj usted the claims 
Alsboma aie precisely on the same footing with the claims from 
their anne . 7 oe after waiting nearly twenty years for 
a deficiene: 7 and ask ror it, they will say, ‘‘ We can not pay you until 
ency bill is passed. 

yeapeiations Cy from Maine intimates that it is necessary that the Ap- 
vision befies aan should have these claims passed under its re- 

Y money is appropriated to pay them, after they have 
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ject. Thereupon an adjustment of these postmasters’ accounts com- | partment who inter 


nethod of compensation from a commission on the sales of postage- | 


e and postpone the making of decisions to suit the pleas- | 
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been allowed in the Post-Office Department. I would respectfully sug- 
gest that if there is any revision of these matters to take place, and I 
hope a revision may take place, it ought to be done by the Committee 
on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. They have looked at this question. 
They have come before the Senate session after session with their urgent 
demands that this debt of the Government, recognized by an act of Con- 
gress, should be paid. 





here can not be any doubt about the debt being due, because Con- 
gress has enacted that itisdue. There can not be any doubt about 
the sum of money due to each postinaster, because it cept nds simply 
upon a computation nh ud up on the records of the Department. It 
does not depend upon proof aliunde, or any extraneous fact that is not 
tound displayed upon the records of the Post-Office Department. It is 
a simple matter of calculation and computation, and nothing else. The 
has been heretofore prov ided for by law 
ing to be done but t 


debt is due; it 


rhere is noth 
it and to pay it. 

y for the amounts to pass under the revision ot 
the Committee on Appropriations, and if there were the Senate of the 
United States would tind itself in the presence of a necessity imposed 
by law upon one 


zleulate the sum of 


Chere is no necessity 


of its committees that the committee can not discharge 
and never pretends to discharge, for the Committee on Appropriations 
does not overhaul these accounts to see whether the computations ha 
been correctly made or not. They can not do it; they have not the 
time to do it, and they do not doit. So there is no occasion now for 
keeping this money out of the hands of these postmasters in order that 
a mere matter of routine may be performed of passing the account atte 
it becomes a deficiency through the hands of the Committee on Appro 
priations. 

This is not in the proper sense a deficiency. It is the mere failure 
of the Government to pay a debt that was due and acknowledged to be 
due by an act of Congress on account of the shortness of an appropria- 
tion given for a specific purpose by law, and also because the appro 
priation has lapsed into the Treasury, the officers of the Post-Office De 
partment not having applied it as they were required to do by law 
That is the whole of it. 

This item ought to have gone upon the general Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill, but the Senator from Iowa informs us that notwithstanding 
the Committee on Appropriations passed a resolution asking that the 
Senator would introduce the amendment and send it to the Committee 
on Appropriations, they made the point that ithad better go upon the 
deticiency bill, and now that we get upon tift deticiency bill they make 
the point that it ought to have gone upon the general Post-Oftice ap- 
propriation bill 

I do not know where this is to end, or when these men are e 
vet their money. 


who for a great 


er to 
There are thousands of them in the United States 
been kept out of the debt that 
Congress has acknowledged to be due to them and has provided the 
means of ascertaining and paying, but we can not get the debt paid 
The matter has gone to such an extent that I am filled 


number of years hav 


with appre- 
hensions and suspicious that there is somebody in the Post-Ofiice De 






ds to keep these postmasters out of their dues. I 
can not repress that conviction. 

I hope that the Senate will adopt the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from lowa, because it seems to be the only way leit open now 
by which these men can get what is due them under the law. 

Mr. HALE. Let me state briefly what the Committee on Appro- 
priations is trying to do here. If it does not commend itself to the 
good sense and judgment of the , then it ought not to stand 
Years ago authority was given toseveral Departments upon claims aris- 
ing under statutes and decisions to not only audit and pass but to pay 
the claims. There was no brake upon it; there was no limit; there 
was no power beyond the Department. So many inaccuracies, abuses, 
and troubles arose under that act that in 1878 Congress, for the purpose 
of curing these payments under general appropriations, -vithout the 
discretion and supervision of Congress being exercised, passed the fol- 
lowing law: 


menate 


It shall be the duty of the several accounting officers— 
And I ask Senators to listen to this act— 


It shall be the duty of the severai accounting officers of the Treasury to con- 
tinue to receive,examine,and consider the justice and validity of all claims 
under appropriations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to 
the surplus fund, under the provisions of said section, that may be brought be- 
fore them within a period of five years; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
report the amount due to each claimant at the commencement of each session 
to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, who shall lay the same before 
Congress for consideration 


That act has cured a thousand abuses that formerly existed in the 
Departments having the power to audit and report and pay, for it was 
found that mistake after mistake occurred, and the conservative action 
of passing this statute was adopted. The Committee on Appropriations 
now is seeking to put this class of claims under the law as all other 
elaims are, as the claims to which I have called attention, the claims 
for commutation to prisoners in the war, the claims for horses stolen, 
the claims of the States for different allowances, the thousand claims 
that are coming up. We wait until they are audited and reported to 
us. What reason there is why this special class of claims should be 
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taken out of the operation of the act of 
to see. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
act 

Mr. HALE. 


actly 





es I have said, I fail | 


1878, 
They never were put under the operation of that 


No; but they come under the spirit of the statute ex- | 
That act wes passed undoubtedly before these claims arose, but | 
this is the same class of claims precisely. The Senator claims that it 
comes from an appropriation that lapsed. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘These are claims specially appropriated for. 

Mr. HALE. So the statute of 1878 says: 

Under appropriations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried 
to the surplus fund 

This is an appropriation that has been carried to the surplus fund. 
It has lapsed. 

Mr. MORGAN. It has not been carried strictly to the surplus fund, 
but it has lapsed simply because the officers of the Government did not 
perform a duty which was enjoined upon them by the law to ascertain | 
the amount due. 

Mr. HALE. Precisely as were the cases that gave rise to the statute 
of 1878. There had been appropriation mede, bills had accumulated, 
thousands upon thousands of them, and the money had not been paid, 
and had lapsed and gone into the Treasury. Congress then decided 
after careful examination—and that is a cardinal act which has been the 
guide of the Departments ever since—and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have striven always to hold the payment for such claims down 
to the act of 1878. A large portion of the claims that arein this appro- 
priation are under that very act, and we wait until the Department 
reports them to us, instead of giving the fund beforehand. 

On another point, let me answer if I can the Senator from Alabama 
as todelay. If there is anybody in the Post-Office Department who is 
delaying these claims or is hostile to them, that will not be reached by 
general appropriation. I have heard no complaint that the auditing 
and comptrolling officers of the Treasury do not take these reports just 
as fast as they come to them and hurry them up and send them into 
Congress. If there is hostility in the Post-Office Department, that will 
not in any degree be removed by general legislation. 

I have stated what the Committee on Appropriations is trying to do. 
If the Senate thinks it is fit and proper to give this general appropria- 
tion, to take away the scrutiny that Congress has over these claims, as 
it has over all others, and make them a favored class, I have nothing to 
say and the committee has nothing to say; but I felt it my duty to the 
Senate and to the committee that I should state the attitude of the 
committee and what it is trying to do, and the Senate must settle it. 

Mr. WILSON. The claims referred to generally by the Senator from 
Maine are of a class different from those which we are now consider- 
ing. These claims, so called, are to be determined by the records of the 
Post-Office Department, and no other evidence whatever is to be con- 
sidered in their adjustment. Therefore they do not come within the 
spirit of the act to which the Senator has referred. 

As to the scrutiny which Congress is to exercise concerning these 
claims, I will ask the Senator from Maine whether in making an ap- 
propriation to pay theexpenses of the Post-Office Department they look 
into and examine all of the readjustments of postmasters’ salaries un- 
der the biennial adjustment of the Department? If not, why apply 
it to this class of claims, for they rest upon precisely the rule which 
the Department follows in readjusting the salaries of postmasters bi- 
ennially. 

Mr. HALE. [ask the Senator to allow me to make a suggestion. 
On page 75 of the bill is a provision ‘‘for refunding to States expenses 
incurred in raising volunteers for which reimbursement is provided 
by act of July 27, 1861, and subsequent acts.’’ There is a class of 
claims that is recognized by law and required to be paid. Yet it has 
never been asked that we should appropriate beforehand to pay these 
claims to the States, but just as fast as under the act they are sub- 
mitted to the Treasury, certified, allowed, and reported to Congress, 
then we examine them and report upon them and pay them. This 
class of claims of postmasters is under a special act with a construction 
that has been fixed, and they have their claims under that act just ex- 
actly as the States have, and they ought to be submitted to the same 
scrutiny and to the same rules as all other claims. So it seems to me. 

Mr. WILSON. The evidence upon which the claims of the States 
are based is of a character entirely different from that which applies to 
those we are now considering. With regard to the claims of States the 
evidence is made up not by the General Government and its officers 
and determined by its records, but by the officers and records of the 
States. Therefore it is quite proper that there should bea difference in 
the rule between the two cases. 

Mr. HALE. Has the Senator the least idea of what these amounts 
will be until they are reported to us? Why should we go ahead into 
this unexplored domain of uncertainty? Nobody knows what they 
will be. I do not know whether they will be $100,000 or $500,000, or 
a million and a half, nor does he. It is an uncertain field. Just as 
fast as they are perfected, paythem. That is what we do with others. | 

Mr. WILSON. Thatanswers the Senator’s argument with regard to 
the necessity of the scrutiny to be bestowed upon them by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. As fast as they are settled, pay. Therefore, 


| 
| 
| 
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| are all settled alike and upon the same rules and the same , 


ought finally to be passed upon, particularly in a matter of this k 
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why not make provision in order that they may be paid, becay 


ise t} 
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evidence, and that is made up by the Government itself. 


Mr. HALE. The committee, and any committee that has chars 
the funds, of the purse of the Government, ought to have the righ: 
the Committee on Appropriations does, to send to the Departme nts a1 
ask them on what basis such a claim is allowed. The comptrolling of. 
ficers of the Treasury Department during the consideration of these 
propriation bills day by day visit the room of the committee and }y 
their papers in. It not infrequently happens that a mistake js hos 
The other day the committee happened on one that had been reporte: 
Some question was raised. The Comptroller was sent for. He cay 
with his deputy and brought the papers up, and the committee foyy, 
that a mistake had beenmade. Theofficers were wrong, and they asked 
the committee to strike it out, as we did. That is the scrutiny that 


ind 
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where it is a forced construction, where it is a pure claim. But as | 
have said, the Senate must take its course naturally about this matter 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILsoN] to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations? 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 12, noes 14 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Maine will not make g 
pointabout the lack of aquorum. Let the amendment go into the bill 
and we can consider it again in the Senate. When the bill gets there 
the Senate will probably be fuller. 

Mr. HALE. Ifthe Senator is bent upon opening this door, I think 
the majority of the Senate ought to vote upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum is present. 

Mr. MORGAN. This will lead toa great deal of explanation and 
debate, I think, if the Senator insists upon a vote. 

Mr. HALE. I donot. It is nothing for me to insist upon. There 
is no quorum here and no majority of the Senate has voted for the pro- 
vision. If there had, I should make no point. Only twelve Senator 
voted for the amendment. It is not I that am insisting. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator insists upon pushing his amendment 
now, of course I can not help that. 

Mr. WILSON. I have no desire to delay progress on the bill, and 
with the understanding that the amendment will be renewed when the 
bill is reported to the Senate, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection, of course, to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
is withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of thi 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the amount fixed in the amendment of th: 
the committee, ‘‘ $35,950.49,’’ be changed to ‘‘ $45,213.80.” 

The amendmeut to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of th 
Committee on Appropriation was, after line 966 of section 1, to insert 

To pay the audited account of the Saint Louis, Keokuk and Northwestert 
Railway Company for transportation of the mails, being a deficiency for the 
fiscal year 1883, $424.03. ’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ** Department 0! Jus- 
tice,’ in line 975 of section 1, to strike out ‘‘nine”’ and insert ~ ont 
thousand one;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For miscellaneous items, telegraphing, and lights, being a deficiency for the 
fiscal year 1883, $1,107.13. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 976 of section 1, to insert 

For contingent expenses, namely: For miscellaneous items, $2,000; for sta 
tionery, $500; for horses and wagons, $225; in all, $2,725. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 981 of section 1, to Lasert: 


For sewerage and plumbing for Department building, $1,981.44. 


The amendment was agreed to. . - 
The next amendment was, after line 994 of section 1, to insert 


To enable the Attorney-General to pay the State asylum for insane crit” 
at Auburn, N. Y., for the support of United States convicts for the Msca' ye 
1883, $550.39; for the fiscal year 1884, $1,037.57; in all, $1,587.96 

The amendment was agreed to. ; a 

The next amendment was, under the head of ** Judicial, aks 
1004 of section 1, to increase the appropriation “‘ for fees of ©)" 
States attorneys’’ from $50,000 to $90,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; Se ee 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 100°, = meres 
the appropriation for fees of marshals from $25,000 to $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. a 

The next amendment a, in the same clause, line 1010, te le 
the total amount of the appropriations for fees of l nited vg 000 
neys, clerks, jurors, witnesses, marshals, &c., from $266,000 to $356,00V. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, to strike out lines 1012 to 1019, inclusive, 


of section 1, as follows: . ss 
‘or fee: listrict attorneys for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, exclusive 
For foes fnbered 78343, 73435, 78468, 84149, 84145, $2,370.37. 
of ¢ $ 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 


ayment of district attorneys and their assistants, being a deficiency for 


For Pi year 1882, $17,782.62. 


the fiscal 

The amendment was agreed to. ; / 

The next amendment was, 1n line 1027 of section 1, after the word 
“dollars,”’ to insert ‘‘for expenses of Territorial courts in Utah, $2,- 
239,.96:” and in line 1029, after the word ‘‘and,’’ to strike out ‘‘$92,- 
00” and insert ‘‘ $94,830.26;’’ so as to read: 

For payment of district attorneys and their assistants, $115,000; for fees of 

erks, $60,000; for fees of commissioners, $17,000 ; for expenses of Territorial 
courts in Utah, $2,830.26; in all, $194,830.26; being a deficiency on account of the 
fiscal year 1883. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1032 of section 1, at the end of the 
clause providing for payment of district attorneys and their assistants, 
fees of clerks, commissioners, &c., to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That no part of the money contained in this and the preceding 
paragraph shall be used to pay special counsel fees. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I inquire of the Senator in charge of the 
bill why the committee propose to amend by striking out the para- 
graph j ust read? I supposed the last statute upon the subject of spe- 
cial counsel provided that special counsel should not be paid except 
where there was some law authorizing their employment. 

Mr. HALE. What is the question of the Senator? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I see the House provision is to be stricken out, 
which reads: 

Provided, That no part of the money contained in this and the preceding 
paragraph shall be used to pay special counsel fees. 


It was supposed that a great abuse had sprung up. In the first 


place, years ago a great abuse did spring up in the employment of 


special counsel, and a law was passed then that there should be no pay- 
ment to special counsel except when some act of Congress authorized 
their employment. Notwithstanding that provision of the statute, 
the Attorney-General exercised a discretion which he had probably no 
right to do, in the employment to an unlimited extent and also in giv- 
ing compensation apparently to an unlimited amount, and in order to 
check that the House I suppose inserted this provision that no part of 
this deticiency should be allowed in the payment of special counsel. 

Mr. HALE. The committee did not think that the Attorney-Gen- 
eral had violated the law. Atany rate these are old things in the past 
where the contract had been made and the service had been rendered. 
Whatever may be the result of the attention that has been called to the 
matter and the feeling that has been evoked in Congress and elsewhere 
upon the Departments in the future, the committee thought it better 
to make no limitation as to the past. These old bills have got to be 
paid, and we did not deem it proper to put in any prohibition but pre- 
ferred to leave the law as it is. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If what the special star-route counsel have been 
testifying under oath before a committee of the other House be true, or 
if any reasonable portion of it be true, it is perfectly evident that there 
should be no more money paid in that direction. Thousands upon 
thousands of dollars have been paid to the special star-route counsel. 
tnormous and fabulous amounts, in some cases $25,000 and $30,000 per 
year, have been paid with no results. There has been an enormous ex- 
penditure of money in the trial of those causes, and yet the very coun- 
sel come before a committee of the other House and give such testimony 
as to show that they not only did not earn the money, if there was a 
contract made, but that they violated their faith to their client, and 
really while they were receiving this compensation from the Govern- 


ment were in the act of betraying their client, the Government of the 
United States 





Mr. HALE. This does not relate to the star-route cases at all. I | 


will tell the Senator what it does cover. It is the expenses of the trial 
of Guiteau. The Senator remembers how long, how laborious, how 
eee how exasperating that trial was, and not only the responsi- 
_ nature but the exceeding'y uisagreeable character of the work of the 
ca Ge the Governme nt. in which they continued all through the 
ee and into the spring, I think. The fees were not considered by 
ie as bx ing at all unreasonable. I do not think the Sen- 
+} 5 > like : would so consider them. They did not amount to any- 
My vayureee cases, and this does not cover any of those. 

Mir HAI 7 YCK It does not cover any of the star-route cases ? 

Ml 4. 80; 1t covers this other matter. 

he amendment was agreed to 

7 hext amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, to 
“ke out lines 1035 to 1038, inclusive, of section 1, as follows 


To pay J.D. Rouse fi lacie , ' 
States beir D. Rouse for servicesin defending suits in claims against the United 
voans & Geliciency on account of the fiscal year 1874, $87.80 

a! 

Aue 


imendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, after line 1038 of section 1, to insert: 
SENATE. 

For stationery and newspapers, fiscal year 1383, $140.75. 

For miscellaneous items, fiscal year 1883, $371. 

For fuel and oil for heating apparatus, fiscal year 1884, N,000. 

For furniture and repairs, $1,500. 

For folding documents, $500. 

For miscellaneous items, $33,482. 

For expenses of special and select committees, and for inquiries and investi- 
gations ordered by the Senate, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1054 of section 1, to insert: 

To reimburse the Secretary of the Senate for three orders paid on account of 
compensation and mileage of Senators, the said orders being forged in the 
name of one of the Senators and paid as*genuine by the financial clerks, $520. 

Mr. HALE. After the word ‘‘ reimburse,’’ I move to strike out 
““the’’ and insert ‘‘F. E. Shober, late acting;’’ so as to read: 

To reimburse F. E. Shober, late acting secretary of the Senate, &c. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 1059 of section 1, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay to the clerk to the Committee 
on Appropriations of the Senate the same amount received by the clerk to the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House of Representatives for services for 
the fiscal year 1882, $215, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1066 of section 1, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay J. F. Edward for services as mes- 
senger of the Senate from June 13 to June 30, inclusive, at the rate of $1,440 per 
annum, $71.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1071 of section 1, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay to Joseph Montgomery $89.95, the 
amount due him for services as a laborer in the Senate from July 17 to August 
31, 1879. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ House of Represent- 
atives,’’ line 1156 of section 1, after the name ‘‘F. W. Rockwell,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ James E. Campbell, James R. Chalmers;’’ and in line 1159, 
after the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to insert ‘‘250;”’ 50 as to make the clause 
read: 

To pay G. T. Garrison, Thomas G. Skinner, W. E. English, E. H. Funston, 
J. H. Wallace, F. A. Manzanares, F. W. Rockwell, James E. Campbell, James R. 


Chalmers, and Robert Smalls for allowances for stationery for the first session of 


the Forty-eighth Congress, $125 each; in all, $1,250 

The next amendment was, after line 1163 of section 1, to insert: 

To pay A. Vangrueder additional compensation for services rendered the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representatives during the present 
session of Congress, $300 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 1168 to 1176, inclusive, 
of section 1, as follows: 

AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT 

That so much of the act passed June, 1884, making an appropriation for the 
support of the Agricultural Department for the fiseal year ending June 20, 1885 
as appropriates $25,000 for the investigation of infectious and contagious dis- 
eases to which all classes of domestic animals are subject, be, and the same is 
hereby, repenied. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘* District of Colum- 
bia,’’ in line 1214 of section 1, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to insert 
‘**to be allowed by the First Comptroller;’’ so as to read: 

For public schools: Salary of secretary of the board of school trustees, $150, 
to be allowed by the First Comptroller; clocks and gas-fixtures in Jefferson 
school building, $363, including unexpended balance of appropriation 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 1249. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk suggests that at the 

end of line 1249 the word ‘* cents’’ should be inserted after ‘‘seventy- 
two:’’ so as to read: 

One thousand nine hundred and twenty-one dollars and seventy-two cents 
Mr. HALE. That is right; the word was dropped out in the print 
The PRESIDING OFFICER rhe correction will be made. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1254 of section 1, to in- 
sert: 








For United States marshals’ fees, $311 

The amendment was agreed to : 

The next amendment was, after line 2178 of section 1, to insert 

To pay the following-1 i persons for clerical services in making numerical 
and “ asseas”’ books. 1 elv: To F. G. Cowie, $138: to G. A. Hall. $435: to W 
E. Morgan, 3505; to ¢ S.B S180; to Thomas B. Shoemaker, $45; to Will- 

m Griffin. 290 W. W. Griffin, 9900: t s Fi 3000: to Frank W 
son, 8): to J I ps $171; to Charles D. Merw $3 n all, $5,104 

The amendme V s agreed to 

The next ) ter line 1290 of section 1. to insert 

To pay the : Ss eX ses amely: To W i Balla 
t & So s » Judd & Detw f ns 





‘ 
; 
ui 
* 
* 
¢ 
¥ 
x 


ae 





2726 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 28 


Se 


for advertising, $35.85; to Washington Journa), for advertising, $23.25; to W. O. 


Holtzman, for rent of office, $65; to E. Morrison, for book-binding material, | 


$141.95; to G. W. Francis, for book-binding, $100; to J. McDermott & Brothers, 
for repairs to wagon for use of assessors, $20.40; in all, $979. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

he next amendment was, in line 1317 of section 1, after the words 

public schools,’’ to strike out ‘‘to pay the instructor of military tac- 
tics at high school $: 
teachers for’’ 


and insert ‘*for;”’ 
For public schools 
be 


so as to make the clause read: 


For rent of school building at Fourteenth and N streets 
hwest, $750; for fuel, $500; for contingent expenses, $5,000, 


lhe amendment was agreed to. 
fhe next amendment was, after line 1328 of section 1, to insert: 


lo provide for the payment for land taken for a reservoir under the “ act to 
increase the water supply of the city of Washington, and for other purposes,’ 
approved July 15, 1882, $175,000: Provided, That this appropriation shall be sub- 
ject to the same provisions and restrictions named in said act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1335 of section 1, to insert: 


For payment of taxes upon the property of the Columbia Hospital for Women 
assessed prior to March, 1873, $5,320.53. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the payment of 


expenses incurred in contested-election cases in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in line 1355 of section 1, to increase the amount of the ap- 
propriation for *‘ Jno. E. Massey’’ from $2,000 to $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 1356, to increase 
the appropriation to ‘‘ John 8. Wise’’ from $2,000 to $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, after the word “ dol- 
lars,’’ in line 1357, to insert: : 

Cc. C. Pool, $00; T. G. Skinner, $00; S. N. Wood, $1,500; R. M. Mayo, $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out from line 1 to line 26 of sec- 
tion 2, inclusive, the following words: 

Sec, 2. That the several accounting officers of the Treasury Department shall 
not receive, examine, and consider any claim against the United States unless 
it shall have been filed within one year from the passage of this act, or within 
five years after it shall have accrued, nor unless it shall have arisen under an 
obligation or liability of the United States incurred by authority of law, or un- 
der some appropriation originally applicable to the payment thereof, and the 
balance of which appropriation shall have been carried to the surplus fund; and 
any claim not filled within one of the periods above named shall be forever 
barred, except as hereinafterward provided. If a person entitled to make a 
claim against the United States is at the time when it accrues or is matured an 
infant, or non compos mentis, or a married woman, or imprisoned on a criminal 

harge, or in execution upon conviction of a criminal offense for a term less 
than life, the time of such disability is nota part of the time herein limited for the 
filing of such claim, except that the time so limited can not be extended more 
than five years by any such disability, except infancy,or in any case more than 
one year after the disability cea Nothing herein contained shall be held or 
construed to apply toa claim arising under the public debt of the United States; 

or shall anything herein contained authorize the accounting officers or the 
Secretary of t! Creasury to allow or reopen any claim which has already been 
disposed of by rejection or otherwise or which is already barred by any statute. 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, before the words *‘ the Secretary,’’ in line 
27 of section 2, ‘that;’’ in line 30, after ‘‘ House of Repre- 
sentatives,’’ to insert ‘‘and the presiding officer of the Senate;’’ in 
line 31, after the word ‘‘before,’’ to strike out “‘the House’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘their respective Houses;’’ and in line 38, after ‘‘ compiled,’’ to 
insert ‘‘ indexed;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shal), at the commencement of each 
session of Congress, report the amount due each claimant whose claim has been 
allowed, in whole orin part, tothe Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
the presiding officer of the Senate, who shall lay the same before their respect- 
ive Houses for consideration. And hereafter all estimates of appropriations 
and estimates of deticiencies in appropriations intended for the consideration 
and seeking the action of any of the committees of Congress shall be trans- 
mitted to Congress through the Secretary ofthe Treasury, and in no other man- 
ner; and the said Secretary shal! first cause the same to be properly classified, 
compiled, indexed, and printed, under the supervision of the chief of the divis- 
ion of warrants, estimates, and appropriations of his Department. 


to insert 


+ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, under the head of ** Treasury 
Department,’’ after line 68, to insert: 

For yaults, safes and locks for public buildings, 1881 and prior years, $1 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Interior Department,”’ 
after line 88, of section 5, to insert: 


276.92, 


sod 


~~ 


For contingent expenses, office of Secretary of the Interior, 1881 and prior 


years, $12.98 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 94 of section 3, to insert: 
For the Geological Survey, 1881 and prior years, $46.17. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 105 of section 3, to insert: 


For surveying private land claims in New 


$208.53. 


Mexico, 1881 and prior years, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next umendment was, after the word 
line 134 ot to insert ** 


‘* cents,’’ at 
John C. Davis, 3.42:"" 


Je 


the end of 


section 3, > 


300 out of the amount already appropriated for | 


and in line | 


wD 


yale 


136, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘$739”’ and insert gy 
so as to make the clause read: 

To pay Joseph P. Baldwin $127.35; S. B. Cranston, $21.36; George Conn 
J. C, Fullerton, $139.38; George Baldy, $37.48; Sewall R. Jamison, $392 04. j 


C. Davis, $533.42; in all, $1,272.42; on account of salaries and com: 
isters and receivers, 1551 and prior years. 


49 
tw 


D188}ons of 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of Jus 
in line 144 of section 3, after the word “‘ years,”’ to strike out “:.. 
cept the claims numbered 82958, 78531, 75993, 76029, and &410,.’ 

and in line 150, after the word ‘‘sixty-seven,’’ to strike out “ thi; 
two thousand two hundred and forty-three dollars and thirty-se: 
and insert ‘‘thirty-eight thousand three hundred and eighty-nine 4 
lars and eighty-six;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For fees and expenses of marshals, United State courts, 1881 and pr 
as set forth in said Executive Document No, 67, $38,389.86, 





The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ years,’ in line 167 
section 3, to strike out the following: 

Except the claims numbered 78377, 78352, 78400, 83543, 83538, 84325, 84397. a» 
| 84334, 83990, 84008, 84013, 84015, and 83855. ? 

And in line 180, after the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out 
hundred and fifty-three dollars and thirteen ’’ and insert “eight hyp. 
dred and fifty-seven dollars and forty-eight;’’ so as to make the clans 
read: 

For fees of witnesses, United States courts, 1881 and prior years, as set for 
in said Executive Document No. 67, $6,857.48. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 184 of section 3, after the word 
‘*vears,’’ to strike out ‘‘ except the claims numbered 83988 and 8433) 
as set forth in said Executive Document No. 67, three thousand six 
hundred and fifty-two dollars and twenty-three ;”’ 
after ‘‘ No. 67,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three thousand six hundred and {if 
two dollars and twenty-three ’’ and insert *‘ four thousand three hun 
dred and eighty-three dollars and eight ;’’ so as to make the ei; 
read: 


and in line 187 


hr 


For support of prisoners, United States courts, 1881 and prior years 
forth in said Executive Document No. 67, $4,383.08. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ claims 
by the First Auditor and Commissioner of Customs,”’ 
section 3, after the word ‘‘ Congress,’’ to strike out: 


Line 


in 


Provided, That no part of the money appropriated in this paragrap| sh 
paid to any of the claimants until the Court of Claims shal) have heard a 
termined all of the questions involved, and the liability of the United st 
Government therefor, in at least one test case. Full and complete jurisd 
is hereby conferred on the Court of Claims for the purposes above nam« 
the determination of the Court of Claims shall bein favor of the claimants 
shal] be paid; otherwise not. The Attorney-General shall see to itt 
terest of the Government is protected in said suit or suits 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ** claims allow 
by the Third Auditor and Second Comptroller,’’ after line 312 of s 
tion 3, to insert: 

For Army transportation, 1881 and prior years, $126,458.89 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 315 of section 

For barracks and quarters, 1881 and prior years, $19,711. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 318 of section 3 


For horses for cavalry and artillery, 1881 and prior y« 


rt 


3, to insert 


to insert 


ars, $5,084 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 323 of section 5, to in 


For 50per cent. of arrears of Army transportation due certain land-grant rau 


roads, 1881 and prior years, $8,169.35 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 
For clothing, camp and garrison equipage, 1881 and prior years, >44./ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 328 of section 5, to) 
For subsistence of the Army, 1881 and prior years, $3,130.79 


325 of section 5, 


to insert 


ert 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 337 of section 5, to 


For pay, transportation, services, and supplies of Oregon and Washing* 
volunteers in 1555, 1856, 1871 and prior years, $1,661.20. 


insert 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 342 of section 3, to insert 
For 20 per cent. additional to James O’ Hara, $84. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 344 of section 3, to insert 
For compensation to James (or Jamy) Courtney, prior to July 1, 188! 
joint resolution of February 28, 1867), $31.60. 





| rr . 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, after line 348 of section 3, to insert 
For Rogue River Indian war, prior to July 1, 1881, $584.62. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in line 355 of section 3, after the word 
“ Provided,”’ to strike out: 


That hereafter no agent, attorney, or other person shall demand or receive any 
foe for his services in claims for lost horses, bounty, and arrears of pay for mili- 
eta! ices until the allowance of such claim. That all fees last above men- 
~— tt ll be paid by the United States out of the amount allowed and due the 
tone and no agent, attorney, or other person shall receive any fee for his 

such claims except enone the United States. That the fee in all 
yet horses, bounty, and arrears of pay shall be $10, except in case of 


claimant; 
services in 
claims for lk 


special written contract filed in the office of the auditor who may have charge of | 


he auditing of such claims, and approved by such auditor as hereinafter pro- 
; a 4. The claimant may contract with his attorney or agent of record in writ- 
oar hn gull form as such auditor having charge of auditing such claim may pre- 
pa for an additional fee to an amount not exceeding 10 per cent. of the 
mount allowed for such claim; and in all claims filed prior to the passage of 
this act the attorney shall file a statement, under oath, duly attested, setting 
forth the amount of fee already received by him, and the amount already re- 
oeived shall be deducted from the fee allowed by this act. This act shall apply 
to pending as well as all future applications for allowance of claims for lost 
horses, bounty, and arrears of pay. 


The amendment was agreed to. ee 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ advertisement,’’ in line 
995 of section 3, to strike out: 

That any agent or attorney, or other person instrumental in prosecuting any 
daim for lost horses, bounty, and arrears of pay, who shall, directly or indi- 
rectly, contract for, demand, or receive, or retain any compensation for his serv- 
ices or instrumentality for prosecuting such claims greater than is therein pro- 
vided, or in any other manner than herein provided, or shall willfully or know- 
ingly make a false statement in regard to the amount of fee already received, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall, 
for every such offense, be fined not exceeding $1,000, or be confined at hard labor 
not exceeding two years, or both, at the discretion of the court, and be forever 
afterwards debarred from practicing before the Treasury Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations ‘‘ for 
refunding to States expenses incurred in raising volunteers for which re- 
imbursement is provided by act of July 27, 1861, and subsequent acts,’’ 
in line 419 of section 3, after the word ‘‘cents,’’ to insert: 

To the State of Nebraska, $485. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ claims allowed 
by the Fourth Auditor and Second Comptroller,’’ after line 426 of sec- 
tion 3, to insert: 

For pay of the Navy, prior to July 1, 1881, $6,110.95. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 429 of section 3, to insert: 

For pay, miscellaneous, Navy, 1881 and prior years, $2,390.81. 

For pay of the Marine Corps, prior to July 1, 1881, $336.38. 


For construction and repair, Bureau of Construction and Repair, 1881 and 
prior years, $512.17, 

For contingent, equipment and recruiting, Bureau of Equipment and Re- 
cruiting, 1881 and prior years, $116.31. 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 13 of section 4, after the word 
“cents,’’ to insert ‘‘and for claims audited and allowed by said ac- 
counting officers under the provisions of section 2 of the act of March 


3, 1883, $2,240; and in line 19, after the word ‘‘all,”’ to strike out 
“eighty-eight thousand nine hundred and sixty-five,’’ and insert 


ninety one thousand two hundred and five;’’ so as to make the clause 


s£c. 4. For the payment of claims audited and allowed by the Second Auditor 
and Second Comptroller of the Treasury under the provisions of the act of 
\ugust 7, 1882, to “ authorize the auditing of certain unpaid claims against the 
lodian Bureau by the accounting officers of the Treasury,’’ for services rendered 
and supplies furnished on account of the Indian service, $72,166.79; and for 

sims audited and allowed by the said accounting officers under the provisions 
! section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, $16,798.47; and for claims audited and al- 
Mor a by said accounting officers under the provisions of section 2 of the act of 
March 3, 1883 $2,240, as fully set forth in House Executive Document No. 145, first 
session, Forty-eighth Congress; in all, $91,205.26. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
he next amendment was, in line 21, at the end of section 4, to in- 


Sert 








‘ ro pay Van C. Smith $5,458.52, in full of claim of $4,933.52,as allowed by the 

aooone A ditor May 6 and by the Second Comptroller May 8, 1884, and of claim 

M ~ allowed by the Second Auditor May 21 and by the Second Comptroller 
Ay 24,1584; both allowed under act of August 7, 1882. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
— next amendment was, in section 5, under the head of ‘claims 
‘Howed by the First Comptroller,” in line 38, after the word ‘‘Ameri- 


“an,” to strike out ‘‘citizens’’ and insert ‘‘seamen;”’ so as to make | 


the clause read: 
For relief and protection of American seamen, 1881 and prior years, $211.4. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

, _ hext amendment was, in section 5, in the appropriations for 
. 


‘aims allowed by the Third Auditor and the Second Comptroller,”’ 
T line 91, to insert: 


For nh in of the Army, 1881 and prior years, $144. 
For pay 7 i. substitute fund, 1871 and prior years, $110. 
~ sea ed vo unteers (Mexican war), 1871 and prior years, $57.50. 

1881, $192.37 ng expenses of California and Nevada volunteers prior to July 1, 


afte 


For preventin 
or re 


or Incidental ex 
B.S. 


& and suppressing Indian hostilities, 1871 and prior years, $19.06. 


. penses, Quartermaster’s Department, 1881 and prior years 
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For transportation of the Army and its supplies, 1881 and prior years, 


» 


$22,077.48. 


For 50 per cent. of arrears of army transportation due certain land-grant rail- 


roads, 1881 and prior years, $7,164.51. 


For barracks and quarters, 1881 and prior years, $380. 

For horses for cavalry and artillery, 1881 and prior years, $255. 

For clothing, camp and garrison equipage, 1881 and prior years, $15.12. 

For subsistence of the Army, 1881 and prior years, $601.76. 

For pay, transportation, services, and supplies of Oregon and Washington 


volunteers in 1855, 1856, 1871 and prior years, $84. 


For Rogue River Indian war, prior to July 1, 1881, $314.47 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 144 of section 5, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the following additional claims 


for horses lost in the military service of the United States, the same having been 
audited and allowed by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, but not 
included in previous reports of the Secretary to Congress, namely: To David 
J. Williamson, $200; to George C. Douglas, $200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Navy Depart- 


ment claims allowed by the Fourth Auditor and the Second Comp- 
troller,’’ after line 159 of section 5, to insert: 


For pay of the Navy prior to July 1, 1881, $15,722.73. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 175 of section 5, to insert: 


That for the payment of the following additional claims audited and allowed 


by the accounting officers under the act of June 14, 1878, and transmitted to the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations by the Secretary of the Treasury by letter 
of June 24, 1884, there is appropriated as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT. 

For contingencies of the Army, 1881 and prior years, $13.60. 

For medical and hospital department, 1881 and prior years, $72. 

For incidental expenses, Quartermaster’s Department, 1881 and prior years, 


$1,720.40. 


For subsistence of the Army, 1881 and prior years, $448. 
For Signal Service, 1881 and prior years, $84. 
For Rock Island Bridge, 1870, $48. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
For construction and repair, 1881 and prior years, $409.20. 
For contingent, Navy, 1881 and prior years, $190.80. 
For contingent, Bureau of Ordnance, 1881 and prior years, $335.60. 
For contingent, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, 1881 and prior years, 


$838.40. 


For contingent, Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting, 1881 and prior years, 


$267.20. 


For contingent, Bureau of Yards and Docks, 1881 and prior years, $548.80. 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 


For telegraphing and purchase of Indian supplies, 1881 and prior years, 


$1,910.40. 


For Army pensions, 1881 and prior years, $52.80 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
For deficiency in postal revenues, 1881 and prior years, $3,226.40 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 226 of section 5, to insert: 


That for the payment of claims audited and allowed by the Fourth Auditor 


and Second Comptroller under the provisions of section 273 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, as fully set forth in letter of the Secretary of the Treasury to the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations under date of June 24, 1884, there is appropriated 
as follows 


NAVY DEPARTMENT 


For accrued mileage, Navy and Marine Corps, act of August 5, 1882, $249.83. 
For pay of the Navy prior to July 1, 1881, $1,357.23 
For pay, miscellaneous, 1881 and prior years, $935.90. 

For pay, Marine Corps, prior to July 1, 1881, $24 

For indemnity for clothing lost prior to July 1, 1881, $60 

For bounty to seamen, prior to July 1, 1881, $358.45 

For bounty for the destruction of enemy’s vessels, priorto July 1, 1883, $143.82. 
For equipment and recruiting, Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting, 1881 and 


prior years, $25.86 


For contingent, Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting, 1881 and prior years, 


$10.69. 


For contingent, Marine Corps, 1881 and prior years, $5.53 

For maintenance, Bureau of Yards and Docks, 1881 and prior years, 96 cents. 
For improvements and repairs, navy-yards, Bureau of Yards and Docks, $72 
For contingent, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, 1881 and prior years, $12.83 
For provisions, Navy, Bureau of Provisionsand Clothing, 1581 and prior years, 


$69.05. 


For contingent, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, 1881 and prior years, 


$30.20. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 275 of section 5, to insert: 


For the payment of deficiencies in appropriations, also transmitted with the 


said letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, as follows 





For pay, miscellaneous, fisca) year 1882, ¢: 
For pay, miscellaneous, fiscal year 1883, $ 
For indemnity for clothing lost, fiscal year 1883,.$541.97 


238.50) 





For miscellaneous, Naval Academy, fiscal year 1883, 25 cents 
For provisions for the Navy, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, fiscal year 


| 1883, $42. 


kularsupplies,Quartermaster’s Department, 1881 and prior years, $520.02. | 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 292 of section 5, to insert: 


For the payment of the following additional claims audited and allowed by 


the accounting officers of the Treasury, namely 


To pay William B. Hugus for supplies furnished for the San Carlos Indian 


agency, 1881 and prior years, $3,452.32 


To pay E. N. Fish & Co. for flour furnished for the San Carlos Indian agency, 


1881 and prior years, $4,250 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. 
section 1: 


I offer an amendment to come in after line 358 of 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to reimburse the amount paid for ex- 
penses of the commission appointed to go to Louisiana April, 1877, $3,950.73. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. I call the attention of the Senator in charge of the 
bill to lines 505 to 515, inclusive, of section 1,on page 22 of the bill. I 
was not in at the time that item was acted on, and I ask that it may be 
reco.usidered now. I ask that those lines be read. The item is one 
making appropriation for the rent of Fort Brown and the Fort Brown 
reservation. 

The facts in regard to the case I will state ina very few words. Fort 
Brown was established in 1846, during the Mexican war; it is oppo- 
site to Matamoras, in Mexico; and from that time on continuously, with 
the exception of the four years of the civil war, it has been occupied by | 
the United States Government as afort. It is the most important fort 
on the Rio Grande. Upon it the United States has expended perhaps 
half a million dollars. The fort is a necessity for the defense of that 
frontier. 

The title of that property had been in dispute until very recently, 
through a long period of years. First it will be found in the Supreme 
Court reports in the case of Trevino vs. Cavazos, a very important case, 
involving the title to a very large grant of land. Next in Brownsville 
vs. Cavazos, in 100 United States Reports. There for the first time the 
question was definitely settled in that case as to the ownership of the 
property. There are 350 acres in the reservation. The United States | 
never did own it. Itis an important fort. The United States was 
always willing to pay rent to whomsoever might be entitled to it, but 
it was a question to whom it should go, and hence as that question was 
wholly unsettled the matter was left in abeyance till the settlement of 
the title to the property. The United States have put improvements 
on property belonging to private parties never claimed to belong to the | 
United States, but they could not settle to whom to pay the rent until 
the title was decided. The title wassettled in the case to which I have 
referred, and I wil] ask the Secretary to read this letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, which will show precisely what I have stated in regard 
to it, and show that this is recognized as a just claim by the War De- 
partment and by the Quartermaster-General. I ask that the letter be 
placed on record. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin). 
Committee of the Whole agreed to the amendment. 

Mr. MAXEY. I hope the Senator in charge of the bill will recog- 
nize the fact that I was casually absent when the item was acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas can move a 
reconsideration. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will move, then, to reconsider the vote agreeing 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I told the Senator there was no necessity for that, as I 
would make no question about it. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator said it would be considered as not agreed 
to. Now, I ask that the letter be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, May 3, 1884. 


Sir: Acknowledging the receipt of the telegram of yesterday's date request- 
ing that the information called for by letter from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, House of Representatives, of the 22d ultimo, in relation to H. R, 6625, “A 
bill to appropriate the sum of $136,000 to pay the owners of the Fort Brown res- 
ervation, in Texas, for rents due thereon by the Government from 1846 to 1884,” 
be furnished to-day if possible, I have the honor to state that the Quartermas- 
ter-General of the Army, to whom the subject was referred, reports under date 
of the 30th ultimo, as follows: 

‘**In the opinion of the Quartermaster-General the rental value of the site of 
Fort Brown from 1846 to 1566 was at least equal to $2,500 per annum, which for 
twenty years makes a sum of $0,000. There is no question in his mind that 
from 1566 to date the value of the rental, considered relatively to prices paid for | 
similar property in the State of Texas, was and is at least $3,600 per annum, 
which for eighteen years gives a sum of $54,800, or a total sum of $114,300. The dif- 
ference between this calculationand the sum named in the bill, namely, $21,200, 
is a fair, equitable amount to offset deferred payment and the natural differences | 
of opinion that arise in determining values of this land. It was alleged in 1873 | 





The 





and 1874 that the property was taxed at or about $1,000 per annum. Estimates 

of the value of this site have varied from $25,000 to $75,000." 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ROBERT T. LINCOLN, Secretary of War. 

Hon. 8. J. RANDALL, 


| case as well as the Senator does. 
| Senator believes this matter can be settled in conference, | am perte 





Chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
House of Representatives 


Mr. MAXEY. AsI was goingon tostate, from 1846 upto May, 1861, 
the United States Government occupied this property for governmental | 
purposes, paying no rent therefor and claiming no title to the land. 
Then from the conclusion of the war up to the present time the United 
States have had the continuous occupation, use, and enjoyment of the 
property, paying no rent therefor, and to-day have it 

The Government—and I will say for myself that I regard that as an 
unwise thing to do, but it has been done—has placed upon that reser- 
vation about half a million dollars’ worth of valuable property. The 
War Department has always regarded a fort at Fort Brown, where it 
now is, as a necessary of the frontier defense, and it always will be so. 

The only question remaining is, was the House right in granting to 
the owners of the soil pay for the use of the soil? About t 


t. In my 
mind, there can be no sort of question 


The next point is, is the amount in the bill reasonable? he. 
caused the letter of the Secretary of War to be read approv ing the: 
amount, which embodies the report of the Quartermaster-Genera| > 
ing a specific statement showing that the amount asked for is —— 
able and proper. The House allowed it; and I am entirely yy - 
pared to see any good reason why it should not be retained a, 
Senate. I ask the Senate to retain the action of the House. . 

Mr. HALE. This item covers a very old matteranda matter of 
importance from its amount. No papers whatever were furnished ¢, 
the Committee on Appropriations on the part of the Senate, no evidens 
of any kind, and the committee searched to see if it was submitted 
an estimate of a deficiency by the head of any Department, and did yo) 
find that it had been. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator will pardon me. I had no doubt +, 
committee was acting unadvisedly for want of knowledge: but | hay, 
had the letter of the Secretary of War put on record to show that: 
action of the House was right, and the papers were in the Hous: 

Mr. HALE. The matter seemed to be of that importance that th, 
committee investigated it and conferred with the head of the War p 
partment upon it and learned all the facts in relation to the cas 
it struck out the item upon these grounds: first, that it is too much 
second, that it is not a deficiency proper; third, that what the Govern. 
ment should do, whenever it does anything, is to buy this propert 
and close up all claims not only for rent but for title, so that no furth: 
questions can arise. It was helped forward in that conclusion by ¢ 
fact that we learned that some time ago an appropriation was made {yr 
the purpose of purchasing this property not adequate according to th: 
claims and prices of the owners; but it finally struck out this iten 
and it ought to be struck out so that in conference between the ty 
Houses what should be done is not that a large sum should be paid for 
the rent of this property, but that the whole question should be closed 
up and an appropriation made and proper authority given to the War 
Department to negotiate for the purchase of the title entire of t 
property so that it shall be cleaned out. 

I hope the Senate will leave the matter in this way in order t 
that may be brought about in conference between the two Houses 
That is all the Senators from Texas could desire. 

Mr. MAXEY. [I only desire to add to what I have already stated 
that the question of title was never definitely settled until by thes 
preme Court in the case of Brownsville vs. Cavazos, to which I ha 
referred in 100 United States Reports, or 10 Otto, and that decision was 
entered at the October term, 1879. Up to that time the United States 
could not pay the rent. It had to hold the property as in hand asa 
stakeholder for whomsoever might be entitled to it, and so it was 
Now the question of title is settled; and while I appreciate what t 
Senator from Maine says in regard to the bill, that this might he 
item of leverage in the hands of the Government to get a better tra 
for the purchase of the property, the question is not that, but are | 
owners entitled to rent for their property, and is the amount reas 
able? They are entitled, because the title is in them as show 
decision. The amount is reasonable, as shown by the War Departmer 
and by the careful investigation of the Quartermaster-(senera 
makes this statement; and I will say in addition that General Hola- 
bird, who makes this report, was deputy quartermaster-general for Tt 
for years and personally knows all about it, and the report mac: 
him is entitled to the fullest weight. He makes the statement t 
the amount is reasonable, so that it seems to me there should |x 
sort of question that this is a just and righteous claim, that the H: 
is right about it, and that the Senate ought to disagree with the co 
mittee in striking out this provision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendmet 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations, the former vote )« 
regarded as not having been taken. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator insists on a vote I 
matter more fully. 


some 


‘e 


an 


shall go int 
It is not a matter that Senators on full ex} 


| . . . 
| tions will see their way clear to vote for. 


Mr. MAXEY. I have no desire to delay the bill. I have stated | 
the Senate just what I thought about it, and I know the facts 0! | 
I have them certified here. Ii ! 


willing to have it done. I have placed the evidence on record so | 


| it can be referred to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amenc 
the committee, striking out the item from line 505 to line 5! 
sive, of section 1. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 43, atthe end of line 1035 ot s¢ 
request of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] whois absen! 
the following amendment: 


That the Attorney-General be authorized and directed to 
Reed, for services as counsel for the late Charges J. Guiteau, s 


may deem just and reasonable, not to exceed 8,00) 


The amendment were agreed to 
Mr. SLATER. On page 73, atter the wi 
section 3, I move to insert 


And any existing la Kmiting the presentation of a 
in the military service of the United States, where the 
. 1 
Department roll by the proper officer, is hereby repealed 


ord * 


w 
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Mr. HALE. I do not know enough about that to agree to it, and REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
must make the point of order that it changes existing law. az | Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
Mr. SLATER. I hope the Senator will not raise the point of order. | Was referred the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and mi- 
Mr. HALE. I will withhold it for the present. 5 - | gration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform 
Mr. SLATER. There are a large number of claims, particularly from | labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia, 
the Pacific States, for horses that were lost a number of years ago, 10 | reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon 
ja55 and 1856. Money has been appropriated to pay forthem. The| Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
Joss was shown on the rolls of the Department when those rolls came | ferred the bill (S. 2348) to authorize the increase of the capital stock 


at 
Bank of Omaha, Nebr., reported it without amend- 


I understand there is now a statute that forbids the presentation | of the First National B 

¢ each claims after five years. The records of the Department show | ment. 
chad the property was lost, show that the parties were entitled to com- | 
sensation, and the value at which the horses were appraised when they ace ; tes ; ' 
Pr sered the service. Itseems tome the Government can not well stand Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Presiding Officer to lay before the Senate 
- , position of that kind when its own records and rolls show that the the legislative appropriation bill. sees s : 
soperty was lost and who wasentitled toit. I think it hardly stands The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
~ orrect position to say it will not pay a debt which its own records the message from the House of Representatives. 

in a ¢ . The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


show it owes. 


Mr. HALE. Ido not feel justified in withdrawing the point of order IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 28. 1884 


ai opening a new class of cases. Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 
" ‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that the bill (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
The p SEARLES 1 cial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
point of order is well taken. The pap enone ry _ ~ order. : for other purposes. 
. bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments et 3 — ; 
The en = ’ Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, 
were Cone 7 ° 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be and ask the House of Representatives for a conference on the disagree- 
: third time " ing votes of the two Houses. 
read a . 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. The motion was agreed to. ; 

By unanimous consent the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Dawes, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in BOMBARDMENT OF GREYTOWN. 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: Mr. HOAR. The chairman of the Committee on Claims, who now 


A bill (H. R. 257) for the relief of John P. Gregson and Francis H. 
Ellison; 

A bill (H. R. 1000) for the relief of Myra Clark Gaines; 

A bill (H. R. 2950) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Cassidy; 

A bill (H. R. 5452) for the relief of John W. Martin; and 

A bill (H. R. 5682) to repeal section 22 of the act to incorporate the 
Texas Pacific Railroad Company, approved March 3, 1871, and to de- 
clare the forfeiture of the land grant therein made, and for other pur- | 


occupies the chair of the Senate [Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin], ad- 
dressed by the direction of that committee a communication to the See- 
retary of State inquiring as to some facts in relation to claims against 
the United States growing out of the bombardment of Greytown. I 
move that the reply of the Secretary of State be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to 


APOLLOS HALE. ® 
ENROLLED BILLS. Mr. HOAR. I alsoask unanimous consent that the vote of the Sen- 
ate indefinitely postponing the bill (S. 1254) referring the claim of 
Apollos Hale, administrator, to the Court of Claims, be reconsidered 
and the bill placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Istl.ere objection?. The Chair hears 
| none, and that order will be made. 


poses 


t 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (H. R. 394) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary C. Jones; 

A bill (H. R: 432) to increase the pension of Joseph B. Sellers; 

A bill (H. R. 759) granting a pension to Patrick Droney; 


apeiret . ; ; : od MESSAGE FRO} : USE 

A bill (H. R. 1396) granting a pension to Frederick Wilhelm, late a ; ree eee eee ee 
sergeant of Company L, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cav-| A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
alry: | Clerk, announced that the House insisted on its amendment to the bill 


A bill (H. R. 1986) granting a pension to Frank P. Fitkin; (S. 25) to fix the day for the meeting of the electors of President and 


A bill (H. R. 2393) granting a pension to Mary McLaughlin; | Vice-President, and to provide for and regulate the counting of the 
A bill (H. R. 2608) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet; votes for President and Vice-President, and the decision of questions 
A bill (H. R. 3188) granting a pension to Amanda Cutter; arising thereon ; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the dis- 
A bill (H. R. 4164) for the relief of Ellen Horgan; agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WILL- 
A bill (H. R. 4188) granting a pension to William W. Day; IAM W. EATON of Connecticut, Mr. RISDEN T. BENNETT of North Car- 
A bill (H. R. 4718) for the relief of Caroline Sheward: | olina, and Mr. ALPHONSO HART of Ohio managers at the conference on 
A bill (H. R. 4818) for the relief of Rose Ann Galbraith; | the part of the House. 
A bill (H. R. 4977) to authorize the extension of the Chesapeake AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

rm Railway Company toa point on the military lands at Fortress | 4 mendments were submitted by Mr. DoLpH, Mr. Vooruees, Mr. 


MILLER of California, Mr. CALL, Mr. GORMAN, Mr. MAHONE, Mr. 
BOWEN, Mr. COCKRELL, and Mr. PLATT, intended to be proposed by 
them respectively to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Select Committee on Additional Accom- 
modations for the Library of Congress, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
| to be printed. 5 
Mr. RANSOM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an amend- 
‘ommittee on Claims be, and it hereby is, authorized and | ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 


pare a list or statement of the various classes of private claims | which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
lowe pelaat vernment and their probable amount, and a digest of the general | to be printed 
aling to such claims respectiveiy, together with such general orders, | I . 





A bill (H. R. 5258) granting a pension to Thomas Cheshire; 
7 bill (H. R. 5999) granting additional pension to George H. Fluke; | 
an 
A bill (H. R. 7164) to amend chapter 20 of the Revised Statutes 
relating to the District of Columbia concerning mechanics’ liens. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that he had this day approved 
and signed the following bill: 

An act (S. 1727) to grant letter-carriers at free-delivery offices fifteen 
days’ leave of absence in each year. 


LIST OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. Vv m1 )RHEES offered the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims: 

Resolved, That the C 
directed to pre 
against the Go 


ae eee and rulings of the different Departments of the Government as re- | ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

», With references to the decisions of the Supreme Court d the | ‘i . : : . . 
Cou a! ‘ ‘isi: Supreme irt and the . “a : i = snails 
jou on together with such statistics or other information as they may | Mr. McMILLAN. In pursuance of notice given this morning, I 


hereby autl \ the proper examination of such claims. The said committee is | move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 7012, 
complete wm to employ such clerical or other aid as may be necessary to | being the river and harbor bill. 
i € work, at a cost not to exceed $2,500, to be paid out of the miscel- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair deems it his duty to lay 


lan ; 
ous item of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon the approyal of the a ; ; ; ; 
' the unfinished business before the Senate, the bill having been com- 


<hairman of said committee. 
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CONGRE! 


which the 


which is the 


SSION 


pl ted for the consideration of 
formally laid aside. The bill 
read by its title. . 

The Cuter CLerK. A bill (H. R. 7162) to forfeit the unearned lands 
granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph lipe 
and Arkansas to the Pacific coast, and to restore the same to settlement, 
and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection this bill will | 
be informally laid aside for the purpose of entertaining the motion of 
the Senator from Minnesota. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Minnesota to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. INGALLS. 


unfinished business will be 


Has that bill been reported to-day? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It was reported yesterday. 

Mr. {INGALLS. I am quite sure that my colleague [Mr PLUMB] 
desires to continue the consideration of the land-grant-forfeiture bill. 
I understand the river and harbor bill was reported yesterday and re- 
committed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It was reported the day before yesterday and re- 
committed, and again reported back yesterday. I think the Senator’s 
colleague was aware that the river and harbor bill would be called up 
to-day. 

Mr. INGALLS. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. But I gave notice this morning. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] informed 
me this morning that he expected the land-forfeiture bill to come up this 
evening. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. After we pass the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The land-forfeitute bi, being the 
unfinished business, having been laid before the Senate it was inform- 
ally laid aside without objection for the purpose of entertaining the 
request made by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN]. The 
Senator from Minnesota asks unanimous consent that the Senate do 
now proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor bill, socalled. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that in compliance with the request of the Senate 
the House returned to the Senate the bill (S. 315) granting a pension 
to William Reinhardt. 

The message also announced that the House insisted on its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7069) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 
purposes, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WILLIAM 8. 
HOLMAN of Indiana, Mr. JoHN HANCOCK of Texas, and Mr. JOSEPH 


G. CANNON of Illinois managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 


He is absent. 


WILLIAM REINHARDT. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
a message from the House of Representatives. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In House oF REPRESENTATIVES, June 28, 1884. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of the House be directed to return to the Senate in 
compliance with its request 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Missouri is the Senator who is 
chiefly interested in making some changes in the bill. He is not here. 
I think I will not call it up until Monday morning. 

Mr. FARLEY. We can not understand over here what is going on. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The presiding officer was about to lay before the 
Senate a conference report on the joint resolution to print the agricult- 
ural report, but the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CoCKRELL] is the one 
who has manifested the chief interest in certain changes; he is not here, 
and I ask that it lie over until Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill the Chair was about to lay 
before the Senate is not the bill the Senator from Connecticut refers to. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Ordered, That the Clerk of the 


compliance with its request 
hardt 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be reconsidered, if 
indefinitely 
ordered. 


June 28, 1884. 
House 
, the bill (S. 315) granting a pension to William Rein- 


The vote by which the bill was passed 


there be no objection, and the bill postponed 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbor 
other purposes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I 


ask that the bill be read for amendment. 
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{ 
unfinished business was in- | 


from the States of Missouri | 


| appropriation for 


be directed to return to the Senate, in | 





The Chair hears no objection to that course, and it is so | 


| improvement ”’ 


s, and for | 


JUNE 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first reading of the pi} y 
dispensed with if there is no objection, and the bill wil] } 
paragraphs for amendments. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The amendments of the Committee on ( 
being considered first. 

Mr. GEORGE. Under that arrangement can we offer amend 


” Tead } 
read 


yma 


| to each paragraph as it is read ? 


I 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read by paragrap) 
for the consideration of the amendments proposed by the Committ, me 
Commerce. After they have been gone through with, the bil] wil) }, 
open to further amendment. = 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course if any Senator desires to amend an amor 
ment of the committee, it will be in order to offer it now a 
not. 

Mr. HOAR. Isitintended that when a particular paragraph is reached 
and amendments of the committee tothat paragraph have been di SI 
of, other amendments to the same paragraph shall be delayed until 
end of the bill, or shall they be made at that time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request which is made is to cop. 
sider the committee amendments as reached in order. The bil! wil] }, 
read by paragraphs for the consideration of the amendments propose 
by the Committee on Commerce, there being no objection. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it necessary in order to have the amendments of 
the committee disposed of to read anything except the amendments pro- 
posed by the committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be taken on th. 
amendments offered by the committee as they are reached. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is a very long bill. 
thing except the amendments ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
can not be dispensed with. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce was 
section 1, line 14, to increase the appropriation for ‘* improving harbor 
at Rockland, Maine: Continuing improvement’’ from $20,000 
$40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 19 of section 1, to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘‘improving harbor at Portsmouth, N. H.: Continui: 
improvement’ from $12,500 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 21 of section 1 
to insert ‘‘continuing improvement, $25,000; "’ 
read: 


Improving harbor at Burlington, Vt.: Continuing improvement, 525.\" 
repairs, $25,000. 


otherw Se 


ose 


Is it necessary to read ar 


Under the rule the reading of the bil! 


, after ‘‘ Vermont 
so as to make the item 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 29 of section 1, 
Improving harbor at Scituate, Mass.: 


to insert 
Continuing improvement, $10,0% 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 50 of section 1, to increase | 
propriation for ‘‘ improving harbor at Newport, R. I.: Contin 
provement’’ from $10,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 66 of section 1, to increase the 
propriation for ‘improving harbor at Buffalo, N. Y.: Continuin 
provement ’’ from $75,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 70 of section 1, 

Improving Sheepshead Bay, New York: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 91 of section 1, to ! 
appropriation for ‘‘improving harbor at Ogdensburg, N. } 
ing improvement ”’ from $12,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 93 of section 1, to 
appropriation for ‘improving harbor at Oswego, N. 
improvement ’’ from $55,000 to $80,000. 

The next amendment was, in line 114 of section 1, Increase 
‘*improving harbor at Baltimore, Md. ( 
improvement’’ from $200,000 to $250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 119 of section 1, 

Improving approach to Norfolk Harbor and the Unite “d St ates Nortolk 
yard: Continuing improvement, the widening of the channel of t i 
River between Lambert's Point and Fort Norfolk, $50,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 153 of section 1, to / 
appropriation for ‘“‘improving harbor at Savannah, Ga.: ©? 
from $150,000 to $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 150 of sect 


Improving harbor at Brazos Santiago, 
the bar and harbor, $25,000 


The 


to msert 


Continuing improvement! 


ion 1, t 


Tex. Continuing 


amendment was agreed to. 











The next amendment was, after line 153 of section 1, to insert: 
1e next 


F roving and deepening bar at the mouth of the Neches River, Texas : 
or improving ¢ te 
Completing the work, $7,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. afin 
The next amendment was, in line 165 of section 1, after the word 
“dg ficulty,”” to strike out the following proviso: 


That no part of said money shall be so expended until the Buffalo 
al Company shal! have filed with the Secretary of War, in such 

nd manner as he may direct, a formal relinquishment forever of their fran- 
anes iany and all rights to collect or impose tolls or charges for any part of 
i h unnel or Buffalo Bayou: And provided further, That no part of this 
all be expended until a thorough examination shall be made of said 
a board of three engineers, to be appointed hy the Secretary of 
feasibility and expediency of the project. 


Provided 
Bayou Ship-Can 


chises 
said ship-< 
mone y she 
ship-channel by 
War, to determine the 


So that the clause will read: 


Imp 
Channel 
ing of the money here 
x ied by the Secre ’ f i 
ae the plans heretofore adopted, and in marking out said channel by 
a stakes, so as to enable navigators to find the same without difficulty. 


»urpose the halance now remain- 
1is work is hereby directed to be 


Continuing improvement, for which | 
tofore appropriated fort 


pues or 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 180 o0f section 1, to increase the 
appropriation for ‘‘improving harhor at Sabine Pass and Blue Buck 
Bar, Texas: Continuing improvement’ from $150,000 to $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 193 of section 1, to increase the 
appropriation for “‘ improving harbor at Huron, Ohio: Continuing im- 
provement ’’ from $5,000 to $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 196 of section 1, to increase the 
appropriation for ** improving ice-harbor at the mouth of the Muskin- 
gum River, Ohio: Continuing improvement ’’ from $30,000 to $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 230 of section 1, to insert: 

Improving Pent Water Harbor, Michigan : Continuing improvement, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. : ‘ 
The next amendment was, after line 247 of section 1, to insert: 


Improving Grand Marais Harbor, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $35,- 
000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 251 of section 1, to increase the 
appropriation for ‘‘ improving harhorat Ontonagon, Mich.: Continuing 
improvement ’’ from $10,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 280 of section 1, to insert: 

Improving harbor at Pensankee, Wis., $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 289 of section 1, before the word | 


’ 


“Superior,”’ to strike ont ‘“‘improving”’ and insert ‘‘ for;’’ in the same 
line, alter the word ‘‘and,’’ to strike out ‘‘ entrance at Superior’’ and 
insert ‘“‘harbor;’’ and in line 290, after ‘‘ Wisconsin,’’ to strike out 
continuing imprevement’’ and insert ‘‘and also the channel of the 
Saint Louis River throngh said hay;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For Superior Bay and harbor, Wisconsin, also the channel of the Saint Louis 
River throngh said hay, $45,000. 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 303 of section 1, to insert: 

Improving harbor at Grand Marais, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. DoT understand that unless objection is raised 
amendments are adopted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
agreed to nnless ohjection is made. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, after line 317 of section 1, to insert: 

Improving Coos Bay, Oregon : Continuing improvement, $25,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SLATER. I move to strike out ‘twenty-five’? and 
thirty’ in the amendment; so as to make the snm $30,000. 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


insert 


o! the Senator from Oregon to the amendment of the Committee on | 


Commerce. 


Mr. SLATER. This is a very important improvement. There has 
en expended, I think, $100,000 in three different appropriations— 
one of 340,000 and two each of $30,000. 


Engineer Department for the coming year is $150,000 
Water « 


and 


The break- 
or training-wall as it is called, bas now extended to deep water, 
7,000 Is the very lowest estimate that will really amount to 
ont nning the improvement for the coming season, and it will extend 
“wall to a very short distance. It ought to receive $50,000. 

inderstand that the committees of both Houses toa certain extent 
* endeavored to he controlled by appropriating about one-third of 
“mount recommended by the Engineer Départment. In this in- 
‘nce they have given only one-sixth. I do not think this is treating 


t 


at 


provement as it onght to be treated, as its deserts both as to 
i. 


Oca 


wd as to importance require that it should be treated. 


I 
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| equal to one-third, and put it on an equality with other points. 
d 


roving ship-channel in Galveston Bay, from Morgan’s Cut to Bolivar 


tary of War in the completion of said channel in accord. | 


The Chairannounces that they are | 


The recommendation of the | 


~~ . 
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That would make it 
But 
I prefer not to do that, feeling that perhaps the Senate would hardly 
be willing to go to that point. Therefore I shall content myself with 
simply moving to increase the amount from $25,000 to $30,000, and I 
trust there will be no objection to this. 

It may he said that the committee of the Senate have been quite 
liberal with Oregon in making appropriations at other points. Thatis 
true, but I do not feel disposed to stand to allow an important place in 

| the State to be overslaughed and to receive less consideration at the 
hands of Congress than it deserves, simply because some other parts of 
the State have been better remembered. I hope the amendment I have 
offered will be adopted. 

Mr. DOLPH. I agree with all that has been said by my colleague 
| in regard to the importance of this work. One hundred thousand dol- 
| lars has already been expended for the improvement of the mouth of 
| the bay. Six hundred thousand dollars is estimated as the total cost 
of the work. For some reason as the bill came from the House no ap- 
propriation was made for this work. 

It is true that the Senate Committee on Commerce has been liberal 
with Oregon in the additions thatit has made to the bill. However, there 
| is but one work which I recall now, which has received more than 334 
| per cent. of the estimates, while some of the most important works have 
received only 30 per cent. The only improvement that I now recall to 
my mind which has received more than 33} per cent. of the estimate 
is the mouth of Yaquina Bay. The Coos Bay improvement has been 
| allowed, as has been said, only one-sixth of the entire estimate. I do 
| not know how far as a member of the Committee on Commerce I am 
considered at liberty to antagonize the report of the committee, but I 
want to insist on tne amendment, and I should be very glad to have 
the appropriation increased to a proper proportion of the entire estimate 
made by the Chief of Engineers. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator from Oregon will not insist 
upon this amendment. The Committee on Commerce of the Senate 
have very materially increased the appropriations for the State of Ore- 
| gon as the bill came from the House to theSenate. As has been stated 
by the Senator from Oregon nearest to me [Mr. DoLPH], the House 
omitted wholly to make any appropriation for Coos Bay, but the Sen- 
ate, in view of the improvement, of the locality, and of its importance, 
consented to insert in this bill $25,000. We h&ve also appropriated for 
| another harbor upon the Pacific coast in the State of Oregon, Yaquina 
Bay, an increase of $10,000 over the House appropriation of $40,000, 
making the appropriation for Yaquina Bay $50,000. These two har- 
bors are on the Pacific coastin Oregon. They are important places there, 
and the committee thought they were doing full justice to the State 
of Oregon in giving the appropriation we have here, and that this im- 
provement of Coos Bay, receiving $25,000 at this time, could be carried 
on advantageously to the locality; and injustice to other improvements 
in the bill, not only in Oregon but throughout the country, this is as 
much as ought to be appropriated at that point at this time. I hope 
the Senate will not agree to the amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. SLATER. Iam very glad to be assured that the committee 
desired to do full justice to this work, but the facts are that they did 
not do it or anything near it. The reportsof the Engineer Department 
show that they did not as compared with the other points. They give 
| us but 16 per cent. of what was recommended. Itistruethat another 
hay on the coast of Oregon has been awarded an appropriation, but I 
| Shall move there for an increase, and I think I shall offer very good 
| reasons for such increase. But these ports are in no wise connected 
| with or dependent on each other, but entirely separate from each other, 
| 
| 


really feel as if I ought to move for $50,000. 





and their business is entirely distinct, and they are for communitieS 
entirely separate and distinct. 

I might call the attention of the Senate to another consideration in 
regard to Oregon, that a line of mountains extending parallel to the 
coast shuts off the interior of the State from the coast except at two 
or three points. Already steps are being taken to connect Coos Bay 
with the interior of the State at Roseburg; property has been pur- 
chased by capitalists with a view of constructing a railroad, and proba- 
bly before another year shall have passed or even reached us a rail- 
road will be in course of construction. 

rhe commerce of this place is very considerable in the coastwise 
business, and this last season two large ocean steamers for ocean service 
built there. I think 


was some fifteen or sixteen vessels are in the 
trade between Coos Bay and San Francisco and other points. It is 
very important also that some deeper water should be had on the bar 
in order that they may be able to compete-with other points in the 


shipment of lumber and coal. 

Of course it will take a number of appropriations to reach the point 
contemplated by the Engineer Department here d 
dollars is supposed to be what will be required to complete this im- 


Six hundred thousan 


re 


provement rhe Ser will see at once how long it will take if they 
are to give only $25,000 yearly until this work shall be complet d [ 
think I am really derelict myself in not insisting upon $50,000. I hope 


the Senate will add the 


Mr. McMILLAN 
ment of the 


£5.000 I ask 
I hope the Senate w 
TY 


é 
i 


this amend- 


very care fully 


lil vote down 


Senator from Oregon. committee have 
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considered the question in regard to this harbor particularly, because 
it is an original item in this bill; and if the House had considered it | 
of such vast importance it certainly would not have omitted it. | 

If the Senator would insist upon having such a proportion of the | 
estimates applied to all the objects of improvement which are contained | 
in this bill the bill could not foramoment be entertained; and in view | 
of the proportion given to the improvements in his State, with two har- 
bors already on the coast, and the only important one which is reached 4 
now or prospectively by a railroad is the Yaquina Bay, and that we | 
have considered and fully provided for. I hope the Senator will see 
the propriety of not insisting on this; but if he does I sincerely hope 
the Senate will vote down the amendment. 

Mr. SLATER. I certainly shall insist on it, and if I am voted down 
I shall call for the yeas and nays, if I can get them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Oregon to the amendment of the Committee on | 
Commerce. ° 

Mr. SLATER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when Mr. JACKSON’s name was called). I desire to | 
say that my colleague [Mr. JACKSON] was called home some days ago. 
He is paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. I 
make the announcement for the day. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
22, nays 19; as follows: : 


I am paired with | 


YEAS—22. 
Jonas, 
Lamar, 
Maxey, 
Miller of Cal., 
Morgan, 
Pugh, 
NAYS—19. 
Mahone, 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Pike, 
Piatt, 
ABSENT—%. 
Jackson, 
Jones of Florida, 
Kenna, 
Logan, 
McPherson, 
Manderson, 
Miller of N. Y., 
Palmer, 
Pendleton, 


Bayard, 
Beck, 
Brown, 
Call, 
Coke. 
Colquitt, 


Dolph, 
Fair, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Hampton, 
Harris, 


Saulsbury, 
Slater, 
Vance, 
Williams. 


— 
Allison, 

Blair, 

Bowen, 
Cameron of Wis., 
Conger, 


Ransom, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
Voorhees. 


Frye, 

Hawley, 

Jones of Nevada, 
Lapham, 
MeMillan, 


Aldrich, 
Anthony, 
Butler 

Camden, 
Cameron of Pa., 
Cockrell, 
Cullom, 

Dawes, 
Edmunds, 


Plumb, 
Riddleberger, 
Sabin 

Sewell, 

Van Wyck, 
Vest, 
Walker, 
Wilson. 


Farley, 
Garland, 
Gorman, 
Groome, 
Hale, 
Harrison, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 
Ingalls, 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in line | 
321 of section 1, to increase the appropriation for ‘‘ improving harbor 
at Yaquina Bay, Oregon: Continuing improvement’’ from $40,000 to | 
$50,000 

Mr. SLATER. I move to amend the amendment by striking out | 
‘fifty’? and inserting ‘‘sixty-five;’’ so as to make the sum $65,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Oregon to the amendment of the Committee on | 
Commerce. 

Mr. SLATER. I regret that I am under the necessity of making 
these motions; but as a representative of the State of Oregon I feel that 
I am under obligations to the people of that State to look to their in- | 
terests and represent them to the best of my ability. 

This improvement has had, I think, $110,000 expended on it. It is | 
a new improvement and somewhat peculiarly situated. As I remarked 
a little while ago upon the former amendment, parallel to the coast is 
the Coast Range of mountains, which separates the largest body of agri- 
cultural land and the heaviest portion of the settlements of the State 
from the ocean. As at present situated, the entire commerce of the | 
State must go to the northwest corner of the State before it can find 
egress to the ocean. This improvement is opposite the center of that 
great valley, the Willamette, sixty milesdistant. A railroad is already 
in process of construction from the seaboard toward the interior of the 
State; most of the grading is done, three large and extensive tunnels 
are about completed, and about five miles of the track are already laid. 

Within the last two months the company that is constructing this 
road, opening a new avenue of commerce to the people of the State, have 
paid $26,000 revenue to the Government of the United States as impost | 
duties upon the iron that they are laying down on this road, and be- | 
fore they will be able to complete the road to a point where it will be 
valuable to themselves or to the community for whom they are build- 
ing it they will have paid into the Treasury of the United States for 
customs alone as many dollars as have been appropriated and as I am | 
now asking to be appropriated. So the Government of the United 
States is simply allowing these people to have the revenue that comes | 
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are mak r 


hg 


to the Treasury by virtue of the improvements that they 
In this particular this work is peculiarly situated. You are simply 
lowing, if this amendment be adopted, this company to invest i, .. 
improvement of the Government money that they bring to 
ment by the iron they are laying down on their road. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I should like to know if that prin, 


the Gover 


r 
pic ¥ 


1¢ { 


ernment could be carried on? 
Mr. SLATER. That is a very proper question, and as ; 


na 


| course if carried to an extreme point the principle would be oye ; 


could not be applied, but this case is exceptional. They are by 
across a mountain range which they must pass before they can pr: 
one dollar’s benefit, or before the community for whose benetit ; 
are building can receive any advantages from the construction 
road. 

It is confessed that this bay is an important point, important to th 
commerce of that State, and important to be improved by the Unite 
States. Now, I present the case in this way. The very improve! vent 
these people are making furnishes the Government the means wher. 
with to improve the harbor, and in that respect I say it is pecu 
I doubt whether you can find scarcely another place in the United 
States where a similar condition of facts exists. 

The engineers recommend $140,000 for the continuation of this work 
the coming year. Now it is true, taking the standard that has hee; 
adopted by the House and Senate committees—that is to say, giving 
about one-third—the sum of $50,000 proposed would be fully equal or . 
little more than equal to the one-third suggested; but the conditions 
here are different; the emergencies are different. Within the next few 
months it is believed that the Yaquina Bay will be connected by m 
with the Willamette Valley. It is important that this work should 
so far completed that vessels of considerable draught can pass tl. 
They now have twenty feet on the bar at high tide. The expendit 
of $65,000 or $75,000 more will probably give them twenty-tw 
twenty-three feet. You will see the importance of this if they suw 
this fall in taking out a portion of the valley crop over this bai 
important to get as snuch draught as they can; but I do not expect 
great amount of the present crop to go out this fall, but by 
year they can be prepared to transport the entire crop of the 1 
and this appropriation will place them in a position to accomn 
the people. 

This I say is a case that requires consideration. 


uw 


This impro 


| being made will more quickly, more readily, and immediately su 
| a demand that is needed there than any other improvement in thie > 


of Oregon. A larger body of people is interested in the imn« 
provement of this bay than in the immediate improvement 


| other locality in the State. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. ‘ 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H.R. 395 


| lieve certain soldiers of the late war from the charge of des 


which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the Hous 


| the following enrolled bills: 


A bill (H. R. 3961) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa ! 


| way Company arightof way through the Indian Territory, and tor 


purposes; and 
A bill (H. R. 6542) granting a pension to Harriet 8. Bris 
LABOR BUREAU. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate thet 
message from the President of the United States; which wast 


} 


| referred to the Committee on Education and Labor: 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, J 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Int 
ing attention to certain omissions, &c., in the act (H. R. 1340) entitled 
to estaDlish a bureau of labor,’’ and to invite the attention of the 
the same. 7 = 

CHESTER A. AR 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before 
sundry bills from the House of Representatives for reference : 

The bill (H. R. 1000) for the relief of Myra Clark Gaines was 
twice by its title. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will ask the attention“ 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. The Chair does not 0" 
whether the bill ought to go to the Committee on Private Land Claims 
or the Committee on Public Lands. ‘ 

Mr. BAYARD. The bill would properly go to the Committcs™ 
Private Land Claims, I suppose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be no objection. tii 

The bill (H. R. 3935) to relieve certain soldiers of the late = a 
the charge of desertion was read twice by its title, and referred © © 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


+} 


the ™ 


The bill will be so referred, U ' 
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The bill (H. R. 3950) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Cassidy was . : 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. $800,000. That bill was printed, 
Mr. PLATT subsequently said: Finding that House bill 3950 is 
soo) with a Senate bill which has been passed by this body, I ask 
vote referring it to the Committee on Patents may be recon- 
sidered and that the bill may 
‘er and ask to have it passed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ef to 
Committee on Patents will be reconsidered if there be no objection, 
snd the bill will lie on the table for the present. 


read twice 


identical 
that the 


tter 
ater 
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The bill (H. R. 257) for the relief of John P. Gregson and Francis | bill; it will die. 


H. Ellison was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. : 

The bill (H. R. 5682) to repeal section 22 of the act to incorporate 
the ‘Texas Pacific Railroad Company, approved March 3, 1861, and to 
declare the forfeiture of the land-grant therein made, and for other 
arposes, Was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


} 


’ublie Lands. 


The bill (H. R. 5452) for the relief of John W. Martin was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. 


The bill (H. R. 78) to provide for the retirement of Col. Henry J. | receive favors in this matter. Her favors have been received in the 
Hunt as a major-general of the United States Army was read twice 
hy its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Che bill (H. R. 807) for the relief of Mary A. Lee was read twice by 





the House appropriations in the 


27133 


bill. They cut them down about 
and in less than six hours from the 


time the knowledge came to be circulated as to the items so cut down by 
the Committee on Commerce, almost every single item was back, and 
it left this bill coming from the Senate Committee without any practi- 
lie on the table. I shall call it up here- | cal reduction in the recommendations of the House of Representatives, 
and with an increase of over a million and a half dollars proposed -by 
The vote referring the bill to the | the Senate committee. If the Senate of the United States is going to 
add to the million and a half increase the committee have recommended 
two or three millions more, Senators know what will become of the 


There is not an instance in the bill where the Engineer Department 
having the work in charge has not, under the law, said to the Congress 
of the United States that it was a work that public necessity, the in- 
terests of commerce, demanded; and there is hardly an instance in the 
bill where the bill recommends one-third of the amount which the 
engineer in charge says can be properly and ought to be expended this 


coming year. If you appropriate under the estimates of the engineer 


what he recommends, or one-half what he recommends, you would have 
a river and harbor bill of $24,000,000 this year. 


Oregon is not the State to be recognized in the Senate as the one to 


il 


committee, and abundantly received. There is not a State represented 
by a Senator who voted *‘ yea’’ on the last amendment that has been 
treated as well as Oregon, with the same recommendations, too, of the 


ts title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. engineers. I am notapportioning these appropriations to States; I say 
The bill (H. R. 1299) for the relief of Alonzo Gesner was read twice | only take the engineers’ reports. 


by its title. 


Mr. SLATER. I ask that that bill may lie on the table for the pres- 
ent. Ishall call it up hereafter. * 
[he PRESIDING OFFICER. 


e no objection. 


The bill (H. R. 1073) granting a pension to William J. Lee was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- Mr. SLATER. Mr. President, 


The bill will lie on the table if there 


HARBOR BILL. 


You may take the State of Georgia, 


you may take the State of Delaware, or of Florida, the engineers’ re- 


ports show just as important improvements, just as much required for 


the interests of commerce as the improvements in the State of Oregon. 


Yet here is an addition made by the committee to Oregon of nearly 


$300,000. I say it is not just, it is not fair for the Senator from Oregon 


to be insisting on an increase, and probably when we reach page 32 other 
amendments will be offered. I simply speak this as a notice to the 
Senate of what may be expected, 


provided the Senate puts additional 


amendments to the committee amendments al! through the bill. 


tion of the bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construc- | Senator from Maine that I think 


tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
wbors, and for other purposes, the pending question being on the 


amendment proposed by Mr. SLATER to the amendment of the Com- | ests of that State. 


mittee on Commerce. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is entitled to the floor. 
I was saying, when interrupted, that the improve- 


“Mr. SLATER. 


The Senator from Oregon [ Mr. SLA- 


The trouble is, the Congress of 
put this great country of 50,000,000 people in astraight jacket, and they 


I desire to say in good part to the 
I am quite as well qualified to judge 


of whatever relates to the interest of Oregon as he is, and I propose to 
stand here and defend and represent to the fest of my ability the inter- 


the United States has undertaken to 


can not do it. We are developing and progressing with such rapidity 


that Congress does not keep pace with the developments of the coun- 


ment of Yaquina Bay with the connection of the road that is now being try. Instead of the riverand harbor appropriation bill being $12,000,- 


onstructed would more immediately and quickly relievea large portion 
of the people of the State thanany other expenditure being made in that 


ay 





that our people look with interest to the completion of this work. 
[ do not wish to detain the Senate, because Iam very well aware that 
ue is precious. I trust that the Senate will sustain the amendment 


that | have offered. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I do not propose to trouble myself much 


‘bout the river and harbor bill. Still I like to see fair and reasonable 


the appropriations. 


ustice done. The committee, on page 14, inserted a new item for | fair and liberal appropriations. 


Uregon of $25,000, and that has 


} 


inere 
ther 


0, OOO) 


Then for Willamette River above | stands. 


000 or $15,000,000, it ought to be $25,000,000 every year It is because 
you keep it far below what it ought to be, far below what the necessi- 
ite, or on the borders of that State. It will bring them from the | ties of the country demand, far below what the requirements of com- 
heart of the valley within thirty-six hours of San Francisco instead of 
fifty-two hours from Portland, with an addition, as is now required, of | justice to this and other places. 
ibout twelve hours to go to Portland, making a difference of about one- 
half the time. It will be also a competing line with our present trans- 
portation route. It is to that point more perhaps than to any other 


merce are, that we find ourselves in such a condition that we can not do 


W hen the Senate of the United States 


will take the stand and maintain it of making the necessary and proper 
appropriations foreach particular place as its requirements demand then 
we shall have reached a point where the country will be satisfied with 


It is true that in some other parts of Oregon very liberal appropria- 
tions have been made, but not in any degree beyond the requirements 
of that part of the country. I will not stand here and see one place 
overridden and deprived of what is its proper and just rights and not 
resent it because I am told that some other place in my State has had 


I do not understand my duty in that 


already been increased by the Senate. | way. I know that in this case a little more than one-third has been 
he item now under consideration was, in the House bill, $40,000, was 
ased by the committee $10,000, and now the Senator asks a fur- | I have endeavored to present to 
increase. I call the attention of the Senate to page 32 of the bill. 
the first thing I strike is a new item for improving the mouth of the 
Columbia River, Oregon, $150,000, an increase. Then I strike an item Mr. JONES, of Florida. Will the Senator inform me what percentage 

Improving | pper Columbia and Snake Rivers, Oregon. The House | of the amount recommended the 
appropriated $10,000. 
920,000, an increase of $10,000 more. 
Portland, Oreg., continuing improvement, the House appropriated Mr. FRYE. A good deal more than it averages through the bil 
; the Senate committee, $10,000. Then I strike another item, a | it now stands. 


given, but this is a case of peculiar conditions and circumstances which 


the Senate. In point of fact, every 


dollar that was recommended ought to be given. The whole $140,000 
ought to be given, though I am not asking that. 


committee have agreed to give ? 


Senate committee have recommended Mr. SLATER. They have given a little over 40 per cent. as it now 


ii as 


= — Mr. SLATER That may be. 
oy Proving mouth of Coquille River, Oregon: Continuing improvement, $10,- Mr. JONES, of Florida. Is that the average ? 
1 : Mr. FRYE. It is more than the average; it is twice the average. 
PR src ommittee on Commerce, having one member from the Stateof} Mr. SLATER. But in another important poifit they only gave us 
evn, as persistent, as earnest, as importunate a beggar for his State | about 16 per cent., and in some other places they have not given us 
7 l ever encountered in my life, has been impelled under the influence | one-third {s I stated before I do not care to dwell upon this matter, 


If the 


by the 


the committee has alre 
common sense is this bill to end ? 

I never had anything 
it Was a curiosity to me. 


“ = give the State of Oregon four times the increase it has given 
aby other State in the United States. 





but I shall not sit in my seat and see one portion of my State trodden 
down and deprived of its just and proper rights because some other 
Senate is determined totake item after item here, as proposed | part of it has been very fortunate 
Senators from Oregon, and increase each one of them over what 
ady voted to increase, where in the name of 
In death, of course. 
to do with a river and harbor bill before, and | 
The Senate committee undertook to cut down 


Mr. McMILLAN Mr. President, I think there is not much danger 


of any portion of the State of Oregon being unjustly treated or trodder 


| under foot. I concur with the views of the Senator from Oregon that 
the river and harbor bill should be increased in its aggregate amount, 
because the development of this country is going on so rapidly that we 








































































propriations for the improve- 





! i me ecessal if the commerce of the « yuntry Is 
to be sustained 

I n t pl f the Senator Mr. SLATER’S]} remarks to 
t yal ular approp ier discussion I think the Senator is 

Coos Ba ! understand from the reports of the engi- 

nee <r a me portant place at present than Yaquina Bay 
| railroad which is projected from the Willamette River to Yaquina 
be has been in process of construction 1 long time We were told 
two years ago that the iilroad was in process of construction: but it 
is not yet completed, it is not at the harbor, and it will not be there for 
some time, and that time is very indefinit We can not make appro- 
pi tions in anticipat m of the necessities of a harbor 


This improvement has already received great the hands of 
mmenced in rhe original estimate of the 
engineers for the entire improvement was $465,000 


lavor at 
Congress It was c 1860 
appropriated $110,000 in annual appropriations to this time, and now 
it is proposed to add to that $50,000 more \ vessel drawing thirteen 


feet in one or two instances has passed into the harbor with the improve- | 
ments that have been made, as is stated by the engineer in charge of | 


the improvement who makes the report 

What are the commercial statistics of Yaquina Harbor? Yaquina 
Bay is in the collection district of Yaquina. The following is fur- 
nishéd by Mr. Coll Van Cleve, the collector of customs 

Revenue collected June 1, 1883, one year, $53.85 


Coastwise arrivals from Ist of October, 1882, to June, 1883 
Coastwise arrivals, registered tonnage, 930 tons 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
him on that point ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sit 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Not knowing exactly for what purpose the 
Senator is reading these statistics, | wish to inquire if the appropria- 
tions in the bill are generally made with reference to the real com- 
merce of a port? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Either the present commerce or what is 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Expected? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Immediately. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I 
statistics, if he will permit me—— 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, I do not read the statistics for the purpose 
of showing that Yaquina Bay is not a harbor of some importance. It 
will be an important place in the future and in the not distant future; 
there will be commerce there. A channel of thirteen feet ought to 
support a very considerable amount of commerce, and that exists there 
now. When the railroad which is projected to this point from the Wil- 
lamette Valley is completed, doubtless there will be.a very decided in- 
crease of commerce, and that harbor will be an important one. 

It is important now in other respects than in a mere commercial 


l4 


Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 





point of view, because it is about midway between San Francisco and | 


the mouth of the Columbia River, as I understand; but the appro- 
priation proposed now is $50,000 for this year, and the question is 
whether it is not sufficient for this annual appropriation. It is more 


than one-third of the amount estimated by the engineer as the sum | 


that can be profitably expended during the year. As a general rule, 
one-third of the estimate is referred to as a fair standard. Although 
that is not the invariable rule, 1 am free to say, where the immediate 


necessities of commerce do not demand a much larger increase than | 


that, it should not be made for this annual appropriation. 
The 


the Northern Pacific coast and of the harbors there. While the Sen- 
ator is zealous in favor of the improvement of his State, and is justly 
so, I think he should be satisfied with this amount and with the action 
of the committee in increasing the appropriation of the House $10,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER] to the 
amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. SLATER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired on all ques- 
tions with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM]. My colleague 
[Mr. CAMDEN] is paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Sa- 
BIN ]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 13, nays 30; as follows: 





YEAS—13 
Bayard, Gibson, Pendleton, Williams 
Cal Hampton Saulsbury 
Dolph Jones of Florida Slater 
George, Morgan, Vance 

NAYS—30 
Blair Gorman McMillan Pugh 
Bowen, Harris, Mahone Ransom 
Brown, Hawley Maxey Sawyer 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar Miller of Cal Sherman 
Coke, Ingalls Mitchel! Vest 
Colquitt, Jonas Morrill Voorhees 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Frye, Lapham, Platt 
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There hav e been | 


understand the Senator to read those | 


e committee have endeavored to deal fairly in this matter because | 
they have recognized the importance of the Pacific coast, especially of | 


A BSENT—33 





Alar Dawes Jacksor Riddleberger 
Alliso Edm 5 Kenna Sabin 
Anth Fair Lamar Sewel 
Beck Farley Logar Van Wyck 
Butler Garland McPherson Walker 
Camdet Groo Manderson, Wilson 
Cameron of Pa Hale Miller of N. Y., 
Cockre Harriso1 Palmer 
Culloni Hil Plumb 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed; and lines 322 and 
tion 1 were read, as follows: 


209 . 
023 Of sec- 


Improving Lubec Channel, Maine 


Mr. HALE. As Iam engaged in the room of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and must go back, I ask unanimous consent to offer an 
amendment at this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to the 
| request of the Senator from Maine. 
| Mr. HALE. After the word “‘dollars,’’ in line 323, I move toinsert 

the following proviso, which comes from the officer in charge in the 
Engineer Corps: 

Provided, That so much of the sum as may be necessary shall be expended for 

the removal of a rock in Eastport Harbor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in line 324 of section 1, after the word 
‘*improving,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Moos a bee ’’ and insert ‘‘ Moos-a-bec; 
and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ Bar,’’ tostrike out ‘‘at Jones- 
port;’’ so as to read: 
| Improving Moos-a-bee Bar, Maine: Continuing improvement, $10,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 327 of section 1, after the word 
‘* New Hampshire,’’ to strike out ‘* continuing ’’ and insert ‘‘ complet- 
| ing,’’ and in the same line, before the word “‘ thousand,’’ to strike out 
‘‘fourteen’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-eight;’’ so as to make the clause read 

Improving Cocheco River, New Hampshire : Completing improvement, $28,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and lines 329, 330, and 331 of 
section 1 were read, as follows: 


Continuing improvement, $10,000 


Improving Merrimac River at Rock Bridge, Mass.: Continuing improvement 
$3,500 
$3,500. 


Mr. INGALLS. ‘“ Rock Bridge’’ should read ‘* Rock’s Bridge.”’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made. 

The next amehdment of the Committee on Commerce was, in line 
| 335 of section 1, after the word ‘‘improvement,’’ to strike out ‘“‘sixty’ 
and insert ‘‘ eighty-five,’’ and in line 336, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to 
| insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That n& exceeding $1,000 of said sum may be expended in removing 
obstructions at the mouth of the Pawtuxet River. 


So as to make the clause read: 

Improving Providence River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island: Contin- 
uing improvement, $85,000: Provided, That not exceeding $1,000 of said sum may 
be expended in removing obstructions at the mouth of the Pawtuxet River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 340 of section 1, at the end of the 
clause appropriating $50,000 for continuing improvement of Pawtucket 
River, Rhode Island, to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That this appropriation shall not become available until the officer 


in charge shall have reported that the rebuilding of Washington Bridge with 
good and sufficient draw-openings has been commenced. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 346 of section 1, to increase the 
appropriation for ‘‘ improving Connecticut River below Hartford, Conn. 
Continuing improvement’’ from $20,000 to $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, inline 353 of section 1, before the word 
‘thousand ’’ insert ‘‘ and sixty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For removing the reef at Hell Gate, New York, the sum of $360,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary for that purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 354 of section 1, to insert: 

Deepening Gedney’s Channel through Sandy Hook Bar, New York, $250,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 363 of section 1, to increase the 
appropriation for ‘‘improving Maurice River, New Jersey: Continuing 
improvement”’ from $7,000 to $17,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 374 of section 1, after the word 
‘‘improvement,’’ to strike out ‘‘ two hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘ one hun- 
dred and fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


o- 


ov 


Improving Delaware River from Trenton, N. J., to its mouth: Continuing 
| improvement, $150,000: Provided, That not exceeding $10,000 of said sum shall 
| be expended above Bridesburg 


| The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, after line 377 of section 1, to insert: 

Improving Cherry Island Flats, Delaware River: Continuing improvement, 
$50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, before the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ in line 384 
of section 1, to strike out ‘* fifteen ’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘of which sum $5,000 
shall be expended for the completion of the channel to Fishing Bat- 
tery light-house, and for repairing, strengthening, and extending the 
piers and breakwaters;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Susquehanna River above and below the railroad bridge, Mary- 


land: Continuing improvement, $20,000, of which sum $5,000 shall be expended 
for the completion of the channel to Fishing Battery Light-House, and for re- | 


pairing, strengthening, and extending the piers and breakwaters 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 387 of section 1, to insert: 

Improving Corsica Creek, Maryland: Continuing improvement, 95,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 392 of section 1, after the word 
‘‘Washington,’’ to strike out ‘‘two hundred and fifty’’ and insert 
‘five hundred;’’ so as to read: 

Improving the Potomac River at Washington, $500,000 (continuing improve- 
ment). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 394 of section 1, to insert: 

Improving harbor at entrance of Saint Jerome’s Creek, Maryland: Continu- 
ing operations, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 399 of section 1, to increase the 
appropriation for ‘‘improving the Appomattox River, Virginia: Con- 
tinuing improvement’’ from $15,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 401 of section 1, after the word 
‘‘improvement,’’ to strike out ‘‘on the plan for deepening the channel 
to twenty-two feet at mean low tide, seventy-five,’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Improving James River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, 950,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after liné 411 of section 1, to insert: 

Improving Staunton River, Virginia: Continuing improvement, $5,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 





The next amendment was, in line 422 of section 1, after the word | 
‘“‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘of which sum $7,500 are to be used on a har- | 


”? 


bor of refuge at the mouth of the river;’’ soas to make the clause read: 


Improving Great Kanawha River, West Virginia: Continuing improvement, 
$200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 429 of section 1, to reduce the ap- 
propriation for ‘“‘improving Monongahela River, West Virginia: Con- 
tinuing improvement ’’ from $45,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 431 and 432 of 
1, in the following words: 

Improving Buckhannon River, West Virginia, $1,500 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KENNA. After line 432 I move to add: 


For completingthe improvement of the Little Kanawha River, in West Vir- 
ginia, the sum of $31,000, appropriated by the act of August 2, 1582, is made avail- 
able, and shall be expended in the prosecution of said improvement 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment, under the unani- 
mous agreement, will not be in order until the committee amendments 
have been acted upon. 

Mr. KENNA. I was not in the Senate at the time the agreement was 
made. . However, I ask that by unanimous consent the amendment 


section 


may be disposed of now, for the reason that I am on a subcommittee, | 


which is occupied, and it would be a great inconvenience, probably, to 
me to be in the Senate at the conclusion of the bill. If there be any 
sort of objection to the consideration of the amendment at this time, of 
course I shall not press the request. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I prefer that the Senator should wait until the 
committee amendments are through with. 

Mr. KENNA. I doubtif I can be here at the conclusion of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from West Virginia to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. KENNA. I withdraw it for the present. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in line 437 of section 1, to increase the 
“appropriation for ‘‘improving Cape Fear River below Wilmington, N. 
C.: Continuing improvement ’’ from $75,000 to $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was, after line 438 of section 1, to insert: 

Improving harbor at Beaufort, N. C.: Continuing improvement, $20,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 440 of section 1, to insert: 

Improving Edenton Bay, North Carolina, $10,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





D735 


The next amendment was, after line 442 of section 1, to insert 


Improving Trent River, North Carolina: ¢ x improvement, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was, in line 450, to increase the appropriation 
for ‘‘ improving Neuse River, North Carolina: Continuing improve- 
ment from >0,000 to 520,000 

The amendment was agreed to 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to line 462 

Mr. VANCI I desire to offer an amendment at this point 


The PRESIDING OFFICER Is it an amendment to an amend- 
ment proposed by the committee, or an amendment to the text ? 

Mr. VANCE. It is an amendment to the text of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By a unanimous agreement of the 
Senate the amendments of the Committee on Commerce are to be first 
acted upon. 

Mr. VANCE. The amendment is not in order now, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will not be in order until the com- 
mittee amendments shall have been disposed of. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, after line 472 of section 1, to insert 

Improving Santee River, South Carolina: Continuing improvnment, $15,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 478 of section 1, to increase the 
appropriation for *‘ improving Chattahoochee River, Georgia and Ala- 
bama: Continuing improvement ’’ from $25,000 to $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 500 of section 1, before the word 
‘*dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ five thousand’’ and insert ‘‘two thousand 
five hundred;’’ and after ‘‘ Geneva,’’ in line 501, to insert ‘‘$2,500 on 
La Grange Bayou to Freeport, Choctawhatchee Bay, and on Holmes 
Creek;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improv ing Choctawhatchee River, Florida and Alabama: Continuing im- 
provement, $15,000; 32,500 thereof to be expended between the railroad bridge 
and Geneva, $2,500 on La Grange Bayou to Freeport, Choctawhatchee Bay, and 
on Holmes Creek, and $10,000 thereof between Geneva and Newton, Ala., to 
make that part of said river navigable at low-water stages 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 509 of section 1, before ‘‘ Escam- 
bia,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Little;’’ so as to read 

Improving Escambia River, Florida, $3,000 


The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was, after line 532 of section 1, to insert 
__ Improving Black Warrior River, Alabama, from Tuscaloosa to Daniel's Creek, 
$50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, to strike out lines 
1, as follows: 


DID 


and 556 of section 


Improving Steele's Bayou, Mississippi, $2,500 


Mr. GEORGE. That is an amendment offered to this bill by the 
committee which I hope will not be adopted for the reasons which I 
will now state. I know no reason why the amendment has been pro- 
prosed to the bill. 

Steele’s Bayou is a navigable stream some eighty-five miles long, run- 
ning through about the richest country naturally thatis in the United 


| States, a country not fully settled and developed; but already on the 
| banks of that bayou are raised from ten to twelve thousand bales of 


cotton for shipment. It has never been improved. It was not known 
commercially, I believe, until 1863 when the United States gunboats 
came through and navigated it. Only for the last two or three years 
has it been navigated by the smallest steamers, one with a capacity of 


| five hundred bales of cotton and the other with a capacity of about 


two hundred bales of cotton. 
and I wish to be understood 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator will permit me a moment. I under- 
stood—and I am fortified by what the chairman of the committee says 


The engineer in charge, Mr. Miller— 





| to me—after the Senator had appeared before the committee and ex- 





| Steele’s Bayou, and on the next page the Big Black River and Yalla- 


plained about this stream and one or two more, the Big Black and the 
Yallabusha, that those items were to be restored; but I see they are not. 

Mr. GEORGE. That was my understanding. 

Mr. CONGER. That was my understanding, but it seems that by 
some means they were not restored in the hurry of passing over these 
things; but for myself as oneof the committee—and the chairman agrees 
with me—considering that they were intended to be restored and have 


| not been, I have no objection to the report of the committee being non- 


concurred in as to this and the next two amendments 

Mr. GEORGE. How about Steele’s Bayou ¢ 

Mr. CONGER. That is what I ain speaking of, Steele’s Bayou, Big 
Black River, and the Yallabusha River. After the Senator appeared 
before the committee my memorandum shows that his statement was 
to the committee, and they were to be restored. That is 
my private memorandum; and by talking with the chairman of the 
committee I find that he also understood it so. 

Mr. GEORGE. What I desire to know is whether the Senator’s 
statement referred also to Steele’s Bayou on page 23? 


Mr. CONGER. I said my memorandum included the restoration of 


satisfactory 
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busha River; but in the next clause for a survey of Yazoo Pass, what 
was stricken out the committee did not intend to restore. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then I ask non-concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. These are small amounts, and after the statements 
of citizens down there my memorandum shows that the committee 
agreed to restore the items. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The question is to be put in the 
affirmative form on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand that the committee agrees that Steele’s 
Bayou shall be restored 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to strike out lines 555 and 556. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The newt amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, to strike out lines 557 and 558 of section 
1, as follows 

Improving Big Black River 

Mr. GEORGE. The same order is to be taken there. 

The amendment was rejected. 

rhe next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, to strike 
out lines 561 and 562 of section 1, as follows: 


Mississippi, $5,000. 


Improving Yallabusha River, Mississippi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment striking out lines 
561 and 562 will be considered as disagreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understand that lines 557 and 558 have been re- 
stored to the bill. b 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment was not agreed to. 
That restores the paragraph as it was in the House bill. 

Mr. GEORGE. Have lines 561 and 562 been restored ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have been. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, after the word ‘‘improvement,’’ in line 
564 of section 1, to strike out ‘‘and also a survey of Yazoo Pass to de- 
termine the cost of a lock at that place;’’ so as to make the clause 


Continuing improvement, $2,000. 





read 
Improving Yazoo River, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Che next amendment was, in line 567 of section 1, to increase the 


appropriation for ** 


provement 


improving Bayou Black, Louisiana: Continuing im- 
from $3,500 to $5,000. 

Che amendment was agreed to. 
Che 
Louisiana,’’ 


the 
In 


next amendment was, in line 577 of section 1, after the word 
to insert ‘‘from mouth to Stein’s Bluff;’’ so as to make 


ad 


clause re 


proving Bayou D’ Arbonne, Louisiana, from mouth to Stein's Bluff, $5,000, 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 


Che 


next amendment was, in line 596 of section 1, after the word 
‘follows,’’ to strike out 
Not exceeding $15,000 for revetment to protect bank at Alexandria from dam- 
age by the current of the river 


So as to make the clause read: 





Improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas: Continuing improvement 
from the Atchafalaya to Fulton, Ark (00, to beexpended as follows: Not 
exceeding $5,000 to close the outlet of the river known as Sale and Murphy's 
Canal; the remainder (including whatever balance may remain unexpended 
from above improvements embraced in this paragraph) to be applied to the im- 
provement of the main channel of the river 

Mr. CONGER. The order of the committee in regard to that (which 


does not appear here 
**harbor,’’ and 
left in: 


Not exceeding r revetment to protect the harbor at Alexandria from 
damage by the current of the river. 


was to strike out the word ‘* bank ”’ 
restore the 


and insert 


$15,000 fi 


I offer that amendment from the committee. I move to amend the 


part proposed to be stricken out by striking outthe word ‘‘ bank ’’ and 
inserting ‘* the harbor.’’ 


Mr. JONAS. And then restoring the words proposed to be stricken 


out 
Mr. CONGER And then to non-concur in striking out. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest that 


per- 
haps the result would be reached better by disagreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. That would 


leave the text as it 
stood, and then whatever amendment—— 

Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent that that correction be 
made. 

Mr. HARRIS. An amendment to the words proposed to be stricken 
out is first in order. The Senator from Michigan is right in proposing 
to amend the clause now if he chooses to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Undoubtedly it is in order. The 
Senator will propose his amendment 

Mr. CONGER | move to strike out the word ‘‘ bank ’’ and insert 
the words the harbor 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


of the Sen: trom Michigan 


imendment wi 


itor 


is agreed to. 


clause with that change; so as to read if 





| 


| 





upon the subject which I beg leave to read. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Now the question is on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce tostrike out the clause asamended. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was to strike out lines 612 and 613 of section 
1, as follows: 

Forsurvey of the Arkansas River from Little Rock to mouth, $19,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 627 of section 1, before the word 
‘**thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ and in the 
same line, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘of which $20,000 
shall be expended in the improvement of the river and $15,000 for the 


| survey thereof;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Improving White River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 631 of section 1, before the word 
**thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twelve’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ and in th 
same line, after the word ‘“‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘of which sum 
$4,000 are to be expended for a dredge-boat;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Improving Saint Francis River, Arkansas: Continuing improvement, $8,00), 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 634 of section 1, before the word 
**thousand,’’ to strike out ‘“‘ thirty-six ’’ and insert “‘twenty;’’ and in 
line 635, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and for preventing 
erosion of the harbor at Fort Smith, Ark., $5,000;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For removing obstructions in the Arkansas River from its mouth to Wichita, 
Kans., $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ 
section 1, to strike out: 

And between Nashville and the foot of Smith’s Shoals, $20,000; of which sum 
$8,000 are to be expended between the Kentucky State line and Smith Shoals 
Provided, Thatsuch improvements shall, as far as possible, be made with refer- 
ence to the last report of the engineer in charge. 

So that the clause will read: 

Improving Cumberland River, Tennessee and Kentucky: Continuing 
provement below Nashville, including bar at mouth of the river, $7,500 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 651 of section 1, to insert: 

For the improvement of the Cumberland River above Nashville, $50,000; ar 
such improvement shall be made according to the recommendations of Maj. \ 
R. King, engineer in charge, contained in the letter of the Secretary of War 


March 15, 1884, Senate Executive Document No. 129, first session Forty-eight 
Congress. 


in line 645 of 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 671 of section 1, before the word 
‘‘hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘two;”’ 
the clause read: 


so as to make 


Improving Tennessee River, Tennessee, Alabama, and Kentucky 


Continuing 
improvement below Chattanooga 


including Muscle Shoals and shoal at Rey 


| noldsburg), $250,000. 
Mr. PUGH. I hope that the Senate will not agree to that amend 


ment. Iam very much in earnest in asking the Senate to adhere to the 
House appropriation for this improvement; and that the Senate may 
understand something of the importance of this House appropriation | 
will read from the engineer’s report: 

The navigable portion of the Tennessee River, between Chattanooga and ites 
mouth at Paducah, a distance of four hundred and fifty-three miles, is div 


into two unequal sections by the great Muscle Shoals obstruction between I 
ence and Decatur, Ala, 






lor 
This obstruction, exclusive of certain portions already 
navigable, is twenty-three miles long, and will when removed allow free navi 
gation between the upper Tennessee and its tributaries and the lower Tennes 
see and Ohio Rivers. 


Toward this improvement the Government has already expended 
$2,000,000 upon the Muscle Shoals alone. The work is approaching 
completion. The estimate for the completion made by the engineer is 
$700,000, and he reports that with $350,000 appropriatec at this ses 
sion and $350,000 the next session he can complete the inaprovement 
the next year and open up this navigation from Paducah to Chatta- 
nooga, a distance of four hundred and fifty-three miles. 

It seems to me that to allow the expenditure already made upon 
these shoals, $2,000,000, to stand without any profit whatever to 
human being, is bad policy. 


any 
By the expenditure of $700,000 this and 
the next year the navigation can be opened all along the river tor 
four hundred and fifty-three miles, and until that work is completed 
the two millions already expended lie there utterly profitless to a 
human being. The engineer in charge of the work has written a letter 
It is dated May 1, 1884 


In further reply to your telegram of this morning, I will say that the estimate 
| given in the annual report is for completing the existing project, and is based 
upon the original estimate, which will not only complete the 


Muscle Shoals 





work, but will put the entire river in the best condition for naviga Wilt 

$700,000, and probably with a smaller sum, if the funds are avail tt 
stop the work again after we get started, boats can be got throug vl 
this will make the entire river navigable, even if no other appropriation wa* 


ever made 


Upon these facts I beg the Senate to adhere to the appropriation 
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made by the unanimous report of the House committee, as I am in- | did not progress so as to use between the times when the appropriation 
formed. | bills were passed a good many thousand dollars of money appropriated; 
Mr. MAXEY. What is the depth of the water on the Muscle | and if it is found that there is on hand when another bill comes up 


Shoals ? | fifty or seventy-five or one hundred thousand dollars of money that has 
Mr. PUGH. I really do not remember ; I suppose about twelve | been appropriated and lies idle it can not fail to prejudice the next ap- 
feet. | propriation. We all have felt the effects of that. When anew bill has 


Mr. HARRIS. I agree with the Senator from Alabama in the belief | been presented and the report of the engineer is that there is a large 
that true economy demands that this appropriation should be made as | amount that has not been expended, then it is almost aways cut down 
provided by the House. Not very long ago—one or two years, I for- | below what it ought to be. It injures the bill. I say pt because I 
get whic h—by reason of the exhaustion of the appropriation, or rather | have known cases of that kind, where it has been urged against an ap- 
by reason of a diversion of a part of it, the work had to be stopped, and ee that more money had been appropriated th: in had been 
one or two hundred trained laborersalready collected and camped upon | properly expended or expe nded at all duri ng the preceding year, from 
the ground, fully understanding the work and progressing with it rap- | whatever cause it might have arisen. 
idly, were compelled to be discharged, disbanded, and scattered off. If Now, in my judgment, at the rate this work has been going on, 
this appropriation is made as prov vided by the House, the $350,000 for | although the money has been all expended, the amount allowed by the 
this year, and a similar appropriation shall be made next year, we are | committee is enough. Senators must remember that it is two years 
positively assured by the engineer in charge of the work that this great | since the last appropriation bill, and the last appropriation bill provided 
work at the Muscle Shoals can be completed and so improved as to give | about what the House has provided this year. Therefore it has had 
free navigation the whole length of the river. If it is the purpose of | two years to run out in; but I venture my judgment, with perhaps 
Congress, as I doubt not it is, to complete that work, why delay it ? | more care given to it than is usual among Senators, that $250,000, the 

Why economize by withholding an appropriation of $100,000 now, | amount proposed by the committee here, is all that can be expended 
which is necessary, when the result can only be to continue the work | between now and the time when we may reasonably expect another ap- 
one, two, or three years longer than is necessary tocompleteit? I ve ry | propriation. 
much hope that the Committee on Commerce will see the propriety of I make these remarks not that I wish to oppose any appropriation 
allowing this amendment to be disagreed to, and the appropriation as | for such a work as this, especially for a work of the magnitude which 
provided by the House continued in the bill. | I consider this to be and of the great benefit that I have no doubt it 

Mr. CONGER. The committee are aware that there has been no | will give to the people of a region not as accessible as many more level 
work in the Southern States undertaken of this magnitude costing so | parts of the country by other means of communication, by railroads 
much that is more important than the work referred to. and other modes of transportation. The reasons I have stated were 

The navigation above the Muscle Shoals has settled into a system | controlling with me in thinking this was about the proper appropria- 
suited to the river above that point, and the navigation below the | tion; and if my views are correct about it, I think the work will be in 

Muscle Shoals has its own class of boats. The navigation down these | a better condition if we leave it as it is now and have the money ex- 
shoals consists in running the shoals at high water with some kind of | pended than it would be on the 3rd of March next or next February 
craft, but not intended to run up and down the river above or below. | when we consider the appropriation bill, to find that there were fifty or 
I think that improvement of a long river reaching from the Ohio | sixty or one hundred thousand dollars appropriated that had not been 
River around through several States is a very important work, and Con- | used. 
gress has admitted it to be so and made very liberal appropriations to Mr. McMILLAN. I will not detain the Senate. The only reason 
carryiton. The navigation above the shoals, taking out some twenty- | for making this change in the appropriation has been substantially 
eight or thirty miles at the shoals, extends for some hundreds of miles | stated by the Senator from Michigan, and it goes on the question of 
now without interruption and will not be changed whether this work | the amount which should be appropriated annually for this improve- 
is done or not. Soitis below. The point about it is how much is| ment. There is no doubt about the merits of the work and the benefit 
necessary to carry on the work of the improvement with economy, | of the work when completed. THis amount as recommended by the 
and as well as it can be carried on. committee is the same amount appropriated in the last river and har- 
We are here now at the Ist of July substantially. If another river | bor bill, and would be the whole amount to be appropriated annually. 


and harbor bill is passed at all by this Congress, it must be passed | Mr. PUGH [am glad to hear the Senator from Michigan state that 
before the 3d of March next. Appropriations in the river and harbor | this improvement is as s important as any that is to be made in the South- 
act are by the terms of the bill available as soon as the appropriation | ern States and will result in as much benelit. The engineer in charge 
ismade. They are not confined to any fiscal year, but may be taken | of the work states that he can expend the $350,000 the present year. 


up and expe nded immediate ly after the bill becomes a law, as the exi- | Seven hundred thousand dollars is the estimate for the completion of 
gency of the works may require. I have been familiar with this work | the work next year. 


trom its commencement, having been on the Committee on Commerce | Mr. MCMILLAN. Seven hundred thousand dollars is the amount 
in the House; I have seen its importance, and have always been favor- | that can be expended profitably this year, he thinks 
able to very full appropriations for such a work as this is; and it was | Mr. PUGH. No, sir, I beg pardon; the engineer’s estimate is 


my opinion and is my opinion that $250,000 is all that can profitably | $700,000 for completing the river and opening it to permanent nay iga- 
be expended before another appropriation bill will be passed, if one be | tion. 





passed at all. Mr. McMILLAN. Ido not know what is the statement in the re- 
Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me? I grant | port of the enginee1 The amount that can be profitably expended 

that perhaps $250,000 are as much as can be expended economically | for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, is stated to be $700,000. 

and profitably between now and the 4th of March next; but the appro- | Mr. HARRIS. Allow me. The engineerin charge, Mr. King, states 

priation bill that will then be passed will take effect only from the Ist of | that $700,000 will complete the work if $350,000 is given this year 

July following, and the only thing we could do in March would be to | and $350,000 next year 


provide a deficiency, if a deficiency was necessary. This appropria-| Mr. PUGH. The work has been suspended for many monthson ac- 
tion, if made, is made for the fiscal year, as the appropriation made in | count of the failure of the appropriation last March. If we get this 
March next will be for the ensuing fiscal year. appropriation of $350,000, it insures the completion of the work next 

Mr. CONGER. Iam not mistaken in this, that no river and harbor | year, with a similar appropriation then. That subject has been fully 
bill confines its appropriations to a fiscal year. The bill itself has a | considered, as I understand, by the House committee. There was a 
clause at the last that all the moneys hereby appropriated shall be | large delegation of gentlemen well informed in relation to this improve- 
immediately available, and there is nothing said in the bill and noth- | ment, and upon their representations this appropriation was made by 





ing has ever been said in an appropriation bill for rivers and harbors | the House committee without a dissenting voice I hope that our com 
that it shall be for any particular year, as other appropriation bills are. | mittee and the Senate will allow the House appropriation to stand. It 
This bill provides the same as all bills do; and the clause to which I | can work no injury. If the money is not expended it will be in the 
have alluded is put in for extra precaution. Treasury, but I am satisfied that it can all be expended before the next 
I do not wish to antagonize this work; but I think the action of Con- | appropriation is made 
gress for many years past, the large appropriations we have made for Mr. McMILLAN. I think perhaps the statement of the Senator 
this work show that it is believed by Congress to be one of the impor- | from Tennessee should be qualified somewhat or else the engineer has 
tant works of the country, and I for one should be very sorry to give | made a mistake in his statement and it is inconsistent with the re- 
any influence I have to oppose appropriations that were necessary and | port Che amount estimated for the completion of the existing proj- 
proper to carry it on with all the other great appropriations in the bill. | ect, that is, the improvement of the Tennessee River below Chatt 
My whole reason for asking that the amendment remain asit is, is that | nooga, $1,737,500; the amount that can be profitably expended in the 
from my knowledge of the work and my careful examination of the re- | fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, is stated to be $700,000 Now, itn 
ports of the engineers which I have read over and studied carefully, I | be that the engineer is of opinion that a great portion of the improve 
believe this sum will carry on the work sufficiently until anotherappro- | ment of the river below Chattanooga may be finished with the $700,000 
ation bill is passed in March. If it should not be passed then, or if the | of which he speaks, but not the project to which the report of the en- 
Government should stop making these appropriations, this work would | gineer refers 
have to share the fate of the rest. I say that in deference to the opinion The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question on the amendment 
of the Senator from Tennessee. proposed by the Committee on Commerce, in line 671 


There have been on two occasions before this times when the work | The amendment was rejected. 


















The y of the |} was resumed The next amendment of the 
Co 1 Comme was, in line 675 of section 1, to reduce the 
wD I tion for mproving Kentucky River, Kentuck Continuing 

rom $950.000 to S175 100) ; 
[ | {Ms | ho the senate \ not concul the amend- 
ym te 10 as ch I v itten > olive 

Ke th the t of getting much in the way of 
wp ) ) i 1 irbor improvements I recollect about 
he took my st nthe Senat that upon examination it was 
i i th ! the past she had received less than $100 in ap- 
prop e General Government for works of internal im- 
p en 1836 I found the statement of the secretary of the 
‘Freasut to the « ct that Kentuc ky had never received a single dol- 
lar from the Treasury for fortifications, for harbors, for light-houses, 
for rivers, or y other work of internal improvement whatever, and 


down to the present day she has received but $475,000 all told 


Now, why shall she be cut down ? 
this work 


The first estimate of the engineer 
was $: The second estimate is $100,000 more, 
making $480,000, which the House upon some principle of a percent- 
age has reduced to $250,000, and the Senate Committee on Commerce 
has made a further reduction of $75,000. What justice is there in 
that ? 

What is this appropriation for? 


80.000 for 





It is to slack-water the Kentucky 
River, and it takes $200,000 to build a single lock and dam, and the 


appropriation of the Senate committee is only $175,000, less than is | 


necessary to build one single lock. We must build a lock every sum- 


mer, and here the Senate committee has cut this appropriation down | 


to an amount less than the estimate of the engineer to build a single 
lock 

It is well known to the Senate that I have always been liberal upon 
these questions. I believe in a considerate system of internal improve- 
ment by the General Government, and believe that its power extends 
to wherever the admiralty jurisdiction of our courts extends. 
that money expended in this way is the best way Congress can expend it. 
It is distributed among the people; it gives employment to laborers; it 
gives a market for material; it leaves permanent, beneficial work in the 


country, and above all it gives a rival to the rapacity of the railroads | 


in charging freights to the farmers and merchants of the country. 

I want to read in this connection a letter from the engineer in charge. 
It is short and plain. It is addressed to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors of the House: 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, No. 82 West 


Cincinnati, 


THIRD STREET, 
Ohio, March 19, 1884 
I have to acknowledge the receipt, yesterday, of your letter of the Lith 
instant, in regard to the improvement of the Kentucky River 
You ask the following questions 
First. What were the expenses of operating the Kentucky River improvement 


during the past fiscal year, and about what will they be during the present and 
next fiscal year? 


Sir 


Second. What is the estimated cost of lock and draw No. 6? 

Third, Have you any commercial statistics additional to those given in last 
annual report? 

Fourth. What is the estimated cost of locks 7, 8, &« 


In reply to the first question, I have to state that the cost of maintaining slack- 
water navigation upon the river as far as the locks and dams are in operation, 
or for a distance of eighty-two miles from its mouth, or sixtee: 
Frankfort, Ky., is $8,000 per year, as follows 


Right lock-keepers, two at each lock, 


miles above 


$380 per month... 4,560 00 
Watchman at No. 5, $15 per month 180 00 
Superintendent of navigation, $90 per month 1, 080 00 
Fuel and lights 130 00 


Necessary current repairs to locks and dams 





8, 000 00 
The money available for the payment of these current expenses will proba- 
bly be exhausted soon after July 1, next, at which time, in the absence of some 
provision for paying them, navigation upon the river will have to be suspended 


Five locks are already completed, or rather already repaired, they 
having been built years ago by the State of Kentucky, and when the 
National Government took charge of this improvement these were 
turned over to it and the dams were repaired. The locks are in an ex- 
cellent state of preservation, and navigation exisits above Frankfort, 
and numerous boats are plying below upon the river. 

In the general estimate, quoted in your letter from my report, the twelve new 
locks and dams to be built were averaged to cost $200,000 each 

And here is $175,000 only allowed to keep in repair all the locks 
already built and build new ones. 


Some of these on account of favorable locations may cost somewhat less, while 
others, again, will cost more. Considering the contingencies and difficulties, 


which can not be definitely ascertained beforehand, I have thought it safe to esti- | 


mate them all at $200,000 each 


No. 6 is one of those which will cost fully this 
amount. a 


That is the next one to be built this summer 


In my opinion its construction should be completed at once 
The following is the detailed estimate upon which I based the amount of 
$380,000 asked for in my annual report for the next fiscal year, and shows the 
work it is proposed to do during that year 
Repairs to lock and dam No.5 oii aie ” ini - 
Repairs to four locks and dams in operation, protecting banks, con- 
structing lock-houses, and current running expenses 
Lock and dam No.6 


Additiona) amount needed for dam at Beattyville.. 


$112, 020 00 
48,294 76 
200, 000 00 
19, 685 24 





380, 000 00 
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prepared, but will send them as soon as ready. 


I believe | 


2,000 00 | 





JUNE 28 


That is the estimate of what is indispensable to the continuance of 
the work, and to the preservation of that which has already been com- 





ple ted 

It was thought the balance of the repairs estimated for in the report to be made 
upon the four locks and dams might be delayed another year 

When the annual report was submitted I had been in charge of the work but 

ttle more than a month, and hence subsequent study has developed several! 
points which should have been explained. In this connection I will refer to th: 


fact of the advantage to be gained by constructing two of the new locks at once 


By building two together not only is much time saved but more advantageous 
contracts can be made and many itemsof expense can be cut off. 
I stated in my report that only $380,000 could be profitably expended during 


the fiscal year ending June 30,1885. Lam now prepared to state that had I added 
another $100 for the commencement of lock No. 7, it would have enabled 
saving of a whole year in the extension of the slackwater navigation upon the 
river and rendered the work much more econémical. If it is possible yet to add 
this amount to that stated in my report in the consideration in your committe: 
of the amount to be given to the Kentucky River for the next fiscal year, I trust 
it willbe done. It would bea profitable expenditure, and should if possible be 
granted in addition to the amount already asked for. 

I have been gathering together additional statistics of the river commerce, 
but they are not in such a form as can be conveniently used at present, and it 
may take somedays to arrange them. I will not delay this letter until they are 
Enough is seen from their in- 
spection and the development of new business along the river to convince me 
that the river commerce is materially increasing. It might be noted that in my 


che 


| report a typographical error places the amount of saw-logs at 6,000,000 feet B 


| M. This should be 60,000,000 feet B. M.; market value, $500,000. 
The estimate of the cost of locks and dams Nos. 7, 8, &c., is $200,000 each 


| Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


JAS. C. POST, Captain of Engineers 
Hon, ALBERT 8S. WILLIs, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Now, Mr. President, I should like to know what reason there is for this 
reduction? I think this bill as it came from the House is a moderate 
| and a reasonable one, and the amount appropriated is very low for such 
great purposes. It is two years since we have had a river and harbor 
bill. That bill of $18,000,000 appropriated two years ago, which was 
called a bill of abominations, in my judgment was the best bill Con- 
gress ever passed. There were some items in it that were not items of 
| merit; but why shall we reject a great measure on that account? 

The Senate committee has added very little to this House bill, a little 
over $1,000,000. It has increased some and it has reduced other items 
from the amounts named in the House bill. I have a list here of the 
| States that have been reduced and the States that have been increased. 
| I make no objection, gentlemen of the committee, to your increasing the 
appropriations for your States. The States which have been increased 
are Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, New 
Hampshire, New York, New Jersey, Ohio, Oregon, Rhode Island, and 
Vermont, all Republican States. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There are others. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The report of the committee—— 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman hasa very imperfect list of the States 
| increased, if that is the one he gives us. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Theone I got was thereportof yesterday. There 
is a further increase to Alabama, Maryland, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Texas, and Virginia. It happens that there are six Southern 
and Democratic States increased. There are nineteen States in which 
the Senate Committee gn Commerce have increased the appropriations 
over and above the House bill, and then there are the States of Ar- 
kansas, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, Tennessee, West Virginia, and 
Delaware which have been reduced. I do not object to the committee 
increasing the appropriations, but do it fairly out of the Treasury and 
do not take it from us to put it upon your States, gentlemen. 

There is a singular thing, too, about this, that the Democratic States 
which have not been reduced are the States that have upon the com- 
mittee members of the Senate—from Maryland, North Carolina, Texas, 
and Virginia; no, Virginia has two Republican Senators, but she has no 
member on that committee. This was put in I suppose to help read- 
justment. I do not blame these members of the committee for saving 
their States, but in the name of God do not ruin us; do not increase 
your own appropriations by taking from us who have no voice on that 
committee. Put back the appropriations for the House bill and keep 
those that you have got, and I shall not object. The State of Texas, 
the State of North Carolina, and the State of Maryland were exceed- 
ingly fortunate in having such able representatives upon that committee 
as could increase their appropriations. Maryland is increased $70,000; 
North Carolina, $180,000; Texas, $82,000; Virginia, $40,000, while Ar- 
kansas is reduced $94,000; Georgia, $60,000, and Kentucky, $250,000. 
Kentucky is reduced nearly one-fourth of ali that you take off. What 
| has she done, what have I done or either of her Senators here to merit 

such punishment from the committee? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator should remember that the State of 
Kentucky was so well represented in regard to this bill elsewhere that 
perhaps the State of Kentucky got all she was entitled to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. TheState of Kentucky has got less than $250,000 
in the whole bill. You donot call the Ohio Falls Kentucky. The Ohio 
Falls are merely a part of the Ohio River, which belongs to the whole 
country. That belongs to all the States above it and all the States be- 
low it; to all the States everywhere that have any commercial inter- 
course upon that river. Itisa great national river, upon whose bosom 
floats more commerce in value than goes from every port of this country 

| to the fereign countries of the world. The value of the tonnage on the 
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Ohio River is greater than all the foreign commerce of the United States. | the commerce of the O } Sakae 
Is it fair to charge Kentucky with that? = cone = yor (t it ind is printe 

The commerce on the Ohio is greater than all the foreign commerce As Colosiel Weitzel's su 4 so 
of this country. Take its iron, timber, cattie, hogs, and wheat; its | ject where he left it, and t rov 3 
lumber, its millions and thousand of millions of various products. Six s rt 1 ; xpert n ea sas | - 
thousand steamboats pass annually through that canal at Louisville ii cal a aacaemancen alias I — 
The committee struck that down from $300,000 to $50,000. That will ves at I cate 
never do in this world. Pennsylvania willnot stand it; West Virginia | , "0°." “" be an exoel jent solution of t e ditt culties t st now ¢ 
will not stand it; Ohio will not stand it; Illinois, Kentucky, Indiana, | ment. it is not able at the present. The is Se eae ee 
Missouri, none of the States South will stand that reduction. It is not | fact that its construction would wholly destroy the immu ; 
to Louisville that that canal is of any advantage. Louisville grew up | i ao Saabacabercenl ne ae aes ean to its aqua aie 
because there was an obstruction in the river there, and the removal | but the condemnation price would be more than the project could bear, ev 


of that obstruction by digging the canal is a matter that interests all | the injury to the interest of the aa by the extinguishment of so important 
Ytates ahove ¢ > rs } ad al . = to intersetea an industry were left out of consideration 

the States ab ve and below, and indeed all this country is interest d I therefore feel compelied to subsait, in lieu of the independent coal canal, a 

in the navigation of that great river, second only in importance to the | project for as great an enlargement of the upper half of the canal as can be 


Mississippi in this whole country. There is more commerce upon it | made with terfering with the cement interests. Whenever, as will hap 


anw - giver % TT a eran : : Be : pen in the course of time, the cement rock is worked out and the quarries are 
than upon any other er = the Union exce pt the Mississippi; and yé t abandoned, it will be practicable to complete Colonel Weitzel’s plan ata great 
$50,000 is appropriated to widen and deepen it. The commerce of half | saving over his present figures, as all of the costly rock excavation for whicl 


this New World of ours goes through that gate at Louisville. he has estimated will be done by the cement companies in their pursuit of cem- 
low. i relati > > ‘ > > ey shal - so. | ent rock 
Now, in relation to the next amendment, which I shall move todis The project which I therefore submit, as the best now attainable, will give 
agree to when we reach it—and I may as well discuss both at this | great relief to the canal, and will be an inestimable boon to the city of Louis- 
time—I want to read you what a most intelligent gentleman of Louis- | ville by furnishing ample harbor room, and by greatly lessening the annoyance 


: , r : aia . ‘ “1A. "ea ei alt from mud, ice, and drift. It contemplates enlarging the present canal by mov- 
ville, W. W. Hite, preside ntof the Louisville and Evansville Mail Com- ing its northern wall tothe northern line of the canal property, commencing at 





} 








pany, Says: the pivot pier of the railroad bridge and extending easterly to the intersectio: 
OFFICE OF LOUISVILLE AND EVANSVILLE MAIL CoMPANY, with the eastern boundary line of the property of the Louisville Cement Com- 
Louisville, Ky., March 18, 1884 | pany At this point will be the new head of the canal, and it will be connected 


with the existing dam on the crest of the falls by a similar dam along the east- 
ern line of the cement company’s property to its northeastern corner, thence by 
a straight line to the southern end of the opening for the Middle Chute... The 
accompanying map shows the proposed enlargement and its relations to the 


My Dear Sir: As requested in your favor of the 14th instant, | have prepared 
a memorandum of accidents on the Falls of the Ohio for the past few years. The 
dates I have taken from the books of the inspector of hulls and the records of 

» life-sav inclose two c ings § » scrap-t < of | ‘ po : ; 
the life-saving station. I inclose two clippings and will send scrap-book of existing canal. The most expensive part of this and all other plans for the en- 
Capt. Wm. Devan to-morrow, which contains a good many more. In talking ; Cate Ola : . 
to Captain Devan he tells r he expects to be in Washington in about a week largement of the head of the canal is the necessity of excavating to canal bottom 
0 Veen = . mm I * . . en an a week, | the rocky ledge that forms the falls, which has to be lowered from three to fou1 
when he will call and see you and give you any information he may have. He | ’ 


; ; . : oe eee es oon ol 
- = posted about the falls. When you are through with Captain Devan’s | ‘The estimated cost of the modification herein recommended is as follows 
we _—- 
. ill i ; : lll I all ——" = i Rock excavation e Secccceses aout $1, 089, 411 
Captain Devan has charge of the life-saving station there I think— wicnits ateeaenbidan ; sata ee is 84. 650 
please return it to me by express. I shall be glad to aid you in any way in | Removing canal wall..... ‘ nai 15, 196 
my power. | Removing river wall san 15, 288 
With kind regards, yours truly | New retaining-wall , 47, 400 
W. W. HITE. | Removing part of dam ; 4, 230 
Hon. ALBERT S. WILLIs, | 2,600 feet of new dam : 15, 600 
Washington, D. ¢ Contingencies, 5 per cent ; 63, 588 
Captain Hite gives a list here of eighteen splendid passenger steam- | Total io , aiaasiaaetaian ——— 


boats that have been wrecked at the head of the canal for the want of As the estimate for the siceniean coal canal was $3,102,517, the adoption 
the very improvement which General Weitzel and Colonel Merrill have | of the proposed modification will cause a present saving of $1,767,154, with the 
recommended should be made: advantage that everything done under this project will fit into the larger pro 

ject whenever the time comes for its execution 
rhe present entrance into the canal is contracted and dangerous. The head 
Name of boat. Month and year Loss. of the guiding dike is now ornamented with the wreck of a fine passenger 
7 steamboat, the Buckeye State, that got caught while trying tol 


land at the Lot 





















— ville wharf. The proposed improvement would make the harbor of Louisville 
Alice December. 1879 235 000 | a8 Safe as any on the Ohio River, and at the same time it would make the canal 
EI Dorado. ee Seer eur ts hoe February ‘L880 per 7 » 5099 | Hecessible at all stages without danger or difficulty. 
James D. Parker............. he ees March. 13)......... 959) | As the work should be done as soon as possible, I would recommend an ap- 
Virgie Lee ee te eae June. 1880... 1.000 | Propriation of $500,000 for “ enlarging Louisville and Portland Canal.” 
Vv s cle arc 4 . vee . ; 
i ae 7 serves 300 Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senate have heard what the engineer has to 

RE 0.40. ] ; tals 3, Si a 

Paris C. Brown.. March, 1881... 2000 | say, and that $500,000 the committee has reduced to $50,000. It is 
R. m, Sontngee ‘ March, 1881... 1,800 | doubtless understood by the Senate that the Louisville Canal was orig- 
Jas. . Galf..... are powoee 500 | ; } , : scala 
Pacific oe Soca an oe van inally built and owned by a private company chartered by the Legis- 
Hop Louden............. March. 1881 1.000 | lature of Kentucky. The original cost and the improvements they 
oo a a Rouge November, 1881 4,000 | put upon it amounted to $2,965,403. It was a toll canal while it be- 
Jas. D. Parker ...... Mare 2. ai es 30, 000 sal : . : -$ , 
Rainbow ns ve July. TaD. ; coxeneeel "3' oo) | LOnged to a private company, and it collected during its existence off 


August, 1882. 2'500 | the commerce of the West $6,000,000 in the way of tolls, until the 
March, 1883 etdlagteasanetaaote 3,500 | people interested in the navigation of that river rose and demanded of the 
AUGUBE, 1BBS.......0errerererernerrereress god Government of the United States that it should purchase and make it 
ane tree to all boats up and down that river. The Government of the 
Nai chicet, inidtehiebietiitin lneiths tie Pedeiandiied : ; 138,600 | United States did buy it. It paid for it a total cost of $2,600,000, a 
sum less by $3,400,000 than the tolls which had been collected off the 
Senators all understand that the falls are between Louisville and | Commerce of the West upon that river, which amount stands to-day in 
Jeffersonville. The canal is on the Louisville side, and what is called | the nature of a credit to the commerce of the people of the West, and 
the Indiana chute is on the opposite side, and there is between what | Ye! the committee give to this great improvement, so earnestly de- 
they call the middle chute. The Government since the war, in order | ™anded by the engineer and the whole people of the Ohio Valley, only 
to improve the navigation of the river, built a wing-dam for the pur- $50,000 to Ww iden that canal, when the report shows and when the facts 
pose of throwing the water into the Indiana chute to make it naviga- show that the mouth of that canal is strewn w ith w recks of steamers, 
ble. It furnished more water, but it made the current so rapid that it | When the facts are that more that two hundred and fifty lives have 
could not be navigated, and it threw the water with great violence into | Within the last two years been saved by our life-saving station there 
the mouth of the canal and against a dike constructed to conduct boats; | /70™m the wrecks ol bouts, and yet the Senate of the United States hes- 
and the improvement proposed here by the engineer is to tear out that | itates to adopt the bill as it passed the House. 


Grey Eagle............. 
James Guthrie 
Paris C. Brown........ 








dam, widen it, and make a basin or harbor which will be adequate to Mr. President, I hope the Senate will refuse to concur in both the 
all the demands of commerce, and the estimate for that is $1,000,000, | #mendments as tothe Kentucky River and as to the Ohio Falls. Why, 
and this committee has given $50,000. sir, Kentucky, with her wealth and her commercial interests, gets in 

Mr. McMILLAN: Not for that. this whole bill only about $207,000. ' She has more navigable river 





Mr. WILLIAMS. For the work proposed by General Weitzel. The front than any State in this whole Union. She has upon her north 

i : . rn } ler. for sevel . lred = : 2 : 1 
estimate proposed here was notso large. I have the report inmy hand | €T order, lor sevell or ¢ ight hundred miles, the Ohio River; she has 
of Colonel Merrill, appendix 2, a special report on the improvement of upon her east three hundred and fifty miles of the Big Sandy; she 








the Falls of the Ohio River. I send it to the desk to be read has the Kentucky; she has the Licking; she has Green River; she has 

' . wre ocr, ve . . > P iver : sr]: ; bo Tanneasce flow thro het 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper sent up by the Senator Red River; the Cumberland and t&e Tennessee flow throu 

will be read. and the Mississippi on the west; Salt River is only navigable for de- 

The Secretary read as follows: feated candidates; it is navigable up stream, never down Laughter. ] 

. . 9 £ it S?207.000 rn} appropriate tor ory t “ft e th: “ 

SPECIAL REPORT ON IMPROVEMENT OF THE FALLS OF THE OHIO RIVER. ee Se 5 Sees only appropriated t = a See ee eee 

nearly $20,000,000 in internal revenue annually; that has received from 


In January, 1882, the Senate of the United States called for a special report on ; a ; a : : 
the improvements still needed at the Falls of the Ohio to serve the interests of | the foundation of the Government for internal improvements only 
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$475,000, and is watered and washed by such a multiplicity of navi- 
gable stream 


That great river, the Tennessee, and the Cumberland run across the 
State of Kentucky The Cumberland rises in the extreme southeast- 
county of the State, runs out south into Tennessee like my elbow 
[illustrating], and unites Tennessee and Kentucky, and holds them 
together as twin sisters, and she pours her placid waters into the Ohio 
on the Kentucky shore. The Tennessee is the same, navigable for 
1,200 miles, rising in Virginia and upon the borders of Kentucky she 
south and takes in Alabama and Tennessee and comes back 


ern 


courses 


into Kentucky, hugging them all in the close embrace of sisters; and 
yet Kentucky gets but $207,000 
What is going to become of the locks you have already started ? You 


do not propose to give Kentucky enough to build one lock. 


We shall | 


never get that river improved if that is the course the Congress of the | 


United States is going to take 


I say to these gentlemen put these amounts back; disagree to the | 


amendments of the committee and 
1 


the House. That will 


let the bill stand as it came from 
Keep the amendments you put on 
for yourse I do not object to that I think the bill is rather a 
meager one at best. I should prefer to have it more liberal than it is. 
I would like it better if it was more liberal. I am not finding fault 
with you gentlemen on the committee who have saved your own States 
and increased them 
Mr. SLATER. 
committee 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
body on it 
Mr 
mittee 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I will read the namesof the committee. I vent- 
ure to say that no State with a Senator on the committee has suffered, 
but most of them have been increased not by a fair, open 
appropriation fromthe Treasury, but by taking from Kentucky, from 
Arkansas, from Georgia, from Mississippi, from Tennessee, and other 


satisly me. 


] 


ives 


The Senator seems to address me. I am noton the 
I thought you belonged to it. 
I have the list of committees here. 

HARRIS. California represents the Pacific coast on the com- 


Oregon has some- 


increased ; 


States. Here is the committee: Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. JONES of Ne- 
vada, Mr. CoNGER, Mr. FRYE, Mr. MILLER of New York, Mr. 
DoLPH, Mr. RANSOM, Mr. COKE, Mr. SLATER, Mr. VEST, and Mr. 


GORMAN 

Mr. SLATER. Will the Senator allow mea mement? That an 
old committee-list printed while I was a member of it, but some time 
since I was excused and withdrew from service upon it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I knew the way Oregon had gone on in regard to 
appropriations in the bill that she must have had some committeeman 
onit. Ifind that there is one large appropriation, a new matter, that 
for the mouth of Columbia River. That is a new item put on which 
will involve an expenditure of from two to five million dollars. I do 
not object to it, understand; I am for every increase you have made; 
I want you to have them; but let us have ours as the House sent the 
bill 
We are told that a man who will not provide for his own household 
worse than an infidel. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator from Kentucky to state that 
every committeeman had secured increased appropriations for his State. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; I did not say so. 

Mr. VEST. There is no increase in my State. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; there is no increase in Missouri or California, 
but in all the other States I mentioned there is. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. How about Nevada? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. You have no rivers or you would have had an in- 
[Laughter.] I have no doubt that every increase is for a 
meritorious purpose; I do not object to it; but I object to the amounts 
being taken from my State and put on somebody else’s. I hope that 
gentlemen will every one vote against the committee amendments and 
remand us exactly to the position in which the House bill put us. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senate has been in continuous session now 
since 11 o’clock, and evidently the Senators are exhausted. I shall 
not ask the Senate to remain longer in session, but I wish before clos- 
ing to ask the President of the Senate if the resolution adopted a day 
or two since limiting debate to five minutes does not apply to this bill? 

Mr. FRYE. It was only a resolution making a motion to limit de- 
bate in order 

Mr. McMILLAN. I submit that motion now. 

Mr. INGALLS. Do it on Monday morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota, under 
the resolution, is at liberty to move to limit debate to five minutes. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the use of moving it now if the Senate is 
about to adjourn ? 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair permit the resolution to be read ? 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


is 


to us, 


18 


crease, 


Ordered, That during the remainder of the present session of the Senate it 
shall be in order to move at any time that debate on any amendment, or all 
amendments, to any appropriation bill then before the Senate be limited to 
five minutes for each Senator, and that no Senator shall speak more than once 
on the same amendment in form or substance. The question on such motion 
shall be determ‘ned without debate. 





Mr. McMILLAN. I withdraw the motion I made, and move instead 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and after eleven minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 

ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. 7162) to forfeit the unearned 
lands granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the States of 
Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast, and to restore the same to 
settlement, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, June 28, 1884. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Joun S. Linpsay, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. I understand that to-day has been set apart for con- 
sideration of bills in the interest of labor. Am I correct ? 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman is correct. 

Mr. WELLER. Believing that interest to be of paramount impor- 
tance as compared with all other questions, I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order is the reception of privileged 
reports, if there are any. 

LEGISLATIVE, E APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I am instructed by that committee to re- 
port back the bill (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, with amendments 
of the Senate, and to move that the House non-concur in the Senate 
amendments. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING AGRICULTURAL REPORT 1884. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I rise to make a privileged report. I 
present the report of a conference committee. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


Mr. WELLER. 


rc., 


FOR 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 251) making ap- 
propriations for printing the annual report of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
for the year 1884, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 


} ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 


| numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered | and 5. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
In lines 4 
and 5 strike out ‘‘ 314" and insert ‘*300;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 6 
strike out ** fifty-six” and insert *‘ seventy ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreementto the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
‘** 162,500’ and insert ‘* 200,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
A. M. SCALES, 
WM. H. HATCH, 
A. HERR SMITH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
O. D. CONGER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses to the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolutic 
providing for printing the Agricultural Reports for 1854, submit the following 
written statement in explanation of the effect of the action recommended in the 
accompanying conference report: 

The joint resolution as agreed to by the conference committee provides fo 
printing 400,000 copies of the Agricultural Report for 1884 300,000 copies being for 
the use of the House, 70,000 for the Senate, and 30,000 copies for the use of the 
Department of Agriculture, and appropriate $200, 000 for printing the same 


A. M. SCALES, 
WM. H. HATCH 
A. HERR SMITH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move the adoption of the report; and 
upon that I demand the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 


| the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
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Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote just taken; | 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


GULF, COLORADO AND SANTA FE RAILROAD. 


Mr. WELLBORN. I desire to submit a privileged resolution, tocor- 
rect an error ina conference report. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House (the Senate concurring), That the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill of the House (H. R. 3961) entitled ‘‘An act to grant to | 
the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Railroad Company a right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” be amended by inserting the figure 
*-9” afterthe figure 7" in the following paragraph : 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered respectively 2, 3,4,5,6,and 7, and agree to the same,” 
making said paragraph read as follows: 

“That the House recede from itsdisagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 


ate numbered respectively 2,3, 4,5,6,7,and 9, and agree to the same.”’ 


Mr. KEIFER. I would like to know what makes this correction 
necessary. 

Mr. WELLBORN. Thesituation is this: The conference committee 
on this bill agreed that the House should recede from its disagreement 
to seven of the Senate amendments. Through a clerical omission in 
drafting the report one of those amendments was not mentioned. The 
amendment referred to was one which required the railroad company 
to construct and maintain crossings and bridges wherever public roads 
cross the line of railroad. That was omitted through clerical inad- 
vertence. This is designed to make the correction. 

Mr. KEIFER. I had thought it referred to other matters. 

The concurrent resolution was adopted. 

Mr. WELLBORN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BUREAU OF MILITARY JUSTICE. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Icallupasa privileged matter the message from 
the Senate relating to the bill (S. 838). 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the message from the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 25, 1884. 

Resolved, That the Senate non-concurs in the amendment made by the House 
of Representatives to Senate bill No. 838, to consolidate the Bureau of Military 
Justice and the corps of judge-advocates of the Army, and for other purposes, 
om asks a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of thetwo Houses 
thereon. 


Ordered, That Mr. LoGAN, Mr. SEwEL1i, and Mr. Maxey be the conferecs on 
the part of the Senate. 


Mr. ROSECRANS. I move that the House insist on its amendment 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. ROSECRANS, Mr. MORGAN, and Mr. CUTCHEON, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WELLER. I now insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. McCOID. I would like to call up from the Speaker’s table a 
bill in relation to the increase of the number of judges in the Territory 
of Dakota, returned from the Senate with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. McCOID. Unanimous consent to take up and concur in the 
amendment 

The SPEAKER. It does. When the regular order is demanded 
the Chair can recognize only gentlemen who have privileged matters to 
bring before the House. 

Mr. WELLER. I would be glad to accommodate my colleague [ Mr. 
McCorp] and other gentlemen also, but I can not yield at this time. 
REPORT ON FISH AND FISHERIES. 

The SPEAKER, in accordance with the statute, laid before the 
House the following; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 





Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 
of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1884 be printed, and that 
there be printed 11,000 extra copies, of which 3,000shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, 6,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, 1,500 for the use of the 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, and 500 for sale by the Public Printer under 
such regulations as the Joint Committee on Printing may prescribe, at a price 
equal to the additional cost of publication and 10 per cent. thereto thereon added, 
the illustrations to be obtained by the Public Printer under the direction of the 
Joint Committee on Public Printing. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 394) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary C. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 432) to increase the pension of Joseph B. Sellers; 

A bill (H. R. 759) granting a pension to Patrick Droney; 

A bill (H. R. 1396) granting a pension to Fredrick Wilhelm, late a 
—— of Company L, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cav- 
alry; 

A bill (H. R. 1986) granting a pension to Frank F. Fitkin; 
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A bill (H. R. 2393) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary McLaughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 2608) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet; 

A bill (H. R. 3188) granting a pension to Amanda Cutter; 

A bill (H. R. 4164) tor the relief of Ellen Horgan; 

A bill (H. R. 4188) granting a pension to William W. Day; 

A bill (H.R. 4718) for the relief of Caroline Sheward: 

A bill (H. R. 4818) for the relief of Rose Ann Galbraith: 

A bill (H. R. 4977) to authorize the extension of the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Railway Company to a point on the military lands at Fortress 
Monroe, Va. 

A bill (H. R. 5258) granting a pension to Thomas Cheshire; 

A bill (H. R. 5999) granting additional pension to George H. Fluke; 

A bill (H. R. 6094) making appropriations for the payment of invalid 
and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1885, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 7164) to amend chapter 20 of the Revised Statutes, re- 
lating to the District of Columbia, concerning mechanics’ liens. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows 

To Mr. BISBEE, indefinitely; 

To Mr. JONES, of Alabama, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family ; 

To Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, indefinitely, from necessity. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. DUNN asked and obtained unanimous consent for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case of the claim 
of Sally G. Ford, widow of Richard T. Ford. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the matter of privilege com- 
ing over from the session of yesterday evening, upon which the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does that take precedence of the special order ? 

The SPEAKER. It is a matterof privilege and unfinished business. 

Mr. WELLER. The gentleman from Ohio [{ Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR] 
desires to obtain the attention of the House for a moment upon aques- 
tion connected with the interest of education. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw his demand for the 
regular order ? 

Mr. WELLER. I will for tha? purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemancan not withdrawit conditionally. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I will withdraw the demand for the regular 
order. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is en- 
titled to the floor upon the question coming over from yesterday as un- 
finished business. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, the House is too impatient 
to listen to any discussion about the matter that was brought in here 
yesterday. My impression is that the best thing we can do—— 

Mr. CANNON. There is so much confusion in the Hall that we 
can not hear what the gentleman from New York is saying. 

The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I do not think very much 
harm comes from printing matters. I think the distinctive difference 
between civilization and barbarism is that civilized people print and 
barbarians do not. [Laughter.] My impression is that the best men 
in this House ought to indulge a little more in printing than they do. 
And the worst men are sure to be caught if they do print. 

I have offered an amendment with reference to printing, as a speech 
of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BREWER], a book or a portion 
of a book published by Mr. Blaine, of Maine. It is not a very new 
thing to have books printed in the REcoRD. We have had the oppor- 
tunity, time and again in very many ways, to print ‘matters in the 
RECORD at large. I remember that a member of Congress, or rather a 
Delegate from a Territory, on one occasion printed in the RECORD a 
poem already copyrighted; and the next morning after it was printed— 
on the 22d of April, 1880—Mr. Garfield, our dead President, then a 
member of this House, rose in his place here and asked, as a question 
of privilege, that this poem should be stricken out. Why? He said 

I rise to a question which I presume should be regarded as a question of priv- 
ilege. I call the attention of the House to the Recorp of this morning, and I 
move that it be referred to the Committee on Rules, with instructions to report 
whether the first fifteen pages of to-day’s publication shall go into the perma- 
nent CONGRESSIONAL REcorD. I make this motion with the utmost respect for 
the gentleman [Mr. Downey] who has published in the Recorp the poem to 
which my motion refers. I suppose that members of the House are entirely at 
liberty to speak in verse or in prose, as they may choose; but I raise the ques- 
tion whether a gentleman has the right to file, under the privilege of printing a 
speech in the REcoRD, a copyrighted book, which as appears from the heading 
here this is. It appears to be a poetical work which has been copyrighted, ‘all 
rights reserved ;"’ and whether under the privilege granted by the House to print 
a speech on any given subject a man may file a manuscript copyrighted book 
and print it as a part of the permanent records of the House is a question worthy 
of consideration. 

Mr. Garfield went on to say— 


I think it important for us to know how far the privilege granted a Member 
or a Delegate to print remarks in the CONGRESSIONAL RecorD extends. I rec- 
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there came very near being printed, under this priv- 

ege to print tish volume on which it was 
proposed to publish entire in the ords of this House so as to give it circula 
t Of course it is possible that the privilege of the House may be abused by 
persons getting to print and publishing volumes which the House might 
have no desire to see printed 


some e 


rex 


onomical question 
leave 


It does seem, looking at this matter calmly, that we ought in some 
way or other to restrict this Recorp. I have been trying for years to 
have our RECORD reduced to the proportions of *‘ Hansard.’’ But we 
have to put in everything—matters belonging to the Journal, the 
Clerk’s office, &«.—so we have all this overloading of our RECORD. 

Now as to the political phase of this question. 
Somebody prints from the New York Star a little statement that Mr. 
LOGAN owns 80,000 acres of land. Nobody charges that he obtained 
the land wrongfully. Is there anything wrong about Mr. LOGAN’s 
accumulation of this land? If any member so thinks, let it be printed 
and, if necessary, let it be corrected. Why not? I do not know that 
General LOGAN is a dishonest man. Who does? 

Mr. DUNHAM. He does not own the land and never did own it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then let that be stated, and it ends the 
matter. What is the object of this discussion here to-day except to 
yrevent an adjournment. Let us all go to work and end this matter. 
Cries of ‘‘ That is right!’’] I will move to lay the whole matter on 
the table. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And I will vote for it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
ADoo] yield to the gentleman from New York for the motion to lay on 
the table? 

Mr. McADOO. 
York for debate. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. McADOO. 
York desire ? s 

Mr. COX, of New York. I am through with my remarks. If the 
gentleman from New Jersey will allow me, I make the motion to lay 
on the table. If he does not yield for that purpose I can not make it. 
But I think the great body of the House wants to go to business. 
[Cries of ‘Yes!’ ‘Yes!’ ‘Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’ and ‘ Regular or- 
der !’?} 

Mr. CANNON. Irise to a point of order. That it is not in order 
at this time to lay the pending resolution on the table; that the gen- 
tleman from New York has not the floor for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair expressly inquired of the gentleman 
from New Jersey whether or not he yielded for that purpose. The 
gentleman from New Jersey, when upon the floor in his own right, 
might have made that motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the other side of the House wish to talk on 
this subject after their experience of yesterday, I would suggest to the 
gentleman from New York they be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I think, Mr. Speaker, the best way is to 
end this business and see if we can not work for an early adjournment, 
and therefore I will not withdraw the motion that the resolution be 
laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair never recognized any other gentle- 
man upon the floor to move to lay upon the table than the member in 
charge of a measure or resolution before the House, of course the motion 
never could be made. It is a motion which always comes from the 
opponents of a pending proposition. It is a privileged motion, and the 
Chair understands the gentleman from New Jersey yields to the gentle- 
man from New York for the purpose of submitting that motion. 

Mr. WELLER. Let us go to a work which is of some importance to 
the country; and I hope there will be no delay in proceeding to the 
consideration of the business on the subject of labor and laborers, set 
down for this day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to ascertain whether the 
gentleman from New Jersey has yielded to the gentleman from New 
York to make the motion to lay upon the table. [After a pause. ] 
Will the gentleman from New Jersey respond ? 

Mr. MCADOO. I did yield for that purpose to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say again, Mr. Speaker, that as I under- 
stand the usage of this House the member submitting a resolution or 
having charge of a bill or other measure is generally permitted to have 
the control of its disposition. Therefore I do not understand, pending 
the discussion of this resolution and before the expiration even of the 


I yielded five minutes to the gentleman from New 
How much time have I remaining ? 

Thirty minutes. 
How much more time does the gentleman from New 


hour of the member submitting it, any member of the other side can | 


get up and cut off all further discussion on the subject by moving to lay 
the resolution on the table, thus depriving of the opportunity of reply 
to the remarks in opposition to the resolution on the other side on the 
part of the member who moved the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It may be unusual to do so, but still the motion 
to lay on the table is one which nevercomes from the member in charge 
of a measure It is a hostile proceeding, and once made by a member 
entitled to the floor the Chair is bound to entertain it 

Mr. CANNON rose 

Mr. CANNON. 
a parliamentary 


| Cries of ‘‘Regular order !’’ ] 
I am entitled to the floor for the purpose of making 


inguiry. 
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What does it mean? | 


| Speaker’s table amended by the Senate. 





JUNE 28, 


The SPEAKER. 

Mr. CANNON. 
exceed my rights. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. CANNON. I have never yet in my experience in this House 
heard of a like motion to lay upon the table a pending resolution be- 
fore the mover of the resolution had occupied the time which under the 
rules was allotted to him. Whether there be anything in the rule or 
not allowing such a course to be taken on the part cf the other side, I 
can only say, Mr. Speaker, that the unbroken precedents of parliament- 
ary procedure in this House are against it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from New York to lay the whole subject on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Certainly, and the Chair will hear the gentleman. 
I will not trespass on the patience of the House or 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent this day has been set down 
for the consideration of two bills coming from the Committee on Labor. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HOPKINS] will indicate to the 
Chair which bill he proposes to take up at this time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move to go into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of taking up for con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 6541) providing for the adjustment of accounts 
of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law, 
and pending that motion I move that all general debate be closed in 
two hours. 

The SPEAKER. 


That can only be done by unanimous consent. 
Mr. HOPKINS. 


Then I ask unanimous consent for that purpose. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I understand the bill about to be read 
has been set down for to-day under thespecial order. If I understand 
correctly the ruling of the Chair heretofore, it is in order to raise the 
question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill referred to is in the Committee of the 
Whole House on thestate of the Union; when it is reached in that com- 
mittee its consideration may be objected to. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. May I not raise the question of con- 
sideration now ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is in the House. The question of con- 
sideration is necessarily involved in the motion the gentleman makes, 
for if the House does not wish to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
it will vote down the motion to go into committee. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will be pardoned for not knowing 
much about the rules of the House. I desire to inquire now whether 
I may not move that the House proceed to the consideration of the bills 
on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. Not to-day, the Chair thinks, unless this business 
is first disposed of in some way. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am quite astonished at this new-born zeal on 
the part of the gentleman from Indiana in behalf of the Mexican pen- 
sion bill. He showed no such fervor in behalf of the old Mexican sol- 
diers when the bill was before the House for consideration. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not object 
to the motion to go to the business on the Speaker’s table, for in that 
way we will be able to reach the educational bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I want to see the bill in favor of the Mexican 
pensioners in the hands of its friends and not in the hands of its enemies. 

The SPEAKER. Until the House disposes insome way of the order 
heretofore made it must be proceeded with. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move to vacate that order for the 
purpose I have suggested. F 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is a motion already pending to go intoCom- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending, and it will be sub- 
mitted to the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will it be in order to go to business on the 
Speaker’s table for the purpose of taking up the Mexican pension bill? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have always been ready, Mr. Speaker, 
to take up and consider the Mexican pension bill as itnow stands on the 
1 have always been in favor 
of it as it now is. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is the first time I have known the gentle- 
man to exhibit such active zeal on this subject, and we understand ex- 


| actly what it means. 


Mr. WELLER. I hope the House will do nothing to antagonize the 
consideration of the bills coming from the Committee on Labor which 
have been set down as the special order for to-day. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR If it be proper | 
unanimous consent to present a petition. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order pending the motion to yo into 
Committee of the Whole. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !”’ ] 

Mr. HORR. I rise to a privileged report 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state what it is. 


should like to ask 
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FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HORR, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a bill 
(H. R. 7440) making appropriations for fortifications and other works 


| 
| 
' 


of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending | 


June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; which was read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask now to present the views of the minority, 
accompanied by a substitute for the bill reported by the committee. 
There is one member out of the seven who has not yet signed these 


minority views, and I ask consent that he may have that privilege, to | 


which I imagine the gentleman from Michigan will not object. 

Mr. HORR. Certainly not. 

Mr. RANDALL. [ask also that the report be printed with the re- 
port of the committee, and that the substitute recommended may also 
be printed in the usual form and number of bills, and referred with the 
report of the committee to the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires to offer the substitute now, 


and let it be referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state | 


of the Union with the majority report ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido; and that the usual number of the reports 
accompanying the substitute be also printed, so that each member of 
the House may have an opportunity of examining both recommenda- 
tions. 

There being no objection, the views of the minority were erdered to 
be printed, to accompany the report of the committee; and it was 
further ordered that the substitute bill be printed in the same man- 
ner. 

Mr. HORR. I desire to give notice that I shall call this bill up on 
Monday next immediately after the morning hour, unless the morning 
hour shall be dispensed with, and press it to its passage. 

Mr. STORM. It is understood that all points of order are reserved 
on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Points of order will be reserved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I now move that the House reso]lve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, to proceed with 
the special order. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
titles: 

A bill (H. R. 229) granting a pension to Elizabeth Lawler; 

A bill (H. R. 267) granting a pension to James King; 

A bill (H. R. 314) for the relief of John W. Cummings; 

A bill (H. R, 554) granting a pension to Joseph T. Caldwell; 

A bill (H. R. 1025) granting a pension to Sarah Dayton, widow of 
Erastus G. Dayton ; 

A bill (H. R. 1237) granting a pension to Samuel K. Ruggles ; 

A bill (H. R. 1391) granting a pension to Mary Eliza Dickson, widow 
of Dr. Thomas Dickson; 

A bill (H. R. 1411) granting a pension to Martha M. B. McCullach, 
of Freeport, Pa. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1628) authorizing and directing a sale of the real estate 
and riparian rights now owned by the United States at Harper’s Ferry, 
in the State of West Virginia ; 

A bill (H. R. 1631) to increase the pension of Martha O. Reagan ; 

A bill (H. R. 1757) for the relief of William R. Browne ; 

A bill (H. R. 1977) for the relief of Maria L. Hammer ; 

A bill (H. R. 1998) for the relief of William J. Sawyer ; 

A bill (H. R. 2017) granting a pension to Walter Dickson ; 

A bill (H. R. 2252) for the relief of Christopher P. Davidson ; 

A bill (H. R. 2378) restoring to the pension-roll the name of John 
Allee; 

A bill (H. R. 2419) granting a pension to Robert Nutt; 

A bill (H. R. 2425) granting a pension to Catharine Henry; 

A bill (H. R. 2447) tor the relief of Catherine Terry ; 

A bill (H. R. 2536) granting a pension to Michael Mack; 

A bill (H. R. 2543) granting a pension to James Roden; 

A bill (H. R. 2660) granting a pension to William Printz; 

A bill (H. R. 2714) to increase the pension of James E. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 3294) granting a pension to Emma H. Porch; 

A bill (H. R. 3307) granting a pension to Harriet P. Dame; 

A bill (H. R. 3331) for the relief of Ann McCarney; 

A bill (H. R. 3613) granting a pension to Ira McNair; 

A bill (H. R. 3633) granting a pensign to Sarah E. Price; 

A bill (H. R. 4141) for the relief of Mrs. Rebecca J. Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 4234) granting a pension to Mary Ullery; 

A bill (H. R. 4440) for the relief of John Bostater; 

A bill (H. R. 4717) for the relief of John Swearer; 


A bill (H. R. 5595) granting a pension to Eugene L. Townsend; 
A bill (H. R. 5686) granting a pension to Sarah J. Chipman; 
A bill (H. R. 5894) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morris Husband; 
A bill (H. R. 6171) granting a pension to Noah E. Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 6529) for the relief of John Kane; and 
A bill (H. R. 6542) granting a pension to Harriet 8. Brisbine. 
The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 


| was requested, bills of the following titles: 





A bill (H. R. 4790) granting a pension to Alexander St. Bernard; 
t 


A bill (H. I 


. 4846) granting a pension to Mary E. Seymour, widow 


of Charles J. Seymour, a deceased soldier; 
A bill (H. R. 5070) granting a pension to Temple Golden; 
A bill (H. R. 5457) granting a pension to Allicia Durrant; 


A bill (H. R. 1042) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Sinfield; 

A bill (H. R. 1897) granting a pension to Catharine Hunter; 

A bill (H. R. 1985) granting a pension to Melvin Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 2979) granting a pension to Nancy Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 3108) to protect fish in the Potomac River in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and to provide a spawning-ground for shad and her- 
ring in the said Potomac River; 

A bill (H. R. 4417) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a right of way through the Indian Ter- 
ritory to the Southern Kansas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other 
purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6530) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes. 

The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1581) to provide for the dis- 
posal of abandoned and useless military reservations, and asked a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on said bill, and 
had appointed Messrs. LOGAN, HARRISON, and COCKRELL managers 
at said conference on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate agreed to the resolution 
of the House to amend the report of the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3961) entitled an ‘‘Act to grant to the Gulf, 
Colorado and Santa Fé Railway Company a right of way through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes.’’ 

The message further announced the passage of Senate bills of the fol- 
lowing titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 284) granting a pension to Henry J. Seward; 

A bill (S. 461) granting a pension to Warner Croan; 

A bill (S. 464) granting a pension to James F. Toby; 

A bill (S. 475) granting arrears of pension to Emily Agnel; 

A bill (S. 912) granting a pensiofi to Henry A. Armstrong; 

A bill (S. 1220) for the relief of the heirs of Michael O’ Brien; 

A bill (S. 1225) granting a pension to Mary Hopperton; 
bill (S. 1227) granting a pension Capt. Israel Stough; 
bill (S. 1398) to increase the pension of Andrew J. Bolar; 
bill (S. 1430) granting a pension to Sarah C. Hall; 
bill (S. 1444) granting a pension to William J. Hess; 
bill (S. 1566) granting a pension to Martha Bastin; 
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bill (S. 1627) granting a pension to F. A. Haskell; 

A bill (S. 1645) granting a pension to Asahel D. Whitcomb; 
bill (S. 1971) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine H. Glick; 
bill (S. 2244) granting a pension to James Brown; and 


bill (S. 2049) granting a pension to James King. 

» above Senate bills, numbered 284, 461, 464, 475, 912, 1220, 
1225, 1227, 1398, 1430, 1444, 1566, 1627, 1645, 1971, 2049, and 2244, 
under the previous order of the House, were taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I now insist on my motion that the House resolve 

itself into Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union 

| for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 6541) relating to the 
eight-hour law. 

The motion was agreed to 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill the title of 
| which the Clerk will read. 
| The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6541) providing for the adjustment of accounts of la- 
borers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 
| 
i 


The bill was read, as follows: 








Be it enacted, a That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has 
been employed by or on behalf of the Government of the I ted States since the 
2th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight hours a day's work, 
| shall be paid for each eight hours he has been employed as fora full day's work 
at the price per day as regulated by private parties in the vicinity in which the 
work was performed, without reference to the number of hours’ work required 
by such parties 

Sec. 2. That: ms for labor so performed xeess of ¢ t sperda 
are hereby referre the Court of Claims ' idicated uy t ‘ t 

hours ” >a day's work, and are to be paid for at the rice er day 
f vided I the first section of this and ju ent x “WZ st the 
United States in favor of each claimant for the amount ind due, to be paid as 


other Igments of the Court of Claims agua 


Mr. HOPKINS I yield to my colleague on the committee, the gen- 
i tleman from Massachusetts | Mr. LOVERING who re ported the bill. 
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Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Speaker, in the consideration of this prop- 
osition it may be well to advert hastily to the earlier efforts in securing 
legislation upon this subject. The first bill foranational eight-hour law 
was introduced in the Thirty-ninth Congress, House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Rogers, of New Jersey, February 19, 1866, and in substance pro- 
vided that eight hours constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, 
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| ten hours to eight hours per day the wages shall be reduced pro rata. 


or mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Governmentof the United 


States. It was read a first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on the Judiciary. March 1 of the same session Mr. Niblack, of In- 
diana, House of Representatives, introduced by unanimous consent a 
joint resolution to the same effect, which was also referred to the same 
committee. In the United States Senate, March 5, 1866, Senator Brown, 
of Missouri, introduced by unanimous consent a bill making eight hours 
a legal day’s work for laborers, mechanics, and artisans of the Govern- 
ment; and in the House, March 12, 1866, Mr. Julian offered a similar 
bill, while upon April 16 Mr. Ingersoll, of Illinois, offered the follow- 
ing preamble and resolution: 


Whereas it is one of the paramount duties of all legislative bodies to lighten 
as much as possible the burdens of the laboring classes and promote the gen- 
eral welfare: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Committee on the District 
of Columbia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of establishing by law 
the eight-hour system, as it is called, as constituting a day’s work in the District 
of Columbia; and that the said committee be authorized to report by bill or 
otherwise at any time. 


This resolution was agreed to, and went to the Committee on District of Co- 
lumbia. 


In this Congress no definite action seems to have been taken upon 


any of these bills or resolutions; they appear to have died on the dock- | 


ets of the committees to whom they had been referred. 

Mr. Banks, of Massachusetts, March 28, 1867, introduced the iden- 
tical bill which eventually became a law, and which is now commonly 
and familiarly known as the eight-hour law, and under which arises 
the questions presented in the bill now under consideration by the 
House. The bill passed the House under a suspension of the rule and 
went across to the Senate the same day, where it was read and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, where it died or was forgotten. 

In the Fortieth Congress, second session, January 6, 1868, Mr. Banks, 
of Massachusetts, again in the House of Representatives introduced the 
same bill which was introduced by him in the Thirty-ninth Congress. 
This bill, then known as House bill 365, passed under a suspension of 
the rules and went to the Senate. In that body upon the following 
day, January 7, the bill was received from the House and was read a 
first and second time by unanimous consent, and appropriately referred. 
On the 24th of June, 1368, the bill was taken up for consideration, and 
during the debate upon its passage a discussion ensued, which, if any 
member of the House having doubts as to what was meant will only 
take the trouble to read, I will venture the assertion, if he is fair- 
minded and unprejudiced in his decision, he will concede that the Sen- 
ate clearly intended that no reduction of wages should follow a reduc- 
tion of the hours of labor. This is clearly shown by the rejection of 
the amendment then offered by Senator SHERMAN, which was as fol- 
low Ss 


And unless otherwise provided by law, the rate of wages paid by the United 


States shall be the current rate for the same labor for the same time at the place 
of employment. 


In the debate on this amendment, Senator Conness said: 


| hope this amendment will not beadopted. * 
with this amendment would amount to nothing. 
a reduction of two hours’ labor 


* * 


The passage of this bill 


Senator SHERMAN said, in support of his amendment: 


All I desire is, if the United States Government chooses to take the lead in 
making eight hours a day's work, that it shal] not be compelled to pay for that 
eight hours’ work more than any private individual would pay. * “ws 
no objection to the bill with this amendment, for then the same amount of 


work done for the United States will bear the same price as if done for an indi- 
vidual, no more and no less 


Senator Morton said: 


As I understood the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, I am 
not in favor of it. I think it will virtually defeat the object of this bill. 


To which Mr. Conness said: ‘‘ Of course it will.’’ 


Mr. Morton, re- 
suming, said: 


it proposes to adjust the rate of wages according to the length of time during 
which labor is performed. The effect of it would be to bring down the rate of 
wages, because the time for labor is shortened that much. 


Upon the question that this law was to be an experiment, to determine 


whether as much work could be performed in eight hours as in ten, 
Mr. Morton said: 


It can not be settled and the experiment can not be made if the wages in the 
very beginning are reduced 20 per cent., which would be the practical effect of 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, because, as I understand his amend- 


ment, it proposes that the wages shall be reduced as the hours are in point of 
time. 


Said Senator Stewart: 


The amendment of the Senator from Ohio certainly on no theory would be 
right, and 1 think on a moment’s reflection the Senator himself will see that, 
because I believe it is admitted on al! sides that men will do more work per hour 
if they work eight hours than they will if they work ten hours in a day. 
admitted, I think it isaself-evident proposition. I think itis one of those axioms 
that require very little demonstration. I say a man will do more per hour who 
is only required to work eight hours per day than will a man who is required to 
work ten hours. The less number of hours a man works the more he can do in 


| our support, 





It would simply be | 


Ihave | 





| in my judgment, in a false position. 
If not | 


of wages if only eight hours’ labor was given. 
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the hours he does work. That, I believe, will betaken astrue. This beingso, it 


would not be fair to say that when we reduce the number of hours’ work from 

Certainly 
if aman only works a single houra day he can do more in that hour—make 
greater exertions—than if he had to work every hour of the day. So to adjust 
the wages pro rata according to the number of hours would not be fair 


On this question Mr. Wilson said: 


In this matter of manual labor I look only tothe rights and interests of labor 
In this country and in this age, as in other countries and in other ages, capital 
needs nochampion. It will take care of itself, and will secure, if not the lion's 
share, at least its full share of profits in all departments of industry. * * * 
Whatever tends to dignify manual labor or to lighten its burdens, to increase its 
rewards, or enlarge its knowledge, should receive our syt 





npathies and command 
Animated by these sentiments I shall vote against the amendment 
and for the bill as it came from the representatives of the people. 


Said Senator Buckalew: 
The operation of his (SHERMAN’s) amendment, therefore, when it comes to be 


applied practically, may be found to nullify the proposed law or to embarrass 
the Government in the transaction of public business. * * * Uponthesecon- 


siderations in my judgment it is perfectly clear that if we pass this bill at al! 
we ought not to encumber and embarrass it with the amendment of the Senator 


from Ohio. 

Theamendmentof Senator SHERMAN was rejected, and the bill passed 
the Senate as it came from the House—yeas 26, nays 11; and still the 
officers of the Government which enacted this law have enforced it ever 
since as if this amendment was a part of that law. 

When the bill passed the Senate Senator SHERMAN moved to amend 
so that the title of the bill be changed to make it read: 

A bill to pay Government employés 
in private establishments receive. 

Which plainly showed what he thought at that time of the intent 
and scope of the bill so far as the question of a reduction of wages went 
and to his credit be it said that while Secretary of the Treasury he 
enforced the law, though an attempt to violate it was made by the Di 
rector of the Philadelphia Mint. After the passage of the law it early 
became apparent that Army and naval officers in command of military 
stations, where laborers, mechanics, and workmen were employed, were 
hostile to the spirit and intent of the law and determined to construe 
its provisions to suit them:elves and compel or induce, through fear of 
discharge, workmen to labor ten hours per day or submit to a reduction 
An appeal was taken to 
the President, but at that time nothing definite was obtained, and a px 
tition was presented to Congress, which resulted in the passage by th: 
House of what was then known as the Stevens declaratory resolution 

In first session of the Forty-first Congress, in the House of Representativ 
Monday, April 5, 1869, Mr. Stevens, of New Hampshire, by unanimous conse 
introduced a declaratory resolution. (H.R. No. 72.) 

House of Representatives, Thursday, April 8, 1869, Mr. Stevens, of New Ham, 
shire, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Committee on Naval At 
fairs, with a substitute, House joint resolution giving construction to the res« 


lution of Congress approved June 25, 1568, relating to the hours of labor of cer 
tain Government employés. (H. R. No. 72.) 

The substitute, which was read, provides * that the joint resolution reducing 
and regulating the hours of labor of Government laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics, approved June 25, 1868, shall not be construed as to authorize a corre 
sponding reduction of wages.” 

The substitute was agreed to 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed. 


9 


5 per cent. more wages than employés 


Here, then, within ten months from its passage, is a clear construc- 
tion by the House as to what it intended by the act of June 25, 186s, 
and in language unmistakable it proclaimed its understanding of the 
same, which was that wages should not be reduced to correspond to the 
reduction in the hours of labor. 

April 20, 1869, fifteen days after the passage ofthis resolution, Sena- 
tor Wilson addressed a letter to the then Secretary of War, wherein he 
said: 

Iam clearly of the opinion that the construction put by officers of the Gov- 
ernment upon the act constituting eight hours a day’s work for all laborers 
workmen, and mechanics employed by the United States is a palpable viola 
tion of the spirit and letter of the acts and of the intention of Congress, and of 
the men who petitioned for its passage. 

The recent act of the House of Representatives is the complete demonstration 
that the action of the Government officials is in direct violation of the will of 
the representatives of the people. * * * Congress was not asked to reduce 
the pay in proportion to the reduction of the hours, but to fix the number of 
hours that should make a day’s work. * * * By that law eight nours is con- 
stituted a day’s work, a day’s work that commands a day’s pay. 


The Stevens resolution went to the Senate, where it remained until 
the second session of the Forty-first Congress. In the mean time Presi- 
dent Grant had been appealed to and had issued his first proclamation 
of May 19, 1869, giving for a first time the executive construction to the 
law, which was that no reduction in wages should be had because of a 
reduction of the hoursof labor. When the Stevens resolution came up 
in the Senate no final action was taken, because it was presumed that 
the proclamation of President Grant had settled the matter and that 
the law from that time forward would be respected and enforced. At 
that time Senator Wilson said in the Senate: 

I desire now, however, simply to say that at the last session of Congress, in 
its closing hours, I pressed action on this joint resolution, and mainly and chiefly 
upon this reason: Wy » had passed the eight-hour act in the summer of 1868, but 


the construction that was put upon it by the Departments placed Congress, 
I desire to correct that and to try this ex 

periment fairly and honestly, and not stand before the country as we should by 
the construction of the Departments, as simply demagogues upon this question 
We failed to pass the joint resolution the last session, and the President of the 


| United States, by his construction, I think, relieved Congress, and I am under 


| the greatest obligation to him for it. 


There is no special hurry to act upor this 
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joint resolution, and I propose to let it pass over, as we have other pressing ques- | last of the Government officers hav ing charge of these employés, as I 
tions. 

At that time it will be seen everybody thought that the proclamation 
of the President putting the executive construction upon the law would 
for all time, or until the law was repealed, be respected. There was no 
vreat pressing need of the passage of the resolution, consequently no 
action was taken by the Senate upon it, but which, time has proved, was 
an unfortunate omission. ; ployés and laborers of the Government when they have respectfully 

But it seems that the officers of the Government cared no more for the | acked for their legal rights, and they have in terms been told to get 
proclamation of the President and paid it no more respect than they | them if thev could. It istime a halt was called upon this sort of thing. 
had the law itself; and so willful and flagrant was the continued viola- | 45 Jong as this law remains upon the statute-books the people demand 
tion thereof, that the President was compelled to issue a second proc- | j¢, rigid enforcement, and without any of the equivocations of the past, 
lamation, which he did May 11, 1872, putting the executive construc- | 4+ the hands of those whose duty it is by their oaths of office to en 
tion for a second time upon the law and commanding all officers of the | force all laws: that it shall no more be nullified and trampled on by 
Executive Departments of the Government to obey the law, and stated | the rule of the past, the rule of the so-called ‘administrative discre- 
his second proclamation was issued because the first one had not been | ¢ign.?? which has singled out the only law ever enacted directly in the 
obeyed, namely: interest of labor, and has subjected it to the caprice or hostility of the 

Whereas the act of Congress approved June 25, 1868, constituted, on and after | official who for the time being has been clothed with a ‘‘ little brief 
that date,eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics s ” 
employed by oron behalf of the Government of the United States ; and whereas, authority. . . > . . 
on the 19th of May, 1869, by executive proclamation, it was directed that from The eyes of hundreds of thousands of the wage-workers ef the na 


and after that — no seGnetion should oa in -~ a paid by the Gov- | tion in sy mpathy with their longsuffering brothers are focused upon 
ernment by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on account of ; a Oe a . . : wae oad 
the reduction of the hours of labor; and whereas it is now represented to me | this House and its action of to-day, and they demand that here and 


that the act of Congress and the proclamation aforesaid have not been strictly | NOW Measures be taken to right this great wrong by favorable action 


observed aa a — of the Government having charge of such workmen, | upon the bill now before the House, which I was without dissenting 
laborers, and mechanics . aac : . ‘ . _ » atta s 
"Kew therefore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby | VOte instruc ed to report by the Committee on Labor, who, after a 


sgain call attention to the act of Congress aforesaid, and direct all officers of the careful and exhaustive inve stigation ot the whole subject, which is em- 
Executive apeeeenanne of oe Saeernenens at I — = a bodied, in the report accompanying the bill, and as a result of succes- 
of laborers, workmen, « “chi 8 employer , or o1 alf of the Govern- | ; zere : ; -— 
of laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by oF on behalf of the Govern | <ive hearings, determined in view of the facts that the law from the first 
rnment by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on account of | was ignored, that the two proclamations of President Grant directing 
the reduction of the hours of labor. (U.S. Stat. at Large, vol. 17, page 955 | that ‘‘ no reduction in pay should be had because of a reduction of the 
ee . . ‘ ¢ 7 9? — ea rele a > . Q mere R 
Meantime, petitions and memorials had been sent to Congress for re- | hours of labor’’ were disregarded, that the act of May 18, 1872, fa- 
lief. and on the 18th of May. 1872, seven days after the date of the | Miliarly known as the construction act, which commanded the proper 
above proclamation last quoted, Congress passed an act requiring ac- otlicers to settle and pay without reduction because of the reduction 
counting officers of the Treasury to settle and pay these employés of of the hours of labor,’’ had no more lasting effect than if it had been 
the Government the amounts which had been withheld from them in | Written upon the sands of the shore—I say the committee decided, at 
consequence of the reduction of the hours of labor from ten to eight | the request of the representatives of these laborers and mechanics who 


| am informed, has issued orders enforcing the eight-hour law. But that 
| does not right this great wrong of years. The plain provisions of this 
law in that time have been disregarded and outraged by those who 
should have been the last to have brushed it aside and brought it into 
contempt. 
Men high in official positions have sneered at and insulted the em- 


hours per day, section 5 of which act is in the following language appeared betore them, and who were laborersand employés themselves, 
: ~~ ; san se. thals cage F ate sof the official iugclera 

Srec.2. That the proper accounting officers be, and are hereby, authorized | that they would take their case out 01 the hand Ol the official juggler 
ind required, in the settlement of all accounts for the services of workmen, la- | With their legal rights, and send it to a tribunal where at least the law 


borers, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government ofthe United | wi]] be respected, and where a workman. I care not how humble he 
States, between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituling eight s i : be heard. and if 1} } just grievane ler tl} ] 
hours a day’s work for all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics, and the 19th may be, nay D leard, am : l i 11s a just grievance under MS law, 
day of May, 1869, the date of the proclamation of the President concerning such | Will receive that justice so long dettic d him 
pay, to settle and pay for the same without reduction on account of the reduc 
tion of the hours of labor by said act, when it shall be made to appear that such 
was the sole cause of the reduction of wages, and a sufficient sum for said pur : ; : 
pose is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- | defrauded of his legal right, and the Government practically acknowl- 
propriated edges as much in the case of the laborers and mechanics on the War, 
This act, however, as will be seen, only covered a period of about ten | State, and Navy building in this city, who were paid full day’s wages 
months, from the 25th of June, 1508, the date of the act constituting | for eight hours labor during its construction; again, at Saint Louis, 
eight hours a day’s work, to the 19th of May, 1869, the date of the | where the Government went on and repaid the workmen who labored 
President’s first proclamation forbidding any reduction of wages in | on the public building there, and this was done long after the act of 
consequence of the reduction of the hours of labor, when it should have | 1872, on the basis of ten hours labor; or, in other words, paid them two 


covered the whole period from the 25th of June, 186%, the date of the | hours extra for their labor performed in excess of eight hours. The la 


i claim that every man who has been forced to work for the Govern 


ment ten hours for a day’s wages since the passage of this law has been 


eight-hour law, to the 18th of May, 1872, the date of the passage of | borers on the Capitol grounds have received a full day’s pay for eight 
the act requiring settlement and payment of the amounts withheld on | hours’ labor for the past ten or twelve years. In June, 1872, Mr. A. B. 


account of the reduction of the hours of labor; but evidently the pre Mullet, then Supervising Architect of the United States, issued an order 
sumption of Congress was that the President’s proclamation of May 19, | that certain employés on the public works under construction by him 
1869, had put an end to the violation of the law, and that no reduction | should receive the benefit of the eight-hour law. This they enjoyed 
had been made subsequent thereto; and in some Departments of the | until later, and after the inauguration of President Grant for a second 


Government it had this effect, but in others no regard was paid to | term, when this same Mr. Mullet issued, in March, 1873, another order, 
it, which fact is shown by the second proclamation of the President, | which deprived these same laborers of the benefits of the eight-hour 


issued on the 11th of May, 1872, above referred to. law, and npelled them to again work ten hours in detiance of the 
In the debates upon the passage of the act of 18th of May, 1872, | law. More like instances can be cited of the unequal and partial en 

Mr. Morton, in the Senate, said: forcement of this law, but these aresufficient to illustrate the arbitrary 
I desire to make one suggestion in reply to the Senator from Connecticut as | and capricious spirit of hostility and unfairness which has characterized 

to what was the understanding here when the eight-hour law passed. My re « | the officers of the Government in dealing with this law 

ollection is that the Senator from Ohio sitting behind me! Mr. SuerMan! offered Where. | | Repre tative this fl there anv word 

an amendment to that bill for the purpose of testing the sense of the Senate as ; a — ny sveprest n ative upon this floor, 1s sere any word 

to whether there should be a full day's wages paid for eight hours work oronly | in the original act of June 25, 1868, which can be construed as giving 





l 


eight hours’ labor paid for. My recollection is that the question was distinctly | tg any executive officer of the Government the right, which they have 


presented in that amendment, which was voted down by avery decided ma ’ 4 1 4} . } 4} } > 
jority , usurp to entorceor annul the provisionsof this lawat then picasure 


. : lo enforce its plain provisions fully in Washington and Saint Louis 
Mr. Sumner said: ee ee es y in Washington and ut J 





and deny at the same period of time the enforcement of the same pro 





itis unquestionably an actof justice. These workmen are out of their money i 7 ¢ 4} me ] New York. Philadelp] B i 
Some of them are dead and are represented by their families, and to them this ae en vere eee aw in NCW Wee, iuadelphia, or boston, to the 
small allowance is of very great importance ' do not th < it advisable for us ime grade and class of their « mploves such double dealing with 
to take more time. I think we fairly owe the money, and therefore the sooner | the laborers of the Government is an outrage and a libel upon our 
we pay it the better ‘ } ‘ | 

F fair fume as a nation It is not in keeping and harmony with th 

Under this last act new rolls were made out and a resettlement with | spirit of our institutions, where all at least are presumed to stand as 
the men was made, by which they were paid the same wages for eight | equals before the law, and equally and alike toshare in its benefits and 
hours’ work that they were paid for ten hours’ work betore the pas-| protection. The safety of every’government depends upon the | 
sage of the eight-hour law, thereby making no reduction of wages in | abiding spirit of its people. How important, then, that the Go 


consequence of the reduction of the hours of labor. Yet notwithstand- | ment itself shouldset an example of honest interpretation and entorce 
ing this precedent, which clearly lays down the rule to be pursued in | ment of its laws. It is not enough that laws should be enacted; they 


all future dealings between the Government and this class of its em- | must be faithfully enforced in the spirit and meaning intended by the 


I 
ployés, some of the officers of the Government have ever since insisted | framers. Nothing tends so much to create a suspicion of ‘class legis 
that the men under their charge should either work ten hours per day | lation’’ as a supposed purpose to ignore the claims for justice of one 
or suffer a reduction of their wages to correspond with the reduction of | portion of the people because they labor, while laws thought to bein the 
the hours of labor, and so it has gone on until within a few weeks the | interest of the wealthy receive prompt and scrupulous attention. If 
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are enacted they should be repealed, and not left a dead 
the statute-book to weaken and destroy the contidence of 
the people in the good taith and justice of the Government. 

It is full time that a right by the officers of the Government to the 
exercise an ‘‘admunistrative discretion’’ so manifestly unjust, so 
dangerous in example, with its tendency to weaken the confidence of 
the pe ople and diminish their respect tor all laws, so subversive of the 
underlying principles upon which our republican form of government 
rests, should cease, that their right to the further exercise of it should 
here and now be denied. By their illegal acts the great results which 
were intended to have been secured by the original framers of the law 


upon 


in the interest of humanity and progress, by this experiment and ex- | 


ample of the General Government, have for the time being been de- 
feated. Pass this bill, and it will be the end of this conspiracy and 
rebellion of the the Government against its laws, and will 
forever settle the question as to what Congress intended when it passed 
the original June 25, 1868. ‘* Let justice be done though the 


otticers ot 


act ol 


heavens fall 


Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow mea ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. LOVERING. Certainly 

Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. I would like to know whether the com- 


mittee which reported this bill has formed any estimate of the number 
of claims which will be made under it, if enacted, and the aggregate 
amount of those claims. 

Mr. LOVERING It is impossible to make any exact estimate, 
though there may perhaps be made an approximate estimate based upon 
the amount of money paid by the Government during the time when 
the law was not fully enforced, from June 25, 1868—the period between 


the passage of the original act and the 19th day of May, 1869, the date of 


President's 
tour days 


the first proclamation, a period of ten months and twenty- 

The amount required to pay the claimants in thdt time was some- 
thing like $304,000. At that time the law was grossly and wholly 
violated It would be avery easy matter, taking that as a basis, to 
make a calculation as tothe amount required to pay the claimants for 
the subsequent time. I have not made an exact calculation; but I 
that since that date the officers of the Government, by every 


means within their power, by every scheme which could be invented, 
undertook to evade and defeat the law 


KnOW 


sometimes by getting its work 
the hands of the Government; sometimes by special contracts with 
employés, or engaging them by the hour or by the piece, day, or month. 
I think it safe to say that more than half the employés have since that 
time been employed on that basis. Taking the amount paid during 


done through contractors, thus getting the matter of hiring labor off 


| order the Sec retary recites: 


the period I have named, and calculating on that basis the amount for | 


the subsequent period, it would give something like $4,000,000, or 
$5,000,000. 
one-half the labor done for the Government, and I think it safe to say 
it has, the amount would be about two or two and a half millions. I 
have, however, heard it stated by gentlemen who are better qualified 


to judge than myself on these matters that the amount involved in | 


these claims would not exceed one million or a million and a half of 
dollars. 


Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin. 


hours ? 

Mr. LOVERING. It is a fact. 
which purports to be ** reports ”’ 
disguised with that heading. 
STATE 


And I holdin my hand a document 
of hired men, but which is a contract 
It reads as follows: 

ILLINOIS 
Rock Island County, 8s 


oF 


Personally appeared before me, a clerk of the county court in and for the 
county and State aforesaid [here follow the names of fifty-two employés}, 
who, being duly sworn, upon their oaths do say, that they, as employés at the 
United States arsenal at Rock Island, Illinois, as well as other employés at 
said arsenal, have been required to sign the contract (acopy of which is hereto 
attached and marked Exhibit A) or get no employment at said arsenal, and 
that they, as well as others, signed said contract under protest, knowing that 
eight hours were a legal day’s work in Government employ, and that they so 
continued to work under said contract until the night of the 2d day of April, 
A. 1D. 1884 

Here follow the signatures of fifty-two employés aforesaid. | 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of April, A. D. 1884 

Seal of court RICHARD A. DONALDSON, 

Clerk County Court. 


That was in 1883, fifteen years after the passage of the eight-hour 
law, which expressly commanded that eight hours should be the length 
of aday’s work. In spite of that law the commandant of the arsenal 
says that ten hours shall be a day’s work. Then this paper continues: 


[Exhibit A 
REPORT OF MEN HIRED. 


Rock IsLanp ARSENAL, ——— —, 188-. 

To comply with the requirements of G. O. No. 53, A.G. O., Washington, D.C., 
June 1,1877,a day's work at this arsenal, when the length of the day will per- 
mit, is made to consist of ten hours; but to conform more strictly to the ruling 
custom in this vicinity, as is required by law, one-half hour of this time is allowed 
to the workmen for the longer walk to their work than is necessary in the cities, 
making the hours of labor nine and one-half bours per day. In winter, when 
the hours of daylight will not permit nine and one-half hours of labor, the num- 


Supposing that the law had been violated to the extent of 


Is it a fact that a large part of this | 
work has been done under written contracts specifying the number of 
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ber of hours fixed by orders from time to time will constitute a full day’s work 
When a workman is employed only a part of a day he will be allowed for s 
part of a day's work the number of hours he works divided by the num)x 
hours that constitute a day's work atthe time. Special workmen, such as fore. 
men, guards, firemen,shop attendants, &c., whose duties require their presen. 
more hours than other workmen, will be allowed only one day’s labor for t} 
full number of hours of service required of them in each twenty-four hours, « 
their wages will be fixed accordingly. We, the undersigned, agree to the abov; 


Signature Name. 


For what purpose Wages 
Respectfully submitted 
— , Forema 
Forwarded approved 
In Charge 


Approved 
Commanding 
men work twelve or fourteen hour a day 


they shall receive no more than the price allowed for ten hours’ labor 
At the close of this I read: 


That is to Bay, if these 


We, the undersigned, agree to the above. 


Then there are blank spaces for the signatures of workmen. 
This is an instance of how the officers of the Government evade th« 
spirit and intention of the eight-hour law as recent as the year 1883 


by forcing its employés to sign a written coutract to work ten hours o1 
obtain no work 


I have here the order of the War Department with reference to work 


at this very same arsenal. It is dated December 26, 1883. In thi 


Wark DEPARTMENT, Washington City, December 26, 


188 
Sir: I transmit to you herewith separate petitions purporting to be signed hy 
employés of the arsenal at Benicia,the arsenal at Rock Island,and the arsen 
at Frankford, representing that the provisions of the ‘* eight-hour law "’ (sectior 
3738 of the Revised Statutes) are not complied with at these arsenals, and pray 
ing that they be enforced 

The law referred to does not prohibit Government officers, for good reason 
based on the pecudiar character of the duty of the employé or upon the exigenc) 
of the public service, from making an agreement with an employé of the char 
acter named in the act, that he shall render his services for an agreed price dur 
ing more or less than eight hours in a day, and it may be that some or all of the 
petitioners are employed under such an engagement. 

It is, however, my gpinion that inthe absence of a public exigency the con 
tinuance of active work at Government manufacturing establishments for mor: 
than eight hours a day is in violation of the intent of the statute, and you wi! 
please to instruct the commanding officers of the above-named arsenals accord 
ingly 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


ROBERT T. LINCOLN, Secretary of Wa 


To the Cuter Or ORDNANCE, 


Then he goes on and acknowledges the validity of the eight-hour 
law in the following language: 

It is, however, my opinion that in the absence of a public exigency the con 
tinuance of active work at Government manufacturing establishments for mort 


than eight hours a day is a violation of the intent of the statute, and you will 
be pleased to instruct the commanding officers of the above-named arsenals 


accordingly 

Now, mind me, that order was issued by the commandant at Rock 
Island, Il., through the proper channels on the 26th of December, 
1883. I have in my hand here the sworn statement (see appendix 
of fifty-two of the employés of that arsenal that that orderdid not reach 
their ears until the evening of April 2, 1884, three months and seven 
days after it was issued; and that is a fair example, Mr. Chairman, of 
how this law has been treated at the hands of Government officials. 
There is another and recent example and vindication for and enforce- 
ment of the eight-hourlaw. In the Washington Star of June 25, 1884 
I read the following: 

EIGHT HOURS’ WORK AND INCREASED PAY. 


Mr. Zeph. Jones, superintendent of the Pension building, received to-day a 
communication from General M. C. Meigs, directing him (Jones) to “ announc« 
to the bricklayers that from and after this day, until further aotice, wages of 
bricklayers are fixed at $4.50 per day all round, and that the hours of labor also 
until further notice, are fixed at eight hours per day. This is doneafter consu!- 


| tation with and the approval of the honorable the Secretary of the Interior under 


the eight-hour law, and the wages are those found on inquiry to be now prevail 
ing in the city.”’ 

Before this communication or order was forwarded or issued these 
men received $4 per day for ten hours’ labor, a less price, 
formed, than was paid by private parties on private work. Now, under 
these instructions and with the approval of the honorable Secretary of 
the Interior, they are to labor but eight hours and are to receive $4.50 
per day; or, in other words, they are to receive until further notice the 
benefits of the eight-hour law, as intended by the original framers of 


as I am in- 


| the act, in all its full intent and meaning. 


Mr. STORM. If the gentleman will permit me I would like to ask 


| him a question. 


Mr. LOVERING. Certainly. 

Mr. STORM. I desire to make an inquiry concerning the second 
section of the bill. These laborers amount to tens of thousands, and 
that second section refers all these claims on the part of these laborers 
to the Court of Claims, and judgment is to be rendered severally on 
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each claim. Now,why not have provision in the bill, where there is 
no dispute about the facts and the amounts due, that the Departments 
shall be at liberty to pay to these parties the small sums which the 
facts will show to be due to them; because I take it, Mr. Chairman, 
that in nine cases out of ten there is no dispute as to the fact that these 
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parties worked a certain number of hours in excess of the eight hours | 


, provided in the law. after that date eight hours a day s work for all laborers, workmen. and mechan 
. a o : : ‘ ‘ -| ies employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States : 
As the bill is, it practically compels them to go to the Court of Sak coiadadanem ain thes 1a dale OF Mine. Shthiwens TO0k tnt executive aeculie 
Claims, and, as many of the amounts are quite small, the costs which | mation it was directed that from and after that date no reduction should be 
the United States would have to pay would be as much or more than | ™#de in the w ages paid by the nee by the _ a h ae rs, work 
. a : men, and chanics on account of such reduction of the hours of labor 
the claims themselves. As I have said, the bill compels every one to | eee et ees now te ore ened Guna Cities ental Cuaammen cnt the | 
go to the Court of Claims, and in reference to these small claimants | proclamation aforesaid have not been strictly observed by all the officers of the . 
objection might be obviated by inserting a provision allowing the De- | Government having charge of such laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
. : “a: : : Now, therefore, 1, Ulysses 8. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby 
; partments, where there is no dispute as to the facts and amounts, to | aoain call attention to the act of Congress aforesaid, and direct all officers of 
settle with the parties without going to the Court of Claims. the executive department of the Government having charge of the employ- 
7 5 h 
Mr. LOVERING. This bill was born of the experience and of the suf- | ment and payment of laborers, workmen, or mechanics employed by or on 
5s . . . behalf of the Government of the United States to make no reduction in the 
fering and treatment these parties have received at the hands of these | \aces paid the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and 
officers themselves since the time when they were entitled to payment | mechanics on account of the reduction of the hours of labor 17 Statutes at 
of their aims. There are now under the original act of 1872 hun- | Large, 95 
, ; . ’ clai ; still ling i I nea i P the Tre: = And your petitioners further show that the Congress of the United States 
: dreds of claims still pending in the accounting offices of the Treasury | jeced in act approved on the 18th day of May, 1572, the second section of which 
Department where, under the construction put upon the law by the | is as follows 
accounting officers themselves, these claims have been brushed aside Phat the proper accounting officers be, and hereby are, authorized and re 
1 payme ‘efused quired, in the settlement of all accounts for the services of laborers, workmen, and 
ane payment rerused. . ; mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, } 
Mr. STORM. Inthe cases indicated by me where the amounts were | between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight hours 
small and the facts undisputed under this bill the Departments might a 8 Ww rk for all su h labor rs, workmen und mage h ance and the 19th day 
. . o y SOY, th date of the roclamation of the President concerning such 
be permitted to pay without compelling the claimants to go to the pay, Po conan oat pay for th ae iii saunas ein acenamad ait, deataeahenn 
Court of Claims. of hours of labor by said act, when it shall be made toappear that such was the 
Mr. LOVERING. The law has been evaded; it has been picked to | sole cause of the reduction of wages, and a sufficient sum for said purpose ts 
. . . : : hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
pieces, construed and misconstrued; it has been got around in every | printed 7 itatnies at Lares. 134 
conceivable shape and form; and the workmen of the Government And your petitioners further show that, notwithstanding the plain letter and 
P have come to this committee in despair and asked this bill be passed, pe of the « - — } a ne a See Pre ee proclamati : 
ee . . a Pm . ae . oat ee : a f enforcing it, and notwithstanding the tnterpretation given to 1¢ law by the ac 
presenting it to them as their bill; andI think it no more than fair the | of Congress last quoted, which your petitioners are advised by counsel is bind 
House should accede to their demand and give it to them, as they are | ing upon all executive and judicial officers, your petitioners have been com 
the interested parties and have asked for it. | Be a d to work ten hours for a day’s work under —— of WT ne 
er . . duction of t ir daily wages of 20 per cent. in case they worke« rut eight hours 
Mr. STORM. I understand an amendment will be made of the char- | ¢ a Gav's work. i at ti = 
acter I have suggested, and as it will obviate the objection I have raised, The following order will show how and upon what authority the eight-hour 
I will not say anything more about it. law, which is now enforced, was violated for six month: each year for s1x 
r~Tr . : . . years 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Before the gentleman from Massachu- | *** a ee 
setts takes his seat I will be glad to ask him a question, if he will yield | : a 
’ NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 30, 187 


the floor to me. 

Mr. LOVERING. With pleasure. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If I understand the law on the statute- 
book it simply provides that a day’s labor when performed by a Gov- 
ernment employé shall be eight hours. Do I understand the gentle- 
man to assume where the Government by special contract—— 

Mr. LOVERING. I make no such assumption. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Do I understand the gentleman to say 
where one of the Government employ¢s by special contract agrees to 
exceed the number of hours by increasing the compensation—— 

Mr. LOVERING. I made no such assumption. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Do I understand where a Government 
employé enters voluntarily into the Government service with notice 
that a day of ten hours will be exacted, and in pursuance of that notice 


performs labor for ten hours, he has a legal and equitable claim against | 


the Government for an excess of over eight hours a day ? 

Mr. LOVERING. Ishouldsay no. I think not, because it was de- 
cided by what is called the Martin case. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I confess to having read this bill, and it 
is sufficiently comprehensive to permit an employé to assert a claim 

. against the Government in either of the two contingencies. I have 

mentioned either that of special contract for service of ten hours a day, 
or where, in pursuance of notice, the office has been accepted to per- 
form ten hours a day of labor. In either case the claimant may go to 
the Court of Claims and make demand for the excess of labor over eight 
hours provided in the statute. 

Now, the gentleman will understand me that I believe the law ought 
to be enforced strictly. 


Mr. LOVERING. I now yield the floor. 


APPENDIX. 

Pypiee for the enforcement of the eight-hour law, and to pay to employés of 
= Government wages hitherto withheld in violation of the * eight-hour 
aw. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America : 

Your petitioners respectfully represent that they are laborers, workmen, or 
mechanics who now are or who have been employed by or on behalf of the 
Government of the United States subsequent to the 19th day of May, 1869; that 
on the 25th day of June, 1868, the following became the law of the !and 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That eight hours shall constitute a day’s work 
for all- laborers, workmen, and mechanics now employed or who may be here- 
after employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States; and 
that all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed.”’ (15 Statutes at Large, 77.) 

Your petitioners further show that on the 19th day of May, 1869, U. S. Grant, 

P then President of the United States, issued a proclamation, from which the fol- 
lowing extract is taken : 

“Whereas the act of Congress approved June 25, 1868, constituted on and after 
that date eight hoursa day's work forall laborers, workmen, and mechanics em- 
ployed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, and repealed 
all acts and parts of acts inconsistent therewith : 

“ Now therefore I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby 


direct that from and after this date no on shall be made in the wages 


paid by the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
on account of such reduction of the hours of labor 16 Statutes at Large 
1127. 

Your petitioners further show that on the llth day of May, 1872, the President 
of the United States issued another proclamation, of which the following is an 
extract, to wit 

“Wheress the act of Conmress 


reduct 


approved June 25, 1868, constituted on and 








The following decision of the Supreme Court of the United States is published 


for the information of the Navy ’ 
, ; * 
by the Su- 


abor tor 


Under this construction of the law 
preme Court of the United States, the Department has fixed the rate of 
mechanics, foremen, leading men, and laborers on the basis of ‘ 
All workmen electing to labor only eight hours per day will receive a prop 
tionate reduction of their wages. 


regulating public labor, given 





ten hours a 


R. W. THOMPSON. Secretary of the Nav 


The above order wasissued by the honorable Secretary of the Navy upon the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, No. 401, October term, 1876, 
the United States, appellants, vs. Arthur Martin 

rhe judicial action is reported in the case of Martin vs. U. S.,4 Otto, 400 

The Martin case had no merit in it Martin worked under aspecial contract, 
was paid extra wages, then made claim under the act of May 1s, 1872; his claim 
was adjusted. The amount found due under that act was paid and he gave a 
receipt in full, which relieved the Government of any further indebtedness 

The above order was enforced at the navy-yard, League Island, Pa., by the 
commandant, as shown by the following—a similar order being issued at each 
of the other navy-yards 

Cireular 
COMMANDANT’S OFFICE, UNITED STATES NAVY-YARD 


League Island, July 7, 1877 
rhe following will be the ten-hour 


rule: From 7.30 a. m 


working hours at this yard under the 
until 12.30 p. m.; from 1 p. m,. until 6 p. m. 
C. H. WELLS, Captain, Commanding 


Circular. } 


COMMANDANT’S OFFICE, UNITED STATES NAVY-YARD 


League Island, September 4, 1877 


By direction of the honorable Secretary ofthe Navy, the hour of quitting work 
on Saturdays is changed from 6 to 5 o'clock, commencing next Saturday, the 
Sth instant 

C. H. WELLS, Captain, Commandant 


Circular 

NavY DEPARTMENT 
Washington, D. ¢ 
Sir: The working hours in the several navy-yards may be as follows: From 
March 21 to September 21,7 a.m. to6p.m.; from September 22 to March 20, 
7.40 a.m. to 4.30 p.m., with the usual intermission of one hour for dinner. This 

regulation is not designed to carry with it any present reduction of pay 

Very respectfully 


October 25. 1877 


R. W. THOMPSON, Secretary of Navy 
Capt. C. H. WELLs, U.S. N., 


Commandant Navy- Yard League Island, Pa 
Circular 


COMMANDANT’S OFFICE,’UNITED STATES NAVY-YARD 
League Island, October 26, 377 
The working hours at this navy-yard will be as follows, commencing to-mor 
row, the 27th instant: From March 21 to September 21,7 a.m.to 6 p.m.; from 
September 22 to March 20, 7.40 a.m. to 4.30 p.m., with an intermission 
hour for dinner. This regulation is not designed to carry with it any present 
reduction of pay 


of one 


C.H 
Order No. 59 


WELLS, Captain, Commandant 


COMMANDANT’S OFFICE, UNITED STATES Navy-YARD 


League Island, Pa., March 20, 1883 
from March 21 


ha half-hour 


The working hours at 
1883, will be from 


this navy-yard 
5.30 p.m., wit 


1883, to September 21, 


7 a.m. to intermission for dinner 








748 


| 
in accordance with Department circular No.8, of March 21,1878, and letter of 
March 29, 1879 


E. SIMPSON, Commodore, Commandant, 


[Order No, 60.) 
COMMANDANT’S OFFiIce, UntTep STatTes NAVY-YARD, 
League Island, Pa., March 21, 1883. 
ommandant’s order No. 59, of the 20th inst., is hereby revoked, and by direc- 
tion of the honorable Secretary of the Navy the present eight hours of labor 


will continue until otherwise ordered 
E. SIMPSON 


( 


| 
Commodore, Commandant. 
[Order No. 62.] 


COMMANDANT'sS OFFIce, UNITED STATES NAvy-YARD, 
League Island, Pa., March 24, 1883. 
Until otherwise ordered, the hours of labor at this yard will be from 8 a. m. 
until 12 m.,and from 1 to 5 o'clock p.m. This togo into effect on Monday next, 
the 26th inst 
E. SIMPSON, Commodore 


The eight-hour law has been violated from on or about June, 1877, to March 
1883, since which time it has been enforced, under ordersof Hon. William 
E. Chandler, Secretary of the Navy, of that date, and is now in operation at all | 
navy-yards; and that from August 25 to September 19, 1883, while the United | 
States steamer Ossipee was on Cramp & Son's dry-dock, in Philadelphia, Pa., 

undergoing repairs, the employés were worked ten hours per dey,ont 
one and a quarter day's wages for ten hours’ work, thereby carrying out the | 
law as passed by Congress June 25, 1568. | 
We would also state that, during the time the law was violated, the employés | 
were paid the same rate of wages for eight hours’ work as they received for ten 
hours’ work 
As to the War Department, we would state that the “ eight-hour law” has 
been violated in the same manner as in the Navy Department. 
of arsenals at Benicia, Cal 


, Commandant. 


26 


received | 


The employés 
Rock Island, I1l., and Frankford, Philadelphia, Pa., 
petitioned Hon. Robert T. Lincoln, Secretary of War, several months ago, to en- 
force the law, and the following order was promulgated at Frankford arsenal, | 
namely 
[Post Order No.3 ] | 
THE FRANKFORD ARSENAL, January 8, 1884 


I. In accordance with the decision of the Secretary of War, dated January 3, 
18é, the working hours at this arsenal will, on and after the 9th instant, be as 
foliows, for all days of the week: From 8 a. m. until 12 o’clock noon, and from | 
12.30 until 4.30 o'clock p.m. 

Il. The officers in charge of shops will prepare and submit, for approval of 
the commanding officer, detailed regulations regarding signals for beginning 
and stopping work, roll-calls, &c. 

By command of Major 8. C, Lyford 

FRANK BAKER 
Lieutenant of Ordnance, Post Adjutant. 
Official | 


FRANK BAKER, Lieutenant of Ordnance. 


At the arsenal at Benicia, Cal., Rock Island, Ill.,and other posts under the | 
immediate charge of the War Department, the employés are compelled to work 
nine and ten hours per day, while at the arsenal at Frankford, Philadelphia, 
Pa., the employés are receiving the benefit of the eight-hour law, by order of | 
Hon. Robert T. Lincoln, Secretary of War, dated January 3, 1884 

Your petitioners therefore pray that a law be enacted directing and requir- | 
ing your petitioners to be paid for the extra work which they have performed 
in excess of eight hours per day since the act quoted above provided for paying | 
the workmen up to the 19th day of May, 1569, and appropriating the money to | 
make said payments. And your petitioners further pray that such penal laws | 
may be enacted as will for the future compel the administrative officers of the | 
Government to respect the rights of labor under the eight-hour law. 

Respectfully submitted by 


J. M. DAVIS, 
Representative of Petitioners, Richmond Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to give notice, Mr. Speaker, that at the | 
proper time I will move the amendments which I send to the Clerk’s | 
desk to be read. As it will be seen, one of them obviates the objection 
raised to the second section of the present bill by my colleague [Mr. 
SToRrM }. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That isall. I desireonly giving notice that at the 
proper time I will move them as amendments to the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The amendments will be read now for informa- | 


Strike out all after the word “ work,” in line 8 of section 1, the following 
words: “At the price per day as regulated by private parties in the vicinity in 
which the work was performed, without reference to the number of hours’ | 
work required by such parties.”’ 

In line 2, section 2, after the word “ day,” 
or may not be settled upon that basis.’ 

After the word “for,” in line 4 of this section, insert the words “as such.” 

Strike out in line 5 the words “as provided for in the first section of this act,”’ 
and insert ‘‘ called for by the contract, express or implied.”’ 


Mr. HOPKINS. I now reserve the remainder of my hour. 

Mr. CLAY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
if there is any question that these laborers in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment did not receive the same amount of wages that were paid by 
private parties in the communities in which they worked. Is there 
any question as to that fact, that they did receive the same wages given 
to other parties hy private persons in the communities where the work | 
was done? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The facts are not uniform 
some cases they did, in others they did not. But this bill, I think, | 
will make that practice uniform. The amendment I propose to offer 
makes an express contract in reference to the matter, so that there 
must be uniformity. 

Mr. CLAY. There is an act of 1862 I understand limiting the | 
wages to be paid to laborers under Government contracts to the same 
amount as that paid by private contractors in the same vicinity. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is. 


insert: “‘And which have not been 


} 


in that respect. In 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| cupied by those in favor of the bill. 


| cated the Secretary of the Navy intended to accomplish. 


|} and unequal previous to 1868. 
| Government complained that in certain parts of the country at certain 


| law of 1868 does not repeal it. 
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Mr. CLAY. 


If that be so, does not your amendment make a nullity 


| of this bill? 


Mr. HOPKINS. I think not. 

Mr. CLAY. If they receive the amount they are entitled to under 
the law, or the amount that private laborers receive under private con- 
tracts, then they have gotten all they could have obtained under this 
bill as proposed to be amended by you. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That law provided that the employés under the 
Government should receive the same per diem of wages as is paid in 
the localities by private employers. Subsequently Congress passed an 
act declaring eight hours to be a legal day. Now take a case where 
parties in that locality were paying at the rate of ten hours for a legal 
day. Then the Government officers who would restrict their employ¢s, 
or deduct from them pro rata, those who served only eight hours, would 
be violating this law; and it is the intention of theamendment I have 


| offered to give the laborer the benefit of the two hours that they are 


required to work, and not allow any reduction from their wages. 

But I object to this being taken out of the limit of the time to be oc- 
Only two hours will be allowed, 
and one hour we supposed will be occupied in opposition. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwas not aware that the time was limited. | 
certainly did not consent to it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I propose at the expiration of two hours to ask the 
House to close the general debate, and inasmuch as one hour is to be 
given in support of the bill only, I think it unjust to occupy any por- 
tion of that time in opposition to it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit 
me one moment? Is it not true that the employés of the Government 
have received as much in all instances as is givento laborers for private 
parties in the communities where the work is done for a similar serv- 
ice ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
locality ? 

Mr HOPKINS. I must decline to yield any further. 
man will have time to make his own argument. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have examined into the matter and I think 


They have not received for eight hours as much 
But as much for a day’s work as is given in that 


The gentle- 


| they do receive just as much. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Chairman, if this bill shall pass it will make 
a raid on the Treasury second only to the arrearages-of-pension act; and, 
sir, it will not be so much of a second, either. I undertake to say if it 
shall become a law, that $30,000,000 will not foot the accounts; and 
I say so after laborious and exhaustive investigation. Itis one of those 
bills, Mr. Chairman, which the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BEL- 
FORD] ought to support if he desire to carry out in good faith his favor- 
ite proposition of emptying the Treasury by every means. 

What is the eight-hour law? I undertook when the Senate amend- 


| ments to the naval appropriation bill were up for consideration some 
| time ago to try to condense within a few minutes a statement of what 


the law was and what purpose some of those amendments plainly indi- 
Tam glad 
now to have the opportunity, if the House will give me its attention, 
to amplify and complete the remarks I was unable to make then. 

The eight-hour law is a mere declaration of what shall constitute a 
day’s work when performed for the Government without any special 
contract. Suppose the Government agreed to pay so much per month 
for labor? There is a lunar month and acalendar month; there is one 
calendar month, except in leap-year, of twenty-eight days; there are 
four calendar months of thirty days each, and the remainder of the 
months of the year have thirty-one days each. Now, the Government 
can certainly define by statute a measure of time that shall cover a 
day or a month, as well as an hour, a minute, or asecond. Owing 
to the different length of days, and the different climates prevailing on 
this vast continent, the different facilities and opportunities for labor, 
the hours for a day’s work, even for the Government, were irregula1 
The mechanics and employés of the 


seasons of the year they had to work more hours for the same pay than 
Government employés did elsewhere, and hence Congress in 1868 passed 
a declaratory law that eight hours should constitute aday’s work. But 
it never said that the laborer could not make a contract for a longer 
time. It never said the Government officer or agent should be pun- 
ished or be prohibited without punishment from requiring a greater 
length of time to constitute a day’s work by contract. It only under- 


| took to say what should constitute a day’s labor when there was no 


special agreement about it. 

Now, sir, from the foundation of the Government up to that time 
the good sense and honesty of the heads of Departments and public 
officers were a guide in employing labor, both as to hours of work and 
rate of wages; controlled, however, by the hours and rates prevailing 
in the vicinity for the same sortof work. There never was any statute 
regulating a mechanical day’s labor until 1862, and the act of 1862 
relating to the navy-yards is of force to-day. The so-called eight-horr 
That act of 1862 reads thus: 

That the hours of labor and the rate of wages of the employés in the navy 
yards shall conform as nearly as is consistent with the public interest with those 
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of private establishments in the immediate vicinity of the respective yards, to 
be determined by the commandants of the navy-yards, subject to the approval 
and revision of the Secretary of the Navy. 


If that law has ever been changed I would like to see where it was 
changed. I know it is not included in the Revised Statutes. It is 
only one of the many laws omitted in that edition of the statutes which 
ought to be there. But I defy any man on this floor to say that the 
act of 1862 relating to labor in the Navy Department has ever been 
repealed, altered, or amended except to prescribe that when there is 
no contract between the Government officer and the employés as to time 
eight hours shall constitute a day’s work. 

“The case has been different as to clerical labor. But before I allude to 
the clerical service, I willsay that although no statute was ever passed 
in regard to mechanical labor by Congress until 1862, and then only in 
reference to the navy-yards, President Van Buren did, in 1840, issue an | 
order requiring that nine hours in winter and eleven hours in summer, 
with one hour’s recess for dinner, should constitute a day’s work for 
all mechanies. As I said, there was no law but custom—the custom 
of the vicinity—up to 1840, when President Van Buren issued his or- 
der, and there was nothing but custom and that order to govern mechan- 
ical labor until 1862, when Congress passed the act that I have just 
read, in relation to the employés in the navy-yards. And that is the 
law to-day, which your Secretary is violating with audacious impunity 

Until 1836 the discretion of the heads of Departments governed 
clerical labor about the hours that the clerks should work and the De- 
partments should be kept open. But in 1836 Congress passed an act that 
they should be opened eight hours in winter and ten hours in summer. 
In 1874 that law was repealed, so as to restore to the discretion of heads 
of Departments the length of time in each day the Departments should 
be kept open and clerks and employés required to write and work. 
And we know that they have kept the Departments open since 1874 
only from 9 in the morning until 4 in the evening, with an hour’s in- 
termission, which makes but six hours’ labor a clerical day’s work. 
This explains why there are twice as many clerical employés in the 

Departments as there ought to be, and why members of Congress who 
have often wanted to go to the Departments before 9 o’clock in the 
morning or after 4 in the evening have not been able to do it. 

So much, then, in a general way as regards the history of legislation 
both in reference to mechanical and clerical labor for the Government. 
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And what was the pitiful pretext of General Grant’s architectural 
bureau for making that splendid donation to the contractor? It was 
this: ‘‘ Here is an eight-hour law; if we let the erection of these build- 


| ings out to contractors and pay them 15 per cent. on the total cost for 


their compensation, we will then save the Government 5 per cent. of 
the money which it would have to pay to the laborers under the eight- 
hour law.’’? And that miserable theft continued during both admin- 
istrations of General Grant and during the greater part of the admin- 
istration of the fraud Hayes. 

The Government paid for the tools and powder and shops to take out 
the granite at the quarries in Maine and Massachusetts and else- 
where for the construction of these eight buildings. I remember one 
case of a quarry where Government paid about $130,000 for buildings, 


| tools, &c. After the contract had been complied with for the deliv- 


ery of the rock for two of these eight large public buildings the 


| tools, workshops, «e., were advertised in two obscure papers, and 


sold for the petty sum of twelve or thirteen hundred dollars; and 
then the contractors turned right around in a short while and resold 
them tothe Governmert at first cost, to commence operations for quarry- 
ing, dressing, and shaping the rock for the erection of some of the other 
public buildings. And all that was done under the pretext of saving 
5 per cent to the Government in order to flank, so to speak, the eight- 
hour law. 

That is one raid which has been perpetrated on the Treasury. Shall 
you permit another by passing this bill to allow the laborers who con- 
structed the eight buildings mentioned to come in and prove their ac- 
counts for more wages? Notice the words, how comprehensive and 
general they are, that ‘* whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, 
has been employed by or on behalf of the Government’’ shall come in 
and ‘* prove his account’’ and draw his pay at the rate of a day’s wages 
for eight hours’ work. 

I have alluded to these eight large and costly buildings only as hav- 
ing been constructed by contract in that way. Most of the small pub- 
lic buildings, until recently, were erected by the Government itself. 
At a low estimate, for the last sixteen years since this so-called eight- 
hour law was passed, which I contend was merely a statutory declara- 
tion, like a statute declaring that sixty minutes shall constitute an 
hour—during these sixteen years the Government has appropriated 
probably about $7,000,000 a year on the average tor public buildings. 





There are two noted facts in connection with the eight-hour law: one 
is that nothing is ever said about it except in Presidential election years, 
and the other is that whenever most fuss is heard in regard to it a big 
haul on the Treasury is afoot. One can not help but suspect that even 
President Van Buren’s order regulating the hours of labor in 1840 was 
designed to catch the mechanics’ vote, as that was a Presidential elec- 
tion year. As tothe attacks on the Treasury, one grand raid has already 
been made under the 15 per cent. compensation to contractors for Gov- 
ernment buildings, and this bill now proposes to make still another. 

The act was passed in 1868, when General Grant was for the first 
time a candidate for President of the United States. Another act was 
passed in 1872 providing compensation for all laborers between the time 
the first act was passed and when the first proclamation was issued by 
President Grant in the spring of 1869. Mark you, it only provided 
pay for ten months and twenty-fourdays. If this act of 1872 had been 
intended in good faith, why did it not provide for paying the unsettled 
accounts of laborers up to the time it was passed, and also provide for 
compulsory payments in future? If the act had been designed to make 
a mandatory instead of a declaratory law that a laborer should work 
eight hours and no more, why did it not say so; and why did it not at- 
tach a penalty for any officer or agent who should violate it? 

I will tell you the reason why I suspect the act was not made man- 
datory and one reason why no appropriations were made in 1872 to carry 
it out except for ten months and twenty-four days. It was because 
certain parties connected with General Grant’s administration con- 


cluded they saw where they could make millions of dollars out of | 


the so-called eight-hour law by first getting large appropriations to 
erect public buildings and then letting them out by contract and pay- 


ing the contractor 15 per cent. on the gross amount as profit for his care | 


and supervision. 
The post-office building at Boston, the post-office building at New 
York, the court-house at Philadelphia, the custom-house buildings at 
Hartford, Saint Louis, Cincinnati, and Chicago, and the State, War 
and Navy building in this city, which up to 1880 had cost over $32,- 
000,000, exclusive of the sites for the buildings, were erected under 
what purported to be the 15 per cent. compensation to contractors; 
that is, the Government paid full price for the granite, the lime, the 
tools, workshops, and all the materials used in the construction of those 
eight mammoth edifices; paid full wages to the laborers, both common 
and skilled; furnished clerks, footed all the bills, and then paid the 
contractor 15 per cent. on the gross amount as his compensation. 
While, as I have said, these eight buildings, exclusive of the sites, some 
of them finished only recently, and one, the State, Warand Navy build- 
ing, not yet completed, cost over $32,000,000, and the contractors were 
paid 15 per cent. on the total cost, everything was done that encouraged 
the contractors to pay the costliest prices for the materials and the 
highest wages for labor, because it increased the amount upon which 
they received a percentage. 


That would be over $100,000,000 for public buildings from the time 
this act proposes to make the Govgrnment liable. How much has been 
appropriated and expended for rivers and harbors? Nearly $100,000, - 
OOU more. 

As these men are to get 25 per cent. more wages than they were paid 
| in every instance where they worked over eight hours a day, you will 
| perceive at once that one-fourth of $200,000,000 in the two items alone 

which I have alluded to, public buildings and rivers and harbors, would 
| be $50,000,000. But it is not that much, and I will explain why. It 
is only half that sum. 

There is no contest about the eight-hour law during the six winter 
months. The sun does not shine long enough for laborers to work any 
more hours a day than eight, when you allow a little time for dinner. 
But during the six summer months there is time for ten hours’ and even 
twelve hours’ work aday; and we know that domestic servants and agri- 
cultural laborers work even longer than that. 

The only contest which these laborers make in this claim-agents’ 
bill, for it is nothing else than a claim-agents’ bill, is about their com- 
pensation during the six summer months. Government establishments 
as well as private establishment in this country average only about 
eight hours a day in the winter months. But in the summer time, as 
I have said, private workshops and factories average at least ten hours 
aday. It is proposed by this bill to pay the laborers for two hours a 
day more than they worked during six months in the year. That is 
the whole thing in a nutshell. 

The custom of the Departments, as well as President Van Buren’s 
order and the act of 1862, in brief the law, is that the officers and agents 
of the Government shall pay to public employés the same wages for 
the same hours of labor that is paid in private establishments in the 
vicinity for the same kind of work. There are those who pretend to 
construe this eight-hour law as mandatory, to compel the Government 
to give ten hours’ pay for eight hours’ work during the six summer 
months, thereby making a donation of two hours’ pay for six months 
of the year to Government employés more than employés in private 


establishments in the neighborhood receive. Hence as they only seek 
to get 25 per cent. more wages for the six summer months, it will be 
seen that it will amount to only half of the $50,000,000, which is about 
one-fourth of the appropriations for public buildings and for rivers and 
harbors alone. 

Then go to your navy-yards, go to the War Department, go to the 
Interior Department. As this is Presidential election year, even Secre- 
tary Teller is afflicted with a desire to enforce the eight-hour law. 
There is a pension building being erected on Judiciary Square in this 
city now, and perhaps the idea is to draw mechanics from abroad— 
Democrats, at big pay—so that they can leave about election time to 
vote the Republican ticket. This eight-hour law was enforced or not 
enforced almost anywhere and anyhow as it snited the Government 
officers to construe it up to 1876 
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In that year there was a suit brought by a man named Martin 
to have the law construed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Martin had been employed for five years in the steam-heating 
works and gas-room of the Naval Academy at Annapolis. About one- 
third of the five years he worked eight hours a day; during the other 
two-thirds he worked twelve hours a day. He claimed that the eight- 
hour law was not declaratory but mandatory. He sued the Govern- 
ment for the additional pay that he claimed was due him. 
went to the Supreme Court and was decided against 


His case 
him in 1876. I 


ask the Clerk to read an extract from the decision of that court in 4 
Otto’s Re ports 

The Clerk read as follows 

There are several things which the act does not regulate, which it may be 
worth while to notice | 

First, It does not establish t! Skilled la- 


e price to be paid for a day's work 








essarily commands a higher price than mere manual labor, and whether 
wag ire high or low pends chiefly upon the inquiry whether those having 
labor to bestow are more numerous than those who desire the service of the 
laborer 
e pals, so far as the law can give the power, are entitled to employ as 
many workmen, and of whatever degree of skill, and at whatever price they 
think fit d except in some special cases, as of children or orphans, the hours 
of | rand the price to be paid are left to the determination of the parties in- 
terested Che statute of the United States does not interfere with this principle 
es not spe y any sum which shall be paid for the labor of eight hours, nor 
that the price s ll be more when the hours are greater or less when the hours 
ire fewe It is silent as to everything except the direction to its officers that 
eight hours shal mstitute a day's work for a laborer 
Sex d. That statute does not provide that the employerand the laborer may 
not agree with each other as to what time shall constitute a day’s work rhere 
are me branches of labor, connected with furnaces, founderies, steam or gas 
works, where the labor and exposure of cight hours a day would soon exhaust 
the strength of a laborer and render him permanently an invalid. The Gov- 
ernment officer is not prohibited from knowing these facts, nor from agreeing 
it is proper, that | 


a less number of hours than eight shall be accepted as a 
Nor does the statute intend that, where out-of-door labor in the 
lays of summer may be offered for twelve hours at a uniform price, the | 
er may not so contract with a consenting laborer 


y's work 





ird the statute chiefly as in the nature of a direction from a principal 
to his agent, that eight hours is deemed to be a proper length of time fora day’s 
labor, and that his contracts shall be based upon that theory. It is a matter be- 
tween the principal and hi The 





agent, in which a third party has no intcrest. 


proclamation of the President and the act of 1872 are in harmony with this view 
of the statuts 

We are of the opinion, therefore, that contracts fixing or giving a different 
length of time as the y's work are legal and binding upon the parties making 
them 

Mr. TILLMAN Now, Mr. Chairman, in addition to that decision 


in 1876, the Supreme Court rendered another decision in 1877 covering 

the case of contractors. There was a contractor named Ordway who 
furnished granite for the outside portion of the State, War, and Navy 
Departments’ building. He quarried the stone down near Richmond, 
Va \ man named Driscoll, one of Ordway’s employés, under the 15 | 
per cent. compensation contract that I spoke of a little time ago, sued 

the Government also for his extra pay. 


The Government paid the em- | 
ployés, furnished the tools, erected the workshops, employed the clerk 
that kept the accounts for the Government so as to prevent Ordway from 
cheating it. But Driscoll, who was an employé of Ordway, claimed 
that Ordway was not a contractor, but was the agent of the Govern- 
ment itself; and he brought suit upon that ground The court held } 
that he was a contractor; that nothing prevented the Government 
from making a contract in that way; and whether Driscoll was work- 
ing for a contractor or for the Government, he should be paid only 
what he bargained to receive 

Now, here are two decisions of the highest tribunal in the land upon 
this question From the date of those decisions down to last year 
every Department of the Government acquiesced in the decisions. I 
know the fact, for in the Forty-sixth Congress I received letters from 
the Secretaries of the Navy, War, and Treasury Departments in Presi- | 
dent Hayes’s Cabinet admitting it, and stating that they obeyed the law 
as interpreted by the court of last resort. Even President Arthur’s 
Cabinet conformed to those decisions, until Secretary Chandler concluded 
last year that he would get ready in time to do a good job of election- 
eering in the next Presidential election. I wish to emphasize the fact, 
by repeating it, that for six years all the Departments conformed to 
the act of 1862 in relation to the employment of laborers in the navy- 
yards, which act in principle had prevailed from the foundation of the 
Government in all the Departments, in the employment of all sorts of 
labor. 

Mr. Secretary Chandler determined that he would revive the eight- 
hour law for reasons best known to himself, but which we can readily 
surmise, I fear, I know, I charge it was in view of the near approach | 
of another Presidential election, yet it may have been for some more 
15 per cent. contracts. And the Secretary of War, too, commenced 
recognizing the eight-hour law again, just a few months ago, for the 
first time after six years. And we have to-day been informed by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LOVERING] that the Secretary of 
the Interior has done so in his Department only a few days ago. 

Now, when I undertook to intimate the other day, in discussing the 
Senate amendments to the naval appropriation bill, that the Secretary 
of the Navy could find a fund in several of those amendments which 
would answer the purposes that the star-route frauds answered four 


years ago, some gentlemen derided that statement. Noone on this floor, | 
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| rivers and harbors. 


YR 


JUNE 


however, did it except my friend from New York [Mr. Cox]; but the 
clever correspondent of that incorruptible newspaper, the New York 
Herald, said: **‘ Poor Mr. TILLMAN did not know that the Secretary o1 
the Navy had said he would not construct any of the vessels provided 
for in the bill in the navy-yards;’’ and the leading newspaper in my 
own State copied that article, apparently with a relish, under the cap 
tion ‘‘ Caustic comments.”’ 

Now, in this connection, if those Senate amendments should be 
adopted, | would like to know, if the vessels are to be constructed on 
private account, the meaning of two provisions of the amendments 
In the naval appropriation bill, as printed with the amendments, we 
tind on page 20, at line 478, these words: 

And in the event that such vessels or any of them shall be built by contract 
such building shall be, &&« 

Clearly implying a doubt, or at all events leaving it to the discretion 
of Mr. Chandler, whether they should be built by contract or not 

And if they were to be built by contract what is the meaning of an 
other provision of another amendment, page 21, line 193, which reads 

And provided, That the Secretary of the Navy shall utilize the national navy 
yards with the machinery, toojs, and appliances belonging to the Governn 
either in the building of said ships or any parts thereof as fully and to as gre 
extent asthe same can be done with advantage to the Government 

Who is to be the judge about ‘* building of said ships or any parts 
thereof in the navy-yards’’ but this man Chandler? Are his antece 
dents such that we can trust him when he openly violates the actof 1862 
as well as the eight-hour law, and after his Department and every othe: 
during six years have acquiesced in the interpretation placed upon the 


eight-hour law by the Supreme Court in two decisions? I would like 


| to know if it is unfounded suspicion, or whether I have reasonabl 


ground not to be willing to trust him in regard to building the ships 
by contract or in the navy-yards? 

Moreover, suppose he were to construct by contract the cruisers pro 
vided for in the Senate amendments to the naval appropriation bill, 
what would hinder him from exercising his elastic use of the eight 
hour law so as to pay the mechanics and laborers in the private ship- 
yards ten hours’ wages for eight hours’ work, and a commission to the 
contractor or rent for his ship-yard. At this point I will read an ex 
tract from a ‘‘ circular’? that has been handed me bya ‘‘ claim agent’ 
or ‘‘ eight-hour doctrinaire,’’ I do not know which: 


The eight-hour law has been violated from on or about June, 1877, to Marc! 
26, 1883, since which time it has been enforced, under orders of Hon. William | 
Chandler, Secretary of the Navy, of that date,and is now in operation 
navy-yards; and that from August 25 to September 19, 1883, while the United 
States steamer Ossipee was on Cramp & Son's dry-dock, in Philadelphia, Pa 
undergoing repairs, the employés were worked ten hours per day and received 
one and a quarter day’s wages for ten hours 
law as passed by Congress June 30, 1868 

We would also state that during the time that the law was violated the 
ployés were paid the same rate of wages for eight hours’ work as they received 
for ten hours’ work 


work, thereby carrying out th 


How very liberal the Secretary would be with the public money on 
the eve of a Presidential election can well be inferred from all thesé 
facts. 

If we pass the pending river and harbor bill or the pending bills for 


| erecting public buildings one-eighth of the total amount can be taken 


out for labor, because the granite rock, lime, and other materials cost 
but little, since it is labor that constitutes the chief expenditure in th 
character of buildings the Government erects or the work it does on 
what a fund can be used to control laborers 
This eight-hour law, carried out according to the provision ot 
the bill and according to the construction placed on it by the heads ot 
Departments in the present administration during the last few months, 
will virtually make every laborer and mechanic of the Government an 
officer, because he can not get employed except he has political influ 
ence behind him unless he will promise to vote the way they want 
him to vote. It is a pretty considerable bribe to be able to give a first- 
class or common mechanic 25 per cent. advance on his wages for six 
months in the year. 

Who does not know that any laborer prefers Government eraployment 
to private employment even at the same wages. The Government 
agent does not oversee his laborers like a private employer. He does 
not follow them and exact all the work they can do. A private em 
ployer may fail to pay, but the Government never does. Not only is 
the work lighter, not only is the pay surer, but it is pleasanter every 
way. That is advantage enough, especially when taken in connection 
with the fact that the Government officers and agents are required by 
law to pay the prevailing wages for the same hours of labor that exist 
in the vicinity, and they always pay the highest average; they are not 
particular; itis not their money that they spend. The Government can 
get the pick of the loborers of the country when it pays no more than 
private employers do for the same service and the same hours. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is not only a raid upon the Treasury, but it 
proposes to create an aristocracy of labor. It is to make an officer 
practically, as I remarked before, with the right to a salary attached 
for six months in the year, out of every mechanic or employé of the 
Government. Now, Mr. Chairman, has not this Government got patron- 
age enough? It caused the murder of one President, and unless we 


see 


votes. 
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dopt civil-service reform may cause the murderof others. What bet- | but shall read from his testimony, taken before the House Committee 
ter rule can be adopted to regulate the hours and the wages of labor | on Public Buildings and Grounds in 1874, and which will be found in 


than the act of 1862, a custom which has prevailed from the foundation | House Report 390, first session Forty-third Congress, pages 3, 5, 7, 


of the Government, especially when added to what I said about the | and 8: 
superior advantage in the estimation of the laborer which Government | That the real workmen of the country do not want any legislation on hours 
a ‘ ; ° . ° rie erate - ves * * * n the cor ar a ' to see < , . 
service affords. Why, sir, it will demoralize thé private labor in the | of labor orrate of wag On the contrary, they want to see the public 
rvi ’ ee png tara é : N sa works progress, and they want to see appropriations forthem. They are glad 
neighborhood where Government has any work going on. No private | toget employmenton them andgivenotrouble. * * Wi hides weenie @ram daa 


contractor there who undertakes a job either of stone or brick work, | menced onthe New York post-oflice, it was nece ssary to keep the men working 
a < “ ° ° 5 aur Thaw rik ec ith ealeiun o 8 anc re perfect] ] o tc 
r any other kind of work, such as the Government is having done, | Rightandday. They worked with calcium lights and were perfectly willing to 
or an, oe . “: , | work ten hours a day, with the understanding that they were to receive a day's 
can get the same quantity of labor the Government gets without pay- | pay * * * The hostility tothis eight-hour law, in the different cities and 
ing the same wages. Private contractors can not compete with the | among private contractors is much more intense than the committee has any 
9 ; . | ideaof. * * * There isan antagonism on every job between the employés 
Government 1n purse. } ich g ‘ vj 
5 . . . . of contractors and the employés of the Government They taunt each other 
The great masses of the people do not want this thing. It 18 only | and quarrel, and in a few instances violence has been used 
the claim agents who want it. I served on the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor in the Forty-sixth Congress. I was brought in contact 
with these claim agents. It is simply claim agents and doctrinaires 
who ask for this bill. 


| When asked from whom does the ill-feeling come about the non-en- 
| forcement of the ‘‘eight-hour’’ law, Mullet replied: 


From the organized officers of these working associations, who donot do a 


: : : day’s work themselves, but who are living on the hard earnings of others. Men 
Mr. LAMB. Doesthe gentleman know any of these claims are in | who wander around thecountry organizing strikes. * * * These paid per- 
interferes in a slight degree with some of their theories, send one or two 


| 
| 
3 i 7 i pul 8 *n they fine rk has ried on by the Government 
the hands of claim agents? ambulators when they find work has been car 1 on by the vernment which 
| 


Mr. TILLMAN. I have internal evidence entirely satisfactory to | men and get them put upon the work, and in u day or two there is a strike. 
myself, and have had ever since I served on the Committee on Labor in | : ee There is no trouble with workingmen or “o hanics. It is only with 
the Forty-sixth Congress, that most of them are. Ses he de no werk themestves. There never hes bees any 

Mr. LAMB.  Iask forinformation; because if they are I do not vote | York, who made this claim first for extra pay (two hours under the eight-hour 
for this bill. I wish the gentleman to give us information on the subject. law) on the New York post-office was an officer of a trades-union and known to 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have answered the gentleman as fully as I pro- | — waa ——— work long enough to make a claim, which was in my 
pose to, and I appeal to his common sense. At best the Government | : F ; 
can only employ a few thousand or tens of thousands of laborers and me- 
chanics ata time. Now, if they are to be paid 25 per cent. more than | 
private laborers for the same time in the same sort of work, pray tell 
me if the other twelve or fifteen million of laborers in this country 
are willing to work and sweat in the hot sun for ten or twelve hours a in the cases under his observation 

ar aves » Nav » “a? re x f Ee ure’ ie atS8es S ‘ ° 
-~ scams for paying ten hours’ wages for eight hours’ work to Mr. ct X. of New York. That ia from Mullet? 

Mr. LYMAN. That is the whole thing in a nutshell Mr. TILLMAN. It is from Mull t it is backed by common sense 

Mr. TILLMAN. This bill, I say again, was drafted and is prose- It is backed by all the records of the Government. Everything pro- 
cuted here by claim agents and doctrinaires; men who are too lazy to | ‘ laims that he spoke the truth ; 
work, too proud to beg, and too cowardly to steal for fear of the peni- — MM X, of New Yor a5 May I ask the gentleman a question? 

an ae ane ae i “a Mr. TILLMAN. Presently: not now. 
tentiary; who think that the world owes them a living; that stir about Mr. COX. of New York. i ha : 
among the men of strong arms but weak heads to persuade them that 1 oe oe N eee o— Cae See 
they ought not to work for more than eight hours a day under any cir- Mr. PILLMA rhis is not the first law that has been passed by 
cametences. ; ; a Government undertaking to regulate the hours of labor and the rate 

Mr. GLASCOCK. If it will not interfere with the gentleman's argu- | 0f W@ges for men. It has been triel in England and elsewhere again 
ment I would like to state to him that I do not know how it may be | and — and again. You will find such acts on the statute-books of 
in reference to other States, but in regard to my own State. and espe- | every old State in this Union But they are dead letters Michigan 
cially in reference to the Mare island navy-yard, where the Government passed such an act a few years ago. I would like to ask any mempbet1 
employs from 600 to 1,200 laborers, these recommendations and petitions | °™ Michigan 2 ho may be within the sound of my voice if that om 
do not emanate from claim agents; but from my own personal knowledge is not entirely ° sole - now. Why » SIT, government can no more reg- 
they come from the employés of the Government themselves. I have | ulate the hours of labor and the rate of wages than it can regulate 
been solicited time and again by the Government employés there to aid when a ee shall eat and how much; what he shall wear and how 
in the passage of this act and in pursuance of the ends of justice. long he shall ptcocale's ten ee of ba house he shall live 20 

Mr. TILLMAN. How do you know but that the claim agents and nothing but a sumptuary regulation when a governme nt undert ikes to 
doctrinaires have not themselves induced such recommendations ? | cua 2 SanRREENTES law in such matters for men. Women and chil- 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let me interrupt the gentleman from South Caro- dren ought to be protected by law against overwork in factories, but let 
lina to ask if he is able to state about how much money this bill will 
carry ? : . 

Mr. TILLMAN. About $30,000,000 is my lowest estimate from the | than a single one if he wishes to support his wife and children de cently ? 
best investigation I could give it after close study and calculation Must a strong man toil no more than a feeble — if he has any ambi- 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose if the bill is passed they will incorporate tion to improv > his physical condition Chen w hy deny him the priv- 
the lines necessary to appropriate that sum from the Treasury ilege ot Seca I a to work ten = — hours if he prefers to do so 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is a provision of the bill already during the six summer months? It is absurd to talk about denying 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask a question. him the privilege ' oa ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. I must decline to be interrupted any more The eight-hour aes wae either conceived in fraud to carry a I re 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to call the gentleman’s attention to the dential election or to commit a peculation on the Treasury under the 
fact that there is no such provision in the bill. It will be necessary 15 per cent. ¢ —— y; for it irl eon oe but a conspiracy; or, 
then to make the appropriation if the bill is passed. ag I have said, 2 declaratory —— deciding what should be 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ah, but the bill says that the Government shall | #P?peT measure of time for a day’s labor; nothing more. It was never 
pay the judgments which may be obtained in the Court of Claims. intended to be m undatory . ' 

Mr. HISCOCK. But the judgments are appropriated for when they Mr. COX, of New York. Why do you BOS HOPORE 28 OF ExCCHtS Sf 
come in here. Now, I claim that the bill ought to show the amount Mr. TILLMAN. The gentleman asks why not repeal or execute 


ie 


it will take. the act I say in reply, why not repeal or execute the law that declares 


Mr. TILLMAN. I know, but if the bill is passed that fixes the | ‘iXty minutes an hour or sixty seconds a minute? ae 
amount that will be required to meet the judgments Ns , 1e time of the gentleman has expiret 


You see, Mr. Chairman, a portion of the work in all departments of 
the Government has been done heretofore and will have to be done 
hereatter by contract and a portion by per diem labor under officers of 
the Government. And the then Supervising Architect tells you there 
was the bitterest rivalry, envy, jealousy, and jeers, and even violence, 





grown men be theirown guardians! Must a young man work no more 
| than an old oneif he wantsto work? Musta married man work no more 


Mr. HISCOCK. But I think the bill on its face ought toshow pre- MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
cisely the amount appropriated and the sum of money to be expended The committee rose informally, and Mr. Casstpy took the chair as 
under it. That is all Iam after. I want the bill to show for itself | Speaker pro tempore. 
what it does. \ message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 


Mr. TILLMAN. A. B. Mullett was formerly Supervising Architect. | the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
He was at the head of the architectural bureau when all the 15 per | of conterence on the disagreeing Votes of the two Houses on the Senate 
cent. contract compensation rascality was going on, but he tried to pre- | amendments to the bill (H. R. 6861) making appropriations for the sup- 
vent it. He tried to defy the eight-hour law as a mandatory statute, | port of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1285, and for other 
but there were influences around him that prevented it. I want to | purposes, had further insisted on its amendment No. 35 disagreed to 
read to the House an extract from Mullett’s testimony before a com- | by the House, agreed to the further conference asked by the House on 
mittee of the House to show how he regarded these claims for compen- | the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed as 
sation under this eight-hour act and what he thought of the men who | the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. LoGAN, Mr. Plumb, and 
presented them. I never read a speech on this floor, as you all know, | Mr. RANsoM 
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The message further announced that the Senate had passed without | 
amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 585) granting a pension to William Reinhardt; and 

A bill (H. R. 6761) respecting a bridge at Tonawanda, in the State 
of New York. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the | 
amendments of the House to the bill of the Senate (S. 25) to fix the day 
for the meeting of the electors of President and Vice-President, and to 
provide for and regulate the counting of the votes for President and 
Vice-President and the decisions of questions arising thereon, and re- 
quested a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed as fhe conferees on the part of 
the Senate Mr. HoOAR, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. PUGH. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 2246) to provide for the purchase of additional land for the 
uses of the public building in the city of New Bedford, State of Massa- 
chusetts; and 

A bill (S. 2321) for the relief of Bessie S. Gilmore. 

The message further announced that the Senate requested the return 
by the House of Senate bill 315, granting a pension to William Rein- 
hardt 

Mr. KEIFER. 
should be irred in at once. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. 
to recelvé 


The request of the Senate for the return of a bill 


cone 


The committee 
s, not to transact any business. 


u message 


EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session and proceeded with 


the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6541) relative to the eight-hour law. | 
Mr. HOPKINS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 


York [Mi 

Mr. COX, of New York. I did not expect to speak on this matter. | 
I simply desire to say I hope the House will pass this bill. 
this law exists we ought to execute it. 

Mr. HISCOCK May I inquire of my colleague if he does not think 
it would be fair to put in the bill anappropriation of money to pay these 
claims ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
ness as much as my friend. 

Mr. HISCOCK., 
with me. 


Cox | 


So long as 


I have not been on the appropriations busi- 


You have been on the Appropriations Committee 
You know you can not pay a cent of these claims until the 
law is passed making the appropriation. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I presume a fair adjudication of these claims 
before the proper tribunal will show how much is due to men for their 
work, and I would pay to the last dollar a quantum meruit for men who | 
have worked for the Government, according to the law as it is now on | 
the statute-book. My friend from Kentucky says that my colleague 


[| Mr. Hiscock ] voted to lay on the table a law such as he now com- | 
mends tome. Ido not know how that is. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Who is the gentleman’s friend from Kentucky ? 


Mr. WILLIS (rising). I plead guilty to the charge of being the one 
who made the suggestion to the gentleman from New York. If the | 
gentleman wants any better record, here it is [holding up a volume of | 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I never find fault withmy record. LIonly say this: 
I believe any law which creates a claim against the Government ought 
to carry in it a direct appropriation of money to pay claims. 

Mr. MORSE. You do not know what is the amount. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Put in enough to cover the amount. 
is required put in $30,000,000. 

Mr. MORSE. That amount may not be required. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Youcan putin enough, and then say 
thereof as may be necessary.”’ 

Mr. STORM. Would not that defeat the bill ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. If it defeats the bill to place in it that it takes | 
that amount from the Treasury, it should defeat it. Thatis my point 
exactly. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ihave not any idea but what my colleague 
would vote to defeat this bill if he could, directly or indirectly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, I beg your pardon. But I say this: I will un 
der no circumstances vote for the bill unless it carries an appropriation 
to pay the claims it creates against the Government. Then I will know | 
it will not be a bill which the Committee on Appropriations can defeat 
at the next session of Congress by refusing to appropriate the money to | 
pay the claims. I have seen as you have seen in this House handreds 
of thousands of dollars struck this session from the deficiency bill that 
have been adjudicated by the Treasury Department, and a refusal on | 
the part of the House to appropriate the money to pay them. I do 
not want any more of those scenes enacted. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
taken up. [ Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska [ Mr. LArrp]. 


If that sum | 


‘‘or so much 


And I do not want any more of my time 
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rose informally only | 


| mean? 


| the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on 


Mr. LAIRD. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Trttm,Ay} 
seeks to avoid the force of the law by saying that it provides only a 
rule of direction for the executive officers of the Government: that 
it is directory only. I submit that the rule as to ministerial officers js. 
that wherever a line of action is pointed out for them they are bound 
to that line of action, without any discretion upon their part. What- 
ever may be said of the law there is in it no quality which invites o; 
permits its violation. 

What do these people ask? They invoke the constitutional guar- 
antee of every man that they shall not be deprived of property without 
due process of law. They simply ask that a judgment which has been 
rendered against this Government by confession may be enforced, and 
they ask for legal process to enforce it. 


The gentleman from South Carolina says: ‘‘ You can have 


your 
| judgment, but you can not have an execution of the judgment,’ and 
the reason he urges is peculiar. He expressed it in this language: ‘‘I{ 


| this bill should pass, it would inaugurate a raid upon the public Treas 


“ain 


ury equaled only by that which would result from a repeal of the 
rearages-of-pension act; second, if this money be paid it would not go 
into the hands of the people who render the service, but into the hands 


| of their agents and attorneys.’’ 


The first objection amounts to this: ‘‘ We will not pay you what we 
owe you, because we would rather keep our money in our pockets 
and the second objection amounts to this: ‘* We will not pay you what 
we owe you because we do not like some of the people to whom sony 


| portion of it may go.”’ 


Well, now, Mr. Chairman, I am not one of those who are alarmed at 
a raid upon the public Treasury which may result from the repeal otf 
the arrearages-of-pension act. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to explain what | 


i 


Mr. LAIRD. After I get through. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I can do it in half a minute. 

Mr. LAIRD. I have not time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know the gentleman would not misrepresent mx 
but I fear he has misconstrued me. 

Mr. LAIRD. I have only got four minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska has 
expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield three minutes tothe gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. RocKWELL]. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. On June 25, 1868, the following became the law 


| of the land: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United St 
America in Congress assembled, That eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for 
all laborers, workmen, and mechanics now employed, or who may be hereafter 
employed, by or on behalf of the Government of the United States; and that 
all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act be, and the same are hereby 
repealed. (15 Statutes at Large, 77 

In view of this law, on May 19, 1869, President Grant directed— 

That from and after this date no reduction shall be made in the wages paid by 


ae 


count of such reduction of the hours of labor. (16 Statutes at Large, 1127 


Again on May 11, 1872, President Grant issued another proclamation 
referring to the law and the first proclamation and the fact that they 
had ‘* not been strictly observed by all officers of the Government hav- 
ing charge of such laborers, workmen, and mechanics,’’ and again called 
attention to the law, and directed ‘‘ all officers of the executive depart 


| ment of the Government having charge of the employment and pay- 


ment of laborers, workmen, or mechanics employed by or on behalf ot 
the Government of the United States to make no reduction in the wages 
paid by the Government, by the day, to such laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics, on account of the reduction ofthe hours of labor.”’) (17 
Statutes at Large, 955.) 

An act was passed by Congress May 18, 1872, the second section of 
which was as follows: 


That the proper accounting officers be, and hereby are, authorized and re- 
quired, in the settlement of all accounts for the services of laborers, workmen 
and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States, between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight 
hours a day's work, for all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics, and the 
19th day of May, 1869, the date of the proclamation of the President concerning 
such pay, to settle and pay for the same without reduction on account of reduc- 
tion of hours of labor by said act, when it shall be made to appear that such 
was the sole cause of the reduction of wages, and a sufficient sum for said pur- 
pose is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwis¢ 
appropriated. 


Then came the case of the United States, appellant, rs. Arthur Martin, 
No. 401, October term, 1876, in the Supreme Courtof the United States 


| and see Martin vs. United States, 4 Otto, 400-404. 
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wrk, 


Then followed, on June 30, 1877, General Order No. issued by 


the Secretary of the Navy, referring to that decision, and the basis oi 


labor was fixed at ten hours a day. Then came the petitions to the 
Departments and a review of the matter. On March 26, 1883, the Sec- 
retary of the Navy ordered the enforcement of the eight-hour law at all 
navy-yards. During the present year orders have been issued in the 
War Department bringing the practice in accord with the law. 
Practically, then, both the Navy and War Departments now admit 
the construction of the law of 1868 that the ‘‘ workmen, laborers, and 





1884. 


mechanics ’’ employed by the Government have all along claimed. It 
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now remains to do justice by the men who have during these years | 
worked overtime in excess of the eight hours required to constitute a | 


day’s work. 

This bill allows claims for labor in excess of eight hours per day per- 
formed for the Government to be presented to the Court of Claims, to 
be adjudicated upon the basis that eight hours constitute a day’s work. 
That proposition would seem to be a fair one. The law made eight 
hours a day’s labor. The men have been often obliged to work more, 
or practically to lose their places. Under the construction of the law 
of 1868, as now agreed upon, the men have worked overtime and 
should be paid for that overtime. Their case is a just one. 

It is said here that unless some appropriation is placed at the end of 
this bill these men will never recover anything. I ask gentlemen not 
to vote against the bill on thatground. Weare willing to take a judg- 
ment against the United States, and trust to the honor, the honesty, 


a7 i 


ment had no sense in it unless the law meant to give those Govern- 
ment employés for eight hours’ work the pay received by those around 
them who worked ten hours a day 

Mr. STORM. That amendment was nm 

Mr. WILLIS. The amendment, I am glad to say, Was rejected by a 
two-third vote, because it was a “ rider,’’ designed tor the purpose ot 
killing the bill. Now, the reason for the passage of this law was not, 
I beg to say to gentlemen, a demagogical one. Mr. Hendricks, then a 


t adopt« d 





| Senator, now an honored citizen of Indiana, stated 


and the integrity of future Congresses if we can not collect these claims | 


under the law as presented here. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman before he takes his 
seat allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I had only three minutes, and I suppose that 
time has about expired. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I want some gentleman to answer me. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. WELLER] 

Mr. WELLER. It isa fair statement that the laborer is worthy of 
his hire. As I understand this bill the laborer is only seeking to get 
what he is justly entitled to. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I know the gentleman will allow me 
to ask him a question. 

Mr. WELLER. I will, but not now. The laboring man is seeking 
to recover for labor that he was compelled by virtue of existing con- 
ditions to perform beyond the eight hours prescribed by the law. 

Labor creates all the wealth there is except that which the First Great 
Cause scatters on every side. I am one of those who are willing to do 
all that we can to give to labor a part of that which it produces and 
not permit the capitalists and monopolists to absorb it all. 

It was but a few weeks ago that there was scarcely a dissenting voice 
on this floor to an unlimited appropriation to fit out ships and man 
them and send them to the North Pole, or in that direction, to search 
for parties who had gone there to look for that which no sane man ever 
ought to have gone on such an expedition for. Yet when labor comes 
to the door of this House and asks that it be paid for the toil it has per 
formed over and above the hours prescribed by law, we hear objections 
raised on every hand. I hope gentlemen who have made such objec- 
tions will not carry them to the extent of a vote if we shall have a re- 
corded vote, and I hope this vote will be taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Now, will the gentleman yield to me 
for a question ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WILLIs]. 

Mr. WILLIS. This is a very simple proposition. Either there is or 
there is not a law known as the eight-hour law. If there is an eight- 
hour law, it has some meaning. The gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. TILLMAN ] contends that it had no meaning. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I never contended any such thing. The Supreme 
Court of the United States in two decisions has declared the same thing 
that I contended for. 

Mr. WILLIS. In answer to that I will say that not only did the 
debate at the time the law was passed disclose the meaning of that law, 
but Congress by two solemn acts, one in 1872 and one in 1880, has de- 


clared the meaning of the law. In 1872 Congress passed an act appro- 


and ten hours a day. 

Mr. TILLMAN. For what length of time? 

Mr. WILLIS. Between the 25th of June, 1868, the date of the 
original act, and the time of the President’s proclamation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. For ten months and twenty-four days. Why did 
not Congress appropriate money to pay up to date ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Then, on the 14th of June, 1880, the House by a 
two-third vote, which I have before me, 130 to 51, passed a bill de- 
claring ‘‘that according to the true intent and meaning of section 3738 
of the Revised Statutes,’’ which is the eight-hour law, ‘all laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government 
shall hereafter receive a full day’s pay for eight hours’ work; and all 
heads of Departments, officers, and agents of the Government are hereby 
directed to enforce said law as herein interpreted.”’ 

When thet bill was before the Senate of the United States, Mr. SHER- 
MAN, of Ohio, then a Senator, being opposed to the bill, gave his mean- 
ing of the original act by moving to amend the title of the bill so that 
it should read as follows: 


A bill to give Government employés 25 per cent. more wages than employés 
of private establishmente receive. 


That was the opinion which he then had of the law. His amend- 


The extent of this law is not very large, because it reaches only to those who 








are employed by the Government of the United States, but,as is suggested, it 
may be very valuable as an example Its influence upon the privat: nploy- 
ments of the country may be beneticial to the laboring classes My opinion is 








that eight he« s of labor are enough, and that the health of the laborer and the 


general interests of society will be promoted by this reform 


Now, will any man with this debate before him say thatthis eight- 
hour law was merely declaratory —— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has not the Supreme Court said so; and is not the 
Supreme Court the proper organ to construe a statute ? 

Mr. WILLIS. The Suprerae Court has not so decided. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Here is the decision, which will verify what I say: 

Mr. WILLIS. The case of Martin, to which the gentleman has re- 
ferred, was decided upon the single fact that Martin had forfeited his 
right by accepting the wages and signing the receipt. The gentleman 
knows that this was the pivotal point in that case 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know no such thing. On the contrary, three 
out of the four points in the syllabus of the case go directly to thi 
merits of the eight-hour law. 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not care anything about the ‘‘silly”’ part; | 
come to the ** bus.”’ 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the gentleman w 
I am right 

Mr. WILLIS. I refer to the decision of the Court of Claims 

Mr. TILLMAN. Here is the decision of the Supreme Court, in 
Otto 

Mr. WILLIS Il understand that matter 
the Court of Claims Che « 


ll read the decision he will se« 


{ 
. 


Martin brought suit in 


vas appealed trom the Court of Claims 








to the Supreme Cour Now the Supreme Court, in this decision, says 
In the ease before us the claimant cont ed his work, after understand 
that eight hours wou accepted as a dav’s labor, but that he must work 
twelve hours, as he one before. Jle received his pay of $2.50 a day, for the 
work of twelve h ode acoleule day's work during the period in ques- 
tion, without protest or objection At that time ordinary laborers underthe san 
Government received $1 40 pe! day at the same place, and thos« engaged inthe 
same department with the claimant in a private establishment, at the same place 







received 2 for a day's work of twe ours, and the findin dds, ** they 
had more work to do than the claimant had when similarly employed rt 
claimant's contract wasa voluntary and reasonable one, by which he must now 


be bound 


The evidence shows—and if I had time I could demonstrate this 
from the report of the case in the Court of Claims—that Martin was 
called before the superintendent of the work at Annapolis and stated 
that the offi 
sented to enter into a specific contract and agreed'to receive pay fo 


only eight hours’ work. So that the case went off on the fact that he 


ils would not execute the law, and he voluntarily con- 


had signed away his right. The Court of Claims stated that if he had 
not signed away his right his case could have stood. 

Mr. TILLMAN rhe Supreme Court never said that. 

Mr. WILLIS. The Supreme Court did say so; and with the per 


mussion o! 


the House I will incorporate in my remarks 2s published 
] ¢ that they were made not on the ground that 


these decisions showin 
there was no such law or that it had no meaning, but because the m 
had put himself in a position where hecould not take advantage of the 
law 


Mr. TILLMAN. Whichis the superior authority, the Courtof Claims 


| or the Supreme Court ? 


priating money to pay the difference between the wages for eight hours | 


Mr. WiLLIS. They are both to the same point in this case 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs 
asks to print with his remarks some decisions Is there objection ? 


The Chair hears none 
Mr. FORAN Mr. Chairman, Id 





1 not intend to address the House 


upon this measure; but some observations have been made by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina | Mr. TILLMAN | which I think demand an 
answer. He said, among other things, that this was a ‘“‘ claim-agents 


bill.’’ Hesaid the bill was drafted by claim agents and \ 
by claim agents. My understanding is that the gentlem 
sylvania {[ Mr. HopKINS] drew this b 

{ MEMBER. Not this bill. 

Mr. FORAN. The original bill. 

Ir. HOPKINS 


as prosect ted 









n from Penn 


This bill is a substitute 


Mr. FORAN And I am not aware that the gentleman from Penn 
sylvania is the agent or attorney of any claim agent I am a member 
of the committee that re ported this bill and I saw no claim agent be 
fore that committee No claim agent interviewed me about this bill 
No person whom I knew to be a claim agent ever spoke to me about 
the bill [am not aware that any claim agent spoke to any member 


of the committee about the bill I do not believe there is any truth 








{ 


n the allegation of the gentleman from South Carolina; and I hardly 
think he meant to say what he did 

Mr. TILLMAN If the gentleman will permit me, I said that I was 
ght in contact with claim agents as a member of the Committee on 
Education and Labor in the Forty-sixth Congress, and had abundant 
iternal evidence satisfactory to myself that claim agents were behind 
this thing pressing it 

Mr. FORAN When the ntleman said, however, that 
tical bill, the bill before this House, was a * 
itasa reflection upon the committee that reported it 

Mr. TILLMAN I meant no such retlection 

Mr. WILLIS. I was a member of the same committee to which the | 
gentleman from South Carolina has referred, was equally interested 
with him in this measure, and I never heard of any claim agent in con- | 
nection with it 

Mr. TILLMAN. This bill is a substitute for the one introduced by 
the gentleman from New York, and it entirely omits the last section 
of that bill, which provides that laborers and mechanics when em- 
ployed by the Government shall not work more than eight hours ex- 


CONGRE 


rou 


re 


this iden- 
claim agents’ bill,’’ I take 


cept in emergencies, and then shall be paid for the extra labor. Why | 
did the committee omit that provision ? 
Mr. FORAN.  Lonly desire to say tothe House in all candor and sin- 


cerity that so far as I know no claim agent has approached the com- 
mittee that reported this bill. I want that fact distinctly understood. 

Che gentleman from South Carolina alsostated that he had great fears 
that this eight-hour law, if enforced by Government officials, would 
create dissension in the vicinity of the navy-yards and arsenals; that 
imong laborers employed by private individuals dissatisfaction would 
be created. Now | wish to state what l understand to be the object of | 
the eight-hour law and the principle involved in it, and the gentleman | 
perhaps understands it as well as Ido. The Government of the United 
States has a right to say what number of hours itsemployés shall work. 
The advocates of the eight-hour law claim, and I claim now, that the 
reduction of a man’s hours of labor from ten to eight hours does not re- 
duce production; that a man can accomplish as much in eight hours’ 
labor as in ten; that thus there is left to the laborer two hours which 
he would not otherwise have, for reading, recreation, and self-improve- 
ment. That is the object of the eight-hour law. If the gentleman 


from South Carolina is opposed to that principle, I would like to have 
him so state 


If private individuals employing labor will conform to the principle 
of the eight-hour law there will be no dissatisfaction among their em- | 
ployés. I am not myself captious as to the matters contained in this 
bill about paying those persons who have been detrauded by Govern- | 
ment officials out of their just rights, but I wish the principle estab- 
lished. This Government passed thislaw. It meant exactly what the | 
law stated, that eight hours should constitute a day’s labor and carry 
with it a full day’s wages. I wish that principle established by this 
bill, so that the heads of Departments hereafter will find no excuse for 
not enforcing the law 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] referred to the 
act of 1862 and said it was still in force. The law of 1868, known as 
the eight-hour law, is in conflict with the law of 1862. I understand 
it has always been a rule of law that where two statutes are passed on 
the same subject, and inconsistent with each other, the latter act 
prevails and repeals by implication the former act. I have no doubt 
that is a correct principle and applies to the acts in question. 

I wish to say if these men who are making this claim are entitled to 
the money for which this bill provides, then it should be paid to | 
them. If it is right they shall haveit Ido not care whether it requires 
an appropriation of one or of ten millions of dollars. It it is due to 
them they ought to have it. If they have been defrauded out of it 
that is no reason why we should not do them justice now 

Besides, sir, the men who appeared before the committee were em- 
ployés of the navy-yards of Philadelphia, New York, and Brooklyn— 
all men directly interested in this matter. ; 

Before I take my seat I desire to refer to a matter which occurred 
here the other day, as bearing upon this question. During the time the 
bill was up for debate to prevent the importation of foreign labor under 
contract, the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. CUTCHEON | took occasion 
to say, although I did not hear him say it, and I believe he did not say 
it then, although it appears in the Recoxp: 


are 





The Democratic party is utterly disqualified and disabled by its whole consti- 


tution, history, and traditions from consistently and rationally handling this 
great question of free labor 


Had I heard any such remark I would have replied to it at the time. 
I desire to say now, notwithstanding the measure before the House at 
that time was called for by the exigencies of the country, the Republi- 
can party, to which the gentleman from Michigan belongs, although in 
power during the Forty-seventh Congress, never made any attempt to 
pass such a bill. The gentleman himself never undertook to introduce 
such a measure during this session, although if he read the papers he 
must have known it was called for by every one interested in labor in 
the United States. 

He said further 


Had this bill originated among those who have piloted the path of the empire ! 
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| to the quantity of money the arrearages-of-pension act drew from t 


| is made to the Martin case, decided in 4 Otto, and what is known 
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of free labor on this continent, among those accustomed to deal thoughtful! 
with these great industria! and economic questions, I believe it would have be« 
more skillfully drawn and less amenable to criticism 

It may possibly be Democratic gentlemen on this side do not know 
anything about economic science, but I will tell the gentleman we wil! 
not go to the school of which the gentleman was principal or president 
to learn it. 

I will only say, in conclusion, so far as I understand the principles 
of the Democratic party, that party hasalways been friendly to free labo: 
in this country from its inception as a party by its great founder, Thomas 
Jefferson, down to the present time. I do know that the late President 
Gartield, a great leader of the Republican party, in a speech made in 
1865 on this floor, declared that the fameof Thomas Jefferson was waning 
and that of Alexander Hamilton waxing and that we were gravitating 
toward a stronger Government. If that is the principle of the party to 
which the gentleman belongs—the principle of monarchical government 
as embodied in Alexander Hamilton—he is entitled to all the credit 
and glory he can get out of it. 

I yield now tothe gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. L AIRD] to finish 


| his remarks 


Mr. LAIRD 


Mr. Chairman, when my time expired I was saying 


| that for one I see no especial reason for alarm on account of the repea! 


of the arrearages-of-pension act to which the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] called the attention of the House. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I meant nothing offensive by it. I only alluded 
he 
Treasury and the dread surprise with which everybody found it took 
ten times as much as it was anticipated at the time the law was passed 
it would. I referred to it in that sense, and not in any offensive sens: 


Mr. LAIRD. I wish to assure the gentleman from South Carolina 


| that I shall attempt to make no unwarranted use of his allusion, so thu 


as I understand myself, simply this: if it should follow that the su: 
plus in the Treasury should be depleted by the amount named to bx 
taken therefrom to settle arrearages of pensions I should not be alarmed 


| and for this reason: if a right to recover shall be established against this 
| Government, either as arising from its failure to pay arrearages to those 


to whom it owes pensions or from its failure to pay the charge for labo: 
in excess of the law to those to whom that charge may be due, the only 
argument that this could furnish to the opponents of the bill would be 
that it should not become a law, not because it is not right and prope 
and equitable and just, but that it shall not become a law on account 
of the quantum of recovery which will follow upon its enactment. That 
is equal to saying that if we could pay our debts without embarrass 
ment to ourselves we would pay them, but if we could not pay them 
without embarrassment, then we will not pay them. 

What, Mr. Speaker, is to follow upon the passage of this act? Sim 
ply an appeal to the courts. If it shall be true, as contended by th 
gentleman from South Carolina, that the courts have already adjudi 
cated the question presented by the bill, then the court to which they 
appeal is bound by that decision, and the Government can sustain no 
harm. 


But it is argued that this matter is already res adjudicata. An appeal 

us 
I submit now to the House upon a careful examina 
tion of these cases, that it does not appear anywhere that the question 


the Driscoll case. 


| of the right of a laborer to recover a full day’s pay for the performanc« 


of eight hours’ work has ever been passed upon by the Supreme Court 


| or in any way alluded to. 


Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman will allow me to read three lines 
from this case decided by the Court of Claims it will carry out the 
views expressed : 

Whatever benefits the eight-hour law might have brought upon the claim 
ant while employed at the Naval Academy he neglected to avail himself of 


} and has waived and lost by his own acts,and can not recover in this action. 


Mr. TILLMAN. That is a decision of the Court of Claims. 
are two opinions of the Supreme Court that overrule it. 

Mr. LAIRD. There can be no danger to this Government from the 
opening of the doors of the courts to those who shall have claims 
against it to that arbitrament, just as individuals we submit all our 
rights; and shall we hold back trom submitting those of the Govern 
ment which we represent ? 

To one who has seen as little of the administration of public affairs 
as a new member of this body many things strike one with absolute 
astonishment. A policy adopted by a private individual similar to 
that adopted by this Government would devote him in almost no time 
toinfamy. If we owe a debt we must answer, and if we refuse to ans- 
wer, then comes the court, the judgment, the execution, and seizure o! 
the property, and the end. 

A review of the policy of this Government— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques 
tion ? 

Mr. LAIRD. I have but a very brief time. 

A review of the policy of this Government must strike one, I say, 
with astonishment. Over one hundred years ago the policy was set- 
tled that the Government should answer for damages suffered upon the 
frontier by losses from the raids of hostile Indians, and yet I am told 
that there are accumulated cases proved according to the formulas of 


There 


Not now ; 





1884. 


the law, under the direction of the Interior Department, amounting to 
almost $100,000,000 unanswered for. 

The same thing may be said with reference to the French spoliation 
claims; and the same policy marks the administration of the foreign 
affairs of the Government. Hundreds of claimants interested in the 
Japanese indemnity fund are cut off by the repayment to the Govern- 
ment of Japan of over $1,000,000, while these claimants, the people to 
whom the fund was due, are left, so far as the Government is concerned, 
to starve, and there is no redress for them. 

The same policy marks the administration of the postal affairs of the 
Government. Mr. Chairman, it is a well-known fact that all over the 
Western section of this country the postmasters and the employés in 
the various post-offices aré working unheard-of hours and receiving no 
consideration for it. 

The postmasters in many instances are compelled to pay the rent of 
the buildings used by the Government for the post-oflices and other 
expenses out of their salaries as well as the sums required for the em- 
ployment of people necessary for the distribution and management of 
the mails, and yet the Government and its courts refuse to compensate 
these people for their labor even. 

The Government day by day reaps the fruit of their toil. It is in- 
vested for the good of the Government. And when they come to 
knock at the doors of Congress asking for relief what answer do they 
receive? One gentleman says it will open the doors of the Treasury to 
. raid like that which would follow upon the repeal of the arrearages- 
f-pensions act. Another gentleman says the money would not go 
into the hands of those who earned it. And so upon one pretext or 
another these people are deferred, delayed, and everlastingly defeated 
in the recovery of their rights. I desire to ask gentlemen this: You 
represent the Government; you represent these people. Is it not right 
you should intervene between the two and see that exact justice is 
| 


2 
ul 


one 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. FORAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from California 
| Mr. GLASCOCK ]. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. I have listened with considerable interest to the 
discussion of this question; and I must say it has taken a very wide 
range. Wedo not seem to be discussing the fact as to whether the 
measure passed by Congress should be carried into effect; but ave have 
gone to the merits of the original question itself. We are no longer 
discussing the question as it is presented to the House under this bill, 
but we have been discussing the merits of the eight-hour act. I insist 
that that has nothing to do with the matter under consideration, 

1 am in favor of the eight-hour act. I believe it a wise, beneficent, 
ud sanatory act passed by a beneticent Government for the improve- | 
ment of the people who work for that Government. But that has 
nothing to do with this question. The question before us is simply 
whether that act should be carried into effect. 

Now, what is this eight-hour law? What was it passed for? Was 
it intended tobe a mere nullity ? Was it intended to have no operative 
effect? Or was it intended there should be some effect given to it? | 
submit that the general rule of construction should apply in this case as 
in all others, and that where a solemn declaration has been made by a 
deliberative body on a given subject it is to be understood something is 
meant by that act and something is to be effected by it. 

Mr. OATES. Willthe gentleman permit me to ask him aquestion ? 

Mr. GLASCOCK. Ihave only five minutes, but I will hear the gen- 
tleman’s question. 

Mr. OATES. If the eight-hour law is a good one on account of its 
sanatary effect in preventing employés from working too much, are you 
not violating the spirit of that law by encouraging them to work ten or 
twelve hours a day? 

Mr. TILLMAN. By offering them a premium. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. As I said before, the discussion of that question 
has nothing to do with the discussion of the pending question. And | 
wanted to get away from that and to show that too wide a latitude had 
been taken in the discussion here. 

What I wanted to say was that this law is to be carried into effect 
or is to be decided a nullity. Which? I understand the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], who made such an able argument 
on the subject a short time ago, has taken the ground that it amounts 
really to nothing under the decision of the Supreme Court; that the 
Supreme Court has gone to the extent of saying that where a contract 
is entered into between the Government and the employé that contract 
should be respected. That, I understand, is the Martin case. 

Every case, sir, is to be examined upon the facts presented. Every 
lawyer upon the floor of this House knows that all else than is em- 
braced within the certain scope of facts presented in a particular case 
18 immaterial. Now I maintain the Martin case decides nothing more 
or less than this, that where an officer of the Government has cut down 
the hours, say from ten to eight, and a corresponding cut down has 
been made in the wages, and a subordinate of hissays, *‘ We will work 
additional time for an additional amount,’’ and the officer says, ‘‘ No, 
you can work at the rate we have fixed or you can take your discharge, ’’ 
and he accepts that, works, gives his receipt for the money, and goes into 

the Court of Claims for the adjudication of the question, then they have 
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aright to say that under this existing state of facts he can claim noth- 


| tration. 
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ing of the Government and is entitled to nothing. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the gentleman explain why this attempts new 
legislation? It says the eight-hour law shall be amended. If the eight 
hour law as it now stands is a mandatory statute by itself, why does this 
bill propose to amend that law and amend it retroactively ? 

Mr. GLASCOCK. Ido not know what was in the mind of the com- 
mittee; but I can tell the gentleman what is in my mind and why I 
support the bill. T would do so as I would support a contract between 
individuals under a general law. For instance, take a familiar illus- 
The interest law of a State may say the rate of interest shall 
be 6 or 8 per cent., and that up to the limit of usury you may es- 
tablish any rate of interest by private contract. But in this case it 
is different. Here one of the contracting parties enacts a law which 
should bind that contracting party. I understand that the doctrine of 
estoppel ought to run against the United States in this, that when the 
United States has said eight hours shall constitute a single day’s work 
the subordinates of the Government ought not.to be allowed to say to 
the employés under them, under threat of dismissal, ‘t‘ You shall work 
ten hours or take your walking ticket.”’ 

I am heartily in favor of the tenor of this bill. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 
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FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The Committee of the Whole House on the 
informally, and the Speaker resumed the chair. 

{ message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also announced that the President had approved and signed bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

An H. R. 2265) to equalize the rank of graduates of the Naval 
Academy upon their assignment to the various corps; 

An act (H. R. 2228) to remove certain burdens on the American 
merchant marine, and encourage the American foreign carrying trade, 
and for other purposes; 


state of the Union rose 


act 


An act (H. R. 4678) to remove certain disabilities of Henry Newman 

An act (H. R. 5458) to remove the disabilities of Robert D Chor 
burn, of Virginia; 

An act (H. R. 4411) to provide for the administration of oaths to 


witne 


ses in matters pending in either House of Congress; 


An act (H. R. 1340) to establish a bureau of labor statistics; 

An act (H. R. 1433) granting a pénsion to Mary E. Murray; 

An act (H. R. 3656) granting a pension to Salome Ann Walker 

An act (H. R. 501) tor the relief of Hiram M. Howard, of Richland, 
Kans. ; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 137) for printing the annual reports of the 
Bureau of Ethnology 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 135) authorizing the Secretary of War to _“ 
lease certain lands to the board of fish commissioners of the State of 
Michigan; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 138) for printing the annual reports of the 


United States Geological Survey: and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 264) to amend a resolution approved August 
4 ling for the publication of report of Public Land Com- 


7, 1882 


prov 
lhissione!l 


RETURN OF A SENATE BILL 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read a request which has been com- 
municated from the Senate 
The Clerk read as follows: 


IN SENATE OF THE UNITED STATEs, June 44 


Orde rl the Secretary be 


turn to the Senate the bi 


directed to request the 
8.315 


at House of Represent 


granting a pension to Willam Re 


tives to re il 


hardt 

The SPEAKER If there be no objection, the Clerk will be directe: 
to return the bill as requested by the Senate. 

here was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly 


l 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


41 


Al 


Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same 

A bill (H. R. 3961) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Rail 
way Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes; and 

\ bill (H. R. 6542) granting a pension to Harriet S. Brishine 

EIGHT-HOUR 

The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re 

sumed its session 


LAW 


Mr. FORAN I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. O'NEILL], and will then return the control of the floor to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HopKINs] 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, I do not know that I would participate 
in this discussion if it was not that the principle upon which the orig 
inal eight-hour law was based is brought in question here. In fact the 
perpetuity of that law rests upon your action here to-day As | under- 
stand it this bill is a bill to practically enforce the eight-hour law 
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Mr. TILLMAN. It isan amendment to the eight-hour law; it is 
new legislation. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It ought to be new legislation. All I 


regret is that there is not a law of this country which would take hold 
of the heads of Departments when they fail to carry out a law passed 
by Congress and punish them for their failure to obey the laws of the 
country. 

Here is a law which was passed in 1868 and yet remained a dead 
letter by the failure of the heads of Departments to enforce it until 
the President by his proclamation caused it to be enforced. It was 
enforced from the time of the issuance of that proclamation, May 19, 
1869, until 1876—until the pious Hayes came into power. During the 
whole of his administration and until 1882 it remained a dead letter, 
although in May, 1872, an act was passed by Congress to pay claims 

hat arose between June 25, 1868, when the original act was passed, 
and March 19, 1869, the date of the President’s proclamation. 

Che act then remained a dead letter until March 19, 1883, when the 
Secretary of the Navy saw fit to have it enforced in the navy-yards, 
and last fall the Secretary of War caused it to be enforced in the arsenals. 
Abandoned without a reason in 1876, 
years later 


+ 
t 


its enforcement is resumed seven 
It is possible that the approach of a Presidential election 
may have been the galvanic battery to bring back to life this apparently 
dead law. 


[It is charged here to-day that workingmen do not ask for the enforce- 
mentofthis law. Will the gentleman making this statement name any 


labor organization in this country which condemns the eight-hour law ? 
I know of On the contrary, ever since its enactment they have 
consistently and persistently demanded its practical enforcement; and 
the principle of this bill is just as much a vital question in American 
politics to-day as it was the day the law was passed. There is nota 
labor convention that meets anywhere in the United States that does 
not adopt as one of the leading planks in its platform of principles ‘* the 
practical enforcement of the eight-hour law.”’ 
that this is amere bubble raised by doctrinaires. Its resurrection after 
sleep by the present Administration shows plainly the 
strength of the demand for its enforcement. The reasons that caused 
At 
iat time it was believed that our Republic rested upon the intelligence 
of the people and that eight hours’ labor in the mechanical pursuits, 
and in all other branches of labor, was quite sufficient; that the residue 
of the time could well be devoted to the improvement of the mind and 
social faculties; and that all American citizens should be enabled to 
ote some portion of their time to the cultivation of the intellect. 

It only affected those employed by the Government, but the exam- 
ple thus set it was believed would have great influence in the private 
employments throughout the country and result in great benefit to the 
working classes. 


none 


seven years’ 


ts enactment in 1868 are more cogent to-day than they were then. 
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[ will read a few extracts from the Senate proceedings at the time of 
its passage that are as applicable now as they were then. 
Senator Hendricks said 


My opinion is that eight hours of labor faithfully applied are quite sufficient, 
and that the health of the laborer and the general interests of society will be 
promoted by this reforn 


Senator Stewart 
I believe it is admitted on all hands that men will do more work per hour if 
work eight hours than they will if they work ten hours a day. 


the, 


Senator Cole said 


Unless the people are provided by law with some protection against the re- 


quirement which is now put upon them by the exorbitant demands of capitalists, 
they will not be so well prepared to perform the duties of American citizenship. 
Iam therefore very anxious for the passage of this bill. 


Senator Conness 


Il know that labor 


like every other commodity, must depend upon the de- 
mand and supply 


But I, for one, will be glad when the industry of the coun- 
try shall become accommodated to a reduced number of hours in the perform- 


ance of labor 

My time will not permit of further quotations. If, when this law 
went into effect, the Government through its various departments had 
carried it out in good faith, its benign influence would have been felt 
ere this in the home of every workman, and they would not be to-day 
asking for the enforcement of a law enacted for the people by their 
representatives and dishonored by the various administrations. 

The marvelous growth of labor-saving machinery, displacing each 
year workmen by the thousands; the exactions of selfish capital, which 
ignores every principle of mental improvement or needed rest to their 
workmen—are to-day powerful arguments for the renewal of this ques- 
tion, which I believe will again become the vital issue in politics to 
American workmen 

Believing that the Government justly owes the money to these men 
for over-time under the eight-hour law, and that it should live up to 
and carry out the law, I shall vote for this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move that the committee now rise in order to 
limit the debate. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would inquire how much of the time 
consumed in the discussion of this proposition has been accorded to 
those who do not exactly see their way clear to vote for this bill? 


And’ yet we are told | 
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Mr. HOPKINS. I understand that one hour has been occupied by 
those opposed to the bill and something over an hour in favor of it. - 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would be glad if the time for genera] 
discussion could be extended a little longer. We can perhaps do noth- 
ing else this afternoon than consider this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman may accomplish what he desires 

| by availing himself of the discussion under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Hardly, unless I should get the floor 
three or four times; twice, at least. 

Mr. HOPKINS. So many gentlemen have asked for time that I find 
it will be impossible to get through the bill to-day unless we rise to 
close general debate. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I think it no‘more than fair that equal 
time should be accorded to the two sides. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope the motion will not be agreed to. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HopkKINs, there 
were—ayes 66, noes 62. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not want to obstruct business, but 
unless we can have a little more time for general debate I must raisé 
the question of a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. This being a motion that the committee rise, a 
quorum is not required. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
minutes longer. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, and 
KINS were appointed. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana (before the count by tellers was con- 
cluded). I have agreed to withdraw the demand for tellers if three- 
quarters of an hour more be allowed to the gentlemen who oppose th« 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mous consent. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. HOPKINS] can withdraw the motion that the committee rise, and 
then the Chair can recognize me with the understanding that alter 
forty-five minutes the motion to rise shall be renewed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the motion that the committee rise tellers 
have been ordered; and the motion can not be withdrawn except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. FIEDLER. I object. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I withdraw the motion that the committee rise as 
| I think we will save time by shortening the debate under the five- 

minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent 
shall be limited to forty-five minutes. 

Mr. DEUSTER. I object. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then I renew my motion that the committee rise 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. DEUSTER. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then I withdraw my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent the general debate is 
limited to forty-five minutes, and the Chair will recognize the gentle 
man from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the eight-hour law, like 

| all other statutes, ought to be enforced, and if this bill simply contem- 
plates its enforcement it ought not be opposed by any gentleman who 
has regard for the supremacy of the law. 

What is the eight-hour law, and why has it become the rule in Gov- 
ernment employment ? 

The act of June 25, 1868, merely declares as follows: 


I ask for tellers. We only want thirty 


Mr. Hop 


That arrangement can only be made by unani 


is asked that the debat 


That eight hours shall constitute a day's work for all laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics now employed, or who may be hereafter employed, by or on behalf 
of the Government of the United States; and that all acts and parts of acts in 
consistent with this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. (15 Statutes at 
Large, 77.) 


This simply defines a labor day as between the Government and cer 
tain of its employés, and in the absence of anything to the contrary 
declares a service of eight hours to be aday. This act leaves and was 
obviously intended to leave the laborer free to work as many hours as 
he desires, and it does not even by implication prohibit the agents ot 
the Government from contracting for a daily service of ten hours or any 
number of hours. All the law does, and you may give it the most lib- 
eral possible construction, is to declarethat eight hours shall be a day’s 
labor when the agreement between the contracting parties does not 
stipulate to the contrary. It was not intended to interfere with the 
liberty of either the laborer or the Government to freely contract both 
as to the hours of employment and the measure of compensation. The 
statute does not attempt the impossible—to make eight hours equal to 
ten hours—nor does it require the Government to pay for eight hours a 
sum equal to the market value of ten hours of service. If the em 
ployer and the employé mutually stipulate for a day of ten hours no 
| law is violated. If the laborer works two hours over the legal limit 

fixed for the day and is paid for this extra time, should he complain, 
and is it either reasonable or fair to exact double pay for this excess ? 
| If the laborer by contract either express or implied undertakes to labox 
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for ten hours for an agreed sum he is bound in law and morals by his Mr. WELLER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
contract. Who dares deny this? Then why this bill? If the Gov- | tion? 
ernment under the law owes its workmen a debt it is our duty togive | Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No; you did not permit me to ask you 


them a remedy—one that is full and complete and that will insure | a question to-day. 
prompt payment. Mr. WELLER. All right; I will let the country hear it by and by, 
But there is no debtto beenferced. This bill does nothing if it does | and don’t you forget it. { Laughter. ] 
not step in to abrogate an agreement between the laborer and the peo- | Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And if I am not very much mistaken 
le. It is an attempt to arbitrarily commit us to payment for services | the gentleman will hear from the country, or a part of it, before very 
already fully compensated. If any legal obligation exists in this case | long. [ Laughter. } 
this bill is not necessary. The measure is a peculiar one. It declares Mr. WELLER. And youshall hear from the ‘‘ gentleman from Iowa” 
the existence of a debt that has no law or contract to support it, and | by way of the people. 
having declared the deht to be due, significantly fails to make any pro- Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Now, I have attempted in the first 
visions whatever for its payment. If the Government is under any | place to show briefly that an eight-hour law, if it could be made 
legal obligation to these employés, that obligation should be discharged | form and universal, would do much to relieve the laborer. I have at- 
to the uttermost farthing, even though it took from the treasury $30,- | tempted to show that it is impossible to make it uniform in its opera- 
000,000. tion, first, because of the fact that certain industries necessarily require 
The Government has kept its contract, and owes nothing. a larger number of hours than others and necessitate the extension ot 
But, Mr. Chairman, what is the philosophy of this eight-hour law? | the ordinary working hoursof the day. | have attempted to show next 
I know the demand and supply of labor regulate its price, and the | that the eight-hour law, if it can not be made unitorm, tends to create 
theory of limiting a day’s labor to a certain number of hours is this, | a special class, a favored class of laborers. But there is another thing 
that you thereby diminish the amount of labor in the market and cor- about it: if it could be made universal it is still an attack upon individ- 
respondingly increase its price, for as the supply is diminished the de- | ual liberty. I say it is only valuable in any event when every laboring 
mand is increased, and increased demand brings enhanced price. If | man is required by law to conform to it. 
this rule could be uniform, if it could apply to the whole body of in- If every man was required by a cast-iron statute to conform to the 
dustrial people, I should be glad to see it adopted by the States and | eight-hour rule, if that could be done, | repeat it would be an attack 
rigidly enforced. If it could be so applied I believe it would bring re- | upon individual liberty. Why? As the gentleman from South Caro- 
lief, and a large measure of relief, to the work people. lina has well said, the poor man who has the wife and the children de- 
But the first question is, is it practicable? Canit be made uniform? | pendent upon him for support has the right to toil so many hours 
Can it be enforced ? Why, every person conversant with our industrial | as may be necessary by his industry to provide the genial fire on the 
pursuits knows its adoption and enforcement are impossible. The ma- | hearthstone and to put the necessaries of life on the table. If he ca 
jority of those who labor inthe United States work on the farm. They | do it by eight hours’ labor, let it so be done. But if it requires more, 
stand behind the plow-handles, they work in the brown corn lands and | it is his right, ay, more than that, it is his duty to labor longer than 
in the golden harvest fields, and nature, the irrepealable law of the | that. I go beyond that. I say that even if it were possible for him ti 
Almighty,exacts that when the genial sunshine of thespring-time comes | accumulate all that the necessities of his family require by his eight 
and the glebe is ready for the plowshare, that the husbandman shall be | hours’ labor, yet no government in the universe of God ought to fix 
at his work at that hour when the lark is ready with its matin song. | that as a limit during which only he shall work. He has not only the 
He starts into his work in the first dawn of the day and labors until | right to provide for the necessities of to-day, but he may lay by some- 
the night-time comes. Not, if you please, always because he desires as | thing for the day of disaster, for the day of adversity that may be hidden 
a freeman to do so, but because the necessity of his business demands it. | in the womb of the future. To-day, in the vigor of his life, he may be 
When the harvest-time comesand the crop is ready for the sickle he must | able to achieve all that his family requires; but nature has appointed 
go and labor, regardless of the number of hours, in order that he may | the time when old age must come, and when the trembling limbs and 
garner up the fruits of his toil. Practical farming employments exact | the weary frame can labor no longer. 
during the farming season every hour of the day-time, and youcan not | Every man has the right, upon him is the duty, to lay by something 
apply an eight-hour law to the agricultural laborers. To do so is to | for himself and those who are dependent upon him for that time when 
limit food production, to leave the plow stand still in the furrow and | the evening of his lifeshall come. Ah! but he may do more than that 
the ripened grain to rot in the fields. There is still another consideration. It is not only bis duty to provide 
There is another large class of working people who would rebel against | for the wants of himself and of his family when the time comes that 
a law limiting the hours of their labor. I mean those mechanics who | he may no longer labor, but he may store up his earnings so as to be 
unassisted and on their own account manufacture their wares for the | able to give something to the children that God has given him. He 
market: the tailor, the blacksmith, the shoemaker, and the thousands | may give them a start in the world. And after all there is no law so 
of others of like employments. These demand the liberty to work as | good as that irrepealable statute of the Almighty which gave man these 
many hours as they please. As the law can only be applied to a lim- | hands and the right to use them freely, the right to plant and to wate 
ited number it can effect but little in reducing the supply of labor. This | and to pluck; that irreversible law of God which gave man the brain 
is obvious. with which to parley and plan and economize. In other words, there 
Let-us pursue this inquiry further. The theory upon which demo- | is no statute so invaluable to the laborer as is that statute of nature 
cratic government is founded is that it is to recoguize no special class, | in which is enshrined his individual liberty. 
and this eight-hour law does grant special favors and creates a little la- A law fixing inflexibly the time during which a man may toil strikes 
bor aristocracy. down that invaluable privilege of a freeman, the liberty to contract 
Mr. LYMAN. That is just it. l insist that no rule, no statute, should withhold from any laboring 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Those who simply happen to be fortu- | man, however humble, the right to freely engage in any lawful serv- 
nate enough to secure Government employment. Gentlemen come | ice, and to contract without dictation from any quarter in regard t 
into this House and pronounce panegyrics on this measure who, I | the terms upon which his labor shall be given. What right have we 
have observed, have a navy-yard or arsenal or some governmental in- | to play the role of master to the work people ? 
stitution within their Congressional districts. [Laughter.] I have This Government is not a paternal Government. The Government is 
none in mine; and in behalf of the laborers of the factories, these | not the father. It is the servant of the people; thatisall. Weare not 
bronzed men who stand under the scorching suns of the harvest-time | the bosses of the people. We are the mere servants of the people, who 
and amid the hum of the wheels, these men who stand about the | stand behind us and behind the Government, which is the creature of 
chimneys which send their black smoke heavenward, these men who | their power. The people do not ask us, they do not expect us to give 
stand by the glowing fires of the furnaces, I protest that they shall | them food, clothing, or houses. They do not ask the Government to 
not work ten hours a day for the same measure of compensation that | support them. They do not expect that except for the unfortunates 
is awarded to these favored Government employés for eight hours of | who are unable to earn these things for themselves. The people expect 
labor. Is it right they should do so? I demand equal pay for equal | this: that the Government will give the fullest and the amplest prote: 
service. Whatever you may say in regard to the enforcement of this | tiontowhat? To their lives, theirliberty, and their property. In other 
law by the Departments of the Government this is true, and no man | words, the Government is to give them a clear track and let them run 
dare deny it, that the employés of the Government have received pre- | the race as swiftly as they may. It is the purpose and end of Govern 
cisely the same measure of compensation that has been given in like | ment to take from our shoulders the burdens, if any we bear, of class or 
employment to persons who have been engaged in manufacturing es- | unequal legislation. It should take all unequal legislation out of the 
tablishments controlled by private capital. And you gentlemen pro- | pathway of progress, and maké us all peers. The capitalist andthe 
pose by this special class legislation to give a Government employé | poor man, the employer and the employed, under this democratic sys- 
who toils in the workshop as much money for eight hours of toil as | tem of ours, ought to be peers, and the Government gives us the richest 
you pay his fellow-workman, his peer in social life, his equal in abil- | of all possible blessings when it gives us laws that protect everything 
ity to ply his art, who happens to be engaged by a private person, for | that is dear to our common nature—our lives, our liberties, and our 
ten hours. I say, do you propose to give the one for eight hours of | earnings. That law which protects the millionaire in his wealth and 
Service as much as his fellow-laborer working near by in the next es- | the enjoymentof its blessings, protects the poor laboring man as he goes 
tablishment obtains for ten? That is what I want to know, and that is | home from the workshop or the field of toil with bis hard-earned dollar. 
a plain question. Who will answer it? | The law that protects the poor man’s earnings and leaves him free to 
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work and plan and economize makes it possible for him to take his place 
in the ranks of the rich 

The same law that allows the rich man to accumulate millions al- 
lows the poor man to do it in the same way. It is the same law; it is 
the law by which property is earned, and by which it is disposed of 
freely; for if we could not earn it freely and dispose of it freely it 
would be worthless to us whether it be to the poor or whether it is to 
the rich. But here there is an idea— 

Mr. COX, of New York. Thank God for the idea. [Laughter, ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is very seldom that my friend from 
New York catches on to an idea; when he does he is inclined to be rev- 
erent and thank God for it; for ideas come to him like angels’ visits, few 
and farbetween. [Laughter.] Although he is not like the Scotchman; 
it is not necessary to bore an idea into his head with a gimlet. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Go on with your speech. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. My friend will please not interfere with 
my speech 


I was about to say that the idea pervades this country that there is 
some class who are entitled to all the rights, and some other class upon 
which are imposed all the duties of the Government. It strikes me 
that this legislation—class legislation, as I regard it—not general legis- 
lation applying to all the industrial people, but making a privileged 
class; it strikes me this legislation is in pursuance of the idea that in 
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this democratic Government rights and duties are not reciprocal, but | 


that there is a fortunate class of somebodies who are entitled to all the 
rights and privileges of the Government and some other class of unfor- 
tunates upon whom are imposed all the dutiesand responsibilities. Now, 
I assume that human rights and human liberty are only safe when pro- 


tected from the encroachments of arbitrary power and the creation of 


privileged classes. The highest commercial and industrial civilization 


can be had only in that State where each man is guaranteed the free | 


use of all his powers in the production of the means of subsistence and 
of wealth. 

Now, what is the true theory at least of this labor question? As I 
have attempted to state briefly, if we are to make a system, if we wish 
to fashion this into a legislative system, it must be uniform, it must 


apply to all, it must give equal privileges to all and impose equal re- | 


sponsibilities upon all. Unless that is possible, unless this perfect 


lation upon that subject. 


I insist in the second place, to recapitulate what I have attempted to 
say, that if this uniform rule can not be had, it is because first it can 
not be made to apply to certain classes of our laboring people, and sec- 
ondly because it is inhibited by the right, I think the natural right, that 
gives to every citizen, to every living human being, the liberty to em- 
ploy his hands or his head for just so many hours as his necess 


ities or 
his inclinations may require. 


I think there is no better law and never 
will be a better law than to strike down every statute that attempts to 


| 
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education, and experience I have all my life been identified with th, 
classes who labor and earn their bread by the sweat of their brows, not 
that I have always toiled as a laborer in the shop or the field, but that 
life with me has been one of continual and unabated labor from youth 
until the present moment; and, sir, believing as I do thatin our day jt 
has become possible for designing and unprincipled men, backed by the 
power of large sums of money,to so organize and combine in their pur- 
poses and schemes for personal aggrandizement as to perpetrate gross 
hardships and injustice upon those who are engaged in what is called 
common labor, I unhesitatingly avow it to be my desire that the Con 

gress of the United States in all matters bearing upon the general labo: 
system of the country shall enact laws for the protection, security, and 
prosperity of those who now and for generations yet to come shall pass 
their days in those vocations of life in which the greatest exactions of 
toil are demanded by the very necessities which compel them to labor 

But, sir, while I feel free to make this avowal I am firmly impressed 
with the conviction that every act of legislation in this direction should 
be the result of deliberation and wisdom—that, in fact, every law ot 
the nature of the one under consideration should be founded upon prin 

ciples of right, doing justly by all who may be affected thereby; and it 
I could bring my mind to regard the measure now under discussion as 
one thus founded I would cheerfully give it my support; but I do not 
so regard it, and in its present form I can not support it. 

My first impressions of the bill, as I listened to the argument of th« 
gentleman having it in charge [Mr. LOVERING] and to his recital of the 
history of the so-called eight-hour legislation, were favorable to its pas 
sage. It seemed to me that if the Government in years past has violated 
this law which is now and for a number of years has been upon ou 
statute-books, or has permitted its agents and officers, its heads of D: 
partments, to disregard the law and so manage the affairs of their Li 
partments as to work injustice to a large class of laborers employed by 
them, the men who were thus employed and compelled to perform mor: 
labor per day than the law required have or ought to have such claims 
against the Government for the value of such time as they have labored 
in excess of that demanded by the law as are worthy of consideratio1 
in the manner proposed by this bill; butas the discussion has progressed 
and I have given further thought to the subject-matter, I have becon: 


| settled in the conviction that the bill should be defeated. 
equality of rights and duties is possible, then there ought to be no legis- | 


During the afternoon I have been led to consider the real purpos: 
and policy of the Government in placing upon the statute-books th 
enactments to which gentlemen have referred, and one of the questions 


| that has suggested itself to my mind is this: Was it the purpose of the 
| Government in enacting this law that purely financial benefit should 


give to any interest or business any kind of monopoly and allow the | 


whole body of our people to stand upon a platform of perfect equality 
and each to strive to do the best he can for himself and his family. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. That is good Democratic doctrine. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That is Democratic doctrine as the gen- 
tleman frankly suggests. Strange things sometimes get into the Dem- 
ocratic platforms 

Mr. COX, of New York 
in my life. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
the function of the Government to make men happy, but only to give 
them an opportunity by their own effort to become so. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman what the Chicago 
platform of his own party contains as to the eight-hour law. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I donot remember what it contains on 
that subject; nor do I know whatthe next Chicago platform will have 
init. I said in the introduction of this discussion I was in favor of the 


rigid enforcement of the eight-hour law, as I am for the enforcement 
of all laws. 


Mr. HOPKINS. 
the eight-hour law. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
that proposition. 
I have been making, it is unfortunate for the eight-hour law. 
in the way of principle it is no fault of mine. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will you vote for the bill ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will think about it. How much time 
have I remaining ? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE]. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, in every meritorious contest be- 
tween labor and capital or any force or combination antagonistic to the 
real interests of labor I have ever been and ever —— be upon the 
side of the latter, and I greatly desire in all my official acts while oc- 
cupying a seat in this body to so speak and vote upon all questions re- 
lating to the laboring classes as to advance their interests and their 
cause. If I may be pardoneda personal allusion, Iwillsay that by birth, 


I never heard such a good speech from you 


I do not agree with the gentleman on 


If it is 


i 


Let me conclude by saying that it is not | 


result to the classes contemplated, or was it the purpose of the Gov- 
ernment to legislate with a view to secure to its employés more tim: 
fur rest, pleasure, and culture—to say to them ‘‘the Government is 
willing to accept from you eight hours of labor per day, instead ot 
nine, ten, or twelve, and compensate you therefor as for a greate: 
number of hours, leaving to you the balance of the time to be disposed 
of as you may see proper ?”’ 

Now, sir, I believe the policy of Congress was to secure such ben 
fits as I have suggested rather than enlarged pecuniary gain to th 
classes comprehended by the law. Ido not urge, however, that this 
is by any means an answer to the arguments adduced by the friends otf 
this measure, but that in arriving at our conclusions we should not 
overlook considerations that bear upon the spirit and true policy of the 
law. But there are, I think, a number of substantial and satisfactory 
objections to establishing a precedent for the payment of arrearages of 
pay to civil employés. What is the fact with reference to this matter? 


| It is alleged here, and I accept the statement as true, that certain heads 
| of Departments have for a number of years violated or permitted the 


And yet you are attacking the very principle of | 


| to engage to perform this service. 


| and obeyed the laws of the land. 
If lam attacking the eight-hour law, in the remarks | 


violation of this statute, but that it was largely done by or through a 
system of special contracts, which in one or more cases have been con- 
strued legal by our Supreme Court, and by the terms of which con- 
tracts the employés, knowing the law, consented to become parties to 
its violation. 

Now, I[ insist that those persons who knowingly and willfully be- 
come guilty of violating the law should not receive at our hands the 
favorable consideration accorded to those who have had respect unto 
These men were not compelled, at 
least legally speaking, to enter upon any such engagement. They 
were free citizens—free, moral, and commercial agents—and could en- 
gage or not as they saw proper. They concluded, knowing the law, 
They entered into solemn contract, 


| and said ‘‘ we agree to this proposition, and will accept the compensa- 


| rest in so far as any further compensation is concerned. 


| tion which you engage to pay us.”’ 
The gentleman has twenty minutes remaining. 
I yield ten minutes to the gentleman | 


The contracts were consummated 
by the performance of the labor, and the Government through its 
officers paid the agreed price, and here, it seems to me, the case should 
The accounts 
between the Government and its employés have been settled agreeably 
to contract and to the satisfaction of the parties, as judged by the 
spirit and terms in which they engaged to perforin the services. 

I insist now, as a matter of law and sound policy, that we ought not 


| in these cases which I think involve largely the principle of class leg- 


islation, to open those questions which have been settled and to throw 


| wide the doors of the Treasury to claims of the character contemplated 
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bv this bill, and which concern a class of men betterable, in my judg- | hoursa day. I presume that it will take one or two millions of dollars, 
ment, to forego the proposed additional compensation than the thou- | perhaps more, of the Government money. But the question of amount 
sands of our laboring people the country over, who, year by year, are | is not material if it isa right which these laborers have under the law 


submitting to wrongs far more grievous to be borne than the so-called loss | of the land. 


of certain time by men who received the full agreed price for their labor. Mr. TILLMAN. The friends of the bill admit that it will take 
There is another point upon which I wish to base an argument right | $5,000,000. 
here. Both of these parties have been guilty of a violation of the statute, Mr. DIBBLE. If it is not a matter of right, then we have no au- 


and as all lawyers know who are familiar with the most ordinary prin- | thority to giveas a gratuity to a particular class of laboring men money 
ciples of law it is manifestly against public policy to reward either | out of the Treasury under the guise of advantage or benetit to laboring 
party to a contract when that contract was itself a violation of the law. | men. Whatever those benefits might be, they would reach but a small 
The violation of this statute was wrong, was bad faith, and contrary to | proportion of the laborers of the country and would constitute a burden 
good public policy. Gentlemen may say that as to the officers of the | upon all the rest of the laboring classes to pay it; for labor pays its full 
Government it certainly was contrary to good policy. But I insistthat | share of public burdens. 


this claim applies equally to both contracting parties, and that each | The question therefore comes down to this: Have these employés a 
should be left where they have by their own voluntary acts placed | legal right to this additional compensation? The eight-hour law was 
themselves, and where the law says they should remain. passed on the 25thof June, 1868, and provided ‘* that eight hours shall 


[ am opposed to this bill upon many other grounds, one of which I | constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics now 
would like to state before my time expires. I am opposed to opening | employed or who may hereafter be employed by or on behalf of the Gov- 
this door to claims for back pay for the further reason that there are | ernment of the United States.”’ 
many thousands of soldiers throughout this broad land who, as the re- | _ Is this law a matter of contract between each individual laborer and 
sult of their service during the dark days of war, now bear upon their | the Government, which enters into and becomes a part of every agree- 
bodies not only the scars of battle but permanent injuries unfitting them | ment for labor? On that point we have the express decision of the Su- 
for the active duties of life. Many ofthem come here to us and ask for | preme Court in the Martin case. It was there decided that it was nota 
special pensions, not being able to obtain them through the Pension | contract between the parties; it was simply a direction of the Govern- 
Office. Iam glad to attest the generosity of this Congress in meeting | ment to its agents, and that special contracts may be made in special 
this class of cases fairly and in granting pensions to many hundreds Of | cases. Judge Hunt says: 


those who have thus applied for relief. | This is a direction by Congress tothe officers and agents of the Government 
But let me remind this committee that with perhaps one or two ex- | of the wen States oe & principle to nehaente in the labor of those 

onti va hava ania. a. — . Sane like arraawn . eed . engaged in 1s service 1ere are several things which the act does not regu- 

ceptions we have denied to these men any thing like arrears of pensions. | jaie Which it may be worth while to notice 

Yet here is a proposition to grant by special legislation to people who First. It does not establish the prices to be paid for its work. 

labored years ago, under contracts which have been consummated and | That is the first point decided by the court. 


settled, arrears of compensation for the labor they have performed. With Second. The statute does not provide that the employer andthe laborer may 
all of my feeling of friendship for the laboring classes I do not regard | not agree with each other as to what shall constitute a day’s work. ; 
this asa step which ought to be taken. So that this law only established a general directory rule for the 

Let me say further that, as I understand it, this Congress declines | Departments of the Government. By the express decision of the Su- 
positively in cases of injuries to persons employed in the civil service of | preme Court, this law does not provide that laborers may not agree 
the nation, and who may while so employed have been seriously in- upon any other hours of labor. Such agreements have been made. 
jured by or through no fault of their own, but as a result of the negli- | Men have gone into the Government employment knowing how many 
gence of co-laborers or those superintending the work in hand, to grant | hours they were to work and what they would get for that work: they 
any compensation or pension to the party so injured. Now, I insist | have made such contracts, which are not affected by this law. They 
that while we refuse to the deserving soldiers of the land, who exposed | pave received their pay. The matter has been settled. And. Mr. 
their lives to the furies of war, arrears of pension, even when their dis- | @hairman. in some kinds of severe work it is probable laborers can not 
ability at or since discharge is clearly established, and while we decline | endure eight hours’ employment per day. I understand that in foun- 
to compensate or pension worthy laborers who are injured in our civil | deries and some other establishments men can not stand eight hours’ 
service, it would be grossly unjust to single out this class of fortunate work in a day. Suppose some of these workmen were employed only 


le > « » oS a 2 F < y 9 ‘ 

laborers and grant them ‘‘ arrears of pay. aad seven hours per day. Does the Government propose to adjust their 
Mr. Chairman, I am most heartily in favor of the rigid enforcement | aecounts by taking off one-eighth of their wages ? 

of this law while it remains upon our statute-book, and I am not now Mr. Chairman, the construction of the law for which I am now con- 


in favor of its repeal; but, sir, I beg to urge that enforcement can be | tending, as given by the Supreme Court, has been the construction from 
accomplished without the necessity of passing such a sweeping measure | the beginning. Attorney-General Evarts—I cite the twelfth volume 
as this, which, in addition to many other objections, is unaccompanied | of the ¢ )pinions of the Attornevs-General—was called upon early for 
by any estimate as to the amount of money required to meet its de- his opinion as to the meaning of this law. On the 25th of November. 
mands. ’ 1868, he gave an opinion to the effect that the eight-hour law was sim- 
Some gentlemen seem to be of opinion that the most direct, speedy, ply directory; that it did not follow from the law that for eight hours’ 
and efficient way to accomplish entorcement is to compel payment at | work the Government should pay the same price paid for ten hours’ 
once of an immense amount of money, as if that proceeding would | work in a private establishment: but that one principle ran through the 
punish the Government and cause it to beware of the future, as might | Jaws of the United States on this subject—that there should be equalit y 
be the case were it a sensitive, economical capitalist; but, sir, this, in | hetween the wages of employés of the Government and wages paid for 
my judgment, is not the proper way to reach the desired object. _ similar industry in private establishments. His language is as follows: 
Heads of Departments and all officials of the Government are subject | The equality between the wages of the employés of the Government and of 
to the control of the people, as represented by the Congress, and if | similar industry in private employment (which is so manifestly just and ex 
any official is persisting in violating this law, let us at once proceed by _ nt as et nae oe law in ee a of the Navy 
proper legislative action to call him to accountability and compel obe- fens ae a Tine comer sunudens teed Gao omne aes 
dience by mandates within our power. The important consideration | labor should be compensated in the public employment at the same rates of 
with reference to this matter, unless I am in error, is to secure for the | wages that it receives in private employment. 
future strict and faithful observance of this law, in deference not only And, Mr. Chairman, the principle is correct. We, as representatives 
to the law itself, but to that worthy sentiment in the country that is | of the people, should not enact any law by which the Government shall 
seeking the highest good and largest degree of prosperity to the labor- | pay more for what it gets than private individuals pay in the market 


ing classes of the land. for similar work. Such legislation would benefit only a favored class. 
Here the hammer fell. ] It would not benefit the great body of the laborers of the country. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would inquire, Mr. Chairman, how | They would be subjected to additional burdens, while the few laborers 
much time I have left? so fortunate as to be in Government employment would be put above 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has ten minutes of his time re- | the level of those who were their equals in skill, industry, and every 
maining. other requisite for doing good service for their employers. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will yield the remainder of my time So also, Mr. Chairman, Attorney-General Hoar gave an opinion to 
to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLe}. the same effect in 1869. One of the arguments used in favor of the 
Mr. HERBERT. Did not the gentleman agree to give me three | eight-hour law, as shown by the debates at the time of its passage, was 
minutes of his time? that by continuous employment of workmen for eight hours a day th: 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I did so, and I supposed I would have | same amount of work could be accomplished in the long runas by the 
the time to yield. But previous to that I had agreed to give the gen- | employment of workmen for a longer daily period. Be that as it may, 
tleman from South Carolina ten minutes, and that is all the time I | we know that the advocates of this law hold eight hours to be the pe- 
have remaining. riod which day in and day out on the average will produce the most 

Mr. DIBBLE. As I understand the proposition now before the Com- | effective results in the ordinary kinds of labor with due regard to the 
mittee of the Whole, it is to pay to all laborers who have been in Gov- | health and strength of workmen, On that principle the eight-hour 
ernment employment since the passage of the eight-hour law such ad- | law was based. 
dition to the wages which they have received as will correspond to the If it should be, Mr. Evarts says, in his opinion from which I have 
difference of time between the hours they actually worked and eight | quoted, that eight hours of work day in and day out will not accom- 
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‘lish for the Government as much as is accomplished in private estab- 
ishments by ten hours’ work day after day, then, he says, according to 
he principle of equality the price of labor for eight hours should be cor- 
espondingly reduced. If, on the contrary, labor continued day after 
day for eight hours will produce equal results with the ten-hour system 
in other establishments, then the same amount of compensation should 
be paid. butthe rate of compensation was not fixed by law; that was 
left to be dependent entirely upon experience in various branches of in- 


dustry and subject to agreement in every instance. 


I 
l 
r 


I cite these views of the highest legal advisers of the Government, ex- 
pressed for the purpose of guiding the Departments in relation to the 
eight-hour law, shortly aiter its passage, simply to show that the rule 
was established that all Government employés should receive compen- 
sation equal to that paid in private employment for like services. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS 


mittee rise, 


In order to avoid the formality of having the com- 
I ask unanimous consent that general debate be now 
sidered as terminated 
The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that general debate 
now closed on this bill. That is substantially the agreement arrived 
some time If there be no objection it will be so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I 
of the bill 
Che first section was read, as follows 
Be it That 


con- 


pe 
t 


at ago 


desire to offer an amendment to the first section 


enacted, &c., whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has 


been employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States since 
the 2th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight hours a day’s 
worl 


k, shall be paid for each eight hours he has been employed as for a full day’s 
work, at the price per day as regulated by private parties in the vicinity in 
which the work was performed, without reference to the number of hours’ work 
required by such parties 

Mr. HOPKINS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk: 

The Clerk read as follows 

After the word “ been,”’ 
who may hereafter be 

After the word *“‘States,”’ in line 5, strike out down to the 
line 7; so that, if thus amended, the section will read 

Phat whoever, asa laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been, since June 25, 

1868, or who may herafter be, employed by or on behalf of the Government of 


in line 3 of section 1, insert “since June 25, 1868, or 


word 


for a full day’s work, at the price per day as regulated by private parties in the 
vicinity in which the work was performed 


hours’ work required by such parties.” 
Mr. HISCOCK, 


I suggest whether it would not be quite as well to 
strike out in line 8, 


from the word ‘‘ at’’ to the close, and insertin lieu 
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so that each may receive its fair proportion, and so do I. 


| tion to pay the amount you have promised. 
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cent. or upward more than it is worth and more than labor elsewhere 
receives. You will have paid for the privilege. 

Then you may wave the flag and talk about the laboring man, how 
your heart thrills with interest for those who labor, and all that sort 
of thing. Yon will then have passed a bill which expresses precisely 
on its face what you profess to desire to accomplish. , 

Now, sir, lam ready to meet such a question as is here presented 
squarely and decidedly. We all talk to our constituents. I talk to 
mine. They are mainly laboringmen. They want a fair day’s wages 
for a fair day’s work, and I am in favor of their receiving it, and they 
know it. They are my peers and, as to this great labor question, are, 
many of them, my superiors in knowledge. They believe that the 
profits of business should be fairly divided between capital and labor 
They do not 
believe in, and they have a most profound contempt for, this buncom|» 
talk of which we have heard so much this session. 

I should like to be permitted to go further, and if my five minutes is 
about to run out I hope some gentleman will be able to obtain the floo 
and yield to me so I may be able to finish. 

Mr. COX, of New York 
time. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentlemen who favored this bill understand 
perfectly well that if you pass it it is a mere declaration without further 
force or effect. It will not pay these claims, but by another law you 
will have to appropriate the necessary amount of money. Without 
that appropriation this billamounts to nothing. It must be considered 
then as put in here as a cheat and a fraud for the purpose of advertis- 
ing that you will give people laboring in the Government employ 25 pe 
cent. more than labor is paid elsewhere. But you make no appropria 
You talk about your friend 


I will be glad to yield the gentleman my 


ship for this class of people and of your intention to favor them, and 


‘shall,” in | 


you know nevertheless your bill is defective in that you can not pay 
one dollar under it. Even when these claims have passed they can not 
be paid until the appropriation for that purpose has undergone the 
scrutiny of the Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, who pre- 


| sides over the Committee on Appropriations of this House. 


the United States, shall be paid for each eight hours he has been employed as | 


without reference to the number of | 


thereof ‘‘ should be paid the price of ten hours’ work for eight hours’ 
labor { Laughter. ] 
Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman can offer that amendment if he de- | 


Sires to. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Then I move that amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to five minutes. 
Mr. HOPKINS. _I desire a vote and do not wish to detain the com- 
mittee by a speech 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana 


In line 8, after the words ‘‘ per day,’’ I 
move te insert 


‘of the same length;’’ so it will read: 


Atthe price per day of the same length as regulated by private parties in the 
vicinity in which the work was performed, without reference to the number of 
hours’ work required by such parties. 


Mr. HISCOCK. 


I desire to be heard on my amendment 
Mr. KEIFER. 


Allow me to suggest, Mr. Chairman, the amend- 


ment moved by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

rhe CHAIRMAN, The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
New York to speak to his amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK My understanding is that the chairman of the com- 
mittee and the committee itself which reported this bill understand 
there is no legal liability on the part of the Government to pay these 
alleged claims. There is no use of introducing or citing authorities, 
for if they believed these were legal claims against the Government the 
Treasury Department would have been invited to audit and send them 
to Congress to make appropriation for their payment. 

Again, sir, if they had supposed there was a legal liability on the 
part of the Government there would have been no necessity to put in 


the pending measure in the peculiar shape in which we find it a rule of | 


law to control the decision. Take the second section; it provides that 
the Court of Claims shall pass on these demands as though eight hours 
constituted a day’s work. If there was such a rule of law now to con- 
trol the Court of Claims this provision would be unnecessary. 

The bill assumes these claimants have no valid claim against the 
Government, and proposes to give them this gratuity. It assumes 
they have already been paid in full; but in addition it will, by favor, 
give them for eight hours’ work the price of ten. Why not then have 
this fairly and openly stated upon the face of the bill itself? If in 
the future that is exactly what is intended to be accomplished, why 
not let the bill so express it? Why not let it clearly say to all those 
in the Government employ the Government will pay them for eight 
hours’ service the value or price of ten?. Then you will have some- 
thing definite and positive for your labor. Then you can afford to 
make these demagogical speeches. You can afford to say that you pro- 


[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOPKINS rose. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has been re 
ognized. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, part of the speech just made by 
the gentleman from New York was made in the Senate by a Senator 
from Ohio when this bill was pending before that body, and the same 
proposition the gentleman now makes was made in the Senate to amend 
the title. 

In regard to the allusion thé gentleman saw proper to make as to 
demagogy in connection with the presentation of this bill, I can only 
refer the gentleman to the platform of his own party—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now I am not going to wander off into a political 
discussion upon this bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then do not reflect upon the views and opinions 
of those who see proper to support the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not talking of this bill at all for party effect 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a question of order. Who has the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled 


) | to the floor. 
ments can not be considered as germane amendments to the amend- | 


Mr. WELLER. 
him. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from ILllinois rose to offer an amend 
ment with the understanding that he would yield me his time. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair had recognized the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania before the gentleman from Illinois claimed the floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not propose or desire to have a political dis- 
cussion upon this bill; but, as I have said, when the gentleman from 
New York insinuates that there is some attempt at demagogy in this 
matter, I repeat I refer him to the latest platform of his own party 
which declares in support of this proposition. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, if the gentleman is going into that question 
I insist upon having time to reply. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If his charge of demagogy is true as to the advo 
cates of this measure it is a charge that lies against the assembled wis- 
dom of his own party. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order; no further amendment is 
in order. < 

Mr. CANNON. There has been no substitute, as I understand it, 
which is permitted under the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two amendments pending 

Mr. CANNON.: I suppose a substitute would be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman has a substitute to offer, it can 
be offered now. 

Mr. KEIFER. I make the point of order that the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana is not in order at this point. It relates 
to another part of the section, having no connection with the pending 


Then I hope his time will not be filched away from 


pose to elevate labor in the Government employ by paying it 25 per ' amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


1884. 


—_—_—__— 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order would be good if the gentle- 
man had made it in time. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to state that I made it some time 
fore the deyate commenced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asks the gentleman’s pardon. 
Chair had not observed that the point of order was made. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think if we are to go on in an orderly way we had 
better not skip over from place to place in the bill in offering these 
amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that the gentleman from 
Ohio did make the point of order in time. The amendment is not in 
order as an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I move now to strike out the last word, and yield 
the time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, something has been said as to the 
Republican platform. 
but I do not believe it proposes that we by legislative enactment shall 
attempt to change the value of gold. I do not believe it advocates leg- 
islation which would fix the wages of labor. I do not believe it favors 
legislation to fix the value of any property or commodity whatever. | 
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ago; be- 


The 


do not believe it declares the laboring man shall not make his contract | 


with the Government or with any other party as to the compensation 
he shall receive for his services. If it does, sir, | am compelled to say 
that upon that question I am an independent. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. ] 


We all know the price of labor like everything else depends on the | 


demand, and the most we can do, and I am in favor of that, is to 
create as large a demand as is practicable. 


One other suggestion that I have to make will test the question | 


whether this bill is presented here honestly and in good faith. Let 
those gentlemen whe have charge of it tell us how much money will 
be required to discharge the liabilities they propose to create. 
much money is involved ? 
the bill an appropriation for the amount. It has been suggested by 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] that it will require 
$30,000,000. 


How 


audit or adjudications and reported to the House; that another bill 
must be passed. 

Having pointed that out to you, if this is in the interest of any one 
but claim agents, and if it is above all things in the interest of the 
laboring men, and they are to receive this money, and not of men that 
expect by some future legislation to get an appropriation bill through 
to cover it; if itis not in the interest, I repeat, of these claim agents, 
then put into the bill the amount of money necessary to pay the lia- 


bilities you propose to create and provide the money shall be paid | 
That tests the question whether the bill | 
comes here in good faith for the purpose of giving the people who labor | 


directly to the claimants. 


for the Gavernment this gratuity, or whether it is here as a text for 


demagogues to eternally harp on as to how their hearts plead for the | 


laboring men, or for claim agents. 

Mr. HOPKINS. | The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hiscock] has 
more than once called attention to the fact that there is no appropria- 
tion in this bill. The gentleman very well knows that every claim 


which is referred to the Court of Claims has to be appropriated for after | 


it is adjudicated. 
I move that the committee rise for the purpose of limiting debate on 
this section. 
Mr. DUNN. 
I wish to offer. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I merely propose to limit debate on the first section. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 


I hope that will not be done. 


chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole House | 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. | 


6541) providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further | 
consideration of this bill; and pending that I move that all debate on | 


the first section and amendments thereto be limited to one-half minute. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman mean to include all fiiture amend- 
ments ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. All amendments to this section. 

Mr. REED. There are some further amendments to be proposed. 
I suggest the gentleman only limit debate on the pending amendments 

Mr. HOPKINS. I shall not object to amendments being offered, 
but I think we have had sufficient discussion on this section. 

Mr. REED. It is very desirable an opportunity should be given for 
explanation. For instance, I should like to suggest that the words 
after the word ‘‘ work,’’ in line 8 of section 1, should be stricken out, 


and I would like to explain what seems to me the difficulty if those | 


words are left in. 
Mr. HOPKINS. 


That amendment has, I think, already been offered. 
Mr. REED. 


I think not. 
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I have not the Republican platform before me | 


Then when you have told us that put into | 


I have shown you that you can not pay a dollar under | 
the bill until the Committee on Appropriations has passed upon the | 


I have an amendment 
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| MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate insisted on its amendment to the bill (H. R. 
7069) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Represent- 
atives, asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWEs, 
and Mr. CoCKRELL as conferees on the part of the Senat« 


EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania { Mr. Hopkins] 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union; and pending that motion he moves that all 
| debate upon the section under consideration and amendments thereto 
| be limited to one-half minute. 
| Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope that will not be insisted on. 
| As I understood the gentleman, when he proposed to limit general de- 
| bate he gave as a reason that there would be ample time for discussion 
| under the five-minute rule. 
| and he proposes to cut it off. 
| Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman forgets thatI afterward yielded an 
additional three-quarters of an hour for general debate. 
| 
} 
| 
t 


Now we have had only ten minutes debate 


On the motion to limit debate there were—ayes 70, noes 35. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask for tellers. 
Tellers were not ordered, only twelve members voting therefor—not 
| one-fifth of a quorum. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not make the point as toa 
| quorum after he bas demanded tellers. 
*So the motion to limit debate was agreed to. 
| TheSPEAKER. The question is on the motion that the House re 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of resuming the consideration of the bill reported by 
the Committee on Labor. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 20. 
So (further count not being called for) the motion was agreed to 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 
| The CHAIRMAN. By orderof the Houseall debate on the first se: 
| tion of the bill and amendments thereto has been limited to one-half 
minute. The question is on the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
| man from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Hopkins]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KEIFER. Imove to amend by striking out all after the word 
‘*work,’’ in line 8 of section 1. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the words proposed to be 
stricken out. 
The Clerk read as follows 


At the price per day as regulated by private parties in the vicinity in which the 
work was performed, without reference to the number of hours’ work required 
by such parties. 

Mr. KEIFER. 


I think the half-minute allowed for debate has not 
been occupied 


I wish to say if these words are stricken out it will 
| leave the person to recover, if he recovers at all, at the same rate as he 
| performs the work for eight hours; and it will not leave the inquiry to 
| be made as to the rate of wages paid in the vicinity. 

The question being taken on the amendment, there were——ayes 55, 

noes 27. 

So (further count not being called for 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
| what I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows 





the amendment was agreed to 
I offer as a substitute for the section 


That whoever as a laborer, workman, or mechanic is hereafter employed by 
or on behalf of the Government of the United States shall be paid for each eight 
hours he shall be employed as for a full day’s work. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise tomakea parliamentary inquiry 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is this a substitute for the entire bill? 
The CHAIRMAN. Itisasubstitute proposed for section 1 of the bill 
The question being taken, the substitute was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no further 
section the Clerk will read the next section. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to offer an amendment to the first section 
LEGISLATIVE, E 


That is right 


amendments to the first 


rc., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee rose informally, and the Speaker resumed the chai 
Mr. HOLMAN I desire to call up the message rece ived a few mo- 
ments ago from the Senate in reference to the legislative 
bill. 
The SPEAKER. 
The Clerk read 


ippropriation 


The Clerk will read the message 
as follows 


IN THE 


SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 28, 1384 
Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments to the bill of the House, 
No. 7069, making appropriations for tl ‘ legislative, jud a ind executive ex- 
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penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, arid for other 
purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and asks a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That Mr. ALLIson, Mr. DaweEs,and Mr. CocKRELL be the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. HOLMAN I move that the House further insist on its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate 

The motion was agreed to 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as managers of the confer- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 


| the Chair. 


ence on the part of the House the gentleman from Texas, Mr. HAN- | 
COCK, the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, and the gentleman | 


from Illinois, Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Before that is done I desire to ask 
whether it would be in order. to have the Senate amendments read. 

The SPEAKER. It would not at this stage 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I understand that the House is asked 
to insist on its disagreement to something we do not know about. 

The SPEAKER 
the Senate for a conference. 

ir. WHITE, of Kentucky. I notice that there was considerable de- 
bate in the Senate on some portions of the House bill. If we are to 
insist on our disagreement to the Senate amendments I would like to 
have them read, so as to understand what is before the conference com- 
mittee 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit that that request is too late. 

The SPEAKER. The House disagreed to the amendments early in 
to-day’s session: that was the time to discuss the Senate amendments. 


ELECTORAL COUNT. 


Mr. EATON. I desire to have taken from the Speaker’s table at 
this time the message of the Senate announcing its disagreement to the 
amendments of the House to Senate bill 25 to fix the day for the meet- 


ing of the electors of President and Vice-President, and to provide for 


and regulate the eounting of the votes for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent and the decisions of questions arising thereon, and asking a con- 
ference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. I move that the House insist upon these amendments and 
agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced as the conferees on the part 
the House Mr. EATON, Mr. BENNETT, and Mr. HART. 


EIGHT-HOUR 


LAW. 
The committee 


resumed its session, and proceeded with the consid- 
eration of the bill 


H. R. 6541) providing for the adjustment of accounts 


of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read section 2 of the bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I desire to move to reconsider the vote 
by which the substitute for section 1 was adopted. 

Mr. COX, of New York. That is right. 


The CHAIRMAN. A motion to reconsider is not in order in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Then I give notice that when reported 


to the House that amendment will be objected to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read section 2 of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src Chat all claims for labor so performed in excess of eight hours per 
day are hereby referred to the Court of Claims, to be adjudicated upon the basis 
that eight hours constitute a day's work, and are to be paid for at the price per 
day as provided for in the first section of this act, and judgment given against 
the United States in favor of each claimant for the amount found due, to be 
paid as other judgments of the Court of Claims against the United States. 


Mr. HOPKINS 


woes 
{ter 





I move to amend section 2 by inserting, in line 2, 
the word ‘‘day,’’ the words ‘‘and which have not been or may 
not be settled upon that basis.’’ 

Mr. McMILLIN. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Hopkins} if his amendment just offered is not in view of the 
action which was taken by the Committee of the Whole in striking out 
the first section as amended, and adopting the substitute offered by the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt] ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. lanswer the gentleman very decidedly, ‘‘ no,’’ be- 
cause at the opening of this discussion, before I had any idea that the 


This is in response to the request on the part of | the rule I desire to give something of the history of the legislation 


| view the enforcement of the eight-hour law. 


| ject on the table, which was 





JUNE 28, 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
that I can be heard. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I want the attention of the committee for one 
moment on my amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not ask the gentleman to yield. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I insist that I have been recognized }), 


I hope that order will be restored so 


TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is entitled to five 
minutes upon his amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. But he did not take the floor, and the 
Chair recognized ‘‘ the gentleman from Kentucky.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not take any advantage of the 
gentleman. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
tucky.’’ [Laughter. } 

Mr. McMILLIN. In the five minutes to which I am entitled under 


Neither will ‘‘ the gentleman from Ken 


which is under consideration to-day. In the Forty-sixth Congress, 
more than five years ago, a bill was introduced pretending to have in 
I then moved this amend- 
ment: 


That this act shall apply to future contracts and future labor only, and shal! 
not be held as authority to control past contracts or labor. 

That was objected to by the committee reporting the bill, and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] moved to lay the whole sub- 
agreed to. Istated tothe House then that 





| that legislation was intended asa ‘‘sapper and miner’’ to take millions 





| of dollars out of the Treasury, and to-day we have a verification of that 


prediction. Among those who voted to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider the vote tabling the whole subject I find these—and I will 
read the names only of a portion of those who are now in Congress: 
Aiken, Aldrich [now in the Senate], Anderson, Bayne, Blount, Browne of In- 
diana, Cabell, Cannon, Chalmers, Conger [now in the Senate], Culberson of 
Texas, Davidson, Davis of Illinois, Deuster, Dibrell, Ellis, Forney, Garfield 
Hammond, Hiscock, King, McCoid, McKinley, McMillin, Reagan, Reed, Tur 


ner of Kentucky, Evins, Warner of Ohio, Washburn, Wellborn, Williams, and 
others. 


Mr. WILLIS. Is the gentleman reading out a funeral notice ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. If itis a funeral notice I do not care. I do not 
care whether it is a funeral or a resurrection notice. All I seek is to do 
justice, and the bill reported from the committee does not do that 
So far from being a funeral notice of those who voted to lay the sub 
ject on the table, I will say that an ex-President of the United States 
now deceased, in less than fifteen months after that time was nomi- 
nated and in less than eighteen months was elected President. I refer 
to President Garfield. 

The people of this country can not be deceived, nor do I believe the 
Committee on Labor desire to deceive. The masses of the laborers 
of this country will know that there can be no benefit to the labor 
ing man in going back and over-riding the contracts made by those 


| who sixteen ‘years ago worked for the Government in order to pay 


them in excess of what was proposed by those contracts. Let us en- 
force the eight-hour law as long as it is on the statutes, and while it 
promises any good. I have no objection to that. Butwhen the courts 


| have decided that those who labored for the Government in the past 


under contract are not entitled to the compensation that the first section 


| of this bill as reported sought to give them, I do not think we should 


reopen them by legislation, especially in view of the uncontradicted 
statement of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN ] that 
it will cost the Government from twenty to thirty millions of dollars 
Let us give them every cent they are entitled to under the law. Let 
us open the courts to them in the fullest manner, but I protest against 
entirely new retroactive legislation increasing the wages of any class of 
employés. 
| Here the hammer fell. } 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me remark- 


| able that we should be considering here to-day a proposition to reopen 


amendment to which the gentlemen refers would be adopted, I gave 


notice of this amendment 
Mr. McMILLIN 


think his amendment should be amended, in view of what has been | 


done by the Committee of the Whole, by striking out the words “‘ have 
not been or;’’ so that it will read, if adopted— 
That all claims for labor so performed in excess of eight hours per day, which 


may not be settled upon that basis, are hereby referred to the Court of Claims, 
Ax 


The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. That is debatable, I believe? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMIL- 
LIN | is entitled to the floor on his amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not know that I desire to be heard upon it now. 

TheCHAIRMAN. 
is recognized to speak in opposition to the amendment. 


The question is upon the amendment to the 


old accounts upon which laborers have received all that they contracted 
for, accounts which have been settled, and which, if reopened, will, ac 
cording to the statement of the gentleman from South Carolina [ Mr. 


| TILLMAN], involve an amount somewhere between twenty and thirty 
I remember the gentleman’s suggestion now. I | 


million dollars, nine dollars of which out of every ten will in all proba- 
bility go to claim agents in the city of Washington. When we have here 
a Calendar having upon it undisposed of a thousand bills, reported from 
your committees, proposing to pay just claims, it does seem to me the 
merest subterfuge to propose seriously to pass a law not appropriating a 
dollar to pay any one of these laborers, but an empty law, which in the 


| future will call for an appropriation out of the Treasury, which may or 


Then the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] | 


may not be made. I said there were a thousand bills upon the Calenda 

No, sir, there are nine hundred and seventy-seven by actual count, re- 
ported from your committees, bills for the payment of the just dues of 
claimants who have been knocking at the doors of Congress in some 
instances for more than twenty years, claims of $100, $500, $5,000, o1 
$15,000 as the case may happen to be. The majority of these claimants 
are poor people who can not come here to urge their claims. The bills 
to pay these poor people are to be pushed aside, and the valuable time 
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of this House, as the session is drawing to a close in the hot days of 
June, is to be squandered on such a bill as this. 

The people will not be deceived by this bill. They have not forgot- | 
ten the injunction passed on man, “‘in the sweat of thy face shalt thou | 
eat bread.’’ It rests withthe laborer himself, it rests upon his ability | 
as a man, his ability of arm or head (whether he be a laborer of high 
or low degree), how he shall labor and how long he shall labor. And 
now a committee proposes to pass through this House a measure which | 
practically says to the laborer, ‘‘ Take, therefore, no thought for the 
morrow, forthe morrow shall take thought for the things of itself; suf- 
ficient unto the day is the evil thereof.’’ Gentlemen in this House | 
propose to say to the laborers of this country that this is a great pa- 
ternal Government, and that we propose to establish a law whereby 
they may get their bread without working for it. No more dangerous 
doctrine was ever advocated in this country. It originated in dema- | 


gogy, it is preached by fanatics, and it is not believed in by the honest | sergeant of Company L, Fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteer Cav- 


laborers of this country. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MCMILLIN to 
the amendment of Mr. HOPKINS, it was agreed to—ayes 107, noes 19. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 6541) providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I movethatthe Houseagain resolve itself intoCom- | 


mittee of the Whole; and pending that motion I move that all debate 
on the pending section of House bill 6541 and amendments thereto be 
terminated in one-half minute. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, June 30, 1884. 
The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HunTLEy, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


97163 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore announced that he had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills which had previously been signed by the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (H. R. 394) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary C. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 432) to increase the pension of Joseph B. Sellers; 

A bill (H. R. 759) granting a pension to Patrick Droney 

A bill (H. R. 1396) granting a pension to Frederick Wilhelm, latea 


alry; 


A bill (H. R. 1986) granting a pension to Frank P. Fitkin; 
A bill (H. R. 2393) granting a pension to Mary McLaughlin; 


| <A bill (H. R. 2608) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet; 


A bill (H. R. 3188) granting a pension to Amanda Cutter; 

A bill (H. R. 3961) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé Rail- 
way Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, and for 
| other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4164) for the relief of Ellen Horgan; 

A bill (H. R. 4188) granting a pension to William W. Day; 

| <A bill (H. R. 4718) for the relief of Caroline Sheward; 

A bill (H. R. 4818) for the relief of Rose Ann Galbraith; 

A bill (H. R. 4977) to authorize the extension of the Chesapeake and 


Ohio Railway Company to a point on the military lands at Fortress 
Monroe; 





Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend so as to allow ten 
minutes for further debate. 

Mr. CRISP. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Crisp, there were— 
ayes 105, noes 37. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, and Mr. FIEDLER called for the yeas 
and nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 16, noes 143; less 
than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri: I call for tellers on ordering the veas 
and nays. I want gentlemen to go on record on this question. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, before the result is an- 
nounced I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in print. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the same privilege. 


The SPEAKER. On the motion that the House adjourn tellers | 


have been refused, and the yeas and nays are refused. On agreeing to 
the motion there are—ayes 105, noes 37. The motion is agreed to; 
and the House stands adjourned until Monday morning next at 11 
o'clock. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of Grand Army of the Republic Post 
No. 128, Allegheny County, Pa., protesting against the passage of the 
bill granting pensions to all soldiers of the late war who served sixty 
days, and favoring an increase of the pensions of widows and orphans 
and of disabled soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN: Petition of citizens of Oldham County, Ken- 
tucky, relative to the claim of said county—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. DIBRELL: Papers relating to the claim of Asa Faulkner, | 


Lewis Faulkner, and 8. B. Sparlock—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of M. Reiley and others, of Wheeling, W. Va., 
relative to the reciprocity treaty with Mexico—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAGINNIS: Petition of stock-raisersof Montana, in favor of 
the passage of the pleuro-pneumonia bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

iy Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Resolutions of the Grocers and Im- 
porters’ Exchange, of Philadelphia, and signatures of its members, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 2414, making bills of lading 
conclusive evidence in certain cases—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. PRYOR: Papers relating to the claim of John D. Inman, ad- 
ministrator of Argy L. Garner, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Memorial of B. H. Hailey and others, ex-sol- 
diers of the late war, relative to pensions, &c.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODWARD: Petitionof S. Chadwick and others, of Craw- 
ford County, Wisconsin, in relation to homesteads and the disposition 
of public lands, and other subjects—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 


A bill (H. R. 5258) granting a pension to Thomas Cheshire; 
A bill (H. R. 5999) granting additional pension to George H. Fluke; 
A bill (H. R. 6094) making appropriations for the payment of inva- 
| lid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
| June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; 
| A bill (H. R. 6542) granting a pension to Harriet S. Brisbine; and 
A bill (H. R. 7164) to amend chapter 20 of the Revised Statutes re- 
lating to the District of Columbia, concerning mechanics’ liens 
| PETITIONS ANB MEMORIALS. 
Mr. CALL. I present the petition of Mrs. Sallie Bennett, of Floral 
| City, Fla., a citizen of Hernando County, Florida. The petitioner 
| states that she settled on a piece of land belonging to the Government 
| of the United States, in the State of Florida, in the county of Hernando, 
and has continued to reside there. She also states that she built a 
dwelling-house, set out an orange grove, and made other valuable im- 
| provements. She also states that about the Ist of May, 1383, she filed 
| her declaratory statement on said land, accompanied with proof of her 
| actual settlement; also paid the proper fees, and filed the same with 
| the register and receiver of the local land office at Gainesville, Fla., in 
| order to require a pre-emption right to said land. The register and 
| receiver rejected the application on the ground that this land was held 
for a certain railroad company, or that the records in the office showed 
said land to be railroad-indemnity land. The petitioner attempted to 
appeal to the General Land Office for redress, but the register and re- 
ceiver, as the accompanying letter which is attached to this petition 





will show, refused an appeal She also says that the Florida Railroad 
and Navigation Company offered this land for sale at 55 and 36 per 
acre. She states that she appeared by attorney at the railroad land 


office, at Wildwood, and having no other recourse, and not wishing to 

lose her improvements, and not being informed concerning the rights 
| of the railroad to sell the land, she did then and there pay to the com- 
pany one-half of the purchase money and executed her promissory note 
for the balance. The petitioner prays that this honorable body will 
consider this matter in her behalf and grant her such relief as may be 
in the power of Congress. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GARLAND. I present a memorial of citizens of Little Rock, 
Ark., remonstrating against the enactment of any measure relating to 
the telegraph which shall increase the number of public officials, or 
establish a governmental monopoly of the telegraph business, or which 
shall employ the functions of government to destroy the property of 
individuals who have embarked in legitimate enterprise to provide am 
ple facilities for the public accommodation. Ialso present similar me 
morials from citizens of Hot Springs, Euteka Springs, Pine B 
Fort Smith, all in the State of Arkansas. I move that th 


’ ' 
lie on the table 





ft 
luff, and 


memorials 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HARRIS. I present a memorial similar to those just presented 
by the Senator from Arkansas signed by numerous citizens ot the town 
of Columbia, in the State of Tennessee. I move that it lie on the table, 


the bill having been reported. 
The motion was agreed to 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
Mr. SLATER. On the 26th of June I submitted by instruction of 


















































































































































the Committee on Public Lands a report to accompany the bill (S. 
2036) to forfeit the unearned lands granted to the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad from Lake 
Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, and 
for other purposes, which was ordered to be printed and recommitted 
to the committee. I now submit the report again by order of thecom- 
mittee, and ask that the usual number be printed for the use of the 
Penate 

The PRESIDENT 
the rule. 

Mr. SLATER 


pro tempore. The report will be printed under 
I desire also’ to say that the report is not a unani- 
mous report. Some of the members of the committee will desire to 
file a minority report at some future day. I ask that permission be 
granted for that purpose 


The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Oregon asks leave 
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JUNE 


30, 


granting public lands in alternate sections to the States of Florida and 
Alabama to aid in the construction of certain railroads in said States.”’ 
and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. FAIR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2354) to modify exist 
ing laws relating to regulation of commerce and navigation; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (8S. 2355) to amend an actentitled ‘‘ Ay 


| act to grant a right of way for a railroad and telegraph line through 


that the views of the minority may be submitted hereafter. If there | 
be no objection, leave will be granted 
Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 


referred the bill (8S. 1291) to quiet and confirm the title to certain lands 
in the Saginaw Bay, in the State of Michigan, reported it with amend- 
ments 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H 
made to certain States in aid of the construction of railroads, reported 
t with amendments 

Mr. MORGAN. 


whom was referred the bill (8S. 1368) donating three hundred and twenty 


R. 3520) declaring forfeited certain grants of land | 


I am also instructed by the same committee, to | 


massacre, and to each of the legal heirs of any one killed in such mas- | 


sacre, to report it adversely, and to make the statement in regard to 
the claim in favor of the survivors of the Mountain Meadow massacre 
in Utah that there 
Committee on Public Lands think it is an appropriation not within their 
jurisdiction; it should be a claim compensated in money and not in 
public lands 

Mr. GARLAND. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 
Since the bill was introduced, in fact since the matter went to the com- 
mittee, I obtained possession of facts that I do not believe I placed in 
the hands of the committee. I am satisfied that those parties are en- 
titled to something from the Government. I am not prepared to say 
now whether it should be land or money, but I wish to make a more 
detinite and certain showing than has been made for one or the other 
after awhile. .All I ask now is that the bill may go on the Calendar, so 


is any valid claim against the Government the | 


that I may take such action afterward upon itas 1 may consider proper. | 


The PRESIDENT pro-tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. INGALLS, 
referred the bill (S. 2264) to provide for the sale of the lands belonging 
to the Prairie band of Pottawatomie Indians, in Kansas, reported it 
with an amendment 


the lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations of Indians to the 
Saint Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for other pu: 
poses;’’ which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Railroads. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2356) for the relief of Mary 
F. Potts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 


THE SENATE MANUAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘Concurrent or other resolutions 
are in order, and the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution sub 
mitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] ona previous occasion, 
which will be reac. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. FRYE June 
1884, as follows: 


o~ 
wt, 


Resolved, That there be printed, under the direction of the Committee on 
Rules, a new edition of the Senate Manual in accordance with the suggestions 


, : a u u | made in their report. 
ucres of public land to each of the survivors of the Mountain Meadow 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair notices that the Senator 
from Maine is not in his seat, but felt it to be his duty to lay the reso 
lution before the Senate. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let it go over informally, as the Senator who in 
troduced it is not here and it is a matter of some little importance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the resolu 
tion will be laid aside and presented as under the rule of objected reso 
lutions to-morrow. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the resolution will be laid before the Senate to-morrow. 


THE TRADE-DOLLAR. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask that the Senate take up 
the resolution which I offered on Thursday last. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Busi- 
ness 849, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Finance Committee be discharged from the further con 


| sideration of the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade- 


from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was | 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2084) to amend chapter 464 of the | 


acts of the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, entitled ‘‘An act 
to provide for a public building at the city of Fort Wayne, in the State 
of Indiana,’’ reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1838) for the erection of a public building at Akron, Ohio, reported it 
without amendment 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (S. 2352) to continue the public printing; which was read the first 
time by its title 

Mr. ALLISON.  lLask for the present consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent the bill was read the second time and consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Congressional 
Printer to continue the work required by law in advance of appropri- 
ations to be hereafter made, for seven days. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Secretary to read a letter from the Public 
Printer, which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore 

no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 

OFFICE OF PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D.C., June 30, 1883. 
The appropriation for this office is not available after to-day. Unless 
Congress passes a joint resolution extending the appropriation until the sundry 
civil bill becomes a law it will be necessary for me to discontinue all work after 
to-day, including the ConGrrss1onaL Recoorp. 
necessary resolution is passed to-day ” 
Very respectfully, 


Sik 


8S. P. ROUNDS, Public Printer. 
Hon. W. B. ALLISON 


Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr 
granted to aid in the construction of the Florida Railroad by ‘‘an act 


The letter will be read, if there be | 


Will you please see that the | 


PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2353) to forfeit the unearned lands | 





dollar. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
motion to take up the resolution. 
Mr. MORRILL. I trust—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The motion is not debatable 

Mr. MORRILL. I trust that will not be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I hope it will be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to take up the resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask what the bill is? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was about to suggest that the bill itself be 
read. I ask that the bill be read as it passed the House. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I should like 
to know under what rule of the Senate the resolution is being consid 
ered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is under the eighth rule of the 
Senate which provides that at this time the Senate shall proceed to the 
Calendar unless the Senate otherwise order. The Senator from Penn 
sylvania proposes that the Senate shall otherwise order by proceeding 
to the consideration of this resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill is not on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Order of Business 849, resolu 
tion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, is on the Calendar, which is a 
resolution to discharge the Committee on Finance from the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the 
trade-dollar. 

Mr. HOAR. 
information ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That until January 1, 1886, United States trade-dollars shal! 
be received at their face value in payment of all dues to the United States, and 
shall not be again paid out or in any other manner issued. 

Sec. 2. That the holders of any United States trade-dollars, on presentation of 
the same at the office of the Treasurer or any assistant treasurer of the United 
States, may receive in exchange therefor a like amount and value, dollar for 
dollar, in standard silver dollars of the United States. 


Sec. 3. That the trade-dollars received by, paid to, or deposited with the 
Treasurer or any assistant treasurer or national depository of the United States 


The question is on agreeing to th 


I see that the bill is very short. May it be read for 


If there be no objection the bill will 


1884. 


shall not be paid out or in any other manner issued, but, at the expense of the 
United States, shall be transmitted to the coinage mints and recoined into stand- 
ard silver dollars. 

sec. 4. That all laws and parts of laws authorizing the coinage and issuance 
of United States trade-dollars are hereby repealed. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Would it be in order for me to 
state very briefly the object of the resolution ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order on a motion 
to take up. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 
reasons for offering the resolution. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania that the Senate take up for 


I simply wanted to state my 


consideration the resolution offered by him on a previous day to dis- | re : . . 
; the increase of the capital stock of the I 


charge the Committee on Finance from the consideration of the bill, 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). 
tions with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 
paired I should vote ‘* yea.’’ 
on all questions with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired on this and other public questions 
with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. J ACKSON }. 
I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS. 
was called home a few days since and is necessarily absent. 


If I were not 


The question is on agreeing to the | 
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I am paired on all ques- | 
My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] is paired | 


| passage of the bill. 


If he were present | 


nounced by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], my col- | 


league is paired with him upon all questions. 
ment for the day. 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 


OR. 


as follows: 
YEAS—21, 
Morgan, 
Platt, 
Pugh, 
Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, 
Sewell, 
NAYS- 

Hill, 

Hoar, 

Jonas, 

Lamar, 

Maxey, 

Miller of Cal 

Miller of N. Y., 
ABSENT—27. 

Farley, 

Frye, 

George, 

Gorman, 


Brown, 
sutler, 
Call, 
Cameron of Pa., 
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I make the announce- | 


I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. JAcKsoN] | bill 
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MeMillan, 
McPherson, 
Mahone, 


Manderson, 
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Riddleberger, 
Sabin, 


Vest, 
Walker. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

REMARKS ON RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to state for the information of the Senate that 
I wish to make some general remarks upon the river and harbor bill, 
and I shall probably take the occasion when the bill is ready to be 
reported from the Committee of the Whole to the Senate, unless the 
gentlemen in charge of the bill prefer some other time. 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF OMAHA. 

VAN WYCK. I move to take up the bill (S. 2348) to authorize 
rst National Bank of Omaha, 


Mr. 
Nebr. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad to get the Senate this morn- 
ing, if convenient, to act on the resolution I offered sometime ago. I 
ask that the resolution be taken up now for consideration. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I trust the Senator will not interfere with the 
It is a mere formal matter and will take but a 
moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
S. 2348) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the First 
National Bank of Omaha, Nebr. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NEW YORK BANKS. 


Mr. At the request of the Senator from Rhode Island 


BUTLER. 


| [Mr. ALDRICH] I ask that a table which I have had prepared, a tabu- 


lation of the last report of the Comptroller of the Currency, be printed 
in the RECORD, in order that he may have access to it to-morrow; and 


| to-morrow, after the morning business, I shall ask the Senate to vote 


upon the resolution. I therefore withdraw my motion to take up the 


| resolution now, and will ask to have the table printed in the RECORD. 


| the RECORD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks that the table, the nature of which he has described, be printed in 
Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is it an official document ? 
Mr. BUTLER. An official document. 
The PRESIDENT prot mpore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 


| is so ordered. 


Che following tabulation is an exact transcript, in headings and 


amounts, of the report of the Comptroller of the Currency, made to 


| Congress, and purporting to show the condition of the forty-eight na- 


ndition of national banks in the city of New York for th 


tional banks of New York city in 1883: 
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RESOURCES 


Name of bank. 
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United States bonds 
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United 8 


First National Bank 

Second National Bank. 

Third National Bank 

Fourth National Bank....... 

Fifth National Bank........ 

Sixth National Bank........... 

Ninth National Bank.................... 

American Exchange Nat'l Bank. 

Bank of New York Nat’) Banking 
Association is 

Bowery National Bank 5 ; 

Central National Bank .................. 

Chase National Bank... 

Chatham National Bank.. 

Chemical National Bank .... 

Continental National Bank . 

East River National Bank. ; 

Fulton National Bank ................ 

Gallatin National Bank 

Garfield National Bauk... 

Hanover National Ba..nk.. 
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Bank 

Irving National Bank.. 


Leather Manufacturers’ National 
Bank ... 
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41 
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50, 000 


OO.. 
00 
OU}... 
oo 

OO 

oO 

OO 

Ww 


g 
922 

, 704, 813 

771, 449 


19 
24 


Rg” 


2 17 
09 


50, 000 
250, 000 
330, 000 

50, 000 
50, 000 
100, 000 
500, 000 
250, 000 
50, 000 
890, 000 
200, 000 
100, 000 


OO 
OO .. 
OV 
OO .. 
Oo 
OO... 
 e 
OO 

Oo 

vO 

oo 

oO 


, 500, 000 
500, 000 


oo 
OL 


800, 000 
50, 000 
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500, 000 00..... 
50,000 00...... 


liveasestes 

2,000, 473 00 

3,268, 414 

2,318,578 

8,520, 622 99 

Mechanics and Traders’ National 
Bank 


875, 966 50, 000 00 


to secure deposits 


$70, 000 00 


200, 000 OO 


GU) .ccccccesesc cscs 


3 bonds 
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ym other banks 
and fixtures 

expenses 
l taxes paid. 


reserve ag 
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Other stocks 


Current 


ture 


$681,610 48 : 
$8, 844 
20, 088 
44,561 35 
9, 188 § 


15,940 73 
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L00, GOO 
40, 000 
34 


349 


OO 
165 63,766 71 
250. 000 

8, 704 
677, 166 
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29 


200) 


159, 500 00 
6 
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Name of bank 3 z se S~ 35 <= 

: = Ze Z =~ 33 

- é <35 = 5 35 a 

E 34 $% $ Se 

3 > ass £9 S 3° 
Mercantile National Bank $6, 066, 967 13 ; $289, 000 00 $31,317 50 
Merchants’ National Bank 6, 967, 921 29 $42 Sw 400, OOD 00)... cecceeeseeeree| 9,000 00. 
Merchants’ Exchange National 

Bank 3, 201, 844 60 49 10, 313,000 OD)... .ccccccc.ccveee | 3,000 00 
Metropolitan National Bank 7, 649, 299 11 3,908 93 2,500,000 O0............. 1, 626,532 24 
National Bank of Commerce......... 13, 409, 057 56 1, 134, 000 00 $300,000 00 1, 026, 200 00 
National Bank of the Republic 4, 346, O50) 57 { 200, 000 00)... 106, 000 00 
National Broadway Bank 575, 391 09 BP ee eI nis cctcinentticinnneninaeen 3,000 00 
National Butchers and Drovers’ | 

Bank ane 1, 452, 334 77 4 92 300,000 00)...... 8, 400 00 
National Citizens’ Bank 2,506, 600 11 20 70 300,000 00)... 27, 500 00 
National City Bank 7, 369, 312 78 : 50, 000 00 
National Park Bank...... 5, 809, 144 40 HM 50, 000 00 1, 402, 233 27 
National Shoe and Le athe r Bank 2.519, 130 45 1, 264 37 500, 000 00 115, 300 
New York County National Bank 869, 122 12 200, 000 00 696, 395 03. 
New York National Exchange 

ee 1, 035, 381 71 ROE GD Gi enccnvecccncnccnsalecocnssesesoscese 105, 000 00 
Phenix National Be ank 2,975,170 19 45 04 300, 000° 00 62, 800 00 
Seventh Ward National Bank 1, 070, 220 80 87 19 50,000 00 527 BO 
Tradesmen’s National Bank 1,960,471 75 890, 000 00 45 
Union National Bank |. A en ELIE cnicsmningnsepuieenivennotenbniadeetiiid Oo 
United States National Bank. 3,981, 454 06 5, 001 08 ED ei enccnenvesecctonsdinas oO. 
Wall Street Bank 1, 802,321 17 44,744 74 es See 

Total 245, 108,332 10, 361, 470 71.18, 277,500 00, 820,000 00/2, 296, 050 00 $13,017,587 96 
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3 32 ae = é 
¥ Zo ae s = 
Name of bank = 2 he ~~ $2 
= ZF => £ 3 z 
z - n= = é = 
on <a <a a wt. 
First National Bank $173,029 29 $5,574 17 OX oS $3, 207, 216 02 
SOOO DOGNORE BI cece nvecescevneccsuel aceon ssseessesoseees 57,653 37 106, 884 00 $50 00 =—-45513, 242 90 
Third National Bank iasaeasia ; 5: 509 78 763 475 OO 
Fourth National Bank &, 000 00 78, 919 90 10,000 00 401 32 5 55) 
Fitth National Bank 3, 180 70 b 207 27 00 
Sixth National Bank 8,300 60 5, 882 34 25 Ol 32, 220 30 
Ninth National Bank .................. 2,190 64 1,010 02) 1,084,669 00 
American Exchange Nat'l Bank 844, 078 00 94,213 a 1, 367, 668 77 
Bank of New York Nat’! Ne 

Association = ’ 5, 810,159 95 87,770 00 
Bowery National Bank 4,626 77 105, 760 12 21,163 00 
Central National Bank 16,555 68 966, 152 82 5,000 00 
Chase National Bank 27,518 53 6,390 21 183, 009 86 4,180 00 
Chatham National Bank 52,611 12 362,415 28 3, 250 00 
Chemica! National Bank : ‘ 106,135 51 970,777 94 92, 500 00 
Continental National Bank 16,505 43 13.017 09 2.042. 624 06 9, 892 00 
East River National Bank 16,477 62 56, 055 62 11,095 00 192,420 50 
Fulton National Bank 20,229 35 388.888 79 11,953 00 381, 262 15 
Gallatin National Bank 246 57 1,748,678 34 12, 000 00 238, 081 00 
Gartield National Bank 13, 968 75 6,449 79 58, 442,76 2, 603 00 l 50, 378 00 
Hanover National Bank... 5,715.59 1,202,278 98 3,425 00 63 24 1,682,552 00 
Importers and Traders’ National 

Bank 159, 400 00 23,760 23 1,756,167 57, 209,420 00 400 00 4,117,580 00 
Irving National Bank 32, 954 SS 11,004 51 240,513 16 32,500 00 90 10 207,004 50 
Leather Manufacturers’ National 

Bank : 34,815 49 1,800 00 O04 
Lincoln National Bank 8,750 00 21,436 31 27 16,195 00 
Marine National Bank 50, 394 60 519 6 3 9 00 f 59 
Market National Bank ..................).cccsses 65,461 66 SE 54 
Mechanics’ National Bank 107,511 15 2, 00 36 
Mechanics and Traders’ National 

Sieh dinreesctnliitiailiatities anata i chine teiabetet 618 50 12, 308 09 OO 70 
Mercantile National Bank 19,614 26 ibsbabendeed 0 
Merchants’ National Bank 136,776 31 2, 00 5) 
Merchants’ Exchange National 

Bank ia denesinaite 42,523 94 225,770 99. 13,530 00 4,551 66 179, 236 00 
Metropolitan National Bank. 103,053 91 1,001,522 24 112,114 00 5 80 
National Bank of Commerce ..... 77,591 20 5,446,531 36 132,408 00 10 
National Bank of the Republi 109, 662 70 1,650,497 36 30, 382 00 » 
National Broadway Bank 33,779 74 381,098 43 61,571 00 oO 
National Butchers and Drovers’ 

Bank .. sanhipietgeorsceeneneeansies ean 13,017 % 34, 093 00 ss) 
National Citizens’ Bank.. 15, 000 00 13 1,200 00 33 
National City Bank , xy 40, 886 00 00 
National Park Bank ahead 5,625 00 5 49 5. 865 00 3 60 
National Shoe and Leather Bank 70,000 00 90 27, 307 00 5 40 
New York County National Bank 90 22, 251 00 88 
New York National Exchange 

Bank ‘ . 41,334 50 36 5,174 00 869 14 130, 826 00 
Phoenix National Bank 6,000 00 15, 808 93 61 19,644 00 64 72 835,697 45 
Seventh Ward National Bank.. tel 23, 386 12 27 6, 984 00 632 92 347,759 138 
Tradesmen’s National Bank......... 15,000 00 36,059 33 02 33, 829 00 150 00, 381, 961 00 
Union National Bank “ ain 2, 830 05 46 56,561 00 71 21 836,558 00 
United States National Bank.. 49,782 45 6,083 80 2¢ O7 ’ 00 18 98 1,343,870 00 
Wall Street Bank 4,906 32) 3,633,800 05 25, 420 00 35 85 238, 830 86 

Total 640, 453 43 2,696,131 8369, : 2 07 1,812, 886 00 45, 399 32 50, 274, 
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8,487 27, 530,000 00 92, 636 84 
564, 160 24 600, 000 00 11, 207 13 
580,587 13 250,000 00 7,011 6 
' 
81, 881 47 80,000 00 9,501 31 
aceceshenimmnnenliiil 204,890 22 250,000 00 10, 557 65 
613,118 80 208,000 00 79,411 15 
2,073,380 71! 833,973 37/......... ; 
cca 270,225 39, 137,658 64 16, 157 02 
141, 814 86 BSED Giiacencvscscecses 
277 42 64,000 00 6,173 64 
06, 350,000 00 19, 188 89 
011 72,000 00 7,881 24 
3A 345, 588 77 15, 381 26 
“80, S11 40 104, 500 00 26,741 81 
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2. 685 
7.015. 
1, 066. 
13, 905. 
394,905 00 1,075,000 00 29.710. 138 20 
160,377 00, 300,000 00 4.536, 266 40 
358, 447 00. 
182,343 00. 
OO. 
00 , 279, 
891, 678 00 3, 349, 233 35 
55, 286 00 2,250 00 1,341,254 88 
520, 400 00. 7,090 00, 9,348,739 74 
654,719 00... 18,069 00 12, 457, 659 61 
309, 00 100, 000 00 14,085 00 4,943, 382 41 
307, Diasecuncncstepeseness 112,495 00 17,652,227 80 
749, : 00 365, 000 00 51,080 00 25,201,982 58 
430, oo 9, 000 00 8: 307,018 08 
BBB, GB7 OD)......ccccecosseeseee 49,000 00 8,105, 628 25 
50,617 00... 13,500 00 2,554,012 9 
129, 559 00 13,500 00' 4,346,024 08 
DEED iliheceninnonsecnncdhccdinenabeveniientenitinda 14, 381, 605 51 
879, 787 00. 54, 250 00 28,052,211 07 
135, 000 00. 22,500 00 4,635, 656 51 
275, 283 00 9,000 00 2,571,666 64 
147, 053 00 13,500 00 2,150,713 66 
119, 300 00... 13, 500 00 7,692,948 89 
75, 049 00. 2,250 00 1,842,337 28 
48,000 00... 60,050 00 4,587,329 95 
15, 128 00... coctnaminehe 9, 902,936 37 
97,348 00... 22,500 00 8, 456,391 60 
128, 240 00... 6,025,519 39 


73 82 17,117, 





605 00 988,314 12 457, 217,563 19 


2, 620,000 00 
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Report of the Comptroller of the Currency, purporting to show the condition of national banks in the city of 


LIABILITIES. 


Name of bank. 


Total liabilities. 


Wirt TI IN oc cacaresccnes escecsnencosinavcescsvecsneeascoscoionssoscoconssnanesooseeceness 21, 809, 824 55 
Oe iidntnedakctedinttivsinsnenerenessasevenocosneerescensessontoenneutineiens 4, 673,534 09 
eee SE ck cccineclistiscisaibecs becouse .ccucess ocssesseccscomencninbesseseoseuntes 7, 882, 782 63 


Fourth National Bank.. 
Fifth National Bank... 
Sixth National Bank.. 
Ninth National Bank.... ne 
American Exchange National Bank ............... 

Bank of New York National Banking Association 
Bowery National Bank 
Central National Bank. 


33, 386, 833 49 
1, 567, 128 83 
2, 046, 401 00 

8, 546, 287 28 

, 591,170 14 






















































Capital stock paid 
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300, 0 
1, 000, OF 
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150, 0 
200, OF 
750, 0 
5, 000, OF 
2, 000, OF 
250, 0 
2, 000, OF 










outstanding 


Surplus fund. 
National-bank notes 


Other 


0) 00 $3,000,000 00 $338,402 60) $294, 920 ( 
w 00 
0 OO 
» OO 
» 00 
wm OO 
w OO 
w 00 
» UD 
» 00 
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1, 250, 000 00 


60,000 00 113, 646 08 45, 000 ( 
200, 000 00 163, 947 39 caiiiieaiedia 
640, 000 00 729, 088 93 360, 000 ( 
35, 000 00 105, 960 03 35, 000 ¢ 
40, 000 00 193, 000 ¢ 
160, 000 00 600, 000 ¢ 





700, 000 00 
150, 000 00 
284, 000 00 


450, OOO 
224, 550 ¢ 
297, 000 





















































Chase National Bank ‘ : 6, 067,543 63 300, 000 00 250, 000 00 45,000 00..... 7 
ii icierintinsiusayeenenaumnensennsstacanenneneineterenaninien: 5, 828, 972 02 450,000 00, 200,000 00 45. O00 OD. .....ccecccoccccccocs 1,216 00 
ee acsvccetsencedcpenasaceseccvsnanncenepbayerentovesacteendeeenetbe 21, 922,641 06 300,000 00, 3,000,000 00 855, 452 83 ; 10, 880 00 3, 855 00 
Continental National Bank. 10, 671, 829 55. 1,000,000 00 200,000 00 67, 867 38 450,000 00..... kerestadiines 13, 769 50 
East River National Bank... 1, 625, 267 87, 250,000 00 50,000 00 82,603 28 223,090 00 4,971 00 3.586 44 
Fulton National Bank.... 2,685,546 01, 600,000 00 300,000 00 SIT I ceincsistcennensmudieniadions 1,411 32 
Gallatin National Bank. 7,015, 209 26 1,000,000 00 300, 000 00 563, 966 83 765, 000 00... 52,812 80 
Garfield National Bank 1, 066, 602 : 200. 000 00 30, 000 00 9, 698 35 180.000 00... 5 : 
Hanover National Bank... 13, 905, 135 55) 1,000,000 00 =—500, 000 00 168,724 66 90,000 00... Ss 2. 303 00 
Importers and Traders’ National Bank .................. vilewaiscnliataaaaa .eseeee) 29,710, 138 20 1,500,000 00 1,801,200 92 950,096 85 1,329, 282 00 5, 708 00 3.499 00 
Irving National Bank. ....................0000+e+ 4,536,266 40 500,000 00 100, 000 00 92.758 32 379, 900 00 4,564 08 
Leather Manufacturers’ National Bank . 5,138,641 60 600,000 00 400, 000 00 82,177 46 525, 680 00 6,944 61 
Lincoln National Bank.................000.-+«+ rset eonaida 2,827,920 43 300,000 00 15,723 30 8,143 10 45, 000 00 
Marine National Bank... 6, 072, 313 88 400, 000 00 130,000 00 62,345 26 270,000 00 1,255 62 
Market National Bank... 4 : ; . 4,279,730 26, 500,000 00 300, 000 00 75, 180 28 145, 350 1,116 00 
a. scans iw akcehacdansuseawien s densereddsGuessasunbeuscenbavuedeus 13, 349, 233 35 2,000,000 00 400,000 00 775,248 43 6, 408 00 
Mechanics and Traders’ National Bank...................c..ccccecceseeeeseees ainceed 1, 341, 254 88 200, 000 00 30, 000 00 28, 222 62 45,000 00 1,997 94 
cnn meena ini cndeabeuidonesousweusieetl 9, 348,739 74 1,000,006 00 165, 000 00 125, 835 96 260,000 00 ‘ 249 00 
Merchants’ National Bank................. ae ceveseeeseee, L2, 457,659 61 2,000,000 00 400, 000 00 284, 446 55 320, 800 00 2, 674 00 4.949 50 
Merchants’ Exchange National Bank......... Se scieeciihbelesapuinenmaaaial 4,943,382 41 1,000,000 00 27,500 00 67,400 45 281,700 00 5,099 85 
Metropolitan National Bank.................  aliniatieate ceseveeee’ 17,652,227 80 3,000,000 00 1, 400,000 00 100, 257 18 2,152. 150 00 8. 890 00 S 
National Bank of Commerce... ciciianas .| 25, 201, 932 58 5,000,000 00 2,000,000 00, 1,183,335 78 901,285 00 1, 655 00 11. 844 00 
Lo cceemsisens Gineepouness snacsoanaatelouae ; 8,307,018 08 1,500,000 00 600,000 00 264, 903 19 180, 000 00 16,565 00 
Ea sd ceemebebereanmbi@anndonelcmenowenne 8, 105,628 25 1,000,000 00 1,000,000 00 00 2,070 00 
National Butchers and Drovers’ Bank. . wees 2,554,012 95, 300,000 00 250,000 00 5 OO ” 1,171 
National Citizens’ Bank........................ ; ion i eiaeeiiiesietiekekl . a ae 600, 000 00 106, 121 95 00 5.156 00 1.069 61 
I nnd, | cc cocnsencenthegoesoncenascoosensase Os -- 14,381,605 51. 1,000,000 00 1,000,000 00 - atk 3 830 OO 
National Park Bank 28,052,211 07 2,000,000 00 1,000,000 00 247.142 83 15.000 00 3139 00 
National Shoe and Leather Bank.. ; aa 4,635, 656 51 500, 000 00 180, 000 00 45, 971 88 444, 200 00... 2,119 60 
TROUT EY BUNIUROIREED BIBI... cococccccccnsccccccevescoccsesoccssesccvoceeses 2.571, 666 64 200, 000 00 10.000 00 5.153 37 180, 000 00 OOS 00 
New York National Exchange Bank. scuba aachaedeadisaahinala 713 66 300,000 00 60, 000 00 39, 964 26 270, 000 00 397 20 
Pheenix National Bank................... ‘ , 692, § 89 1,000,000 00 185, 282 12 82,283 48 256,600 00 3, 174 & 
Seventh Ward National Bank 28 300, 000 00 60, 000 00 36,016 23 15. 900 00 06 00 
i -  casdiinmense.ouebabetensondouentaibeanewen 587.329 95 1,000,000 00 250,000 00 40,486 30 = 794,000 00 2,393 00 
es contacbbesdanasesandsationbcmbesdiepesiaedies 9, 902, 936 37 1,200,000 00 300, 000 00 186, 905 10...... 1,465 00 
60 500, 000 00 160, 000 00 32.924 56 143. 400 00 : 
9 39 500, 000 00 65,197 Ol 417.735 58 t. 231 00 3, 321 69 
19 50, 350, 000 00 23, 875,025 30 11, 302,715 36 15, 384, 205 00 39, O78 OO 223, 163 12 
s == 2 = L 
5 Ei = 5 ¢ 3 
= a =¢ = " = 
z L ZS => x S = £ 2: 
a % 7 = m2 2 ae « 
Name of bank. ~ 2 = °"s 3 _ 8) 3 
= z . 2x is z= ao| 2 
> = 2 g - $ z cm 
~ = = = © y - a 
= = > a a a Z. eo , 
1c. sa cacencienisnogupinconenbeboone a eens ; $11,017,273 73 $1, 895, 587 77 
Second National Bank .. Dati ida adadas kaleddabeaneie 7 eose| 4,052,574 34 $57,792 06. 
Third National Bank..... reaeiaee Sh EER: .| 1,986,116 75 3, 589,976 59 = 617, 887 78)...... 
Fourth National Bank. 14, 336, 173 74 10, 129,542 84 743,696 29)..... 
Fifth National Bank.. 1,115, 029 81 
Sixth National Bank.. Sesnnateahis seseeses! 1,502, 209 68 78.817 56 
SOR EET II he. Sescunrascusidinccosahcoseessoesess noomeneesine dinouesssvorvesceves| ap Gee ao 2,509, 902 66 1,431,690 53 
American Exchange National Bank....................scccccsssccssssssscssssesceccocersesees 10, 414,793 91 3, O01, 648 98, 1, , 230 70 
Bank of New York National Banking Association hcehaadeis 7, 499, 387 27 2, 545, 496 52 1 , 043 22 
I, SEEDS Tes os ncn asntipaciaivacensooncconsabenorns 1, 974, 90 
Central National Bank ....... 4. 805, 496 02 87,302 95 $42,093 96 3,365,451 61 1,134,253 70 
Chase National Bank.......... 607. 53 2,126,795 51) 2,657,857 99 
Chatham National Bank... 4.191, 260 74 407,979 13 346,562 14 
Chemical National Bank....................c0.-00ceseeceeees 91 2, 149, 393 04 656, 871 60 
Continental National Bank. ..................ccssesssesesseeeeesoveee 3 3,164,469 15 1,090,819 78 
East River National Bank.. 24 ( 
Fulton National Bank..... 47 7 é 3 18, 066 47 
COCO NII BDIDEE.. ...; .ccssccenensononscessunseesenes 79 1,124, 822 82 293, 180 60 225, 268 42 
SOs ssnedupeesuccseeeéuonces 5 07 9,470 68 
Hanover National Bank............... suai 86 188, 362 05 2,061,582 30 
Importers and Traders’ National Bank .......0.....cccc.cccceeceseeocoeesocecsceoveeor 9,102,225 65 213,831 94 4,313,179 75 
Irving National Bank.....................-.0++. EES ‘ 2, 835, 69 54,078 86 203, 755 09. 
Leather Manufacturers’ National Bank 1, 973. 3 14 144, 424 58 428,619 54 
Lincoln National Bank................00..... Ei a ee 72 6, 216 57 188, 189 19)........ 
ES psanisieeamailbmacieisomens , e+ 4,208, 554 87 399. 853 59 134, 071 50 4 
Market National Bank...... pavonesiataboekes oconssnasset de 2, 656, 080 95 81, 140 68 1,990 9 
Mechanics’ National Bank ...........0.0.ccs00csesseseseeeeeeeseeses i STR eS SU Ue Oe 798, 394 30 
Mechanics and Traders’ National Bank.. eae 967,920 91 22,625 30 39, 578 
Mercantile National Bank........................ nn Serer 2,624,589 82, 179,970 71 5,007,017 0 
Merchants’ National Bank ................... sdtdiabveadaiadeet 5,128,073 57} 559,797 76 346, 484 
Merchants’ Exchange National Bank..................... sania 1, 409, 989 10 53, 246 92 197, 970 08 
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Dividends unpaid 


$900 09 
300 00 


609 00 

681 50 
9,100 50 
10,048 60 
350 00 

4, 617 79 


z 
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Report of the comptroller of the Currency, purporting to show the condition of national banks in the city of New York for the year 1883 
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3—Continued. 


LIABILITIES—Continued. 


Name of bank 


Metropolitan National Bank 
National Bank of Commerce 
Nationa] Bank of the Re —_ 
National Broadway Bank ..... 
National Butchers and Drovers’ Bank 
National Citizens’ Bank 

National City Bank 

National Park Bank 

Nationa! and Leather Bank.. 
New York County National Bank. 


Shoe 


New York National Exchange Bank....... ....... 
Phoenix National Bank 
Seventh Ward National Bank 


Tradesmen’s National Bank 
Union National Bank 
United States National 
Wall Street Bank 


Bank 


Total "626, 


As showing the condition of these banks as a whole, 
densed statement 


Liabilities 


Capital stock paid in 
Surplus.. 


the following is a con- 


$50, 350, 000 00 
23, 875,025 30 


Other undivided profits 11, 302,715 36 

$85, 527,740 66 
National-bank notes outstanding 18 300° 205 00 
State-bank notes outstanding 39, 078 00 
Dividends unpaid 223,163 12 
Individual deposits 191, 626, 940 90 
Certified checks.. 30, 045, 361 48 


United States deposits 

Deposit of United States dis bursing officers 
Due to other national banks.. 

Due to State banks and bankers 


420, 095 O1 
225,899 72 

558° 148 04 
167,431 26 


Total , 217,563 19 





Resources 
Loans and discounts 
Overdrafts 
United States bonds to secure circulation. 
United States bonds to secure deposits ................. suncenpennd ; 
United States bonds on hand... inniecinmbctestbinaresenaneennamn 2 
Other stocks, bonds, and mortgages 
Due from reserve agents 
Due from other banks and bankers 
Real estate, furniture, and fixtures .. 
Ourrent expenses and taxes paid 
Premiums paid 


, 108, 332 10 
361,470 71 
277,500 00 
820, 000 00 
296, 050 00 
. 017. 587 96 


187,372 2 





068, 453 43 


Checks and other cash items. es oat ss . 2, 696, 131 83 
Exchange for clearing-house secusnmnenenseerennes ; : 69, 207, 772 OF 
Bills of other banks canna : . 1, 812, 886 00 
Fractional currency 45, 399 32 
Specie 50, 274,178 82 
I . Sabie ‘ 17, 117, 605 00 
United States certificates of de sposit. eae ae . 2, 620, 000 00 
Due from United States Treasury...................cssssessessseeeees 988, 314 12 

ei nennnccenincspntnsconcstennerinntintinmeeinaninimaniemnaniinae 457,217,563 19 


The entire liabilities of the national banks in 1883, as shown by the foregoing 
table, were $457,217,568.19. Of this amount, $356,266,539.53 was payable on de- 
mand, to wit 
Dividends unpaid 
Individual deposits 
Certified checks os 
United States deposits 
Deposits of United States disburs’: ng officers. 
Due to other national benks .............. 


223,163 12 
191, 626, 940 90 
30, 045, 361 48 


225, 399 72 
96, 558,148 04 





Individual deposits 








United 


of 


States disbursing of- 
fleers. 
bankers. 
counted. 


Due to netional banks. 


Due to State banks and 


t 
- 
x 
£ 
= 
es 
n 
Zz 


Certified checks 
United States deposita. 
Bills payable 


Deposits 














97 $209,000 74. sinheiiiesccaitlaclielil $4, 808,572 44 $1,978, 802 47)........ 
12 1, 881,641 97 $275, 000 00 bai 1,612,645 11) 2, 425, 264 60). 
O8' 1,343,666 84........ 996,375 74, 514,419 23). 
44 71,174 66 501, 067 84 47,174 68. 
5 82 15,996 40 A, 744 09 i icensdipidlateen 
91 59,737 85 37,045 84 113, 466 05) .. 
06 1,850, 367 90 Wil : vases 405,284 75, 288,536 93.........).... 
51 419,972 30)......... $183, 305 76 10, 435, 368 68) 8,741,076 04........ |.. 
91 18,669 99 ..... ¢ . y 5 
87 SE GEE cantaveruscsiorin 
4 21,572 40 
S87 2,132,196 44 
3 84 9,748 88 ° 
74 SAID I nisin dccipiensingieninidlshiodliueetalitgneiaiive 335, 212 17 309, 466 $2).. 
13, 3,285, 395 24!......... 491,141 29 262,769 61).. 
77 469, 203 84)......... 2,582, 633 38 2,274, 272 05).. 
79 92, 2,683, 285 12 46,970 98 EY Wil ascnccieclcssccoree 
940 9030, 045, 361 48 420,095 O1 225, 399 72.96, 558, 148 04 37,167,431 26 


420,095 O1 | 


the banks were short in “ lawful money” in the sum of $19,816,570.74. Inother 
words, the average percentage of reserve of all the banks referred to was 19.4 
instead of 25. 

The methods of the Comptroller's Office are illustrated by the statement of 
‘The National Bank of the Republic,” as follows : 


RESOURCES. 





I IIL a2 ekcemeadignesdeneaeebalenne ... $4, 346, 050 57 
Overdrafts - 175, 498 09 
United States bonds to se cure circulation. mee 200, 000 00 
United States bonds to secure deposits. .............cc00ccersceesesneseeeeessesers eeeeees 

United States bonds on hand......................cccccceeeeeeee scenes enon enue 
Other stocks, bonds, and mortgages.. 106, 000 00 
Due from approved reserve agents sialinialane 

Due from other banks and bankers.................. 564, 160 24 
rs, ns Si) CiiiOL.. .-. o.ssesauubebaubnsentesaseoesanpennel 600, 000 00 
Current expenses and taxes — 11, 207 13 


Premiums paid.. 
Checks onl other cash items. 
Exchanges for clearing-house 
Billsof other banks....... 
Fractional currency 
Specie o 
Legal-te onder notes , : 
United States certificates of de ~posit. 
Due from United States Treasurer 


$109, 662 








8, 307,018 08 









Ti ihnstestncssdieaveseabenanduaphbveiien tndigpabeenpenetiibeeneeeneseneeintion 
Capital stock paid in.................. $1, 500, 000 00 
Surplus fund 600, 000 00 
Other undivided profits 264, 903 19 
National-bank notes outstanding................ 180, 000 00 


State-bank notes outstanding 





Dividends unpaid... 16, 565 00 
RENEE RNIS GRO IID, onc ecveccesscoscvecsesenne sone: asesece neneoenenonenpensconsspouseessonsee 2, 891, 088 08 
I create 1, 343, 666 84 
United States depc a 
Deposit of United States disbursing a abate anaes 
Due to other national banks 996, 375 74 
Due to State banks and bankers................. 514, 419 23 
Notes and bills rediscounted. 
III nc setnishinsiniiiaaiinene 

TR cictitcnsecetncscas ncsnvnpstvenscscsnncvesacnsessvists avhoonationasenibovedaiaiesiines 8, 307, 018 08 


With liabilities amaunting ' to » $8,307, 018.0 08, this bank owned only $200,000 of 
United States bonds, pledged for a circulation of $180,000, Of ‘other stocks, 
bonds, and mortgages" it held $106,000, which, strangel enough, is the exact 
amount claimed in 1882, though in the mean time securities of this class had 
greatly depreciated in value. 





Due to State banks and bankers. 
Total 


To meet this liability the 
mortgages, $177,348,7 


banks held 





Specie 

Legal- tende r notes. 

Bills of other banks 

Fractional currency . 

United States bonds on hand 

United States bonds to secure deposits 
Other stocks, bonds, and mortgages 
Due from other banks and bankers ... 
United States certificates of deposit 
Exchanges for clearing-house 


Total 


Subtracting the 
exceeded the former by $17 


8,917,793.15. 


The specie and legal-tenders held by the banks eggregated $69,250,064.14 
amimountof reserve required by law was $89,066,634.58. 


46.38, composed of these items 


total available assets from the 


37, 167, 431 26 


356, 266, 


| ful money ”’ on hand, $534,941.99. 
clearing-house,”’ $1 650,497.36, 
bankers,"’ $564,160.24—1in all, 


539 52 


in lawful money, stocks, bonds, and 


be realized from the following: 
Loans and discounts 

| Overdrafts 
Other stocks, bonds, and mortgages on 
Real estate, furniture, and fixtures. 
Checks and other cash items 


$50, 274, 173 82 
17, 117, 605 00 
1, 812, 886 00 
45, 399 32 
2, 296, 050 00 
820, 000 00 


13, O17, 587 96 TIT «unin niainsnssenntitin adedpadiasialanenetiaainieaiuitin 
20, 137,272 2 

2, 620, 000 00 as 
69, 207,772 07 Mr. PLATT. 


177, 348, 746 38 
demand liabilities, the latter 


The 
it follows, therefore, that ' tion of the House bill, so that it may 


The amount of liabilities payable on demand was $5,762,114.89, and its ‘ 
Crediting the bank with its ° 
and the amount 
$2,214,657.60—the surplus available assets of the as- 
sociation still fell short of itsedemand obligations to the extent of $3,012,515.30 





for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Cassidy. 
ate Saturday, which had been passed by the House, being exactly in the 
| Same language with the bill passed by the Senate. 
| table of the Senate, and I ask that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


“ 


due from other banks ar 


. $4,346,050 57 


175, 498 


600, 000 
109, 662 


337, 211 


MARGARET CASSIDY. 


It now lies on tl 


be now considered. 


‘law- 
‘exchanges for 


id 


,to 


on 


106, 000 00 


oo 
70 


Some time since there was passed in the Senate a bill 
A House bill came to the Sen- 


1c 


Bills payable 


1884. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the | 


motion of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Marga- 
ret Cassidy,widow of Peter A. Cassidy, deceased, $2,500 in full com- 
pensation for the past, present, and future use of the patent for his in- 
vention of machine for cutting vellum cloth. 

Mr. INGALLS. What committee reported the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No committee. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I object to it. 


Mr. PLATT. I trust the Senator from Kansas will not object. Did | 


the Senator hear the statement which I made about it? 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not. 

Mr. PLATT. A bill identical in terms with this bill was reported 
to the Senate by the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. INGALLS. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. PLATT. That bill was discussed here and passed. This bill 


has been passed by the House. I ask that action may be had on this 


bill, so that it may become a law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know whether it is necessary to recall the 
bill from the House which the Senate has already passed. If it be 
necessary I will submit a motion to that effect. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. It is not necessary unless there is | 


danger of the House passing the bill. 

Mr. PLATT. If it is unnecessary I shall not make the motion. 

ALONZO GESNER. 

Mr. SLATER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 1299) for the relief of Alonzo Gesner. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has any bill of that kind been passed by the 
Senate? 

Mr. SLATER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have an explanation. I do not 





propose that we shall take up House bills and pass them without con- | 


sideration in the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to take up is not debat- | 


able unless by unanimous consent. 


what the bill is, I object to its second reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read the second 
time and laid on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I move to refer it to the appropriate com- 
mittee, if we can not have an explanation of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The billis not yet before the Senate. 
The Senator from Oregon moves to take it from the table for considera- 
tion. 


Mr. SLATER. I hope the Senator will wait for an explanation. 


2769 


Mr. WILLIAM H. CALKINS of Indiana managers at the conference on 


| the part of the House. 


RAILROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move the appointment of a committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 4680) 
to grant a right of way through the Indian Territory to the Southern 
Kansas Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the present state of the 
bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill was passed by the Senate a few days since 
with amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is the bill before us now ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it a House bill ? 

Mr. PLUMB. A House bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isthe bill upon our tables so that we can act on it ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not know whether the bill is here or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would not be in order unless the bill were here. 
If the bill was here the motion would be inorder. If the bill isin the 
House the request for a conference must come from the House. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the bill referred to by the Senator from Kansasis 


| in the custody of the House of Representatives, of course his motion 
| would not be in order now. 


Mr. PLUMB. I think it is in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator know whether the bill is here or 
not? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not know. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papersare notin the possession of 
the Senate. The Chair thinks that, if not objected to, a resolution 


| asking a conference with the House of Representatives upon any sub- 


ject which relates to the business of the two Houses would be in order. 
Does the Senator from Kansas offer a resolution of that character? 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that a committee of conference be appointed 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill which I now re- 
port, and that the Chair appoint the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Can that be done in the absence of the bill? Can 
a committee of conference be appointed unless the bill is here? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is under the impression 
that it would be in order to offer a resolution and pass it which should 


| ask a conference with the House of Representatives although the pa- 
| 
Mr. COCKRELL. It is a House bill, and if we can not understand | 


pers respecting which the confergnce is asked may not be in the pos- 


| session of the Senate. It would be in the form of a resolution which 
| of course is liable under objection to go over for one day. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not open to debate. | 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Oregon | 


to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection in this particular case, for I 
know nothing about it; but I think it would bea very dangerous prec- 
edent; and therefore, in orderto allow the Chair to look into it further, 
I will object to it to-day and let it go over. 

Mr. PLUMB. Inow move that the House be requested to return to 
the custody of the Senate House bill 4680. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas if he 
knows whether the House has taken any action whatever. 

Mr. PLUMB. The House has not taken any action, and the motion 


| is for the purpose of getting the bill out from the mass of bills. 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to authorize the | 


Secretary of the Interior to approve for payment; if, on examination, 
he finds the surveys were made in accordance with the report and ap- 
proval of the surveyor-general of the State of Oregon of date December 
1, 1877, certain surveys of the public lands made by Deputy Surveyor 
Alonzo Gesner, amounting to fifty-four miles and three and nine hun- 
dredths chains of township-lines, and three hundred miles and sixty- 
one and ninety-two hundreths chains of section-lines, at the rate of $7 
per mile for township and $6 per mile for section lines, amounting in 
all to $2,182.91. 

Mr.SLATER. This bill inexact terms, except the clause making the 
appropriations, was reported by the Senate Committee on Public Lands, 
and on February 18, 1884, passed the Senate. The House bill is pre- 
cisely the same as the Senate bill, except the wording of the appropri- 


ating clause. Thebill is a very just one; has been carefully examined | 


by both committees; has twice passed the Senate, and has been several 
times reported to the Senate from the Interior Department. I hope the 
bill will pass as it came from the House. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7235) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 


| fore the Senate 


30, 1584, and for prior years, and for those certified as due by the ac- | 


counting officers of the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act 
of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and 
for other purposes; asked a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon; and had appointed Mr. SAMUEL J. 
RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. JAMES N. BURNEs of Missouri, and 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be read, 
after which the Chair will submit the motion. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a right of way 
through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Com- 
pany, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the House be requested to return the bill the title of which has just 


- been read to the Senate. 


The motion was agreed to. 
GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. May I inquire if the deficiency appropriation bill has 
been sent in from the House ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is on the table. 

Mr. HALE. Has a conference committee been appointed by the 
House ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has not yet been laid be- 

Mr. HALE. I ask that it be laid before the Senate. I was not here 
when the message came in 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks that 
there be laid before the Senate a message from the House of Represent- 
atives on House bill No. 7235., The action of the House will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, June 30, 1384, 

Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7235) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1884, and for prior years, and for those 
certified as due by the accounting officers of the Treasury in accordance with 
section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid from permanent appropria- 
tions, and for other purposes, and ask a conference with the Senate on the disa 
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon 

Ordered, That Mr. RANDALL, Mr. BuRNES, and Mr. CALKINS be the managers 
at the said conference on the part of the House 








~ 
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Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments and 
agree to the request of the House. 

The motion was agreed to 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HALE, Mr. 
ALLISON, and Mr. CoCKRELL were appointed. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE 


D 


PROSECUTIONS. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 611, being House bill 6370, reported from the Ju- 
diciary Committee. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 
within which prosecutions may be instituted 
with violating internal-revenue laws. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4 of section 1, before the word 

arising,’’ to strike out ‘‘crime’”’ and insert ‘‘ of the various offenses;’’ 
so as to read: 


as in Committee of the 
6370) to limit the time 
against persons charged 


hat no person shall be prosecuted, tried, or punished for any of the various 
offenses arising under the internal-revenue laws of the United States unless the 


indictment is found or the information instituted within two years next after 
the commission of the offense. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. From what committee does the bill come? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is reported from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, as appears from the Calendar. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, in line 
8 of section 1, after the word ‘‘is,’’ to strike out ‘“‘ beyond the reach of 
legal process’’ and insert ‘‘absent from the district wherein the same 
is committed;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That the time during which the person committing the offense is 


absent from the district wherein the same is committed shall not be taken as 
any part of the time limited by law. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


Two years is a very short period of limitation for 
these offenses. 


Some of them are very grave. A fraud against the 
revenue involving many thousands of dollars may be going on for three 
or four years. A lapse of two years is a very brief limitation. I have 
always been in favor of some limitation upon criminal proceedings 
against citizens, but two years is very short. I move that the time be 
extended to four years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
pending. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
sas [Mr. GARLAND] whether he has any objection to my suggestion ? 

Mr. GARLAND. The bill came from the House and was agreed to 
by the Committee on the Judiciary with some verbal changes. I will 
have read by the Secretary the report made by the House committee, 
which I think will meet with the Senator’s acceptance. It seems that 
this bill is in conformity with the recommendation both of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. Their 
letters are in the report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. McMIL- 
LIN in the House of Representatives April 11, 1884: 


A 


committee amendment is now 


The Committee on Revision of the Laws, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6370) to limit the time within which prosecutions may be instituted against per- 
sonscharged with violating internal-revenue laws, having considered the same, 
give the following reasons for its passage, as recommended by the committee : 

The limitation now fixed by law for prosecutions for a large number of offenses 
against the internal-revenue laws is five years. This your committee thinks is 
too long a period, as it results in stale and vexatious prosecutions which end and 
could end in nothing but the harassing of the citizen and the accumulation of 
large cost-bills, which the Government in most cases has to pay. But your com- 
mittee thought it prudent to submit the bill to the Secretary of the Treasury for 
his opinion. He, inturn, called on the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and 
the foilowing are the letters of both approving the bill 


. with some slight modi- 
fications, which your committee have adopted 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 7, 1554. 


Your letter of the 4th instant is received, in which you submit for my 
opinion thereon bill H. R. 6870, being “‘A bill to limit the time within which 


prosecutions may be instituted against persons charged with violating internal- 
revenue laws. 


SIR 


I have the honor to inclose herewith a report on the bill of the views of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in which I coneur. A limitation of two 
years after these offenses are committed was suggested to Congress in my an- 
nual report of the finances for 1883, on page 44 thereof. 

A proviso excepting cases in which the accused party places himself beyond 
the jurisdiction of the proper court should be inserted in the bill, so that nothing 
be left to construction that may be so easily provided for. ? 

Very respectfully, 


CHAS. J. FOLGER, Secretary. 


Hon. WILLIAM C. OATES, 
Chairman Committee on Revision of the Laws, 
House of Representatives. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF INTERNAL REVENU! 
Washington, April 5, 1854. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the reference to me, for report of my 
views thereon, of bill H. R. No. 6870,‘ to limit the time within which prosecu- 
tions may be instituted against persons charged with violating internal-revenue 
laws,” and to reply that my views remain as set forth in my annual report to 
you for the year ended June 30, 1883. They are as follows: 

I respectfully suggest that Congress be requested to enact a statute fixing 
the limitation for the prosecution of offenses against the revenue laws at a much 
less period than five years, as now provided by law, except in cases where the 
accused places himself beyond the jurisdiction of the court of the district where 
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I should like to hear from the Senator from Arkan- | 


JUNE 30, 


i 





the offense was committed. I am informed by judges of the United States dis- 
trict courts that in nearly every instance where a conviction has been secured 
| the offense was committed within two years before the indictment was found 
Cases older than two years are almost invariably lost by the Government. 
It is also very difficult in such cases to prevent abuses whereby the costs of prose- 
cution are increased,and ultimately the ends of justice defeated. [ am of the 
opinion that a shorter period of limitation would be much better in many ways 
and greatly lessen the expense of such prosecutions to the Government.” : 
As to the exact period of limitation—whether as contemplated in this bil! 
| one year in most internal-revenue cases, or a somewhat longer period—that 
| may well be left to the wisdom of Congress ; but I am firmly convinced that a 


| modification of the lawson that subject as they now exist would be beneficial to 
the interests of the revenue. 


The papers referred to me are herewith returned. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 


WALTER EVANS, Commissioner. 
Hon. CHAaRLes J. FoteGer, 


Secretary of the Treasury. 

It will thus be seen that, according to the testimony of these high officials who 
| are at the head of this system of internal revenue, almost every prosecution 
| begun after a lapse of more than two years ends in vexatious failure. All the in- 

formation your committee have been able to get on the subject corroborates this 
They therefore recommend the amendment of the bill by striking out the words 
“one year,’ in line 6, and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ two years ;’ 
and by striking out lines 7, 8,9, and 10, and inserting in lieu the following words 
| “ Provided, The time during which the person committing the offense is be- 
yond the reach of legal process shall not be taken as any part of the time lim- 
ited by law for the commencement of such action.” 

And when so amended they recommend the passage of the bill. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the second amend- 
ment of the Committee on the Judiciary. The amendment of the Sen- 


ator from Ohio will be in order after the committee’s amendments are 
through. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, in 
line 11 of section 1, after the word ‘‘such,’’ to strike out “‘ action ’’ and 
insert ** proceedings;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Provided, That the time during which the person committing the offense is 


absent from the district wherein the same is committed shall not be taken as 
| any part of the time limited by law for the commencement of such proceedings. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 13 of section 1, after the words 
“apply to,’’ to strike out ‘* pending cases’’ and insert ‘* offenses com - 
mitted prior to its passage;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Provided further, That the provisions of this act shall notapply to offenses com- 
mitted prior to its passage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio now moves 
to amend the bill in line 6 of section 1 by striking out the word ‘‘two’’ 
and inserting the word ‘‘ four.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam quite sure that two years is tooshort. Take 
the famous whisky frauds, the greatest that ever occurred in this coun- 
| try, when the Government was cheated out of many millions of dol- 
| lars. They were not developed in two years. So with the frauds in 

1867, where we failed to collect the whisky tax, and the price of whisky 
was one-half the amount of the tax for two or three years, and yet the 
actual frauds were not discovered for two years. 

For the great body of the offenses I have no objection to a limitation 
of two years, the smaller offenses, such as making false returns by spe- 
cial distillers, &c. The great offenses ought not to be limited to so 
short a period as two years. Take the star-route cases, where the pe- 
riod of limitation was three years. That operated as a bar to prevent 
the prosecution of great offenses. 

I hope the Senate will at least agree to three years, and I would 
prefer four. Five years is the usual limitation, and is the proper one 

I do not agree exactly with what has been stated by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. I think five years is not an unreasonable period for 

* great offenses, but I am perfectly willing to take three or four years in 
other cases for the protection of the public. If the Senator from Ar- 
| kansas will agree to three years I will make that motion. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not remember whether I was present when this 
bill was considered in committee, but I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from Arkansas to the fact that there are many districts in 
the country where the grand jury does not meet oftener than once in 
six months, and I understand there are some where they do not meet 
more than once a year. This bill makes the period of limitation pro- 
ceed from the time of the commission of the offense to the finding of 
the indictment, so that it may be practically a limitation of one year 
where the grand jury sits but once a year and of eighteen months 
where the grand jury sits but once in six months. I should think it 
might be desirable to make it at least three years. 

Mr. GARLAND. The matter was very thoroughly considered by 
the committee. There wasa very strong inclination on the part of the 
committee to make the time one year on account of a great many friv- 
olous prosecutions that are got up according tothe reports of the revenue 
department; but upon more mature consideration it was agreed to make 
the limitation just what was recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury and by the Commissionerof Internal Revenue; and upon those 
recommendations the committee acted. 

We think that every safeguard possible is thrown around it, because 
we make exception where a party is out of the district. Wedo not use 
the language ‘‘ beyond the reach of legal process;’’ but ifa man is out 
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of the district the time shall be taken from the period of limitation; 
and we do not limit it as in the House bill to the proceedings on the 
case, but to fhe commission of the offense. Wethought one year would 
amounttolittle ornothing. The present limitation is five years. There 
is something in what theSenator from Massachusetts suggests, to make 
the time three years; ‘but taking the letters from the Department hav- 
ing control of these matters, the committee were unanimous that the 
time should be two years. It is now five years, and there is nothing 
to be lost by following the recommendation of the Department and 
making the time two years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator trom Ohio repeat 
his amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will modify the amendment to three years, 
though I do itagainst my own judgment of what is best for the public. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio proposes to 
amend the bill by striking out ‘‘two,’’ in line 6 of section 1, before 
‘‘vears,”’ and inserting “‘three;’’ so as to read: 


Within three years next after the commission of the offense. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas whether | 


he could not make a distinction between ordinary offenses or misde- 
meanors and the higher grade of crimes, and have the one barred in 


two years and the otherin four? In the case of the graver crimes, where | 


there isa greater inducement to commit them and a greater care in 
concealing them, the time should-be longer. If the Senator wil! per- 
mit an amendment that will make a distinction between the grave 
crimes and the misdemeanors or minor offenses, I should be very will- 
ing to say two years for the lesser offenses. But otherwise, if we must 
make a general rule for all, I think three years is short enongh. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would suggest to the Senator from Ohio that it 
seems to me the experience of the Internal-Revenue Bureau, having had 
charge of the entire workings of that system fromits beginning, should 
be conclusive. We have heard the statement the Commissioner sub- 
mits to Congress that there has rarely ever a conviction been had where 
the indictment was found more than two years from the commission 
of the alleged offense, and yet large numbers of prosecutions at expense 





Mr. ALDRICH (when Mr. ANTHONY'S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. ANTHONY] is absent from the Senate, and is paired with 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

The roll-call having been concluded the result was announced 
29, nays 29; as follows 





yeas 


YEAS—29 
Aldrich Dolph, Logan, Plumb 
Allison Frye McMillan, Sawyer 
Blair Harrison, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Bowen Hawley Mitchell, Sherman, 
; Cameron of Pa., Hoar Morrill, Van Wyck 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Palmer, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Pike 
Dawes Lapham, Platt, 
NAYS—29 
Sayard Farley Jones of Florida, Slater 
Beck Garland Lamar, Vance 
Brown, George, Mahone, Vest, 
Butler Gibson, Maxey, Walker 
Call, Groome, Morgan, Williams 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pugh, 
Coke, Harris Ransom, 
Fair Jonas, Riddleberger, 
ABSENT—18. 
| Anthony Gorman, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
} Camden, Hale, Manderson, Voorhees, 
Colquitt Hill, Miller of Cal., Wilson 
Cullom, Jackson, Pendleton, 
Edmunds, Kenna, Sabin, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATTinthechair). The amend- 
ment is not agreed to. 
Mr. HOAR. As has already been said, this limitation which pur- 


| ports to bea limitation of two years is in point of fact in many districts 


to the Government, at great annoyance to the citizens, have been in- | 


stituted, and almost if not the whole of the odium that rests upon the 
internal-revenue system grows out of these vexatious prosecutions, and 
not out of the law itself. In my own judgment two years is perfectly 
safe to the Government and is an ample time for the institution of 
prosecutions for every offense that may be committed under the inter- 
nal-revenue laws. I therefore hope the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio may be disagreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It seems to me that the argument of the Senator 
from Tennessee is rather directed against the prosecution of offenses by 
the Attorney-General’s Department. His argument is that the De- 
partment of Justice is so careless and negligent and so much addicted 
to frivolous prosecutions that the time ought to be shortened one-third 
within which the Department may prosecute. It strikes me the proper 
remedy is rather to see that your Department of Justice shall not en- 
gage unnecessarily in prosecutions; that that shall be more wisely cared 
for; and not to provide that these men shall only be prosecuted within 
two years. It is often very difficult, as the Senator knows, to develop 
the offense within a considerable time after its commission; and, as the 
Senator from Massachusetts has said, the grand juries meet but oncea 
year in many districts. It strikes me that this is altogether relaxing 
the grasp of justice too much. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Connecticut will allow me to say 
that the point in my argument, if it had a point, was that the expe- 
rience of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue enabled him to know 
very much more and better than I can know, orthan I think the hon- 
orable Senator from Connecticut can know, as to the true policy in re- 
spect to this matter. I prefer following his recommendation to follow- 
ing any opinion that I might have myself, in my want of information 
that I suppose that officer to be in full possession of. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, but he is not in the habit of surrendering his own judgment, 
noram I. The error seems to be that the Department of Justice have 
frequently resorted to frivolous or useless prosecutions after the expi- 
ration of two years, and therefore the Senate should cut down the time 
within which the Department may prosecute to two years. .I prefer 
to correct the error on the part of the Department of Justice, and not 
give these criminals so munch time to enable them to bridge over the 
two years. If they can avoid detection for six or eight months where 
the grand jury meets but once a year, it is adding great facilities to 
this class of criminals. 

One Senator spoke of a great number of frivolous prosecutions. I 
think he had better offer an amendment that there shall be no frivo- 
Jous prosecutions after one year. That would befit the style of the 
argument. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert 
“three *’ in line 6 of section 1. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we had better have the yeas and nays. 
. yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

¢ roll. 


but a limitation of one year, because the indictment must be found by 
a grand jury within two years within the commission of the offense. 
If the offense be concealed, or if it be discovered a year before the grand 
jury meet, it would be too late to make the prosecution. I move this 
amendment : 

Provided, That where a complaint shall be instituted before a commissioner 


of the United States within the period above limited, the period shall be ex- 


tended until the discharge of the grand jury at its next session within the dis 
trict. 


I think there will be no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is propesed to add to the first section: 

Provided, That where a complaint shall be instituted before a commissioner 


of the United States within the period above limited, the period shall be ex- 
tended until the discharge of the grand jury at its next session within the dis- 


trict 

Mr. GARLAND. I have no objection to that, as far as I am con- 
cerned. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. SHERMAN. My conviction is very strong that it is not ex- 
pedient for us to make easy the manufacture of distilled spirits in vio- 
lation of law; and the frauds in the manufacture of whisky have been 
in the past so great, so enormous in extent, that I believe this bill would 
let down the bars too much. Itis better to leave the law stand as itis 
For many years the limitation has been five years. Therefore I shall 
be disposed to vote against the passage of the bill I do not desire any 
division on the previous stages, but on the passage of the bill I shal! 
call for the yeas and nays 

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas whether there is any exception here in the case of old crimes, 
any provision extending the limitation in case of concealment of the 
offense ? 

Mr. GARLAND. The exception is that where the party is out of 
the district the time of his absence shall not be counted. Let the Sec- 
retary read that portion again. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is in the case of the absence of the parties 
from the jurisdiction. 

Mr. GARLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. Butdoes not the Senator think there ought to be 
some exception as to concealed crimes, where they are not discovered 
within the two years ? 

Mr. GARLAND. The whole bill is drawn on the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of Internal Rev- 
enue, and the phraseology is adopted from their report. Let the Sec- 
retary read the whole bill again, and it will be seen just how it is 

Mr. HARRISON. That of course is authority which should have 
some weight, but it seems to me that the limitation is very short, and 
that it is in the interest of frauds against the Government, and that 
the limit ought to be extended, or that there ought to be some provision 
against concealed frauds, so that the limitation shal] not run in case 
the criminals succeed in concealing the fraud for the two years. 

Mr. GARLAND. It was intended to be very short. The Senator is 
mistaken. The Secretary of the Treasury recommended that it should 
be very short. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill as amended will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That no person shall be prosecuted, tried, or punished for any of the various 
offenses arising under the internal-revenue laws of the United States unless the 
' indictment is found or the information instituted within two years next after 
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mmission of the offense : 


Provided, That the time during which the per- 
nmitting the offense is absent from the district wherein the same is com- 
mitted shall not be taken as any part of the time limited by law for the com- 
mencement of such proceedings 


Bon cr 


t shall not apply to offenses committed prior to its passage: Provided, That 


Provided further, That the provisions of this | 


where a complaint shal! be instituted before a commissioner of the United States | 


within the period above limited, the period shall be extended until the discharge 
f the grand jury at its next session within the district 
Sec. 2. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with this act be, and are 


eby, repealed 

Mr. SHERMAN. I again call the attention of the Senate to the 
act that this includes crimes committed by collectors of internal reve- 
nue who may steal—because that is the word- 
on dollars and the fact by a system of fraudulent accounts; 
and the result will be that they may escape punishment by simply 
concealing their offense for two years. I beg Senators to remember 
that this is not the class of cases they seek toaimat. I have no doubt 
1at the desire of the Senate is to relieve small offenses, little breaches 
of the internal-revenue laws, without any moral perception of the nat- 


he 


conceal 


1} 


re of the crime; but this extends also to defalcations by collectors of 
ternal revenue, men who collect revenue by the millions upon mill- 
ns, some of them ten, eleven, or twelve millions in a year. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. LAPHAM. [hope there will be no objection to this amendment. 
If we repeal all the laws which existed prior to the passage of this act, 
all offenses committed prior to the passage of the act will tall with that 
repeal and can not be punished. The only object of this exception is 


The question is on the amendment 


| to save the laws in force as to offenses already committed. 


to the extent of a mill- | 


It will | 


not do to make easy this kind of great offenses, which may be concealed | 


ery easily for two years, and in some cases they have been concealed 
jour or tive years. 
| hope, therefore, that the Senate will vote ‘* nay’’ on this bill and 
t us have a little further time toconsider it. I shall call for the yeas 
(| nays on its passage. 
Che bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
vere concurred in. 
Mr. WILSON. It seems to me that if the bill on my file represents 
the bill that is under consideration correctly there is a very serious defect 
n the latter part of it. 
ing words 
Provided furthe 
committed prior to its passage 
The second section prov ides: 
1 = all Jaws and parts of laws in conflict with this act be, and are hereby, re- 
peared, 
Now, what law after the passage of this bill will there be applicable 


tothe punishment of offenses committed prior to its passage? It seems 


Mr. PLUMB. That idea is not expressed in thisamendment, or if 
it is I do not know the force of language. I think it will result in leay- 
ing the bill precisely as it was before the amendment. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I will say “all laws applicable to such offenses 
shall be and remain in full force.’’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

of the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (S. 2243) to authorize foot and 
carriage or railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at Saint Paul, in 
the State of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the House insisted on its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 1581) to provide for the disposal of abandoned and 


The question is on the amendment 


| useless military reservations, disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the 
| conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 


The proviso to the first section is in the follow- | 


Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WILLIAM 8. RosEcRANS of 


| California, Mr. CHARLES S. MORGAN of Missouri, and Mr. GEORGE W. 


to me that that leaves no act in force after the passage of this act ap- | 


plicable to those offenses committed prior to its passage. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 
again renew the motion I made in Committee of the Whole. 
no desire to defeat the bill if I can make it reasonable. 
amend by striking out ‘‘ two”’ before “‘years,’’ in line 6 of section 1, 
and inserting ‘‘three’’ as the period of limitation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio proposes to 
amend the bill by striking out, in line 6 of section 1, the word ‘‘ two”’ 
and inserting ‘‘ three;’’ 

Within three years after the commission of the offense. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


I have 


so as to read: 


I ask for the yeas and nays. 


As one or two Senators have come in since, I will | 


I move to | 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call oe ; cs — 
: | and riparian rights now owned by the United States at Harper’s Ferry, 


the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON ]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 


I am paired with 


yeas 31, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—31 
Aldrich, Dolph, MeMillan, Platt, 
Allison, Frye, Mahone, Plumb, 
Blair, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Bowen Hawley, Miller of N. Y., 


Sewell, 


Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Conper Jones of Nevada, Palmer, Wilson. 
Dawes, Lapham, Pike, 
NAYS—29 

Beck Farley, Lamar, Vance, 
Brown, Garland, McPherson, Vest, 
Butler, George, Maxey, Voorhees, 
Call Gibson, Morgan, Walker, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pugh, Williams. 
Coke Harris, Ransom, 
Edmunds, Jonas Riddjeberger, 
Fair Jones of Florida, Slater, 

ABSENT—16. 
Anthony, Cullom, Hill, Manderson, 
Bayard, Gorman, Jackson, Pendleton, 
Camden, Groome, Kenna, Sabin, 
Colquitt, Hale, Logan, Saulsbury. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LAPHAM. I offer the following amendment to come in at the 
u08e of the last section: 


Except as to offenses committed prior te the passage of this act, and as to such 
offenses the laws shall be and remain in full force. 


Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that is indefinite. 
What law? I ask that it be read again. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that that lacks precision. 


It says ‘‘ the law.”’ 


on | STEELE of Indiana managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
Phat the provisions of this act shall not apply to offenses | rel f ‘ 5 I 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. 42) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson; 

A bill (8. 534) for the relief of J. T. Pickett; 


A bill (H. R. 229) granting a pension to Elizabeth H. Lawler; 
A bill (H. R. 267) granting a pension to James King; 

A bill (H. R. 314) for the relief of John W. Cummings; 

A bill (H. R. 554) granting a pension to Joseph T. Caldwell; 
A bill (H. R. 535) granting a pension to William Reinhardt; 


A bill (H. R. 1025) granting a pension to Sarah Dayton, widow of 
Erastus G. Dayton; 

A bill (H. R. 1237) granting a pension to Solomon K. Ruggles; 

A bill (H. R. 1391) granting a pension to Mary Eliza Dickson, widow 
of Dr. Thomas Dickson; 

A bill (H. R. 1411) granting a pension to Martha M. B. McCullach, of 
Freeport, Pa. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1628) authorizing and directing a sale of the real estate 


in the State of West Virginia; 
A bill (H. R. 1631) to increase the pension of Matthew O. Regan; 


A bill (H. R. 1751) for the relief of William R. Browne; 

A bill (H. R. 1977) for the relief of Maria L. Hammer; 

A bill (H. R. 1998) for the relief of William J. Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R. 2252) for the relief of Christopher P. Davidson; 
| <A bill (H. R. 2378) restoring to the pension-roll the name of John 
| Allee; 


A bill (H. R. 2419) granting a pension to Robert Nutt; 
A bill (H. R. 2425) granting a pension to Catherine Henry; 


A bill (H. R. 2447) for the relief of Catharine Terry; 
A bill (H. R. 2536) granting a pension to Michael Mack; 


A bill (H. R. 2543) 
A bill (H. R. 2660) 
A bill (H. R. 2714) 
A bill (H. R. 3294) 
A bill (H. R. 3307) 
A bill (H. 3331) 


granting a pension to James Roden; 
granting a pension to William Printz; 
granting a pension to Thomas E. Wilson; 
granting a pension to Emma A. Porch; 
granting a pension to Harriet P. Dame; 
for the relief of Ann McCarney; 


A bill (H. R. 3623) granting a pension to Sarah E. Price; 

A bill (H. R. 4141) tor the relief of Mrs. Rebecca J. Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 4234) granting a pension to Mary Ullery; 

A bill (H. R. 4440) for the relief of John Bostater; 

A bill (H. R. 4717) for the relief of John Swearer; 

A bill (H. R. 4790) granting a pension to Alexander St. Bernard; 

A bill (H. R. 4846) granting a pension to Mary E. Seymour, widow 
of Charles J. Seymour, a deceased soldier; 

A bill (H. R. 5457) granting a pension to Allicia Durrant; 

A bill (H. R. 5595) granting a pension to Eugene L. Townsend; 

A bill (H. R. 5686) granting a pension to Sarah J. Chipman; 

A bill (H. R. 5894) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morris Husband; 

A bill (H. R. 6171) granting a pension to Noah E. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6529) for the relief of John Kane; 

A bill (H. R. 5070) granting a pension to Temple Golden; and 
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A bill (H. R. 6761) respecting a bridge at Tonawanda, in the State 

of New York. 
DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 396, being Senate bill 1886. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'TheSenator from Kansas moves that | 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1886) to | 
quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of | 
Iowa, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator will give way to me that I | 
may move to take upthe river and harbor bill. That bill will take a 
long time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the motion will be withdrawn. I should 
like to take up the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. GARLAND. This is a motion to take up the Des Moines River | 
grant bill, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken resulted—yeas 17, | 
nays 36; as follows: 

YEAS—17 


Allison, Ingalls, Platt Van Wyck, | 
Blair, Jones of Nevada, Plumb Wilson. | 
Bowen, Mahone, Sawyer 
Cameron of Wis., Mitchell, Sewell 
Hawley, Morgan, Slater, 
NAYS—36 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hoar Pike, 
Bayard, Dolph, Jonas Pugh, 
Beck, Edmunds, Lamar, Riddleberger, 





Brown, Farley, Lapham Sherman, 

Butler, Garland, MeMillan, Vance, | 

Call, Gibson, MePherson, Vest, 

Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Miller of N.Y., Voorhees, 

Coke, Harris, Palmer, Walker, 

Colquitt, Harrison, Pendleton Williams 
ABSENT—23 

Anthony, Frye, Jackson, Miller of Cal., 

Camden, George, Jones of Florida, Morrill, 

Cockrell, Gorman, Kenna, Ransom, 

Conger, Groome, Logan, Sabin, 

Cullom, Hale, Manderson, Saulsbury. 

Fair, Hill, Maxey, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
TRADE: DOLLARS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to in- 
troduce a joint resolution. 

Leave was granted to introduce a joint resolution (S. R. 96) author- 
izing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase United | 
States trade-dollars. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read in full. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 


tca in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase not to exceed 10,000,000 United States trade- 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the conferees will now 
‘be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


| the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 251) making ap- 


propriations for printing the Annual Report of the Commissioner of Agriculture 
for the year 1884, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 1 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1 and 5 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: Inlines4dand 


5 strike out ‘*314”' and insert ** 300;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat 
numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 6 
strike out * fifty-six’’ and insert * seventy;”’ and the Senate agree to the sa 


Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
* 162,500" and insert ** 200,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same 


JOS. R. HAWLEY 
0. D. CONGER 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


A. M. SCALES, 
WM. H. HATCH 
A. HERR SMITH 
Managers on the part of the Ho 

Mr. INGALLS. How does the resolution stand as amended, M1 
President? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can explain to the Senator. The Senate con 
ferees were obliged to yield on the most important point to the House 
conferees. The original resolution provided for printing 400,000 copies 
of the report, and the Senate struck down the number to 325,000. The 
original resolution gave 314,000 copies to the House and 56,000 to the 
Senate. The Senate changed all these figures. The conference report 
is in favor of the 400,000 as originally asked for by the House. The 
number allotted to the House has been changed from 314,000 to 300,000, 
and the number originally allotted to the Senate has been changed from 
56,000 to 70,000. The essential matter is that the House seemed « 
tremely anxious that there should be the whole 400,000 printed. The 
numbers given to the members of the two Houses will not vary very 
much. About nine hundred copies will be given to each Senator, and 
about nine hundred and nine to each member of the House under this 
distribution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of 
the report. Y 

The report was concurred in. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILI 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move now to take up the bill known as the 
river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7012) making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I wish to ask consent of the Senator 
from Minnesota to lay this bill aside that I may move to take up House 
bill 2487. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator will not make such a request. 
I desire to see if we can not get through with the bill to-day. 





<lollars at their face value, and shall pay therefor standard silver dollars of the | 


United States: Provided, Such purchase shall be made prior to September | 
1854. 


Mr. INGALLS. How does this come before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. By unanimous consent the joint res- 
olution is introduced. It has been read the first time for information, 
at length. It will be considered read the second time if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I object. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over until to- | 


morrow. 
AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 

Mr. HAWLEY. lIcall from the table a conference report on the 
joint resolution for printing the annual report of the Commissioner of 
Agriculture. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In pursuance of the request of the 
Senator from Connecticut the Chair lays before the Senate the action 
of the conferees on the joint resolution (H. Res. 251) providing for 
printing the Annual Report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the 
year 1884. The resolution has passed the two Houses with Senate 
amendments, on which a conference has been ordered, and the report 
of the committee will now be read. Has the Senator the report ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives will first be read, after which the report of the conferees 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In House oF REPRESENTATIVES, June 28, 1884. 

Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 


the joint resolution (H. Res, 251) providing for printing the Annual Report of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1884. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. If the bill proceeds without further 
| interruption I shall withdraw the request. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to give notice that on Wednesday, after the 
| close of the morning business, I shall ask to take up Order of Business 
787, being a resolution to pay out of the contingent fund of the Senate 
| to Maria G. Underwood, administratrix of John C. Underwood, d: 

ceased, the sum of $5,000, in full compensation for the time and expenses 
of the said John C, Underwood in prosecuting his claim toa seat in the 
Senate as a Senator from the State of Virginia, with a view of submit 

ting some remarks upon the resolution. I will not ask it at this time, 
as it might interfere with appropriation bills. I shall not occupy the 
attention of the Senate for more than half an hour. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construction, r¢ 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors 
and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce, in line 675 of section 1, after the word 
“‘improvement,’’ to strike out ‘‘two hundred and fifty’’ and insert 
‘‘one hundred and seventy-five;’’ so as to make the clause read 


Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky : Continuing improvement, $175,000 


Mr. MCMILLAN. At the adjournment of the Senate last week the 


Senator from Kentucky [Mr, WILLJAMs] discussed the amendment, 
and desired the Senate to refuse to concur in the amendment proposed 
by the committee. The bill as it came from the House appropriated 


$250,000, and the amendment of the Senate committee proposes to 


decrease that amount and make the sum $175,000. The Senator in 
his remarks did not confine himself exclusively to this item, but em 


braced in the discussion a subsequent item in the bill appropriating a 
sum of money for the improvement of the Falls of the Ohio. That will 
come up in its order. The Senate will bear in mind that these are 
‘ distinct propositions entirely. The present item is as to the improve- 
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ment of the Kentucky River on the present plan of improvement. I 
read from the report of the engineer 


l. he 


ter 


lucky River, Kentucky.—The present plan of improvement adopted con- 
unction of the 


lhree Forks, at Beattyville, a distance of two hundred and fifty- 
two miles 


This required the repair of five locks and dams constructed by the 
State of Kentucky and the construction of twelve new locks and dams 

The operations of the past year have been confined to the repairs of these locks 
und dams. and maintaining navigation by means of them for a distance of 
eighty-two miles, or seventeen miles above the city of Frankfort. 


It appears that in a distance of two hundred and fifty-two miles there 


to be seventeen locks and dams, five of which are built and twelve 


to be constructed. In the appendix to the report of the engineer in 
charge, it is stated 


rhe navigation of the Kentucky River is at present greatly restricted by the 
existence of the bridges crossing it There are three of these; one at Worth- 
e, eleven miles from its mouth, and two at Frankfort, sixty-five miles from 
mouth. The former and one of the latter are iron structures, belonging to 

the Louisville and Nashville Railroad, and are unprovided with draws. A rise 
six feetin this river, which is not Infrequent prevents the ste amers from go ng 
ove the railroad company’s bridge at Frankfort, and if this is accompanied 
by arise in the Ohio, even of moderate dimensions, navigation by steamer is 
ely suspended, on account of the impossibility of passing the bridge at 


of 


We 


rthville Phe second bridge at Frankfort, and which belongs to the city, is 
also unprovided with a draw it is two feet lower than the railroad bridge, and 
prevents the river steamers from passing above the city, except at extreme low 
water Phis « 


juest'on is a very serious one in connection with the improve- 
ment of this river, and Congress is especially requested to take some action in 
regard to it Another bridge across the river is contemplated at Tyrone, seven- 
teen miles above Frankfort, and others are not unlikely to be constructed. It 
would therefore seem necessary. if navigation isto be continued, that some gen- 

law be enacted in regard to bridging this river, similar to that passed affect- 
ng the Ohio River, by which the height and span of all bridges may be made 
subject to the demands of commerce 


er 


In view of these facts we thought an appropriation of $175,000 would 
enable the engineer to go on with the construction of this lock and dam 
for this year, and it would probably complete the repairs to all the other 
locks and dams, and that certainly is enough to expend in one year 
upon this improvement. The committee looked at the question very 
carefully and think the Senator should not ask the Senate to increase 
thisamount. We do not propose to cut it down any more than to an 
amount sufficient to enable the engineer to get along with this par- 
ticular work 

Mr. BECK. As I understand it, the former engineer died and there 
was some delay before Mr. Post could get his estimate fairly made, but 
he asked $480,000 and the House cut it down to $250,000. The only 
bridge that can possibly be in the way on that river will be removed 
before this work isdone. The difficulty is that unless $250,000 be given 
a good deal of the work will not be put in such a state of forwardness 
as to make it available. 

Mr. MCMILLAN In July, 1883, there was still a balance of $72,894 
available for this improvement. 

Mr. BECK. I do not complain of the action of the committee; but 
| think $250,000 is the very lowest amount that can be economically 
used. When you observe thatinthereductions which have been made 
of $426,000, leaving out the Muscle Shoals, which has been restored, 
$325,000 of all that comes out of Kentucky, itlooks like a tremendous 
cut, and the only one that is really made, especially when there is a 
demand for so much more. I do hope the Senate will not do it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The chairman of the committee will recollect also 
that Captain Post, in his letter which I read on Saturday, suggests 
that the repairs and expenses will amount to $48,000 and that the lock 
which they want to build this summer will cost $200,000 


Mr. McMILLAN He does not give any accurate estimate of the 
cost of the lock 

Mr. WILLIAMS. He does in the letter that I read on Saturday. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That isa very general estimate. It has not 


passed through the regular official channels; it is not 2 regular official 
estimate 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I should like to inquire of theSen- 
ator from Kentucky whether or not the bridges over the Kentucky 
River which are said to obstruct navigation were or were not erected 
under a charter granted by the Legislature of Kentucky. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. They were. There is only one that interferes, 
however, with the navigation, and that bridge will be removed long 
before the navigation is ready. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I understood from the report of the 
engineer, as read by the chairman of the committee, that more than 
one bridge is an obstruction to the navigation of the river. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There are several bridges on the river reported 
as obstructions, but the committee have no doubt that these obstruc- 
tions will be removed; but until this is done, and in view of theamount 
estimated here, $380,000, the amount appropriated by the Senate com- 
mittee is ample for expenditure this year, and a larger proportion of the 
estimate than is allowed to most other worksin the country. I will not 
detain the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not want tomake any speech, but merely to 
say that I hope the Senate will vote down the committee’s amendment 
and let the bill stand as it came from the House in this respect 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). 


The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


JUNE 30, 





plates a slack-water system of navigation on this river from its mouth tothe | Illinois 





Mr. McMILLAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 


Mr. KENNA. I am paired on all questions with the Senator from 
[Mr. CULLOM]. 


The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 31; as follows: 
YEAS—18. 


Bowen, Farley, Miller of N. Y., Ransom, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Morrill, Wilson. 
Dawes, McMillan, Palmer, 
Edmunds, Mahone, Platt, 
NAYS—31. 
Bayard, Garland, Jones of Florida, Slater, 
Beck, George, Lamar, Vance, 
Blair Gibson, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Brown, Gorman, Morgan, Vest, 
Butler, Groome, Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Call, Hampton, Plumb, Walker, 
Coke, Harris, Pugh, Williams. 
Fair, Jonas, Saulsbury, 
ABSENT—27. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Jackson, Miller of Cal., 
Allison, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
| Anthony, Frye, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Camden, Hale, Lapham, Sabin, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Logan, Sewell, 
Cockrell, Hoar, McPherson, Sherman. 
Conger, Ingalls, Manderson, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House requested the Senate to return to that 
body the bill (H. R. 5682) to repeal section 22 of the act to incorporate 
the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, approved March 3, 1871, and to 
declare the forfeiture of the land grant therein made, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution, in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6750) to amend paragraph 7 of section 2527 of the Re- 
vised Statutes; and 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 283) to provide temporarily for the expendi- 
tures of the Government. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in line 680 of section 1, after the word 
‘* Kentucky,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ continuing improvement in pursuance of 
the last plan of the engineer in charge, $300,000; of which sum such 
amount as may be necessary, not exceeding $5,000, shall be expended 
in the erection of astone pillar or pier on the southern side of the Indiana 
Chute, provided the engineer in charge shall decide that such a structure 
will aid in the navigation thereof,’’ and in lieu thereof insert ‘‘$50,000;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Falls of the Ohio River at Louisville, Ky., $50,000. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will reject this 
amendment of the committee, not because this is specially a Kentucky 
improvement, for really there are other States more deeply interested 
in this project than Kentucky herself, and the canal around the falls is 
not properly chargeable to that State. 


It is a part and parcel of th¢ 
Ohio River. 


The States of Pennsylvania, Ohio, West Virginia, Indi- 
ana, Illinois, Missouri—all the States above and all below, are quite as 
much if not more interested in this improvement than Kentucky her- 
self. That very obstruction was what made Louisville a city; it is 
what made Jeffersonville a city; it is what made New Albany a city. 
Three cities have grown up there. This is a national improvement. 
All the boards of trade, the commercial bodies of Pittsburgh, Cincin- 
nati, Saint Louis, Memphis, and elsewhere have asked Congress to 
make the improvement recommended by the House. Eighteen steam- 
boats have been destroyed in the last two years in consequence of the 
want of a proper improvement of that river, and I feel sure that the 
Senators from Ohio, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, Illinois, Indiana, 
and Missouri, and their constituents are as much interested as I am. 

I hope the amendment of the committee will be voted down. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Theimprovement now under consideration is one 
of a very different character from the one just acted upon by the Sen- 
ate. That improvement perhaps had less merit than any item in this 
bill. As the Senate increased the amount in that case I do not know 
what they will do inthis. It is a question here merely of judgment 
as to whether the Senate will enter upon a new improvement or not. 

The United States purchased from a private corporation the canal at 
the Falls of the Ohio, for which we paid between three and four million 
dollars. We have removed all the charges for tolls upon the river, and 
have gone on with the construction and repair not only of the canal, but 
an improvement in the river which has progressed to a very great degree. 
There is still another and a new project now formed for the further im- 





1884. 


provement of the Falls oftheOhio. Upon that we have not yetentered, 
and the question is whether we shall complete the present improve- 
ments at the falls or go on and undertake another and a very large one 
this year. 

The engineer in charge speaks of the present improvements that are 
going on there. Inreferring to Lieutenant-Colonel Weitzel’s estimate, 
who was the engineer in charge in 1882, he says: 

Lieutenant-Colonel Weitzel’s estimate, contained in his special report of Feb- 
ruary 10,1882 (report of Chief of Engineers, 1882, pages 1880 et. seg.), for the com- 


pletion of the improvement of the falls proper was $242,088. Since that date 
there has been allotted for * Indiana chute ’’— 


Which is a chute on the north side of the Ohio River to permit boats 
to pass down and over the falls through the chute in high water with- 
out going through the lock— 


Since that date there has been allotted for ‘‘ Indiana chute,’ from the appro- 
priation for the Ohio River, $35,000, leaving $207,088 yet to be appropriated for 
the completion of the work indicated in his report. 

In the estimates for the Ohio River I have inserted $50,000 for the Falls of the 
Ohio as the amount that can be expended if the season is reasonably favorable. 
The character of the proposed work is such that it can only be carried on when 
the Ohio is quite low, and as such stages are of uncertain date and duration it 
is necessary to have a fund in handso as to utilize a favorable season whenever 
it happens to come. 

- * * * . * * 

It isa part of the approved project to narrow the opening at the head of the 
Indiana chute by two short sections of movable dam, each one hundred and 
sixty feet in length, so that during low stages the outlet through the dam may 
be reduced to a width oftwo hundred and eighty feet, while preserving the full 
outlet of six hundred feet for all stages during which the falls are navigable. 
The south section of movable dam is on hand, and is ready to go in as soon as 
a low stage in the river will permit. A vigorous effort was made to erect this 
section last autumn, but it proved a failure on account of high water. The break- 
water and coffer-dam remain in place, and by contracting the outlet add ma- 
terially to the difficulty of ascending the falls, but they can not be removed until 
the section of movable dam is in place. 





There is no doubt whatever that the improvement of the Falls of the 
Ohio River is very important to the navigation of that river. The only 
question is as to how much shall be expended on the improvement this 
year, whether we shall take the estimate of the engineer in regard to 
the existing project, the one which isin process of completion, or whether 
we shall now enter upon this new improvement, which would require 
a vast expenditure. The lock on the south side of the river is sufficient 
to permit boats to go down stream or tc come up at any stage of water in 
the Ohio River. In high water, however, boats do not limit-themselves 
to the lock. In high water they can pass over the falls, and it is for 
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plans which have been in operation and course of fulfillment for the 


| last four or five years, he developed an entirely new plan, which is to 


| matter. 


cost a number of millions of dollars, and here, before the plan has been 
adopted by any board of engineers, simply upon the say of one engi- 
neer, it is proposed to restrict the Secretary of War and to restrict the 
board of engineers to this one particular plan. There has been no 
agreement whatever on the part of the Secretary of War or the board 
of engineers to take this plan. Itis simply the recommendation of one 
engineer in charge of the work. 

The improvement as it has been going on fora numberof years since 
the Government came into possession of the canal around the falls 
needs but little more work, and the $50,000 was recommended by the 
other engineer who was in charge, and who was superseded, as being suf- 
ficient to carry on the work and maintain it and make the repairs on 
it for the year to come. 

The Senate Committee on Commerce did not think it wise to fore- 
stall the judgment of the Secretary of War or the board of engineers 
and the Engineer in Chief by enacting into a law any particular plan, 
but preferred to leave it where all other improvements are left, with 
the Secretary of War and the board of engineers. The $50,000 pro- 
vided by the committee is amply sufficient to continue the work under 
the original plans, and it is all that isasked. If the clause under con- 
sideration is not stricken out it will commit the United States Govern- 
ment to the extent of a number of millions of dollars upon a work en- 
tirely new and which has the approval thus far of only one engineer 
officer. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question l 
understand he is opposing this provision because he says it is new 
This is an old canal. In line 355 I see there is an appro- 
priation of $250,000 for deepening Gedney’s Canal, Sandy Hook Bar, 
New York. Thatis entirely new matter. It has never been estimated 
for by any engineer; it has never been recommended by any; it has 
never been estimated for by the Secretary of War. There are five other 
instances in this bill of large appropriations, up toa quarter of a million 
dollars, four of them put in by the Senate committee, where the im- 


provements have never been recommended by engineers nor estitnated 


the purpose of facilitating navigation in this regard that these improve- | 


ments are asked. 


In addition to this appropriation for the Falls of the Ohio River there | 


are in this bill $600,000 appropriated for the improvement of the Ohio 
River. It is to be expended under the direction of the engineers in 
charge of those improvements. It is for the Senate to determine what 
they willdo. The committee are of opinion that we should confine 
ourselves at this time to the appropriation recommended by the engi- 
neer in charge for completing the improvement to which he refers. 
We have submitted that to the Senate, and I hope the Senate will sus- 
tain the committee. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, it will be noticed that 
the language which the Committee on Commerce has stricken out is 
peculiar. Nearly all the appropriations made in the bill are made in 
the simple language ‘‘continuing improvement.’’ We all know that 
the work is done under the direction of the Secretary of War through 
the board of engineers, and that the improvements are made in ac- 
cordance with plans submitted to the board of engineers and by them 
adopted. Itso happens that the plan which it is proposed here toadopt 
by enacting itinto a law has never been approved by any board of en- 
gineers whatever. A new engineer was putin charge of the work there 
a year ago, and instead of proposing to continue the work in the line in 
which it had been going on for a number of years, he devised a new 
and elaborate plan for an improvement, one that is to cost a number 
of millions of dollars. It is proposed in this bill as it passed the 
House to adopt this plan. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to ask the name of the engineer, if the 
Senator will permit me. 

Mr. MIL‘.ER, of New York. I am not able to give it, but it will 
be found in the report. My memory does not serve me as to the name, 
but I am giving the substantial facts. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. General Weitzel is the former engineer. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. But the engineer in charge developed 
a new plan some months ago. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him 
right there—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I wish the Senator would first allow 
me to make my statement. I do not desire to detain the Senate, and 
it is useless to be interrupted in a statement, because its force is thus 
entirely destroyed. I therefore must object to an interruption. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I merely wanted to ask a question. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. 
happens that a major of engineers has been put in charge of the work. 
Not satisfied with the work as it was to go on in the original plans, 


for by the Department. Yet the Senator complains that this work of 
continuing the improvement of the Falls of the Ohio, widening and 
deepening the canal to protect the navigation of that river, is new 
work. 

The object of this improvemeat is to fix a harbor into which the 
boats intending to pass through the canal may be safely anchored until 
they can take their turn. I have seen three hundred and tilty coal- 
barges and steamboats waiting their turn to go through. that canal 
General Weitzel recommended that a distinct canal be dug for coal- 
boats alone, reserving the present canal for the steamers that navigate 
the river. Everybody at all familiar with the navigation of the Ohio 


| knows that there is there a graveyard of canal-boats and steamboats 





Wait until I finish my statement. It | 


| 


and iron boats. The wing-dam built by the Government was built 
with the intention of benefiting the navigation of the river at high 
water, so as to deepen the canal on the Indiana side that hoats might 
pass through it when the water was high In low water there was not 
water enough in the channel, and in high water they could not pass 
through the canal well. By the construction of this dam the water is 
made so rapid through the Indiana chute that it can not be navigated 
in high water, either up or down, and the canal itself is submerged, so 
that navigation actually stops at a very high stage of the water at the 
falls at Louisville. That is an official report of the engineers 
the very volume from which the Senator from Minnesota has read. 
Mr. HARRISON. I wish to ask the Senator from Kentucky whether 
he understands that the plan to improve the river found in the part 
proposed to be stricken out, the pl in he has spoke n of, is that of Col- 
onel Weitzel for the construction of an independent coal-barge canal? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. No, sit 


found in 


it is the plan of his successor, Colonel 


Merrill. Colonel Merrill’s plan is the one lam now advocating; but 
Colonel Merrill recommends his plan upon the idea that it will fit in 


exactly when the country is ready to adopt General Weitzel’s plan of 
an additional canal for the coal-boats. His estimate is that it will save 
$4,000,000 over the plan as first proposed by General Weitzel. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator is mistaken about that. The esti- 
mate as shown here for General Weitzel’s canal was $3,102,517 

Mr. WILLIAMS. My recollection is that it was $6,000,000 

Mr. HARRISON. The cost of the improvement which Colonel Met 
rill suggests is $1,335,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But the Senator from Indiana will recollect that 
that does not include the condemnation of the cement beds Che whole 
estimate amounts to $6,000,000, and the plan of Colonel Merrill, as 
stated by himself, will save three or four million dollars by waiting 
until the cement company have quarried out their rock. Then it will 
cost less, and the channel will already have been sunk by the ve ry pro- 
cess of quarrying by the cement company, which is now going on. 

Mr. President, this is a work which is as beneficial to the whole 


country as it is to Kentucky, far more so indeed, because if we could 


return to the time when Lonisville had 1,500 and 2,000 drays and 
hauled all the freight from Portland up to the Louisville wharf and 
from there down to Portland again, there would be a toll collected on 
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all of it to some extent. 


There had been already collected $6,000,000 
of toll 


until the Government took it and made it free. Now, let us 
make it capacious enough to accommodate all the commerce of that 
river. The engineers say it does not begin to do it, and that the ob- 
struction put there by the Government itself renders the navigation 
up and down the river to the falls in very high water impossible. 
Boats wait below and boats wait above until the water subsides sufli- 
ciently for them topass through the canal, for the dam which has been 
built has made the current too rapid for boats to pass up and down 
when there is a large body of water in the river 

Mr. HARRISON. I think it is important that the Senate should 
have an exact understanding of what is contemplated in the improve- 
ment described in the bill as ‘‘continuing improvement in pursuance 
of the last plan of the engineer in charge.’’ That engineer, I under- 
stand, is Colonel Merrill, of the Engineer Corps. His predecessor at 
that station, Colonel Weitzel, reported, as the Senator from Kentucky 
has said, a proposition to construct an independent canal for the pas- 
sage of coal-boats, leaving the present canal for the passage of steam- 
boats proper. The estimate of the cost of the construction of that 
canal, not including, as the Senator has said, the property to be con- 
demned, was $3,102,517. That report by Colonel Weitze] was made in 
pursuance of a resolution of the Senate passed in January, 1882, which 
called for a special report on the improvements still needed at the 
Falls of the Ohio to relieve the interest of the commerce of the Ohio 
River, and the report was made February 10, 1882. The engineer of- 
ficer now in charge objects to that plan on account of the fact that its 
execution would involve the condemnation of the Louisville Cement 
Works at that place, which would not only involve the Government in 
a large expenditure to get the property, but would destroy a very im- 
portant industry. 

In place of that improvement suggested by Colonel Weitzel, Colonel 
Merrill suggests an improvement which contemplates enlarging the 
present canal by moving its northern wall to the northern line of the 
canal property, commencing at the pivot pier of the railroad bridge, 
and extending eastwardly to the intersection with the eastern bound- 
ary line of the property of the Louisville Cement Company. He esti- 
mates that the cost of that would be $1,335,000, and, as the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky has said, he tells us that it will fall in exactly 
when Congress shall come to the opinion that the Government ought to 
construct an independent canal; that this work will all be available as 
part of that canal; that in the improvement the rock from which the 
cement is made will have been excavated by the cement company, 
which will greatly cheapen the construction of the work if the coal- 
canal is made. 

It has been objected by the Senator from New York that no board 
has passed upon this improvement. I donot understand that we have 
had the advantage of the recommendation of boards upon all the ap- 
propriations which are recommended by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Most certainly, iftheSenator willallow 
me, these recommendations come in, and the appropriations are made, 
to be expended under the authority of the Secretary of War. Before 
that is done the plans of the various engineers scattered over the coun- 
try are submitted and adopted by the board. The work is carried out 
at all events under the direction of the Secretary of War, and he, 
through the board of engineers, of course, directs the expenditures. 
Here the proposition is that Congress shall adopt a particular plan 
which shall restrict the Secretary of War and the board of engineers to 
that particular plan, after another plan has been adopted and has 
been in process of completion for a number of years. 

Mr. HARRISON. But the Senator’s objection does not go to the 
question of the amount to be appropriated. If the Committee on Com- 
merce had contented themselves with an amendment which would have 
made this expenditure subject to the approval of a board of engineers 
and the Secretary of War, the friends of the improvement at the Falls 
of the Ohio would have made no objection; but they have not consid- 
ered that part of it. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. If the Senator will go far enough back 
in the reports he will find that under the plans asthey have been going 
on for a number of years the engineer recommends. that only $50,000 
is required, and we have given $50,000, and report it simply for the 
improvement of the falls. Therefore it is under the direction of the 
Secretary of Warand the board of engineers. We have refused toadopt 
this new plan or to appropriate mone? for it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Not only have the committee refused to adopt it, 
but they have refused to make an appropriation which would authorize 
the board of engineers and the Secretary of War to adopt itif it met their 
approval. In other words, this amendmentelects between the old plan 
and the new; it elects that there shall be no new work done, and that 
the work there shall go on under the old plan, which did not contem- 
plate the enlargement of the canal. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Is he prepared in a bill of this kind 
to adopt any new plan or method which may be recommended by a 
single engineer in charge of the work which is to involve an expendi- 
ture of a million dollars or more? Is he willing to put that intoa bill 
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and to take the authority and the power over the expenditure out of 
the hands of the Secretary of War and Chief of Engineers and the 
board of engineers which is constantly reviewing these matters? [t 
seems to me that would be an unsafe way of legislation. The com- 
mittee thought so; and we have followed in the line of precedents. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have practically answered the question of the 
Senator already. If the Committee on Commerce will propose an 
amendment making this plan and this expenditure subject to the ap 
proval of the Secretary of War and board, barring the amount named 
in the bill as it passed the House, I shall make no objection to it. 
do not desire to distinguish this appropriation from others in that r 
spect. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It is distinguished from others by th: 
very language which the House put into the bill, which is uncommon 
and irregular. 

Mr. HARRISON. So it is; but it was perfectly competent for the 
Committee on Commerce of the Senate, instead of striking out the amount 
and striking out all of the proposition of the House, to have incorporated 
an amendment that would have made the expenditure of the amount 
of money voted by the House dependent upon the approval of the board 
and the Secretary of War. If the Committee on Commerce proposed 
such an amendment I should vote for it; but they do not propose it 
The difficulty which the Senator from New York suggests is one easily 
obviated by an amendment. After all, this improvement practically 
has the indorsement of two eminent officers of the Engineer Corps. 

Mr. McMILLAN. TheSenator from Indiana is mistaken in saying 
that the appropriation recommended by the Senate committee distin 
guishes between any plans forimprovement going on atthe falls. The 
language of the item as proposed by the Senate committee is: 


i 


Improving Falls of the Ohio River at Louisville, Ky., $50,000. 


Under that language the Secretary of War would be at perfect liberty 
to expend the $50,000 appropriated in any improvement that he saw 
proper at the falls; so that there is no limitation. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. [Either as to this plan or the old one 

Mr. McMILLAN. Either as to thisplan or the old one. The diffi 
culty is this new improvement suggested by Colonel Merrill can not be 
accomplished until the property owned by the cement company is al! 
exhausted. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is the fact as presented by the report. 
refer to the plan as recommended by Colonel Weitzel. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator is right in that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That plan, owing to that difficulty and owing to 
the immense expense, has been practically abandoned, at least for an 
indefinite time in the future. The proposition of Colonel Merrill has 
never been entered upon. He makes his recommendation to the Chief 
of Engineers, it is true, but the question is whether we shall, as the 
House has proposed, positively limit the power of the Chief of Engi- 
neers to going on with that improvement as recommended by Colonel 
Merrill, or whether we shall wait until a future time and see as to the 
propriety of entering upon that improvement. Inthe mean time the 
committee propose to make the appropriation of $50,000 for the falls, 
which may be expended in the improvement at present progressing 
there, or the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers upon con- 
sultation may determine to enter upon this other plan. Under the ap 
propriation, as the bill came from the House, it requires the expendi 
ture of the money in this new improvement. That would not be 
advisable, as the Senate committee believe, and we think that the im 
provement should go on as it exists, the Indiana chute being improved 
and ready for farther improvement, and $50,000 being sufficient accord 
ing to the statement of Colonel Merrill to continue this improvement 
and make it suitable for navigation there. 

It seems to me that under existing circumstances and in view of the 
large amount required to be expended under the river and harbor bill 
this new improvement should not be entered upon unti’ the necessity 
for it is exhibited, and until the Chief of Engineers and the officers in 
charge together shall come to the conclusion that it is absolutely neces- 
sary. No onedisputes the importance of the improvement of the falls 
It is a question of expediency and propriety of expenditure at this time 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think the last remark of the Senator from Min- 
nesota concedes the whole question. 

One word in regard to some remarks which fell from the Senator from 
New York [Mr. MILLer], in which he said he was opposed to this great 
necessary public improvement because it was in the nature of new 
matter introduced upon the bill; that it had not come before Con- 
gress 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. 
him? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let me get through with my statement. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The Senator does not certainly desire 
to misrepresent me. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; I do not desire to misrepresent the Senator. 
He can correct me when I am done. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I said I was not opposed to the im- 
provement of the Falls of the Ohio, but I was opposed to Congress exer- 





Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
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cising the power of adopting any particular plan; that I wanted it left to | the Engineer Corps of our Army. Now we come to a bill which pro- 
the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers and the board of engi- | poses to fix some particular plan, some new plan which has never been 
neers, Who are the only proper authorities to decide upon the plan. | approved by the board or by the Secretary of War, and it is proposed 
I am most certainly in favor of the improvement of the Falls of the | in the bill to say that this new work shall now be begun. 
Ohio, and have repeatedly voted for it in this body and the other, but For one I am opposed to it. I believe it is unwise legislation. It 
I desire that Congress shall not decide upon the plan. is legislation which is seldom if ever entered upon in a bil) of this 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I understood the objection of the Senator to be | nature. Certainly all the moneys expended under the bill should be 
that the proposition of the bill does not come now before us, and did | left to the discretion of the Secretary of War and the board of engineers, 
not come before the committee, recommended by any board. I asked | and Congress should not attempt to decide, for if we are to go fully 
him the question, which he did not answer, whether that was not the | into the question of the merits of the plan of the late engineer or the 
case with certain other improvements recommended by the committee | present engineer, we should be discussing this bill fora month. We 
involving the expenditure of $20,000,000 at least. There are five dis- | have given here just what the old engineer asked, not 50 per cent., not 
tinct improvements in the bill which have never been recommended | 33} per cent., but we have given all that he asked and all that is nec- 
by any engineer, by any board, or in any estimate, any more than this essary to carry on the improvementas it has been carried on. But an 
improvement has been. There is the mouth of the Columbia River, | engineer happens to have hit upon some new plan which he thinks 
to which a large appropriation is made, and that appropriation will re- | will be better, and he has recommended it in his report. It has come 
sult in an expenditure of from two to five million dollars. before us, and here is an attempt to compel Congress to adopt his plan 
Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? without any consideration, without any knowledge of its merits or de- 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Not until I get through with my statement. I | merits, and to put it into an appropriation bill and give $300,000 to 
can not yield in the middle of it. There isGedney’s Channel, to which | have the work entered upon, knowing full wel) that after the work is 
I drew the attention of the Senator from New York. The bill proposes | entered upon it must necessarily be carried on from year to year, no 
to appropriate $250,000 for that improvement, and there is no estimate, | matter whether-the expenditure is $1,000,000 or $10,000,000. I say 
there is no recommendation from the Secretary of War. It just stands | it is unwise, it is dangerous legislation, and the Senate can not afford 
on all fours with the matter under consideration. Two hundred and | to retain this provision in the bill. 
fifty thousand dollars were estimated, and the cost of the work will be Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not wish to discuss the amend- 
from two to four million. There is the Black Warrior, an entirely new | ment. I rose to correct the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. WILLIAMs]. 
work, put by the committee upon the bill without the recommenda- | I presume he desires to be correct. Itis not true that there has been no 
tions which the Senator requires now in the case of the falls at Louis- | recommendation of the board of engineers for the improvement of the 
ville. The cost of the Black Warrior improvement will be from one to | mouth of the Columbia. The mouth of the Columbia was examined 
two million dollars. Then Sandy Bay, which involves an appropria- | by a board of engineers by the express authority of Congress, who were 
tion of from fourtosix million; and then there is the Cumberland River, | authorized to report a plan. A plan has been reported for the im- 
involving from one and a half to two million dollars. | provement of the mouth of the river and recommended by the Chief of 
I am not objecting to any of these improvements. I have notinves- | Engineers. I merely desire that it shall be understood that the Sena- 
tigated them. I have no doubt they are very meritorious, and will in | tor was incorrect in his statement; that is all. 
time be completed by the National Government; but why istheresuch | Mr. HARRISON. As the Senator from New York seems to base his 
readiness on the part of the committee and gentlemen here to support | position, and that of the committee, largely upon the fact that this 
measures like those and yet oppose an appropriation of $300,000 or | plan of improvement has not received the sanction of the Secretary of 
$500,000 to as great a work as the widening of the canal at Louisville, | War or of the board of engineers, I propose when it is in order, if it is 
when the demands of commerce aremuch greater there than in all the | not in order now, to add after the word “‘ charge,’’ in line 681, the 
other cases? The commerce upon that river is more than the commerce | words, ‘‘ subject to the approval of the plan by the Secretary of War.’’ 


at all these points put together, and yet the committee appropriate here The PRESIDING OFFICER. sThat amendment is in order at this 
the pitiful sum of $50,000, and they do not hesitate a moment about giv- | time. 
ing $250,000 or $300,000 to any of those new works. Mr. HARRISON. Then I move, in line 681, in the part proposed 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. We all know that Kentucky is no | to be stricken out, after the word “‘ charge,’’ to insert ‘‘ subject to the 
more interested in this work than any of the other surrounding States, | approval of the plan by the Secretary of War;’’ so as to read: 
and that the argument of the Senator in favor of it is entirely unself- Continuing improvement in pursuance of the last plan of the engineer in 
ish. Notwithstanding, it is true that Kentucky with its inland rivers | charge, subject to the approval of the plan by the Secretary of War, $300,000. 
has been well dealt by in the bill; and many of the larger improve- The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ments receive in the bill as it came to the Senate in some cases 50 per 
cent. of the estimate, and in some cases more than that, whereas the | of the committee. 
average appropriation in the bill for the rest of the country in many The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
cases 1s only 25 per cent. of the estimate, and in very few is it more| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on agreeing to 
than 334 per cent. of the estimate. I know that that has nothing | the amendment recommended by the committee as amended. 
whatever to do with this case. Mr. MCMILLAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

When the Senator called my attention to the appropriation of $250,000 | ~The yeas and nays were ordered. ; ; 
for the deepening of Gedney’s Channel, which is the main entrance to the | Mr. INGALLS. The question is not fully understood. Is the ques- 
port of New York, I supposed of course that it was purely facetious, and | tion on agreeing with the committee to strike out? 
that he did not expect any answer to it. I am not disposed to compare | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate agree 
in any way with any of the other improvements which are to be found in | t) the amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce, to strike 
the bill the importance of the harbor of New York, which has thus far | yt and insert. on which the yeas and nays have been ordered ? 
during all its history taken very little money out of the public Treasury. The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
It now happens that in the changes which are being made in our great | Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
seagoing steamships many of them draw more water than is carried 
over Sandy Hook Bar and into that harbor into which comes nearly 
three-fourths of all the imports which arrive in this country and out of 
which pass more than 60 per cent. of allthe exports. It will not, I think, | 


The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana to the amendment 


I was paired on all 
questions with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON]. That pair 
has been transferred to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY. ] 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
30, nays 27; as follows: 


strike the country as an extravagant appropriation that $250,000 has YEAS—30. 
been given to the Secretary of War to initiate some movements, some op- | Aldrich, Farley, Mahone, Plumb, 
erations upon that bar which may lead to its deepening. What it is | Cameron of Wis., Garland, Manderson, Ransom, 
finally to cost no one can tell. Coke = ie, mae 

It is ascertained, however, by the Chief of Engineers that an appro- | Conger, Harris, | Millerof N.¥., Vest, 
priation of $250,000 would enable him to undertake such measure- | Dawes, Hawley, Morrill, Wilson, 
ments as would prove absolutely what could be done, and that we | 20'PB. 4. ro Senn, Soe 
might be able to prove that it could be done for avery small sum com- | — ae "  ways—o7. 
paratively; but if it should be found that its deepening would cost ten | pa. ara Gibeon a cad eee 
or twenty million dollars, I have no doubt that Congress is ready to un- | Beck, | Hampton, McPherson, Slater, 
dertake that work and give to New York an entrance which will be as | Brown Harrison, . Mitchell, Vance, 
deep or deeper than the entrance to any other harbor in the world. | Butler ete cits heme 
Therefore I do not care to compare the two appropriations. Cameron of Pa., Jonas,’ Pugh, Williams 

I have not said anything against the improvement of the Ohio River | George, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
or against the improvement of the Falls of the Ohio River. I have ABSENT—19. 
favored it always. The facts are simply as stated by the chairman of | Allison, Cockrell, Hill, Morgan, | 
the committee. Some years ago we bought this improvement, and we | j@20"% sa a — — 
have from that day to this been appropriating money liberally for im- | Bowen Frye, Lamar, Van Wyck. 
proving the canal, as it is called. We have gone on and expended the | Camden, Hale, Logan, 


} 


moneys under the direction of the Secretary of War and the Chief of 
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So the amendment was agreed to. 
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GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
aside informally the business before the Senate in order that I may ask 
for the present consideration of a joint resolution from the House of 
Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that the river and harbor bill be informally 


laid aside for the purpose suggested by him. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none 


Mr. ALLISON. 
the Senate. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 283) to provide temporarily for the ex- 
penditures of the Government was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the present consideration of the joint res- 
olution 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read in full for information. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. Itcontinues and makes available 
for a period of five days all appropriations for the necessary operations 
of the Government under existing laws which shall remain unprovided 
foron the 30th day of June, 1884, unless the regular appropriations there- 
for provided in bills now pending in Congress shall have been previously 
made for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885; and in case 
the appropriations or any of them hereby continued are insuflicient to 
carry on the necessary operations of the Government, it appropriates 
a sufficient amount to carry on the same, but no greater amount shall 
be expended therefor than shall be in the same proportion to the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year 1884 as five days’ time bears to the whole 
of that fiscal year. Authofity is also granted for continuing during the 
same period the necessary work estimated for public printing and bind- 
ing, and for all other miscellaneous objects embodied ip the sundry civil 
and naval appropriations acts in advance of appropriations to be here- 
after made for such objects, and all sums expended under this act shall 
be charged to and deducted from the appropriations for like services 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa who is to 
determine what are necessary appropriations ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Under existing law, of course. 

Mr. HOAR. But that is not whatitsays. Let the Chief Clerk read 
the first three lines of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The part indicated will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 

That all appropriations for the necessary operations of the Government under 
existing laws, which shall remain unprovided on the 30th day of June, 1884," &c. 


Mr. HOAR. Itis only theappropriations for ‘‘ necessary operations.’ 
All that are unnecessary are not provided for. What does that mean ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is a fair presumption that there are no 
unnecessary appropriations. 

Mr. HOAR. For instance, take the appropriation for printing the 
RECORD, the printing of the speeches—is that a necessary operation of 
the Government? 

Mr. ALLISON. 
Printer. 
be printed 

Mr. HOAR. Why is his concurrence necessary? Why provide that 
** appropriations for the necessary operations of the Government’ shall 
be continued ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that would be the better phraseology. 
is a House resolution, which came to us. 
that something should be passed to-day. 

Mr. HALE. It is the language that has usually been employed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, we have used substantially the same phrase- 
ology heretofore when appropriations have been extended. 

Mr. HOAR. I think if we were to call that language to the atten- 
tion of the very astute First Comptroller all the speeches made in this 
body except those of my friend from Iowa would be stricken out. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it would require more than one 
volume of decisions. [Laughter.] It is necessary that the joint reso- 
lution should pass to-day in order to carry on the operations of the 
Government. The resolution contemplates an adjournment by Satur- 
day night. I merely call attention to that to show that there will be 
a further extension necessary unless Congress shall adjourn before Mon- 
day morning. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


I ask that House joint resolution 283 be laid before 


I suppose it would be so considered by the Public 
He would like to continue to print the speeches, and they will 


This 
It is absolutely necessary 


LAND GRANT. 
Prior to resuming the consideration 


I ask the Senator from Minnesota to agree to lay ; 
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of the river and harbor bill, the Chair will lay before the Senate the | 


message of the Houseof Representatives requesting the return to that 
body of the bill (H. R. 5682) to repeal section 22 of the act to incorpo- 
rate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, approved March 3, 1871, and 
to declare the forfeiture of the land grant therein made, and for other 
purposes. If there be no objection the order will be entered. 
Chair hears no objection and it is so ordered. 


The | 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House, in compliance with the request of 
the Senate, returned to the Senate the bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a right 
of way through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway 
Company, and for other purposes. , 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. 6092) making appropriations for the cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, and had receded from its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate to said bill numbered 8, 9, 
10, and 11. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H.R. 
2185) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and others; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


RAILROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now make the motion which I made this morning 
in regard to a conference on the bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a right ot 
way through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Coni- 
puny, and for other purposes. I move that the Senate insist on its 
amendments to that bill and ask a conference with the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. INGALLS, Mr. 
DAWEs, and Mr. COKE were appointed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. I wish to submit the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the Indian Appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Sec- 
retary will first report the action of the House of Representatives upon 
the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 30, 1884. 

Resolved, That the House recede from its disagreement to the eighth, ninth, 
tenth, and eleventh amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6092) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 


ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will announce the 
action of the House upon the conference report. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, June 30, 1554, 
Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 6092) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 


with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1885, and for other pur- 
poses. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6092) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885,and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to penctemnend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 6, 17, 18, 21, 44, 50, 54, 
56, 69, 79, 83, 90, 99, 119, 120, 131, 138, 139, 140, and 14. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2,5, 12, 13, 15, 16, 19, 2 4, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 33, 34, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43 
45, 46, 48, 51, 52, 55, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 65, 68, 70, 71, 73, 77, 82, 84, 85, 87, 88, 89, 91.92, 95, Os, 
100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, TOS, 109,110, 111,11 3, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 121, 122, 
4, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 











2,01 
124, 125, 126, 128, 129, 130, 134, 135, 136, 137, 141, 142, 143, 14 2, 
156, 157, 160, 162, and 168, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment in- 
sert *‘$1,800;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment 
** 90,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered l4, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
**$55.000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $49 700:"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
* $36,600; and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $65,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 32: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 32, and axree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $118,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its disagreement to 





insert 


| the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an 
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amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“¢5,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
¢9.000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 47; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“246.000: ’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the ameudment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: “And provided further, That this shall apply 
only to original Sace and Foxes now in lowa, to be ascertained by the Secretary 
of the Interior;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 53: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“$95 800;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
mentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert ** $50,000; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered (4, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert ‘* $1,676,- 
300;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
* $95,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 67, and agree tothe same with amend 
ments as follows: After the word *“‘ mutton,’ on page 27, in line 4 of the bill, 
strike out the words “ wheat flour,” and after the word “ potatoes,”’ in line 5, 
insert the words ‘“‘or other necessary articles of food,’ and in lieu of the sum 
proposed by said amendment insert ** $25,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 72: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 72, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“* $50,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“$5,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75; That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by said amendment insert the 
following: *‘ That the lands acquired from the White Oak Point and Mille Lac 
bands of Chippewa Indians on the White Earth reservation in Minnesota, by 
the treaty proclaimed March 20, 1865, shall not be patented or disposed of in any 
manner until further legislation by Congress; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment numbered 76, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert 
the following: *‘ To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the Flathead, 
Kootenay, and Lower Pend d’Oreilles Indians in Montana Territory for the 
right of way to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company over and through their 
reservation, $16,000, to be paid in accordance with an agreement made between 
said tribes and the United States on September 2, 1882, and being the sum paid 





to the United States by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in part pay- | 


ment for said right of way, which agreementis hereby ratified: Provided, That 
nothing herein shall be construed as in any wise affecting the relation between 
the Government and said railroad company growing out of the grant of land 
made tosaid company beyond the right of way provided for in said agreement; 
and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows; In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
323,000 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“$18,000 ;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 81, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert ** $16,- 
500;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 86: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and agree tothe same withan amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert ** Mov,- 
00U;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 93: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 93, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“$510,000 ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered #4: Thatthe House recede from its disagrement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $40,000 ;”’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered %: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $575,000; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 97: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 97, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 3 of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment strike out the word *fifteen’’ and in lieu thereof insert the word 
“ten; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 123: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In licu of the sum proposed by said amendment in- 
sert * $167; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered I That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 127, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: Strike out the word * Indian’ proposed to be inserted 
by said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 132, and agree to the same with an 
























amendment as follows: After the word ‘farmers,’ in line 2 of said amend 
ment, insert the words “in addition to the agency farmers now employed, at 
wages not exceeding $75 each per month; and the Senate agree to the same 


Amendment numbered 133: That the House recede from its disagreement 





| 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with an bs A 
amendment as follows: After the word “ Pi-Utes,”’ in line 2 of the amendment, zs ie 
insert the words *‘ and other unsettled Pi-Utes ;"’ and the Senate agree to the i 
saine. *) 
Amendment numbered 145: That the House recede from its disagreement to aga) re 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with an bate 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said Ps 
amendment insert the following as a separate paragraph : ee 


“That where Indians are in possession or control of cattle, or their increase 
which have been purchased by the Government, such cattle shall not be sold 
to any person not a member of the tribe to which the owners of the cattle be- 
long, or to any citizen of the United States, whether intermarried with the In 
diaus or not, except with the consent in writing of the agent of the tribe to which 
the owner or possessor of the cattle belongs: and all sales made in violation of 
this provision shall be void and the offending purchaser, on conviction thereof 
shall be fined not less than $500 and imprisoned not less than six months.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 146: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
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| the amendment of the Senate numbered 146, and agree to the same with an G 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert ie 
*$275,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same a " 
Amendment numbered 155: That the House recede from its disagreement to Moe 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 155, and agree to the sume with an $74 
|} amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said gy: 
amendment insert the following That the Secretary of the Interior is author yee 
ized to detail a proper person or persons from the employés of the Geological tes 
Survey, and to also appoint a suitable person not now in the employ of the Gov- am 
ernment, which said persons shall constitute a commission who shall, under the iva 


direction of the Secretary, proceed to examine and report upon the character 
extent, thickness, and depth of each vein, the value of the coal per ton on the 


dump, and the best method to utilize the same, and to report their opinions as ae 
to the best method of disposing thereof within the White Mountain Indian res roy 
ervation in the Territory of Arizona, and the result of said investigation, to the rg 
| Secretary and by him transmitted to Congress. And for the compensation and .s 


expenses of the member of the commission not of the Geological Survey, and for 
the expenses of examination and investigation on the ground, $2,500 and th 
Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 158: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 158, and agree to the same with amend 
| ments as follows: In line 13 of said amendment strike out the letter *‘ T”’ and 
insert the letter“ F;’’ and in line 14 strike out the letter “‘ F"’ and insert the let 
ter “ E;” and the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 159: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 159, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows : In line 3 of said amendment, afterthe word *‘ otherwise,” in- 


sert the word “hereafter: and after the word “ locate,” in same line, strike 
out the words ‘‘during the year for which this appropriation is made; and 
the Senate agree to the same 


Amendment numbered 161: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 161, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 6 of said amendment strike out the words “in 
making them farms,” and in lieu thereof insert the words ‘‘ to become farmers 
and the Senate agree to the same * 

On amendments numbered 8,9, 10,and 11 the conference committee is unable 


to agree. 


H. L. DAWES, 

P. B. PLUMB 

F. M. COCKRELL 
Managers on the part of t Senate 

E. JNO. ELLIS, 

WM. 8S. HOLMAN, 

THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House 


| The report was concurred in. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration i 
of the bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construction, re 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes. 
Che reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in line 689 of section 1, to increase the 
appropriation for ‘‘improving Detroit River, Michigan: Continuing 
improvement ’’ from $100,000 to $200,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
rhe next amendment was, after line 699 of section 1, to insert: 


Improving mouth and harbor of Cedar River, Michigan: Continuing im- 
provement, $15,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Che next amendment was, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ line 706 ot | 





section 1, to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ sixty; ’’ soas to read: | 
Improving Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, Wisconsin : Continuing improvement 
$160,000; of which sum $10,000 are to be used for maintaining the channel be- 
tween De Pere and Green Bay. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 764 of section 1, to insert 
Improving the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon and Washington Terr 
tory: Commencing improvement, in accordance with the plan recommended by 


the majority of the board ef engineers in 1882, $150,000, 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

rhe next amendment was, in line 776 of section 1, to increase the 
appropriation for ‘‘ improving upper Columbia and Snake Rivers, Ore 
gon and Washington Territory: “Continuing improvement’’ from $15,- 
000 to $20,000. 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in line 779 of section 1. to increase the 
appropriation for ‘‘ improving Willamette River above Portland, Oreg.: 
Continuing improvement’’ from $5,000 to $10,000. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 779 of section 1, to insert: 


Improving mouth of Coquille River, Oregon: Continuing 


improvement, 
$10,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in line 783 of section 1, to increase the 


appropriation for ‘‘improving Chehalis River, Washington Territory: 
Continuing improvement ’’ from $2,000 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ 
section 1, to strike out 


in line 792 of 

Which sum shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, in 
accordance with the plans, specifications, estimates, and recommendations of a 
board of engineers consisting of three members, who shall be assigned by the 


Secretary of War for that purpose, one of whom may be a member of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That a commission to be called the Missouri River Commission is hereby 
created, to consist of five members 

That the President shall nominate and, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate 
the 


Corps of Engineers of the Army 
least shall 


,and two from civil life, one of whom at 
be a civil engineer; 


and he shall in like manner fill any vacancy in 
said commission; and he shall designate one of the commissioners appointed 
from the Corps of Engineers to be president of the commission. The commis- 
sioners appointed from the Corps of Engineers shall receive no other pay or 
compensation than is allowed them by law, and the other two commissioners 
shall each receive for their services pay at the rate of $2,500 per annum, out of 
any money appropriated for the Missouri River; and all said commissioners 
shall remain in office subject to removal by the President of the United States. 

That it shall be the duty of said commission to superintend and direct such 
improvement of said river, and to carry into execution such plans for the im- 
provement of the navigation of said river from its mouth to its headwaters as 
may now be devised and in progress, and to continue and complete such sur- 
veys as may now be in progress, and to make such additional surveys, exami- 
nations, and investigations, topographical, hydrographical, and hydrometrical, 
and to consider, devise, and mature such additional plan or plans, and all such 
estimates as may be deemed necessary and best, to obtain and maintain a chan- 
nel and depth of water in said river sufficient for the purposes of commerce and 
navigation, and to accomplish the objects of this act. And to enable the com- 
mission to perform the duties assigned them the Secretary of War is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to transferto and place under the control and superintend- 
ence of said commission all such vessels, barges, machinery, and instruments, 
and such plant as may now be provided, devised, or in use on said river, from 
appropriations heretofore made for said river, or other sources, and when 
thereto requested by said commission to detail from the Corps of Engineers 
such officers and men as may be necessary, and to place in the charge of said 
commission any such vessels, machinery, and instruments under his control as 
may be deemed necessary. And said commission may, with the approval of the 
Secretary of War, employ such additional force and assistants, and provide, by 
purchase or otherwise, such additional vessels, boats, machinery, instruments, 
and means as may be deemed necessary ; to be paid for by appropriations made 
or to be made for said river. 

That the said commission shall, under the direction and with the approval of 
the Secretary of War, superintend, control, and expend for the purposes of this 
act all appropriations or unexpended balances heretofore made for the improve- 
ment of said river,and which may hereafter be made for said river, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary,and shall prepare and submit, through the Chief 
of the Engineer Corps,to the Secretary of War, to be by him transmitted to 
Congress at the beginning of the regular session in December of each year, a 
full and detailed report of all their proceedings and actions, and of all such 
plans and systems of work as may now be devised and in progress and carried 
out by them, and of all such additional plans and systems of works as may be 
devised and matured by them, with full and detailed estimates of the cost 
thereof, and statements of all expenditures made by them; and the Secretary of 
War may detail from the Corps of Engineers or other corps of the Army an of- 
ficer to act as secretary of the commission, to aid them in their work ; and all 
money hereby or hereafter appropriated for the improvement of said Missouri 
River shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War in accord- 
ance with the plans, specifications,and recommendations of said commission, 
when such plans, specifications, and recommendations shall have been approved 
by Congress 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 897 of section 1, to insert: 

Improving harbor at Lake City, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 908 of section 1, to insert : 


For the continuation of the construction of the dry-dock at the Des Moines 
Rapids Canal, on the Mississippi River, 330,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 914 of section 1, after the word 
‘* Bay,’’ to insert ‘‘ and the removal of the bar at the mouth of Whip- 
ple Creek, in said bay;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Mississippi River from Des Moines Rapids to the mouth of Illinois 


River, including the river at Quincy and Quincy Bay, and the removal of the 


bar at the mouth of Whipple Creek, in said bay: Continuing improvement, 
$200,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 916 of section 1, to insert: 

Improvements at the Falls of Saint Anthony: Repairs to and preservation 
thereof, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 931 of section 1, after the word 
** head,’’ to insert ‘‘ of the;’’ in line 934, after ‘* Memphis,’’ to strike out 
‘‘and;’’ and in the same line, after ‘‘ Hickman,”’ to insert ‘‘ and Colum- 
bus;’’ so as to make the clause read : 


Improving Mississippi River from the head of the passes to Cairo, including 
the improvement and preservation of the harbors of New Orieans, Natchez, 


appoint five commissioners, three of whom shall be selected from | 


30), 


JUNE 





The next amendment was, at the end of the same clause, after the 
word *‘ commission,’’ in line 944, to insert: 

Provided, That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repa 
or build levees for the purpose of reclaiming lands or preventing injury to lands 
by overflows: Provided, however, That the commission is authorized to repair 
and build levees if in their judgment it should be done as a part of their plan to 
afford ease and safety to the navigation and commerce ofthe river and to deepen 
the channel: Provided further, That of said first-mentioned sum the sum of $250 - 
000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be applied to the protection 
of the harbor of Memphis, Tenn., and the work already done on the same by 
the Government against destruction by the washing and erosion of the east bank 
of the Mississippi River at that place 

Mr. JONAS. I move to strike out from line 952 all down to the 
word ‘‘to,’’ in line 955, and to insert the word *‘ for.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator state again what he 
proposes to strike out? 

Mr. JONAS. From the word ‘‘ channel,’’ in line 952, down to and 
including the words ‘‘applied to,’’ in line 955, and to insert the word 
‘* for,’’ and at the end of the clause to insert: ‘'$250,000.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 


| Senator from Louisiana to the amendment of the committee will be read 





Vicksburg, Greenville, Memphis, Hickman, and Columbus, the deflection of the | 


waters of Red River from the Atchafalaya,and keeping open a navigable chan- 
nel through the mouth of the Red Riverinto the Mississippi River: Continuing 
improvement, $1,250,000; which sum, together with the sums herein appropri- 
ated for the Mississippi River from the Des Moines Rapids to the mouth of the 
Ohio, shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accord- 
ance with the plans, specifications, estimates, and recommendations of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission 


The amendment was agreed to. 


| need of deepening the channel down there. 


The Curer CLERK. In line 952, after the word “‘channel,”’ it is 
proposed to strike out the following: 


Provided further, That of said first-mentioned sum the sum of $250,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, shall be applied to. 

And to insert in lieu thereof the word “‘ for,’’ and after ‘‘ place’’ insert 
‘* $250,000;’’ so as to make the committee amendment read: 

For the protection of the harbor of Memphis, Tenn., and the work already 
done on the same by the Government against destruction by the washing and 
erosion of the east bank of the Mississippi River at that place, $250,000. 

Mr. JONAS. My object in offering the amendment is to provide that 
no portion of the sum used for the harbor of Memphis, which I presume 
is eminently necessary, shall be taken from the appropriation for car- 
rying on the work of the improvement of the Mississippi River as esti- 
mated for by the Mississippi River Commission. The appropriation 
made for that purpose is already $1,400,000 less than the sum asked 
for by the commission. In my opinion the whole amount should be 
appropriated, and I presume an amendment will be offered for that 
purpose, as one has been submitted in the Senate and referred to the 
committee. 

It is especially desirable that the appropriation as made should not 
be further reduced by taking from it and appropriating to the particu- 
lar purpose of improving the harbor of the city of Memphis the sum 
of $250,000, one-fifth of the whole amount. The bill originally pro- 
vided that out of the sum for the Mississippi River the harbors of New 
Orleans, Vicksburg, Memphis, and other places should be improved, 
protected, and kept in order. That was for the ordinary wear and tear 
incidental to the use of those harbors, but there was no intention to 
provide in that appropriation for the emergency which has fallen upon 
the harbor of Memphis which threatens it with complete destruction. 
This information has been brought to Congress and to the committee 
since this bill passed the other House. The amendment has been put 
on by the committee of the Senate. Iam prepared and ready to vote 
for it; but I think it should be an independent appropriation and not 
come out of the amount appropriated for the improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River. 

Mr. CONGER. In the body of the bill itself Memphis is provided 
for to whatever extent is necessary, but the friends of that measure de- 
sired to have a particular sum or so much as was necessary set apart 
here. It would come out of the general appropriation, any way, as do 
all the improvements of the harbors maintained along there. But 
those who were desirous that the harbor of Memphis should have a par- 
ticular appropriation desired to have it specified, and we put in just 
what we finally thought was necessary to protect that harbor. We have 
also put in Columbus, another place that was not in the bill of the House, 
to be protected as a harbor. The same objection to putting in any new 
places unless appropriations are to be made for the harbors along there 
would apply. We have pursued the recommendations of the engineers 
and it isin accordance with the wishes of the Senators representing the 
State in which Memphis is. Although Memphis is provided for to 
whatever extent may be necessary in the body of the bill, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana will add $250,000 to the bill. 

I am of the opinion that thisis properly provided for. The appropria- 
tion is mainly for the improvement of these harbors. There is no 
The object is to protect 
the harbors. The channel itself is deep enough. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas] 
to the amendment of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana will be adopted. The estimates made by the Mississippi 
River Commission exceed in amount the appropriations made by the 
committee more than a million dollars. At the time of the estimates, 
as was remarked by the Senator from Louisiana, the extraordinary 
damage that has been done to the harborof Memphis had not occurred. 
This large amount of money has been rendered necessary to be appro- 
priated by Congress since the estimates made by the Mississippi River 
Commission. 
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I agree that the sum of $250,000 ought to be appropriated to the har- 
bor at Memphis, but with a very small appropriation allowed to the 
Mississippi River as compared withits merits and as compared with the 
estimates of the Mississippi River Commission. I think it is unfair and 
unjust that this large sum shall be subtracted and abstracted from the 
amount appropriated for the Mississippi River. 

I hope the amendment will prevail. Atasubsequent stage I meant 
to present the claims of the Mississippi River for larger appropriations 
than have been allowed by the committee. This will provide for the 
present. 








sissippi River independently of the judgment of the commission ap- 
pointed for its improvement is a reversal of the policy which has been 
adopted by the Government. Anterior to the creation of the Missis- 
sippi River Commission, which under the law was required to bring in 
a specific plan for the treatment of the whole river, appropriations had 
been made from time to time for the improvement and protection of 
particular localities on the river, and in every instance the money so 
appropriated was lost, sunk in the waves of the river itself. We had 


| appropriations made to protect the harbor of New Orleans. The en- 


Mr. CONGER. The bill introduced in the Senate was for an ad- | 


vance of $250,000 to be taken out of the appropriation when the gen- | 


eral appropriation should be made. It came so near the time when 
this bill was to be passed that we expressed it here instead of passing 
a separate bill. There is some time when these requests that are asked 
ought to have weight with the Senate when recommended by the Com- 
mitteeon Commerce. We leave it just exactly as it was before and as it 
was proposed to have it by the bill introduced for the relief of Memphis, 
$250,000 to be appropriated by special bill; but it did not pass as aspecial 
bill, and we have put it in here to be taken out of the general appro- 


inamount. It is twenty-five or fifty thousand dollars more than was | 


estimated for in the original bill and we have specified it in this. 


Senator from Louisiana is agreed to, will it or will it not add $250,000 
to the aggregate of the bill ? 

Mr. CONGER. It adds $250,000 to this item, which is already lib- 
eral, for there is a good deal of money on hand for the river which has 
not been expended as yet owing to high water in the river. 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce whether this appropriation has been made in consequence 
of any recommendation of the Mississippi River Commission. 

Mr. McMILLAN. © Not from the Mississippi River Commission di- 
rectly, but the statement comes officially to the committee from the 
engineer of the Mississippi River Commission that the appropriation 
for the harbor of Memphis is a necessity, and I think the amount he 
asked for was $300,000. That is my recollection. 


ing in respect to the current of the Mississippi, its effect upon the east- 
ern shore, that threatens the entire destruction of that harbor and the 
foundation of the custom-house as well as the marine hospital. The 
treshets of the last spring washing away points above have thrown the 


gineers had furnished plans for the treatment of the harbor, and when 
the test was applied those plans were found wholly inadequate, and the 
result was that every dollar of the money thus appropriated was lost, 
and the history of those appropriations made for specific points had 
been an utter failure. 

It was for this very reason that the general commission was appointed 
by the Government, because it was found by experience necessary to 


| create some agency in order to ascertain the laws that controlled this 


great inland sea, and it is believed to-day by the engineers upon the 
commission, by the engineers of the Army, )y intelligent men all over 


| the country who have given attention to this subject, that the plan for 
priation. The appropriation is for this very purpose, only it is specific | 


the treatment of the Mississippi River devised by the Mississippi River 
Commission is based upon correct principles, as, in the language of 


| Professor Hilgard, of the Coast Survey, the commission has discovered 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the amendment proposed by the | the laws that control the river. 


Mr. President, the difficulty about the Mississippi River is that the 
cause that may produce damage in one place is not located in that 
particular place, but it may be four, five, or twenty miles away, and 
therefore I assert that the difficulty which we are contending against 
at the harbor of Memphis can only be remedied by treatment perhaps 
fifteen or twenty miles distant from the city of Memphis. The Mis- 


| sissippi River is not like an ordinary stream; it is more like a living 
| organism; its parts are interdependent. The disease and difficulty 


which the people contend against who are aiming to treat that river are 
not local but constitutional, and the plan the Mississippi River Com- 
mission has proposed is all-embracing. It includes all the phenomena 


of the river. It is general in its application. Step by step they pro- 


whole volume of the current of that river against that bank, and the | 


destruction within the last three months has been unprecedented. 

The amount suggested of $250,000 appropriated to that harbor for 
its protection and improvement, as wellas of the site of the custom- 
house and of the marine hospital, is absolutely necessary. 

So far as that harbor is concerned the amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana is as satisfactory to myself as the amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Commerce. The estimate made within the last 
three or four weeks by the engineer in charge of the work shows that 


quite agree with the committee in believing that $250,000 appropriated 


| pose to regulate the low-water navigation, and the high water, the flood 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, there is a condition of things exist- | 


stages of the river. It is therefore a departure from the general policy 
of the Government, a departure that the experience of our treatment of 
this inland sea warns us notto make, to say that $250,000 of the amount 


| allowed the Mississippi River Coyamission shall be expended in a par 


ticular spot when under the judgment of that commission the remedy 
for the particular difficulty existing there may have to be applied fif- 
teen or twenty miles fromit. It is not like a wave ebbing and flowing 
to the sea, but the monster force that controls this great river is such 
that while the current washes away at one point it bears with undue 


| force on another, a distant point, sometimes fifteen, sometimes twenty, 


at this time will be amply sufficient until Congress will have an oppor- | 
tunity of considering the question again and making such further appro- 


priation as may be necessary if any others are found to be necessary. 

Now, as to whether,the $250,000 shall be taken from the $1,2: 
appropriated by the House bill to the improvement of the Mississippi 
River and the various harbors upon it from Cairo down to the mouth, 
or whether the amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana 
shall be adopted, of course I as the immediate representative of the 





fact that $250,000 in the form of an additional appropriation or in the 
form of a specific appropriation out of the $1,250,000 here appropri- 


ated is absolutely necessary to that harbor. I refer to the Committee | 


on Commerce and to the Senator from Louisiana the question as to 
whether it shall be in the form of an independent appropriation or 
specifically appropriated from the $1,250,000. I certainly have no de- 
sire to take from any other harbor a single dollar that is necessary to 
be expended upon such point; I only urge affirmatively the absolute 
necessity of the $250,000 provided for that harbor. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Does it appear that this sum is taken from 
the general appropriation for the Mississippi River? 

Mr. HARRIS. The committee amendment takes it from the general 
appropriation. The House appropriated $1,250,000 for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River from Cairo to the mouth of the river, and 
the improvement of all the harbors between those points. The condi- 
tion of things now existing at Memphis, and the great danger to which 
the harbor and custom-house and the marine hospital are to-day ex- 
posed, is a thing of the last three months, occurring long after the date 
upon which the report of the Mississippi River Commission is based. 
The evil did not exist at the time the report was made—at the time 
the data from which the bill is made were collected. 

_ Mr. GIBSON. I have no purpose to antagonize the appropriation 
for the harbor at Memphis, but I suggest to Senators that applying a 
specific amount for the improvement of particular points on the Mis- 


sometimes fifty miles distant; and you can not remedy the difficulty, 
I say again, by applying your remedy to the point where the current 
comes in contact with the shore, but you must go up stream, and there 


| by your dike or your jetty divert the force at its incipiency. 
$350,000 is necessary for the work to be done at that harbor, and I | 


I trust, Mr. President, at all events that the amendment of my col- 
league will be adopted. I know that this great stream, presenting a 
coast line of 2,000 miles in the very body of our country,is in no 
State, is in no man’s district, but I think it appeals to every Senator 
here, while we are voting out millions for the improvement of its trib- 


| utaries, to come forward actuated by a national spirit and readjust this 


great highway of the natiou. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President, the appropriations for the Missis 


| sippi River Commission have always embraced certain harbors by name 


| which were to be improved by them out of the funds appropriated. 
Memphis harbor have no choice. I have stated with earnestness the 


The harbor of Memphis has been mentioned in every appropriation bill 
that has been passed, together with some of the other harbors men- 
tioned in this bill. What are the harbors mentioned here ? 

Improving Mississippi River from the head of the passes to Cairo, including 
the improvement and preservation of the harbors of New Orleans, Natchez, 
Vicksburg, Greenville, Memphis, and Hickman. 

Those were in the bill that came from the House. The Senate have 
inserted **‘ and Columbus,”’ an additional harbor. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that no 
specific amount is appropriated for those harbors. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I was just going to state the fact that no specific 
amount was mentioned or has been mentioned in all the bills that we 


have for the improvement of this river. It is left to the discretion of 


the Mississippi River Commission to, apply whatever sum they see 
proper for the improvement of these harbors. The Mississippi River 
Commission can apply to these harbors any amount they see proper, 
and under this bill in the absence of any specific amount mentioned 
they would have ample power to apply this amount ora greater amount 
to the protectionof Memphis Harbor if they saw fit. They have al- 
ready contemplated the improvement of the harbor at Memphis, and 
they have already anticipated the injury for which this appropriation 
is made, not to the extent which has transpired it is true, but to a par- 
tial extent the very danger which has happened and the further dange1 
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which threatens has heen anticipated by the commission and a sum of | 
money estimated in their report for it. But the injury has been so | 
sudden and so much greater than was anticipated that it was esteemeed | 
a necessity that a specific amount should be designated by Congress in | 
an appropriation bill for this emergency in order that the harbor at 
Memphis might be protected. 

t is nothing but fair that this amount should come from the sum 
appropriated for the Mississippi River. This is one of the harbors 
mentioned in the bill, one to which the commissioners could apply the 
money. It may be that the language of the bill may operate as a lim- 
itation upon the Mississippi River Commission, rather than authoriz- 
ing them to spend a greater amount than they would consider necessary. 
Three hundred thousand dollars was the amount stated, by I think 
General Comstock, who is the engineer member of the Mississippi 
River Commission in regard to the harbor at Memphis. The board of | 
trade and the citizens of Memphis have been before the committee in 
large numbers, and have been urgent in their demands for such an ap- 
propriation; and it is reasonable that it should come from this general 
appropriation in view of the amount that has been already appropri- 
ated and is still in the hands of the commission, because the fund is 
not altogether expended. I think there was an unexpended balance 
at the last report of between one and two million dollars, nearly 
$2,000,000 

Mr. GIBSON. Allow me to say that I understand the Mississippi 
River Commission asked for $4,675,000 to be expended in the next 
year for the improvement of the river, not to speak of the harbors on 
that river at all. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I spoke of the amount that was on hand accord- 
ing to the report of the engineer. The balance available was between | 
one and two million dollars; perhaps $1,900,000 or thereabout. That | 
is my recollection. So this amount would be additional to the item of | 
appropriation for the Mississippi River, adding $250,000 to that, and 
of course to the aggregate of the bill. In view of the fact that this 
harbor is mentioned there, and comes within the jurisdiction of the | 
commission, I think it proper to let it stand. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ishould like to call the attention of the Senator from 
Minnesota to the estimate of the Mississippi River Commission for the 
improvement of the river without reference to the harbors. The total 
amount is $4,675,000, and the amount allowed by this bill—— 

Mr.GEORGE. The Senator will find $200,000 additional on page 22. 

Mr. GIBSON. I understand that item is carried on the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. The amount allowed by this bill is only $1,250,000, 
when the commission asked for $4,675,000 for the improvement of the | 
river, and of that $1,250,000 for the improvement of the river $250,000 
is taken away from it by this bill as reported from the Committee on | 
Commerce. 

Mr. President, I appeal to Senators if we have embarked upon a plan 
for the improvement of the Mississippi River not to dole out to that | 
great river a niggardly sum. It is a great river, and the report of the 
engineers shows that the improvements to-day proposed are necessary 
to preserve that river as a highway of commerce. The whole Missis- 
sippi Valley from the Alleghany Mountains to the Rocky Mountains, | 
with its forty-three mighty rivers, its 50,000 miles of tributary streams, | 
is dependent at last upon the navigability of the great river, the basin 
from Cairo to the head of the passes. Why should you vote here mill- 
ions of dollars to improve the Missouri and the Tennessee and the Cum- 
Herland and the Ohio? Why should you vote over $5,000,000 to open 
the mouth of the Mississippi River, the gateway to the great valley, 
and yet allow only the paltry sum of a million dollars to carry on this 
great work, which is to bring us deep water from the passes to Saint 
Louis? When the engineers ask for nearly $5,000,000, we give them 
$1,000,000. I venture to say that in this appropriation bill it is out of 
all proportion to the sum allowed to any one work on any trout stream 
in the highlands of the country, or any one of the tributaries of this 
great river, or any work on the Atlantic seaboard, or on the lakes. 
Here is an utterly disproportionate sum allowed to that which is called 
for by the engineers of the country for the improvement of our greatest 
national highway. 

The plan that they have devisedisafterexperiment. It is not build- 
ing a dam so as to keep water in the river; it is not to slack-water the 
navigation of the Mississippi River; it is not to build a canal around 

| 
i 


j 





shoals anywhere; but the plan adopted by the Mississippi River Com- 
mission is to lift up these great sand-bars in reaches af forty miles long 
and thirty miles long, to carry them by the accumulated velocity of 
the current to the deep sea where within the last two or three years 
there has been discovered by the Coast and Geodetic Survey a basin 
equal in area to the State of Georgia two miles and a half deep, a cur- 
rent bearing steadily from the east to the west, so that when Eads 
lifted up the bar at the mouth of the river by his levees or dikes or 
jetties—call them as you please—and tumbled it into this deep basin, 
no trace of it could have been discovered, no trace of it has been dis- 
covered in spite of the prophecies of the engineers. 

The plan which these engineers have agreed upon for the improve- | 
ment of the Mississippi River has received the special approval of three 
Congresses of the United States. Six long, weary years were consumed | 
in the Congress of the United States in order to get the commission and | 
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the surveys that were made by the commission; and now, when the 
great work is going forward, commending itself by its success to every 
committee which has visited it from either House of Congress, shall we 
dilly-dally with it? Shall we say to the people of the great valley of 
the Northwest, ‘‘ Your wheat may rot in your fields; your corn may be 
used for fuel; we will improve the small rivers of the country; we will 
vote millions of dollars for the improvement of the tributaries of this 
river, but inasmuch as the great basin itself is in no State and in no 
member’s district, we will dole out but the pitiful sum of a million 


| dollars to this commission; we will take a quarter of it and give it for 


the improvement of one harbor along the Mississippi River out of the 
amount for that great inland sea,’’ presenting, as I said before, a coast 
line of 2,000 miles, every particle of which requires observation and 
treatment of some kind according to some systematic plan ? 

I hope the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana will meet the 
approval of the Senate. 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. President, the chairman of the committee, the 
Senator from Minnesota, thinks that it is eminently proper and right 
that this increased appropriation of $250,000 for the harbor of Memphis 
should come out of the sum appropriated for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River. That appropriation for the Mississippi River was in 
the bill received from the House of Representatives. It was but asmall 
proportion of the amount asked for by the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion for the prosecution of this work. We were in hopes, and I am in 
hopes yet, that we shall be able to increase this appropriation so as to 
more nearly meet the amount required for the prosecution of this great 
work. But we are told by the Senator from Minnesota, the chairman 





| of this committee, that it is eminently proper that it should be reduced 


in the Senate by the amount of $250,000, which he and his committee 
propose to take from it for a particular work. 

When this bill came from the House there was no application for this 
large appropriation for the harbor of Memphis; the emergency had not 
been brought to the attention of Congress; the engineers had not asked 
for an extraordinary sum for that work. The harbor of Memphis, like 
the harbor of New Orleans and the harbor of Vicksburg, was included 
in the bill for such ordinary repairs as might be required from time to 
time, possibly amounting in the course of each year to a very few thou- 
sand dollars. 


Mr. HARRIS. The Senator will allow me to say, which is exactly 


| in the line of his remarks, that a committee from the Chamber of Com- 


merce and the Cotton Exchange of Memphis arrived in Washington to 
represent this great necessity on the very day after the bill had passed 


| the House of Representatives. 


Mr. JONAS. I was about to allude to that. As stated by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, when this bill had passed the House and arrived 
in the committee-room of the Senate, a deputation arrived from Mem- 
phis to represent the imminent destruction which was about to be 
caused to the harbor of Memphis by the Mississippi River flood then 
prevailing, which called for an immediate appropriation, I doubt not 
The Committee on Commerce of the Senate have thought an appropria- 


| tion necessary, and they have thought proper to recommend an appro- 


priation, nearly if not quite equal to that asked for by the engineers of 
the Mississippi River Commission, for the protection, preservation, and 
completion of the harbor of Memphis, which would have been a continu- 
ing appropriation, extending through several years probably, not requir- 
ing more than ten, twenty, thirty, or forty thousand dollars a year for a 
term of years. The whole estimate for the completion of the harbor is 
about $300,000, if I remember correctly,and the Committee on Com- 
merce give $250,000 of that amount now, while they extend to the great 
improvement of the Mississippi River less than 334 per cent. of what is 
asked for by the Mississippi River Commission. 

I have no objection to this appropriation; I have no doubt that it is 
eminently necessary and proper. Let it be made like other appropria- 
tions are made by Congress to meet special purposes and necessities 
national in their character and proper to be made, but let it not be 
taken from an appropriation already cut down beyond the necessities 
of the work which is under construction, already reduced more per- 
haps than any other item of appropriation in the bill, and eminently 
more necessary and national perhaps than any other item of the appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Louisiana is mistaken in say- 
ing that the appropriation to the Mississippi River Commission did not 
contemplate the improvement of certain harbors. 

Mr. JONAS. It did of the ordinary amount. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. It contemplated expressly the protection and im- 
provement of this harbor at Memphis, and the commission itself saw 
that danger threatened that harbor and intended to apply a portion of 
the appropriation to that place. They thought $25,000 perhaps might 
be sufficient at the time they looked at the improvement. Since that an 
emergency has transpired which requires a greater amount, and are 
they not to apply this amount to the improvement of the harbor, a har- 
bor expressly mentioned in the bill and a harbor which has been men- 
tioned in every bill appropriating money to this commission since the 
creation of the commission? That has been contemplated here and 
they have it as a specific work, and the work which they have already 
done has occasioned this injury. 
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Mr. JONAS. The Senator from Minnesota simply confirms what I 


stated. The Mississippi River Commission included in their estimates | 


work upon the harbor at Memphis to the extent, as he says, of about 
$95,000, and the committee respond by recommending an appropriation 
of $250,000. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Because the emergency which has transpired re- 
quires it. eae 4 ok: ” 

Mr. JONAS. The Mississippi River Commission asked an appro- 
priation of upward of $4,000,000 for continuing the improvement of 
the Mississippi River, and the committee respond by giving them 
$1,250,000, and oat of that $1,250,000 they propose to take $250,000 for 
the harbor of Memphis. 

Other Senators besides myself had the honor of appearing before the 
Committee on Commerce of the Senate, and we asked that the appro- 


to the river. I am aware that the opening by the jetties of the mouth 
has increased the navigation at that point, but since that has been done 


| there has been more complaint sent up to Congress about the overflowing 


of the river, more applications for increased appropriations to preserve 
the adjacent country from overflow, than I hadever heard of before. I 
should like to know, if anybody has the information, whether the im- 
provements of the Mississippi River have done any special good except 
to open the mouth to deeper-draught vessels. We have certainly more 
applications now for money to be applied to protect the banks and pro- 
tect the people from the overflow of the river than we had before. 
What may be the cause I do not know; but the idea has occurred to me 


| that in the stopping of some of the mouths of the Mississippi River by 


priation should be increased $1,000,000, and our request has met with | 


noresponse. Consequently I have the right to call it the appropriation 
made by the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, because they have 


adopted the estimate made by the House, but the House did not pro- | 
pose to take $250,000 of that appropriation and give it to the harbor of | 
Memphis. In the great emergency which has occurred since the House | 


considered this bill, since the Mississippi River Commission, made their 
report, the committee of the Senate have made this appropriation for 
the harbor of Memphis solely on the evidence which has been brought 
to them, and that evidence justifies I have no doubt an appropriation 
to meet the emergency, but does not justify that the money shall be 
taken from the appropriation made for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I would inquire of the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce what amount, if any, of the sum appro- 
priated heretofore for the Mississippi River Commission remains unex- 
pended ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Fifty-seven thousand dollars. 

Mr. McMILLAN. According to the report of 1883 there was $1,900, - 
000 in round numbers. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. At what time was that amount un- 
expended ? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Ist of July, 1883. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. As I understand, that entire amount 
has not yet been expended. 


Mr. GEORGE. Isee, from page 23 of the report of the commission, | 


that they make a financial statement and they say that on the 30th of 
June, 1884, there will remain of former appropriations the sum of 
$57,080.88. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will inquire right there what 
amount was expended by the commission the last fiscal year ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido not know that I have got that before me, but 
that is the balance they state remaining on hand to-day. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. My object in making the inquiry is 
this: if we know what amount was expended last year, we can infer 
what amount can be economically expended next year. 

Mr. GEORGE. There was no appropriation last year. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I know, but there was an amount in 
their hands. Three million two hundred thousand dollars was appro- 
priated two years ago for two years. 

Mr. JONAS. For one year. 


the erection of the jetties may have caused the waters in the Lower 
Mississippi to overflow more extensively than heretofore. I should 
like to have some information on that point. 

We certainly ought not to blindly appropriate money so lavishly for 
that river unless there is some benefit derived from it, and I know the 
fact that there are more applications now for money to protect the people 
on that river from overflow than there were in former years. If the 
result has been that the stopping of the mouths of the river has caused 
increased overflows, it may become a question which we ought to con- 
sider whether these mouths should not hereafter be reopened. I should 
like to have some information. Is anybody prepared to give it? 

Mr. JONAS. The information which the Senator from Delaware 
wants has been furnished to Congress repeatedly. If the Senator has 
not had time to read it, it is searcely our fault who served on commit- 
tees that furnished the information, but it would consume too much of 
the time of the Senate to give it now. 

The Mississippi River Commission, who have charge of this work, have 
made annual reports of the expenditure of the money and as to the re- 
sults achieved, in each instance showing great benefits to the naviga- 
tion of the river, great improvement to its channel by the work, anda 
special committee of the Senate of which I had the honor to be a mem- 
ber and of which the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN] was chairman 
have reported to the Senate that they found everywhere gratifying and 
satisfactory results. They found that the money had been economic- 
ally and properly spent, and that the system of works as originated by 
the commission and as now being carried out was eminently satisfac- 
tory in achieving the purpose for which the money had been expended. 

So far as the overflows are concerned and appropriations for the re- 
lief of sufferers from the overflows, I say to the Senator from Dela- 


| ware that long before I came to the Senate and before the jetties were 


completed, in 1874, more money was appropriated by Congress to re- 
lieve sufferers from floods than has been appropriated since, and at that 
time the mouth of the Mississippi was not closed up as the Senator seems 
to think it has been since, and thus the jetties can not be called to ac- 
count for this great flood sent down by Providence, because it devastated 
the entire valley of the Mississippi. 1 would say to the Senator that if 
the jetties at the mouth of the Mississippi which he considers may prove 
a stoppage to the flow of the waters out of that river shall be removed, 
it would be very possible and easy to restore the former condition of the 
river; that the depth of water at the South Pass, which is now twenty- 
six to thirty feet, on which vessels carrying six and eight and ten thou- 


| sand bales of cotton pass out and in without the slightest difficulty or 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It was not covered back into the | 


Treasury. It was a continuing appropriation, asl understand. So the 
amount appropriated by this bill is as much as was appropriated two 
years ago for each of the two years that have elapsed since that time. 

Mr. JONAS. The same rule would apply to every other appro- 
priation on the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The same rule to a great extent is 
applied to every other appropriation. 

Mr. JONAS. Not at all. 


interruption can be restored to its former condition of seven feet of 
water at low tide, and we may have again the use of the Southwest Pass, 
over which no vessel in ordinary times drawing sixteen feet of water 
could pass, and the whole commerce of the Mississippi River and the 
city of New Orleans can be restored to its former condition of uncer- 
tainty and can be practically destroyed. 

The jetties, in my opinion, have nothing whatever to do with the 


| navigation of the river or with the periodical overflows we have had. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Now, it is claimed that the whole | 


amount of $4,000,000 asked for by the Mississippi River Commission 
is not appropriated by this bill. As I understand it, the rule adopted 
by the committee of the House and the committee of the Senate is to 


appropriate somewhere from 25 to 33 per cent. of the amount asked | 


for by the engineers. The amount asked for here 





Mr. HARRIS. The Senator is not quite accurate in his figures. If | 


it was $3,200,000 appropriated two years ago it would amount to about 
$1,600,000 per annum expended, but this is only $1,250,000, $400,000 
short. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The amount that the Mississippi 
River Commission asks for is, as I understand, $4,000,000, and this 


bill appropriates $1,250,000, nearly 40 per cent. of the amount asked | 


for. 

Mr. JONAS. About twenty-five. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Forty percent. of $4,000,000 would 
be $1,600,000. SoI think theappropriation made for this work is quite 
as liberal as the appropriation generally made for other works which, 
although of not as great importance, are quite as important locally. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of some person who has 
the information whether the large appropriations which have been made 
for the improvement of the Mississippi have resulted inany great benefit 





They came from natural causes probably easily explained, but are not 
promoted or accelerated or aided in any degree by the great works 
which have been built at the mouth of the river. 

[ trust the Senator from Delaware will pay the compliment to the 
special committee of the Senate to read their report of their examina- 
tion of the Mississippi River from Cairo to the head of the passes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. JonAs] to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iam induced, owing to the very great ignorance as 
to the great Father of Waters exhibited here, to present some further 


| considerations against the amendment proposed by the Committee on 


Commerce. 

In the first place, it is well known that the estimates of the Missis- 
sippi River Commission are over $4,600,000. One million dollars has 
been granted already by an act passed at this session of Congress. It 
is proposed now to give $1,000,000 more, or less than one-half of the 
estimate made by the commission. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senate specifically to the weight 
which the estimates of this commission ought to have in relation to this 
great work as compared with estimates made by engineers upon works 
which have not been taken fully under the control of the Government 
as this has been. 

In the first place, this is a separate organization. It is composed of 
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five distinguished engineers, who have been commissioned by the Gov- 
ernment to carry out the great work of improving the Mississippi River. 

In the next place, this commission has a plant already acquired, on 
which large sums have been paid, which would be useless unless they 
have the means of using it in the work on that river. I want to call 
the attention of the Senate to some of the plant which this commission 
own. They own one hundred and eighty-nine barges, thirty-nine 
quarter-boats, four steamboats, three machine-shop boats, five steam- 
boat tow-boats, one pumping-boat, twenty-five mattress-boats, four 
hydraulic graders, one steam-tug, and sixty-two pile-drivers. In other 
words, they have the outfit for employing all the money which they ask 
for. That this money is needed nobody denies. It is not even sug- 
gested by the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
that there is not work enough necessary and proper to be done and 
which can be done within the time for which this appropriation is to 
run, within one year, to consume the whole amout of the estimates. 
Now, we stand in this position in reference to it: Here is a large plant 
purchased by the means of the Government; here are the officers, here 
are the men ready to go on with the work; here is the conceded neces- 
sity of doing the work; here is the policy of the Government recognized 
for a long period of years that the work shall be done, and now the com- 
mittee comes and says, ‘‘ We will cut off your appropriation over one- 
half,’’ without giving any reason for it in the world. 

The estimate of the commission is $4,675,000. One million has 
already been appropriated. Owing to the prevailing high flood in the 
river, it could not be expended. This bill proposes to give $1,000,000 
more, Which makes $2,000,000 out of $4,675,000, the estimate of the 
commission. Now, I ask Senators, where is the principle of busi- 
ness which authorizes us, with this large plant, with all these prepara- 
tions to make the expenditure, with every machinery needed to carry 
on the work, when the men whom we have selected acting under oath 
say it will take $4,675,000 to do the work which they can do this year, 
I should like to know on what business principle we cut it down? 

You may say you will not now or hereafter appropriate $4,675,000 
to the improvement of the Mississippi River; you may say you will 
give $2,000,000 and stop. That would be logical; but to say you will 
only give $2,000,000 now and you will give $2,675,000 a year from 
now is very illogical, unless you will say that there is a want of funds 
in the Treasury to meet the appropriation. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The remarks the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi is now making would apply to every appropriation contained in 
this bill 

Mr. GEORGE. It does not make any difference if it does. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It would make a great difference, 
because the bill then, instead of being $15,000,000 or thereabout, would 
J suppose be $100,000,000. 

Mr. GEORGE. There is the difference between this and other 
works that I have pointed out; but the Senator from Wisconsin has not 
paid attention to my remarks. There is the plant already bought and 
paid for. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. That is so everywhere. 
Mr. GEORGE. In all the little creeks and harbors named in the 
bill ? 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
of thing ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
right on with the work. 

Mr. FRYE. They all said they had, at any rate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then there is this objection, de minimis non curat 
lex. This isa big thing, and they are small things. Will anybody 
say on that side of the Chamber or on this side of the Chamber that 
you propose to stop the improvement of the Mississippi River with 
$2,000,000? If so, that ends it; it is logical then. If that is the de- 
termination of the Senate, if that is the determination of Congress, then 
the proposition of the committee is a logical one; but if we are to go 
on improving the channel of the river and building levees, as this very 
bill authorizes levees to be built, what is the use of keeping the money 
locked up in the Treasury when it can be usefully and profitably ex- 
pended both for the general good of the whole country and fo the great 
advantage of those who own land in the overflowed districts. 

Now, Mr. President, remarking and calling the attention of the Sen- 
ate again to the fact that this appropriation is a mere subtraction from 
the amount appropriated by the House of Representatives of $250,000, 
because the injury for which the $250,000 is appropriated has occurred 
since the report and since the estimates made by the Mississippi River 
Commission, I now call the attention of the Senator from Minnesota 


Certainly. 
Have they steamboats and snag-boats and that sort 


Everything that is necessary to go 


to a remark that he made, and I desire to ask him his authority for it, | 


and that was that this injury at Memphis Harbor was caused by the 
works which the Mississippi River Commission had put in the Missis- 
sippi River. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Thestatement is made that the Mississippi River 
Commission in carrying forward their improvements on the opposite side 
of the river a little above Memphis so affected the channel as to turn it 





} 





Mr. GEORGE. 
west bank of the Mississippi River turned the channel? 
sippi River has a way of turning its channel without regard to any- 
body’s work. P 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
Memphis and who represent its interests. 


How does the Senator know that the work on the 
The Missis- 


That is the opinion of the people who live at 


Mr. GEORGE. Then the Senator reports the opinion of the people 
at Memphis and does not report the scientific judgment of any member 
connected with the commission or any engineer. 

Mr. McMILLAN. No; they have not exercised any scientific judg- 
ment since this occurred, I believe. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is a very poor way of deciding on the work of 
the commission. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I did not make this as a criticism of the Missis 
sippi River Commission, or that they intended to put the work in such 
a condition as to effect that object. That was not my intention at all. 
I merely stated a fact. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ido not know what the object of the Senator was 
in making the statement, unless tosuggest to the Senate that the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission was doing about as much harm or more than 
it was doing good, and that when it spent money at one place it re- 
quired an appropriation next year of money to repair the damage which 
it did in another. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 


I think that follows as a necessary 
conseq tence. 


If under the Mississippi River Commission a chute or a 
slough is closed up and the water is prevented from running out through 
that chute or slough, it necessarily must go somewhere else, and the 
result is what I have seen it in the vicinity of the town where I reside. 
The Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul Railway Company built a 
bridge over the Mississippi River at my town, and they constructed 
certain auxiliary works in connection with the bridge. The effect of 
those works was to throw the channel of the river so strongly toward 
the Minnesota shore that within one month it tore it all to pieces 
and they were compelled to go to work and rip-rap the Minnesota 
shore in consequence of the strong current which set from the Wisconsin 
shore, and that was caused by the auxiliary works placed in the river 
in connection with the bridge. I have no doubt it isso in many other 
instances. } 

Mr. GEORGE. That would only prove that the Mississippi River 
Commission that we have organized here at very large expense is in- 
competent to the discharge of its duties and that we ought to repeal 
the law which established it and pass another law and appoint the 
Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Minnesota as the supe: 
intendents of the improvements. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
do. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think, notwithstanding the eminence of my friends 
on the other side who object to the Mississippi River Commission, the 
people of the country are better satisfied with the scientific survey and 
examination of the Mississippi River Commission than they would be 
with the unprofessional and unstudied opinions of any man not an en- 
gineer or of any community as reported by the Senator from Minne- 
sota. 

So, Mr. President, if we are to go upon the idea that the Mississippi 
River Commission do not understand their business, then we ought not 
to vote them a single dollar. If they are so ignorant of the principles 
of hydraulic engineering, are so ignorant of the laws that govern the 
Mississippi River asto spend money which, instead of doing good, actu- 
ally does injury, then, sir, we ought not to appropriate a cent. In- 
stead of reducing the appropriations for the Mississippi River a quarter 
of a million dollars, the committee ought to have stricken out the whole 
appropriation, because if no good is to come from it, if injury is to come 
from it, if these men know nothing about the business in which they 
are engaged, it is very evident we ought not to appropriate money to 
be squandered under their foolish and wasteful management. But I 
take it, Mr. President 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. Does not the theory upon which the Mississippi 
River Commission was established imply that what might be beneficial 
to one part of the river might by possibility produce an injury to an- 
other part of the river, and shall we not infer from that the necessity 
of allowing to the Mississippi River Commission full discretion to de- 
termine just where they will apply the appropriations that we may 
make, so that in the treatment of one part of the river they may put 
up such works as may be necessary and essential to prevent damage 
from being done there in consequence of work that perhaps may have 
been erected higherup? I think, therefore, that the notion which has 
seized upon the citizens of Memphis that the damage done to their har- 
bor may result from some work done higher up on the river under direc- 
tion of the Mississippi River Commission may be true, and the Missis- 
sippi River Commission will provide, as soon as opportunity occurs and 
the means are allowed them, a remedy at Memphis or in the neighbor- 


That might be a very wise thing to 





over toward Memphis so that it strikes the levee or above the levee of | hood of Memphis to prevent this damage. 


the city of Memphis and is undermining it. 


' 


The Senator from Mississippi, I feel sure, is in full sympathy with 
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the general plan that has been adopted by the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion, and I hope that he will draw no inference from the suggestion made 
by the Senators who have spoken in advance of me which would go to 
show either the incompetency of the commission themselves or the 
inadequacy of the plan which they have already submitted to Con- 


zTess. 

. Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Louisiana misun- 
derstood me very much if he thought I supposed the commission were 
incompetent. On the contrary, I have the greatest confidence in their 
judgment and in the knowledge they have of the laws which govern 
the Mississippi River, and I think their reports show that they have 
mastered that interesting subject. 1am not willing to admit that work 
done at one part of the river would injure another. I am willing to 


admit this, and you find it by the way from the reports of the Missis- | 


sippi River Commission, that work at one point requires work at another 
point, and I want them to have money enough when they put a work 
at one point which would throw the current upon the opposite bank 
to make the proper security on that bank against injury. It is the 
niggardly policy of the Government which makes them do their work 
by halves which has caused the injury. 

Of course if they have turned the channel from one bank upon the 
other there ought to be some protection upon the other bank; and it 
is because we have been so parsimonious in the appropriations so that 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 5785 





in a sedimentary stream the amount of sediment depends upon the 
velocity of the water. Whenever you slacken the current you make 
a deposit on the bottom of the channel of the river. 

I may here call attention to experiments made in the Missouri River, 
avery sedimentary stream, where a wire gauze, if I may use that term— 
a wire net made of wire about the size of telegraph-wire with the in- 
terstices about a footsquare was placed in the current of the river, and 
just the amount of slowing of the current produced by these wires, 
which would seem very little, raised the bank sixteen feet in one over- 
flow. You can not diminish the current without making a deposit, 
and every time you accelerate it you give it scouring power, and it 
takes up more sediment. 

Going back now to what I just remarked, as you raise the river you 
increase the velocity, you increase the scouring power, and increase the 
power to carry the sediment in suspension; and as soon as you get 
above the bank, as soon as it overflows, then the current by the cross 
action of running back east and west on the banks instead of down- 
stream, you find a decrease in the velocity and a deposit. That means 
that if you will get the two, or three, or four feet additional bank nec- 
essary to hold the water within the channel, instead of there being a 
decrease of the velocity of the current when you get to the top of the 


bank, you increase it still more, because it is a law of hydraulics that 


the two works could not go on pari passu and at the same time that | 


when the work on one side has been completed and no means left to do 
the corresponding work upon the other side injury may occur when a 
large overflow intervenes between the completing of the work on one 
side and the completing of the work on the other. That is the very 
thing I desire to avoid and that is the very thing which the Mississippi 
River Commission desires toavoid. They desire to have money enough 
that when they do work at one point they may be able at the same 
time to do all the necessary work at every other point which would 
be affected by the work done at the first point. 

Mr. President, this committee by an amendment which they report 
to the bill recognize a very important fact and provide for it. The 
second proviso on page 29 reads as follows: 


Provided, however, That the commission is authorized to repair and build levees 
if in their judgmentit should be done as a part of their plans to afford ease and 
safety to the navigation and commerce of the river and to deepen the channel. 


The committee agree to that. The Mississippi River Commission in 
every report that it has made has expressed the opinion that the mak- 
ing of levees upon the banks is not only a useful mode of improving 


the channel of the river, but they say emphatically that it is the most | 


economical way of improving the channel. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
state that that is the language of the original bill authorizing the com- 
mission. 

Mr. GEORGE. It wasnotin this bill when it came from the House, 
and the Committee on Commerce has indorsed that idea by offering this 
amendment, which I think is a very proper amendment. Now, sir, at 
first—and I desire to call the attention of the Senate to that—it was a 


matter of speculation whether levees would improve the navigable chan- | 


nel of the river; but the experiments and observations and measure- 
ments made by the Mississippi River Commission have put that beyond 
the line of experiment. It is now a settled question, and no engineer 
of any respectability in this country will deny that in a sedimentary 
stream like the Mississippi River a raising of its banks will improve the 
channel of the river. 

Even General Comstock, who dissents somewhat from the rest of his 
associates on the commission, does not deny but that is the result; 
and I call the attention of the Senate to the measurements made by 
scientific men which prove this fact beyond all doubt. Measurements 
were made of four outlets produced by the breaking of levees in 1882, 
and below every single one of them there was a large decrease in the 
section of the river—that is, a large decrease in its bed, and of course 
in its power to carry off the water. BonnetCarré, which had been open 
for years, was closed about a year ago, and then it was measured and 
it was discovered that as soon as that outlet was closed there was an 
enlargement of the channel just below the crevasse equal to 12 per 
cent. of its section. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
of the channel ? 

Mr.GEORGE. Yes; adeepening of it. These thingsare established. 
There is not a single observation made by any engineer which contro- 
verts or contradicts these facts. Here is the proof, that where the out- 
lets occur there is a shoaling of the river just below, and that where 
they are closed up there is a removal of the shoal. ‘This has been uni- 
form. There has been no exception to it. Every one of the commis- 
sioners, including General Comstock, says that the raising of the levees 


Does the Senator mean a deepening 


channel of the river, and they state this very important fact, that as the 
river rises within the channel up to full banks the velocity of the cur- 
rent increases and the scouring power of the river also increases; but as 


The Senator from Mississippi will allow me to | 





| and the Tensas basin. 


as you raise the flood tide you increase the velocity. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the Senate to 
what the commission have said. They say it is not necessary in order 
to improve the channel that the levees should be raised so as to keep 
out an extraordinary flood, and therefore so far as the channel improve- 
ment is concerned it is not necessary to make levees on the banks of 
the river high enough to protect the country from overflow; and they 
say on that subject this which I desire to read to the Senate: 

These facts suggest obviously the idea of a co-operation between the General 
Government and the communities interested in the prevention of overflow in 


the maintenance of a levee system, which shall serve at the same time the pur- 
pose of improving the channel and protection from overflow. 


‘**Co-operation !’’ I desire to bring before the Senate the fact that the 


| Mississippi River Commission have said that it is a part of their plan 


of improving the river to close by levees the front of the Yazoo basin 
They have already determined that. That is 
the unanimous opinion of the Mississippi River Commission; nobody 
disputes it. They have said that they have determined to do it in or- 
der to improve the navigation ofthe river. Of course they can not do 
it without the money, and if you take the uoney away from them they 
can not do it. 

Mr. President, I stand here to offer co-operation, provided you do not 
take away from the commission all means of co-operating with the local 
authorities. The last session of the Legislature of Mississippi passed 
an act levying a tax of 13 mills on the front counties of the Yazoo 
basin and 9 mills on the back counties, making that tax irrepealable 
until the bonds were all redeemed, and authorizing the issue of $500,000 
of bonds for the purpose of completing the levee. 

I wish the Senate to understand that two-thirds of that levee has 
already been built by those counties. There are gaps now, and those 
gaps are broken. Here are $500,000 offered by the Mississippi Legis- 
lature to assist in closing those gaps. The bonds have been issued. 
Owing to the tightness of the money market, attributable to causes 
which are well known to the Senate, those bonds can not now be floated 
at par and they can not under the law be sold for less. Yet there is a 
large and rich railroad corporation now building its road through that 
bottom, and they have offered to take one-half of those bonds at par 
if the legislation of Congress at its present session shall indicate that 
there is money enough left to the Mississippi. River Commission to do 
half the work. 

So this case is presented to the Senate: The local authorities have 
already done two-thirds of the work. A half million more is needed. 
A half million more will finish it and improve the channel of the river 
and save that immense, rich, and valuable country from overflow. <A 
co-operation, say the Mississippi River Commission, is what ought to 
take place between the Government and these people. Here is the 
offer to do half the work or half of the remaining one-third, which 
means that the local authorities will do five-sixths of the work if the 
Government will only but do the other sixth. 

In the face of that is it right, is it just, is it proper to reduce the ap- 
propriation? Whenour own officers, the Mississippi River Commission, 


| say that that is the most economical way of improving the channel of 


| the Mississippi River, when they admit that it is a work they intend to 


that—as soon as the water overflows the bank there is a slackening of | 


the current and a deposit of sediment, because everybody knows that 


| for us to turn the backs of our hands to them and say: “ 
to a certain height is an economical and proper mode of improving the | 


do, when the people of the locality to be benefited by the improvement 
come up and say, ‘‘ We are willing to do one-half of the third that re- 
mains to be done,’’ after having done fully two-thirds before, is it right 
We will not 
give an amount sufficient to enable the Mississippi River Commission to 
co-operate with you?”’ 


I wish to state a few facts in relation to Yazoo Valley. In the first 


| place, I will state that in area it is only one-seventh less than the delta 
soon as—and I desire to call the attention of the Senate especially to | 


of the Nile. It is as rich as that delta and only one-seventh less; that 
is, that part of the delta within the State of Mississippi in the Yazoo 
basin. The delta of the Nile contains about 5,800,000 acres of land. 
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There are about 5,000,000 acres in the Yazoo basin subject to this over- 
flow. Two-thirds of that valley have already a sufficient levee at the 
lower part. One-third of it, about one hundred and four miles, re- 
main to be built. Two-thirds of that has been built, the other third 
having been washed away; and now the people of that district propose 
to do one-half of the other third if you will allow your own sworn offi- 
cers, your own commission, enough money to do that which they say 
again and again in every report which they have made is the most 
economical way ef improving the channel of the Mississippi River. 

I know gentlemen object to making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of private property. I object to that. I would not like to go 


and dig a ditch on a man’s land or grade it for him or build houses on 
it for his convenience; but if there is a public work justified by pub- 


iT 


will you say 


considerations, as this work is proven by 


that you will not do it 


your own officers to be, 
because one of the incidents of 


this public work may be that it will benefit private property? Is that 
an objection in the minds of Senators? Your commission say the 
work is necessary to improve the river. 


Congress and every Depart- 


the t says that the Mississippi River must be im- 


ment ol 
prove a 


Under the 


(rovernmen 
secircumstances, when the people of the locality have done 
two-thirds and propose to do one-half of the other third, which will re- 
sult in improving the navigation of that great stream, are you going to 
cut down your appropriations below what your commission, created by 
yourselves, composed of the ablest men of the Engineer Department of 
the Army, say is absolutely necessary to improve the navigation of the 
river and declare that it is the most economical way of doing it? 

I think that instead of looking at it as being an objection from the 
fact that it benefits private property it ought to commend itself to Sen- 
ators. Certainly it adds to the beneficence of a measure clearly of a 
public nature that while it is a public good, conferring blessings upon 
the nation at large, it also confers a private blessing upon the com- 
munity in which the work is located. 

Mr. President, I have told you something about the size of that val- 
ley It has been overflowed now three years. In 1582 it overflowed; 
in 1883 it overflowed; and this year it overflowed. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like toask the Senator a question, because he 
is arguing at great length a proposition that the United States shall go 
into partnership with Mississippi and other States in recovering lands 
that are overflowed. Does not the Senator know that if on one river 
and harbor bill that work should be deliberately entered upon, there 
never would be another dollar appropriated to the Mississippi River in 
the world; that that would be the end of it? 

Mr. GEORGE 


The answer to that is found in what tie committee 
itself have re ported 


That the commission is authorized to repair and build levees, if in their judg- 
ment it should be done asa part of their plan to afford ease and safety to the 
navigation and commerce of the river, and to deepen the channel. 

Mr. FRYE but the Senator’s proposition is that they 
should join hands for the purpose in part of recovering and saving these 
lands in favor of commerce 

Mr. GEORGE. That is not my proposition. The commission say 
that there ought to be co-operation between the local authorities and 
the United States Government. They say that in order to improve the 
channel it is not necessary to build the levees as high as will be neces- 
sary to protect the adjacent country from overflow. When the Mis- | 
sissippi Commission has to build a levee three feet high for channel im- | 
provement, and it is necessary to build a levee four feet high to pro- 
tect the country from overflow, does the Senator from Maine object 
that the people who would have to build it four feet high put their 
work on the three-foot levee, and make that four feet high? Does he 
desire that the Government shall build a little three-foot levee on the 
inside in order to improve the channel and then on the outside the citi- 
zens are to build another one four feet high? That seems to be the 
strength of the Senator’s objection. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
call his attention to what I understand to be the fact, that the levee 
which the commission recommends as in use in deepening the channel 
of the river in order to have its best effect must be built upon or near 
the bank of the river, whereas the levee for protection against overflow, | 
as it is one that is to last and not to be a temporary structure as the 
other is, for its own safety must be placed remote from the river bank 
in many places? 

Mr. GEORGE. I was interrupted by the Senator from Tennessee 
and did not hear the last part of what the Senator from Indiana said. 

Mr. HARRISON. I was calling attention toa fact. I understand 
the levee, which is to be serviceable in connection with channel im- 
provement by confining the water and so increasing its effect in deep-| 
ening the channel should, according to the recommendations of the| 
commission, be near the bank in order to get the value near and not 
allow any overflow, whereas the levees for the protection of land, and| 
which are to be permanent and which must be removed far from the 
caving bank, very often would be placed a considerable distance from 
the bank of the river 

Mr. GEORGE. _I will respond to the objection made by the Senator, | 
and if he will give me his attention I have nodoubt I can do itin sucha 


Of course; 
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way as to satisfy him that thereisno force in the objection. His point is, 
that persons in building levees for the purpose of protecting the lands 
would probably build them back farther from the river than they oth- 
erwise would on account of preventing them from falling in or caving, 
and that the Mississippi River Commission in building levees would 
build nearer the banks of the river, and hence that the two lines of 
levees would not be the same. The answer to that is that the Missis- 
sippi River Commission would be as much obliged to select ground 
which would not cave on which to build their levees as the proprietors 
would be. 

Mr. HARRISON. But the Senator does not appreciate the point 
that the erection of these levees in their relation to navigation is a tem- 
porary work, while in relation to land protection it is a permanent work. 

Mr.GIBSON. Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me to make 
a suggestion in reply to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes. 

Mr. GIBSON. Iwill state to the Senator from Indiana that the 
proposition originating with the engineers who built the jetties at the 
mouth of the river to extend that system from the jetties to Cairo, was 
based upon the theory that when a continuous line of works on the bank 
of the river was made complete so as to hold within the channel, es- 
pecially in the flood stages, the current of the river, and thus to utilize 
the greatest force in carrying the deposit and sand bars to the sea, the 
bed of the river would be lowered just as it was lowered in the jetties 
themselves all the way up from the jetties to Saint Louis, and that after 
several seasons of high water, during which the river itself when exer- 
cising its greatest power would have cleared away the vast reaches that 
are filling up its channels in its middle parts and in its upper parts, 
the levees themselves may be dispensed with, and that with a deepened 
channel the people on the bank of the river would be perfectly secure 
trom disastrous floods 

Mr. HARRISON. I know Captain Eads had some impression that the 
construction of these levees, which would in effect be applying the jetty 
system to the Mississippi, would considerably lower the flood line of 
that river; but I say to the Senator from Louisiana that the Mississippi 
River Commission as now constituted do not believe, nor do I think any 
sane man believes, that the construction of levees or any other works in 
that river will so deepen its channel as that it would carry the entire 
floods such as passed down it the last year. 

Mr. GIBSON. I beg pardon of the Senator from Mississippi, but if 
he will allow me one moment more, I understood the Senator from 
Indiana to say that the levees or dikes which the Mississippi River 
Commission propose to establish on the banks of the river are to be tem- 
porary. 

Mr. HARRISON. 

Mr. GIBSON. 
manent ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Simply temporary, because the temporary use of 
them would effect that deepening of the channel which would be suf- 
ficient for navigation, but not sufficient to carry the entire waters in 
time of a great flood. 

Mr. GIBSON. I venture to say that the Senator from Indiana can 
find nowhere in a report of the Mississippi River Commission any such 
theory as that, or that any engineer of the Government except Captain 
Eads has ever proposed to put temporary works upon the banks of the 
Mississippi River. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. GIBSON. I beg pardon of the Senator from Mississippi for hav- 
ing interrupted him, and I thank him for giving me an opportunity to 
make this explanation. 

Mr. GEORGE. Another answer to the Senator from Indiana about 
the necessity for putting the levees upon the immediate banks of the 
river in order to produce channel improvement is found in the report 
of the Mississippi River Commission itself. On page 20 of their last 
report they say that- 


So I said. 
How can they be temporary if the cause is to be per- 


The Senator from Mississippi is en- 


For about half the distance below Cairo only one side of the river requires 
levees 


That is for navigable purposes. 


For the remainder of this side the hills are so near, at distances ranging from 
immediate contact to not over six or eight miles, that the loss of volume or dis- 


| charge over the intervening strips of bottom land is not considered of grave im- 


portance.’ 


So it appears that if the levees were actually set back four, five, or 
six miles they would not be materially lessened in value as a means 
of channel improvement. The levees, as now located upon the Missis- 
sippi River, are very near the banks of that river. 

If the Senator from Indiana and other Senators will examine the re- 
ports of the Mississippi River Commission they will see that it is apart 


| of the plan of channel improvement, a necessary and essential part of 


it, to revet the curves on bends in which the caving occurs. In other 
words, in order to have any improvement at all, if you discard the 
levees then in order to keep the channel of the Mississippi River from 
filling up you are obliged to stop the caving of the banks. Thatis one 
of the permanent and settled policies of the Mississippi River Commis- 
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sion, and if that is done there is no necessity for setting the levees back 
from the river. Any one who will read the re ports upon that subject 
will see the necessity of preventing the caving of the bank and that 
there can be no improvement in the Mississippi River without prevent- 


ing those caves. 
But the Senator from Indiana said the Tre was no sane man W ho be- 


lieved that the leveescould contain all the water coming down the Mis- 
sissippi River. 


Mr. HARRISON. No, I said no such thing; the Senator misunder- 


stood me. 


Mr. GEORGE. I understood it so. 
Mr. HARRISON. I said that the bed of the river could be so deep- 


ened as to contain the water not in flood without the use of levees. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Eads believes, I think, thatafter the levees have 


been built for a series of years, thereby giving full force to the scouring 
power of the water, the bed of the river will be deepened so that levees 
will not be needed. I think he believes that, though I am not prepared 
now to show that he believes it. But that is not the question. The 
que stion is whether we are going to give the Mississippi River Com- 
mission the power, as the bill proposes to give it and as we have all 
along given it, to improve the navigation of the Mississippi River in 
any way they see proper, even by levees if necessary. If we do give 
them that power, then the next question is whether we shall allow 
them as a matter of economy on the part of the Government to unite 
with the property-holders in making the proper levees and in saving 
expense to the Government. I see no harm in that. 


I said something awhile ago about the size of the Yazoo delta being 


wholly in the State of Mississippi. I propose to show somewhat of its 
produc tions and its population. The population in the counties which 
are entirely within the delta amounts to 98,622, of which 81,147 are 
colored. In addition to that, there are five counties partly in the hills 
and partly in the delta. Taking an average, you might say that one- 
third of those counties are in the delta and one-third inthe hills. The 
population in those five counties amounts to 123,016, of which 56,272 


are colored. The value of the agricultural productions of those coun- 
ties inside of the Yazoo delta, leaving out those who are partly in and 
partly out, for the year 1879, independent of cotton, was $9,573,326. 
At the same time those counties raised 260,000 bales of cotton, which 
at $50 a bale would be $13,000,000; and all this with thatsmall popu- 
lation. 
J desire to eall the attention of Senators who represent constituen- | 

cies engaged in commerce to the value of these productions in the way 
of interstate commerce. A bale of cot ton raised in any district in the 


South, especially in that district, means $50 used in commerce. It is 
not woven there; it is not consumed in any way there. Every bale of 
those 260,000 bales is sent out of that country, and I am sorry to say, 
but yet it is a fact, that every dollar of it is spent for something that 
is to be consumed in that country. There are $13,000,000 annually 
raised by the people of that district exported from that district, every 


dollar of which is spent in supplies consumed by them. They have 


no factories there, and they never will have any. There is no water- 


power; there is no coal there. The lands are so rich and the making 
of a living is so easy that no population living there can ever be in- 
duced to engage in the hard and continuous labor necessary for sue- 
cessful manufacturing. 


That $13,000,000 is spent in meat; some of it, I am sorry to say, in 


corn, in clothing, in sugar and molasses, in the ordinary supplies of life; 
and the — is all spent for American supplies. The population, as 


I have shown you, is 81,000 colored out of 98,000 altogether. The 


colored people there do not buy imported fine tabrics, nor do the white 
people. I will venture to say that there are not $500,000 of the whole | 


$13,000,000 spent every year by that population ever invested in a for- 


eign importation. The things which those people need are the things 
which are raised in the West and whichare manufactured in New Eng- 
land. They buy shoes, hats, calicoes, and the coarser kinds of woolen 
and cotton goods, 


Now, this is the case with only 12 per cent. of the land in cultiva- 


tion. You have $13,000,000 a year of exports to the other States of 


this Union, and yet only 12 per cent. of that rich and magnificent 


country is now in cultivation. I do not go too far when I say that 


were that 5,000,000 acres of land in Mississippi subject tooverflow in 
a proper state of cultivation the whole cotton crop of the United States 
as it now exists can be raised on it, and in addition to that the food to 
sustain the population. 

Mr. President, are we going to throw that away? Is the Senate so 
averse to making an appropriation for a public purpose (only one-sixth 
of that which is needed for it, the other five-sixths being furnished by 
that district) because a private benefit may result from it? Are they 
willing to turn that magnificent country, almost as large as Egypt, 
back into the jungles? With that overflow the Mississippi River is 
forty miles wide, houses are washed away, fences are washed away, 
stock of all sorts are drowned. Sir, I have traveled myself in a boat 
over splendid plantations capable of producing and actually produc- 


ing in good years a bale and a half of cotton to the acre, $75 worth of 


produce per acre, all submerged by this mighty stream. Are we so 
opposed to helping those people that we can not find it a public duty 
a duty we owe to all the people of the United States, to improve the 


done on the same by the Government, 
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Mississippi River, to wash out its bars, because foorsooth it may help 


| Some private individual down there? 


What would England or France or Germany give for such an addi- 
tion to their territory as is here in the Yazoo delta? Egypt has been 
the subject of contest for years among the great powers of Europe. It 
is now a matter of consultation and conference among all the crowned 
heads of Europeas to what todo with it. Yet Egypt is only one-seventh 
greater, not compared to the whole valley, but to that portion of it 
which is in the State of Mississippi, and for the insignificant sum of 
$250,000, all that is needed to do a public work necessary, we turn our 
backs and say we will not make the appropriation. 

If Senators could see this thing as | know it to exist, if they could 

ee the devastation and ruin produced by the floods; and if they could 

study and know, as their own officers have shown them, that the best 

iy to improve the navigation of the Mississippi River is to make dikes 
which will protect this property, I think they would act without hes- 
itation in this matter 

Anybody who will study the Mississippi River will find that it is a 
stream running over alternate ridges and valleys. It does not run 
down a valley likeother rivers; it runs across ridges and valleys. Deep 
valleys and high ridges constitute the bed of the Mississippi River. 
All you have to do is to confine the current within the banks of the 
stream, and the ridges will be eroded and washed away and put intothe 
valleys. Then you will have navigation; you will not have one hun 
dred feet of water at one place and four and five feet at another. That 
is the theory upon which the Mississippi River Commission proceeds. 
That is the way they intend to do, and by which they can save the 
stream. 

Some one, the Senator from Delaware, I believe, asked the question 
what good had been done. Sir, in Plum Point reach and Lake Provi- 
dence reach, mentioned in the report of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion, the channel has already been deepened in one place to twelve feet 
and in the other to fifteen feet, when the river below and above where 

these works were in low water is only four and a half and five feet. 
These points where the works were commenced were the shallowest 


places. This was accomplished simply by the same principle that we 
do, or propose to do, in building the levees, making the current stronger, 
confining the water to the channel of the river, doing exactly as nature 


intended it shonld do to carry its own silt and sediment to the Gulf 
instead of going in eddies and at every eddy place making a de posit. 

Mr. President, in view of the guagnitude of this interest, in view of 
the certainty of the beneficial results to follow from it, I beg Senators 
not upon the mere recommendation of the committee, without rhyme 
or reason, to refuse to give to their own commission the means or one- 
half the means which that commission has said are necessary in order 
to improve the Mississippi River. 

rhe PRE SIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana | Mr. JON As] to the 
scsemilinianen nt of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment to the amendment be re- 
ported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana will be read. 








The CHIEF CLERK. In line 952 of section 1, in the matter proposed 
to be inserted by the Committee on Commerce, after the word ‘‘ chan- 
nel’? it is moved to strike out the words, ‘‘ Provided further, that of 
said first-mentioned sum the sum of $250,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, shall be applied to,’’ and to insert ‘‘for.’’ Also, 
at the end of the paragraph, insert the words ‘‘ two hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars.”’ 

So as to make the last part of the amendment of the committee read: 


For the protection of the harbor of Memphis, Tenn., and the work already 


D against destruction by the washing and 
erosion of the east bank of the Mississippi River at that place, $250,000 


Mr. McMILLAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll 

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. JACKSON’s name was called). I was 
paired with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON], but the pair 
has been transferred to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ANTHONY ]. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when the name of Mr. VOORHEES 
was called The Senator trom Indiana [Mr. VoorRHEEs] is paired 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 22, nays 27; as follows: 





YEAS—22. 
Bayard, Coke, Jonas, h, 
Beck Garland, Jones of Florida, Vest 
Brown, George, Lamar, Walker, 
Butler Gibson, Maxey, Williams 
Call Hampton, Morgan, 
Cockrell Harris Pendleton 

NAYS—27 
Aldrich Frye, Me Millan, Palmer 
bla CGrorman, Mahone Pike 
Bowen Groome Manderson Platt 
Conger Harrison Miller of Cal Ransom 
Dawes Hawley Miller of N. Y., Sawyer 
Dolph Ingalls Mitchell Wilson. 


Farley Lapham, Morr 
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ABSENT—727. 


Allison, Edmunds, Kenna, Sewell, 
Anthony, Fair, Logan, Sherman, 
Camden, Hale, McPherson, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Plumb, Vance, 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Riddleberger, Van Wyck, 
Colquitt, Jackson, Sabin, Voorhees. 


Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Saulsbury, 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Commerce. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 28th instant, approved and signed the bill (S. 353) to repeal sec- 


tion 1 of the act entitled ‘‘An act making a grant of lands in alternate | 


sections to aid in the construction and extension of the Iron Mountain 


Railroad, from Pilot Knob, in the State of Missouri, to Helena, in Ar- | 


kansas,’’ approved July 4, 1866, and for other purposes. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Attorney-General, transmitting a letter from Messrs. Shella- 
barger and Wilson, in which they present a claim of $2,000 for services 
in defending John G. Thompson, late Sergeant-at-Arms of the House 
of Representatives in an action for false arrest and imprisonment 
brought against him by Hallett Kilbourn, of Washington, D. C.; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, in compliance with the sundry civil appropriation 
act of August, 1872, information relative to the distribution of the 
Official Records of the War of the Rebellion, and recommending the 
appointment of one or more additional laborers to assist in the work of 


distribution; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the | 


Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid betore the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, in answer toa resolution of February 27, 
1884, a report upon the second cruise of the revenue-steamer Corwin in 


the Arctic Ocean; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred | 


to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 2185) for the reliefof Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and others 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
The bill (H. R. 6750) to amend paragraph 7 of section 2527 of the 


Revised Statutes was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- | 


mittee on the Revision of the Laws. 


JUDGE-ADVOCATE-GENERAL’S BUREAU. 
Mr. MAXEY submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (5. 838) to consolidate the Bureau of 
Military Justice and the corps of judge-advocates of the Army, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the House recede from its amendments, and that the conferees of the 
Senate and House agree to the Senate bill with the following amendments: In 


line 6 strike out the word “two” and insert the word “three; and in line 8 
strike out the word “ four” and insert the word “ three.”’ 


JOHN A. LOGAN, 

W. J. SEWELL, 
S. B. MAXEY, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 
W. 8S. ROSECRANS 
CHARLES H. MORGAN, 
B. M. CUTCHEON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
report. 

Mr. MAXEY. The House conferees receded from the amendments 
of the House and agreed to the bill as it passed the Senate, with only 
the change that the number of judge-advocates-general to rank as 
lieutenant-colonels was increased from two to three, and the number of 
majors was reduced from four to three. That is the only change. I 
ask that the report be concurred in. 

The report was concurred in. 


The question is on concurring in the 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5442) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend 


an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- | 


graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes,’ approved July 1, 1862,’’ approved July 2, 1864, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1652) to provide for the improvement 
of the channel between Galveston Harbor and the Gulf of Mexico, to 
report it with amendments favorably tothe consideration of the Senate, 


session of Congress, 





| Committee on Commerce was, in line 991 of section 1, after 








to be acted upon at the next session, and I am further instructed to file 
therewith a written report on or before the commencement of the next 
I ask that the bill go upon the Calendar. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In connection with that report I desire to state 
that I do not assent to the report, and will ask for the privilege of sub- 
mitting the views of the minority in future, if I shall deem it neces- 
sary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reports favorably the bill (S. 1652) to pro- 
vide for the improvement of the channel between Galveston Harbor 
and the Gulf of Mexico, and asks permission to file a report at some 
future day, and the Senator from Minnesota, dissenting therefrom, 
asks permission to file the views of the minority. If there be no ob- 


jection such order will be made, and the bill placed on the Calendar. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask for the reading of the resolution of the com- 
mittee that accompanies the bill. 

Mr. COKE. The following resolution of the committee I report in 
accordance with the request of the Senator: 

Moved by Senator VEsT that the Senator from Texas be instructed to report the 
bill (S. 1652) to provide for the improvement of the channel between Galveston 
Harbor and the Gulf of Mexico favorably for the consideration of the Senate at 


its next session, to be accompanied by a written report, to be filed by or before 
the next session. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 


| lowing enrolled bills and joint. resolutions; and they were thereupon 


signed by the President pro tempore: 


A bill (H. R. 1299) for the relief of Alonzo Gesner ; 

A bill (H.'R. 2017) granting a pension to Walter Dickson ; 

A bill (H. R. 3613) granting a pension to Ira MeNair ; 

A bill (H. R. 4440) for the relief of John Bostater ; 

A bill (H. R. 4717) for the relief of John Swearer ; 

A bill (H. R. 4790) granting a pension to Alexander St. Bernard; 

A bill (H. R. 4846) granting a pension to Mary E. Seymour, widow 


of Charles J. Seymour, a deceased soldier; 
A bill (H. R. 5070) granting a pension to Temple Gordon: 
A bill (H. R. 5457) granting a pension to Allicia Durrant; 


A bill (H. R. 5595) granting a pension to Eugene L. Townsend; 
A bill (H. R. 5686) granting a pension to Sarah J. Chipman; 


A bill (H. R. 3950) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Cassidy; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 251) providing for printing the annual re- 
port of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1884; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 283) to provide temporarily for the expend- 
itures of the Government. 


AMENDMENTS TO SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


Amendments were submitted by Mr. Beck, Mr. MAXEy, Mr. But- 
LER, Mr. MILLER of New York, Mr. LOGAN, Mr. PENDLETON, and 
Mr. Brown, intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES, from the Joint Committee on the Library, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


’ RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I now ask that on all subsequent amendments 
to this bill the five-minute rule be applied to debate. It is a late hour 
in the day, and I want to get through with the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that in all subsequent amendments to this bill the rule limiting debate 
to five minutes by each Senator be applied. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
‘* Grand 
Chain,’’ to strike out ‘‘and $7,500 for the ice-harbor at the mouth of 
the Great Kanawha’? and insert ‘‘ and $50,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, for the improvement of the navigation of the river 
at Jeffersonville and the protection of the Government property; ”’ 
as to make the clause read: 

Improving the Ohio River: Continuing improvement, $600,000; of which sum 
$70,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the completion of the Davis 
Island Dam, shall be expended on that work ; $50,000 shall be used in continu- 
ing work on the upper and lower dikes and other improvements at Grand 
Chain, and $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the improve- 


ment of the navigation of the river at Jeffersonville and the protection of Gov- 
ernment property. 


so 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, after the word ‘‘ obstructions,’’ 
in line 20, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That nothing hereinbefore contained shall be construed as a limita- 


tion upon the powers of the board of engineers, hereinbefore designated, to pre- 
pare and submit plans, specifications, estimates, and recommendations for the 
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expenditure of the appropriations for the Missouri River; and that said board 
of engineers shall constitute a commission, to be called the Missouri River Com- 
mission, to be selected from the Engineer Corps of the Army, whose duty it 
shall be to complete the surveys of said Missouri River between its mouth and 
headwaters, and make such additional surveys and investigations of said river 
as may be deemed needful for the maturing of such plans and estimates as will 
permanently locate and deepen the channel and protect the banks of said Mis- 
souri River, and give safety to its navigation and promote commerce and the 
postal service. Said plans, with their estimated cost, shall be by said commis- 
sion reported to the Secretary of War, who shall submit the same to Congress ; 
and all appropriations hereafter made for said river shall be expended in accord- 
ance with the same, or such other plans as said commission shall from time to 


time report and submit through the Secretary of War to Congress as hereinbe- | 


fore provided, The Secretary of War shall designate which of said engineers 
shall be president of said commission, and each shal! continue to be a member 
of said commission upon no other salary than now allowed by law, subject only 
to removal by the Secretary of War, who shall fill any vacancy that may occur 
in said commission by like other appointment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 14, after the word ‘‘ma- 
terial,’’ to strike out the following proviso: 


Provided, That hereafterall purchases of supplies and materials shall be made | 


by contract, after legal advertisement, under such rules and instructions as may 
be prescribed by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. VEST. I want to take the sense of the Senate in regard to re- 
taining that proviso with certain modifications. It will be seen that it 
is a very important provision and I ask the attention of the Senate to it. 

The preceding part of this section to that stricken out provides that 
the Secretary of War, where the work on rivers and harbors is done 
under contract, shall cause the contracts to be given to the lowest re- 
sponsible bidder. That is right and it is the proper way for doing 
work on these improvements. 
out the same principle as to supplies and materials purchased where 
the work is done by the Government. It is a very important matter, 
because the supplies amount to thousands of dollars. The officers 
who now purchase them may buy from their favorites and pay such 
prices as they choose. I say economical, just, and honest administra- 
tion ought to require that the same principle should be applied to pur- 
chases of supplies and materials as to contracts for work; thatis tosay, 
it should be had from the lowest responsible bidder. I propose, there- 
fore, to take the sense of the Senate by modifying the proviso which 
the committee propose to strike out. It reads now: 

Provided, That hereafter all purchases of supplies and materials shall be made 
by contract, after legal advertisement, under such rules and instructions as may 
be prescribed by the Secretary of War. 

In order to obviate the objection thatan officer ought to be permitted 
to purchase five or ten or twenty dollars’ worth of supplies for imme- 
diate emergencies, I propose to make it read: 

Provided, That hereafter all purchases of supplies and materials amounting 
to $1,000 or more shall be made by contract after legal advertisement. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I did not hear the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I propose to modify the House proviso so as to read: 

Provided, That hereafter all purchases of supplies and materials amounting 
to $1,000 or more shall be made by contract after legal advertisement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri will be read. 

The CureF CLERK. In line 15 of section 3, after the word ‘‘ mate- 
rials,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘amounting to $1,000 or more;’’ so as 
to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That hereafter all purchases of supplies and materials amounting 
to $1,000 or more shall be made by contract after legal advertisement under 
such rules and instructions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to amend by striking out ‘‘one thousand ”’ 
and inserting ‘‘ five hundred.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. VEST. I will accept $500. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri modifies 
his amendment. The amendment now is $500. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri will not be adopted. This applies only, it will be observed, to 
purchases of supplies and materials. The previous part of the section 
provides for letting the contracts for all work on these public improve- 
ments to the lowest bidder under public advertisement and proposals. 
This proviso applies only to supplies. The Chief of Engineers is of 
opinion that to insert a proviso of this kind or a proviso such as is 
moved by the Senator from Missouri would very seriously embarrass 
him in carrying forward the work on these public improvements, if it 
would not in many cases prevent him from doing so. 

If the proviso were adopted, the Secretary of War or the engineers 
in charge of these public improvements could not purchase any of the 
supplies needed for the tugboats and snag-boats on the rivers, particu- 
larly in rivers where the improvements covered any great reach, with- 
out issuing advertisements for proposals; and in supplying the hands 
on the boat or in making purchases of supplies of any character, no 
odds what the emergency might be, the Secretary of War or the engi- 
neers could not purchase them without first issuing advertisements for 
proposals. I send to the desk to be read by the Secretary a letter which 
I have received upon this subject from Colonel Parke,expressing fully 
the views of the Chief of Engineers upon the subject. 


The 


A further amendment to the amend- 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
objection. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The letter will be read if there be no 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., June 20, 1884. 

My Dear Senator: Referring to my interview of this morning in regard to 
the riverand harbor act now under consideration, I have thought it best to send 
you the following memorandum : 

The proviso to section 3, lines M4, 15, 16, and 17, page 36, was not in the bill 
as reported by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. It was offered and accepted by the chairman in Committee of the 
Whole. (See Recorp of June 13, page 5677.) 

Now, if this proviso becomes law, I fear it will tend to embarrass operations, 
and possibly may in some cases stop all work. 

The Revised Statutes and Army Regulations direct how the materials and 
supplies for the public service shall be procured ; and I would respectfully invite 
attention to sections 3709 and 3710 of the former,and to Army Regulations of 
1881, paragraphs 1486, 1487, 1488, and 1489; which you will see carefully guard and 
protect the interests of the Government. 

Very truly, yours, 
JOHN G. PARKE. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the Secretary to read the sections of the 
Revised Statutes referred to in the letter. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3709. All purchases and contracts for supplies or services, in any of the 
Departments of the Government, except for personal services, shall be made by 
advertising a sufficient time previously for proposals respecting the same when 
the public exigencies do not require the immediate delivery of the articles or 
performance of the service. When immediate delivery or performance is re- 
quired by the public exigency the articles or service required may be procured 
by open purchase or contract, at the places and in the manner in which such 
articles are usually bought and sold, or such services engaged, between individ- 
uals. 

Sec. 3710. Whenever proposals for supplies have been solicited, the parties re- 
sponding to such solicitation shall be duly notified of the time and place of open- 
ing the bids, and be permitted to be present either in person or by attorney, and a 
record of each bid shall then and there be made. 


Mr. McMILLAN. [also request the Secretary to read the paragraphs 
in the Army Regulations, and I call the attention of the Senate to the 
particular restrictions embodied in those regulations. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

1486. When the public exigencies do not require the immediate delivery of 
supplies, or the immediate furnishing of transportation or other services, adver- 
tisements shal] be published for a reasonable time toallow persons at a distance 
to compete, and a proper time, to be set'forth in the advertisement, will be given 
the successful bidder to make deliveries or to furnish the supplies, transporta- 
tion, or services after the award ® 

1487. Formal written contracts, with suitable bonds, will be made in all cases 
when time and circumstances allow. 


1488. When an exigency demands that purchases in open market be made, 
the purchasing officer will, if time permit, notify the principal dealers in the 
articles needed who may be within his reach, and will request them to submit 
written sealed proposals for the sale of the supplies required. This notice may 
be given by handbills posted in public places, by circular letters addressed to 
the principal dealers, or by both these means combined. - 

1489. When time does not permit even this course to be pursued, purchases 
may be madein the manner which is usual among business men. All written 
proposals received when purchases are made in open market will be forwarded 
inthe proper manner to the chief of she bureau of the War Department to 
which the supplies purchased pertain. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Under these regulations in pursuance of the stat- 
ute, all of which has been read to the Senate, it seems to me that there 
are sufficient safeguards thrown about this ‘matter to relieve the Sec- 
retary of War. There are exigencies arising where it would be impos- 
sible for him to issue proposals and public advertisement in the time 
required without seriously interfering with the work. The officers of 
the Army are compelled to render a strict account of their purchases, 
itemized accounts of the purchases made, and they are subject to mili- 
tary discipline, so that in all points of view it seems to me there can 
be no danger resulting from it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair notifies the Senator from 
Minnesota that his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. VEST. I want to say a word in reply tothe Senator from Min- 
nesota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri has once 
addressed the Chair on the amendment; but he has proposed a modifi- 
cation. 

Mr. VEST. 
the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize the Senator, 
as the amendment has been modified since he spoke before. 

Mr. VEST. The provisions of the statute to which the chairman of 
the committee has referred and the Army Regulations are the same 
which have obtained for years, and under which the very greatest 
abuses have been committed. Every Senator who has taken pains to 
analyze those sections will see that both the regulations and the statute 
have this clause in each, ‘* when the public exigencies do not permit.’’ 
That opens the whole door and leaves it to the discretion of the officer. 
Any lieutenant, any quartermaster, or captain of a snag-boat has the 
discretion, and the unlimited discretion, to say when the public exi- 
gency requires or not; and under this system what has been the re- 
sult? If Senators will look in the press this morning, it rings with 
abuses committed in this very city in all the Departments under this 
supply-purchase system. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Has the Senator ever heard of any improper con- 
duct in regard to purchases under the Chief of Engineers? 


I just want to say a word in reply to the chairman of 
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Mr. VEST. I could bring statements here, if time permitted, from 
merchants in all the principal cities in this Union complaining of favor- 
itism in regard to this thing. Look how simple it is. 
who wants to purchase $5,000 or $10,000 or $20,000 or $30,000 worth 
of supplies; he simply goes to the most convenient merchant and says to 
him, ‘‘I take these supplies from you at your own price; put in a mar- 
gin, and then,’’ to use the parlance in the Departments here, for it has 
passed into a word in the English language, *‘ we will have a divy;”’ 
that is to say, they rob the Government and divide the surplus. 

I have the greatest respect for General Parke; I do not say he isa 
party to any such thing; but I say that in view of recent developments 
in this very city in all the Departments, in the Navy Department, in 
the Treasury Department, where men who stood as high in the service 
as General Parke or anybody else have been found to have been engaged 
in this robbery to the amount of thousands of dollars, it behooves Con- 
gress to put every limitation that is possible in regard to the purchase 
of these supplies and the performance of this work. General Parke’s 
letter goes for nothing under my amendment, because he there takes 
an extreme case, an officer who wants to buy ten or twenty dollars’ 
worth of supplies for immediate use. Under this amendment, if it is 
less than $500, he can buy in the ordinary course of business; but when 
it is over $500 he is required to put it up to the lowest responsible bid- 
der. Isay that is the only safe practice and the system which ought 
to be adopted both in regard to supplies and public works, including 
public buildings 

Here now our committee-room on Public Buildings and Grounds has 
a stock of papers which I have been proposing to examine, that it would 
take me two months probably to get through, containing a record of 
fraud and outrage on this Government in the Bureau of Public Build- 
ings almost without a parallel—an officer permitted to resign and go out 
of the service and men implicated in it. He had a ring about him in 
the capital. As soon as a public building bill was passed the men got 
it who were here in Washington. Our object was to put the money in 
the town where the building was to be erected so as to encourage the 
enterprise of domestic mechanics. Instead of that, four or five men were 
here around this capital, and as soonas the bill was passed the bargain 
was made, and the first thing a stranger appeared away off in Nevada 
or California with his contract in his hand, and the mechanics who were 
intended to be benefited knew nothing of it until the work was com- 
menced. The whole thing waswrong. I thought this amendment was 
broad enough, because it says ‘‘after legal advertisement under such 
rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri to the amendment recommended 
by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. 


prevail. 





I trust that the amendment will not 
It is perfectly evident, and must be to every Senator, that a 
very large part of the expenditures under this bill are in such portions 
of the country and made under suclf conditions that it is absolutely im- 
possible that contracts could be made for all the supplies that may be 
used. If this amendment is adopted it simply ties the hands of the 
Secretary of War and the Engineer Department and turns them over to 
the mercies of a ring of contractors. 

This amendment and this provision here that all work and all ma- 
terials shall be given to the lowest 
immemorial. I have repeatedly been sought to introduce it myself 
and have always refused. I have never found any complaint of the 
manner of the Government’s doing this work except from contractors. 
They are the only people from whom any complaint has ever come. I| 
do not believe there isany scandal whatever connected with these pub- 
lic works so far as the engineers of the Army are concerned, and cer- 
tainly it will be quite as safe I believe for us to trust the expenditure 
of this money to the Secretary of the War and to the Engineer Corps as it 
will be to turn it over absolutely to men who are engaged in contract- 
ing for public works. 

It is absolutely impossible that the work can go on successfully in 
some portions of the country if this provision be enacted into law; and 
even the main part of this section which the committee have left seems 
to me should be carried still further and should provide in explicit 
terms that the Secretary of War may reject any and all bids that are 
made; otherwise, if he is compelled to accept the lowest bid it is possi- 
ble for the contractors to form a ring and make their bids precisely as 
they see fit and thus rob the Government. Such was the history of the 
Erie Canal contracts in the State of New York; such has been the his- 
tory of all contract work where the Government has not been protected 
by giving to its officers the right to reject any and all bids. 

But it is proposed to limit the amount of purchases that can be made 
to the sum of $1,000 or $500. Look at the investigations made in the 
city of New York this winter. Under the laws of the Stateall con- 
tracts with the city departments above $1,000 were to be let to the 
lowest bidder. It was discovered that nearly all, everything was di- 
vided up into jobs of $999 and given out without any contract. There 
is no guarantee in such a system. We must trust this matter to the 
honesty and integrity of the Secretary of War and the engineers in charge 
of the work. If we can not do that we certainly can not give it into 
the tender mercies of the contractors who are engaged on our public 


| 
} 
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works. It is much better to leave it as it is, and I trust the chairman 
will amend section 3 by providing that the Secretary of War shall have 
power to reject any and all bids which he deems it for the interest of 
the Government to refuse. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce to strike out the proviso to section 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was to strike out section 4, as follows: 


Sec. 4. That in case any person or corporation shall knowingly damage, in- 
jure, impair, or obstruct the navigation of any of the harbors or rivers herein 
appropriated for, by the deposit of refuse matter or otherwise, such person or 
corporation shall immediately remove the same, or, failing to do so, shall be 
liable in an action by the United States for damages in double the amount ex- 
pended by the United States for the removal of such obstructions, and that the 
depositing by any process or in any manner of refuse, dirt, materials, ashes, or 
cinders, or any other matter of any kind other than that flowing from street 
sewers and carried therefrom in a liquid state into tidal waters within the nav- 
igable waters of the harbor of New York or its adjacent and tributary waters 
whereby a deposit shall or may be created and the draught of water lessened 
or of any other deleterious substance whereby fishes useful for food are injured 
or driven away or destroyed, is hereby strictly forbidden, and every such act is 
hereby made a misdemeanor; and all persons engaged in or who authorize or 
instigate such an offense shall, upon conviction, be punishable with fine or im 
prisonment, or both, such fine to be not less than $250 nor more than $2,500, and 
the imprisonment to be not less than thirty days nor more than one year, either 
or both united, asthe judge before whom conviction is obtained shall decide 
That the licenses of any and every captain and engineer of any tugboat which 
shall engage in towing any scow or boat loaded with any such forbidden matter 
toany point of deposit or discharge within any forbidden limit shall be deemed 
a party participant in the infringement of this act, and shall, upon conviction, be 
punishable as hereinbefore provided, and shall also have each his license revoked 
or suspended for a term commensurate with the offense, to be fixed by the judge 
before whom tried and convicted. Thatin all cases of receiving on board of any 
seow or boat such forbidden matter or substances as herein described, it shall be 


| the duty of the owner or master of such scow or boat to apply for and obtain from 
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the local superintendent of the harbor appointed hereunder a permit defining 
the precise limits within which the proposed discharge of such scow or boat may 
be made; and any deviation from such dumping or discharging place specified 
in such permit shall be a misdemeanor within the meaning of this act; andthe 
master and engineer of any towboat towing such scow or boat shall be equally 
guilty of such offense with the master of the scow and liable to equal punish- 
ment. Thatthe President of the United States shall designate and appoint from 
the Corps of Engineers of the United States a suitable andijefficient officer, who 
shall be known as superintendent of the harbor of New York, whose duty it 
shall be to grant permits designating the different localities most convenient 
within which alone it shall be permissible to discharge and de posit the forbidden 
matter herein designated. Itshall also be his duty to establish a patrol to pre- 
vent and detect transgressions of this act. 


And in lieu thereof to insert the following: 


Sec. 4. That if any person shall knowingly and willfully damage or injure 
any public work constructed, or in course of construction, by or under the au- 
thority or direction of the United States, for the improvement of any river or 
harbor, or shall knowingly and willfully impair or obstruct the navigation of 
any river or harbor for the improvement of which an appropriation is made by 
this act, or shall knowingly and willfully, by any process or in any manner, dk 
posit, or cause to be deposited, or authorize, instigate, or aid in depositing any 
refuse, dirt, materials, ashes, cinders, or any substance other than that flowing 
from street sewers and carried therefrom in a liquid state, into tidal waters 
within the navigable waters of the harbor of New York, or its adjacent and 
tributary waters, whereby a deposit shall or may be created and the depth of 
water lessened, such person, on conviction thereof, shall be punished by impris- 
onment of not more than one year, or by fine not more than $2,500, or by both 
such fine and imprisonment 

No ballast, refuse, dirt, materials, ashes, or cinders, or other substance shall 
be dumped or discharged into the waters of the harbor of New York, or its 
adjacent or tributary waters, unless a permit shall be first obtained for that pul 
pose from the local superintendent of the harbor to be appointed as hereinafter 
provided, defining the precise limits within which the proposed dumping or 
discharge shall be made; and the master of any scow or other vessel from which 
any such ballast or refuse matter shall be discharged without such permit or 
without the limits defined in such permit, and the master or engineer of any 
towboat, which shall tow any such scow or veasel for the purpose of dumping 
or depositing any such ballast or refuse matter without such permit, or without 
the limits specified therein, shall be deemed guilty of a violation of this section, 
and, upon conviction, shall be punished by fine or imprisonment «as herein 
before provided, and shall also, in the discretion of the court, have each his 
license revoked or suspended for a term commensurate with the offense, to be 
fixed by the judge before whom tried and convicted. And any person or cor- 
poration placing, or causing to be placed or deposited, any refuse matter, or 
other obstructions to the navigation of any of the harbors or rivers for the im- 
provement of which appropriation is made in this act, shall be liable to the 
United States in an action brought by the United States in double the amount 
which shall have been expended by the United States for the removal of such 
obstructions, together with the costs and disbursements of the action 

The President of the United States shall designate and appoint three experi- 
enced officers of the General Government, who shall constitute a board of 
superintendence of New York Harbor. The three members shall be selected 
as follows: One shall be an officer of Army engineers, one an officer of the 
Navy, and one an officer of the Coast Survey. The board of superintendence 
shall have a permanent organization, and the President of the United States 
shall appoint other members from the same branches of the public service 
whensoever those holding office on the board shall be from any cause detached 
The board shall constantly consider the best means of preventing deposits in 
the harbor of New York and the waters adjacent thereto and of regulating 
such deposits, and shall issue the orders necessary for these objects 

The President of the United States shall designate and appoint a suitable of- 
ficer of the Army or Navy who shall carry out and enforce the orders and de- 
crees of the board of superintendence,and who shall be the superintendent 
herein named. This officer shall have personal charge and supervision under 
the said board, and shall direct the patrol-boats and other means used to detect 
and bring to punishment offenders against port rules; and the said board shall 
make an examination and survey of the harbor of New York,and make a re- 
port thereof to the Secretary of War, to be submitted to Congress at the next 
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session; and the sum of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated to carry into effect the provisions of this section. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Before the question is put I desire to 
move an amendment to the amendment. In line 43, after the word 
‘‘shall,’? I move to insert the words *‘ besides the penalties hereinbe- 
fore provided. ”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 43, after the word ‘‘shall,’’ 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ besides the penalties hereinbefore provided ;”’ 
so as to read: 

And any person or corporation placing, or causing to be placed or deposited, 
any refuse matter, or other obstructions to the navigation of any of the harbors 
or rivers for the improvement of which appropriation is made in this act, shall, 


besides the penalties hereinbefore provided, be liable to the United States in an 
action, &e. 


Mr. DOLPH. I suggest to the Senator from New York that he put 
instead of that language the words ‘‘ shall, besides being liable to the 
punishment hereinbefore provided,’’ so that there shall be no claim that 
the penalty is to be recovered in the action. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I have no objection to adopting the 
suggestion of the Senator from Oregon. I want the lawyersof the body 
to make the language perfectly plain. The amendment I submitted 
was drawn by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs]. I think 
the words are sufficient as I have proposed them. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I do not see what proper place a provision | 
of this kind has on a river and harbor bill. The definition of the 
criminal jurisdiction of the United States, it occurs to me, ought to be 
left to the Judiciary Committee. This amendment of the Committee 
on Commerce proposes to increase the criminal jurisdiction of the courts | 
of the United States beyond the boundary now fixed, as I understand. 
That is what is attempted. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I think not. It has been customary 
in these bills heretofore to provide for the punishment of any person | 
who willfully or otherwise destroys the public works of the United 
States, or obstructs in any way the navigation of any of the waters, or | 
damages any of the works being erected under the authority of the 
river and harbor bill. That is in nearly all the bills. This probably 
goes a little further. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Why the necessity for it in this? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The necessity in this case is very ap- | 
parent. The State of New York has attempted to protect the harbor of 
New York, and has found it impossible to do it because of the conflict 
of authority between the States of New York and New Jersey in regard 
to the waters, and also from the fact that the waters really are subject 
to the authority of the United States Government and not to the gov- 
ernment either of New York or New Jersey. It has found it impossi- 
ble properly to protect the harbor of New York. Fora long time we 
have been attempting to devise some legislation which would enable | 
the United States Government to properly guard and protect that great 
harbor. This is the result of much labor in that direction. It is cer- 
tainly impossible, as the Senator knows, to pass it in any other way 
than on the river and harbor bill. It is in the direct line of legisiation 
we have frequently added on this bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. It is a very remarkable provision, because | 
the laws of the United States on this subject ought to be uniform, and | 
I can not conceive of any reason why the port of New York should be | 
singled out more than other ports similarly situated. The question of | 
jurisdiction arises here. While the rivers and harbors of the United 
States may be improved by the money power of the Government, I 
can not think that the power to make individual acts criminal under 
the authority of the United States follows from that. The power to | 
regulate commerce confers upon this Government no power to create 
crimes. The harbors of the United States are for all criminal purposes 
within the jurisdiction of the respective States. In my State they have 
enacted laws on this subject providing against this very thing, making 
it criminal in any shipmaster to dump ballast into the bays and har- | 
bors of that State. Now, I say the jurisdiction must be either in the | 
one authority or in the other. It can not be in both. It will lead to | 
conflict of jurisdiction between the States and the General Govern- 
ment. 

Does it follow because an appropriation is made for the improvement 
of a river in the interior of aState to facilitate commerce that the right 
to make an individual act on that river criminal follows from any pro- | 
vision in our organic law? Acts that we are authorized to designate 
as criminal are limited under oursystem. With respect to the District | 
of Columbia and forts and arsenals of course we could do anything, 
because we have there the power of general legislation; but when you 
leave those jurisdictions you are restricted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair notifies the Senator from | 
Florida that his five minutes have expired. 

Mr. MILLER,of New York. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair notifies the Senator from | 








New York that he has once addressed the Senate on this amendment, 


and under the rule he has ne right to do so again without unanimous | 
consent. , 








Mr. DOLPH. I move to substitute for the words of the Senator from 
New York the words which I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon is not in order, the pending amendment being an amendment 
to an amendment. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Let the words be reported and per- 
haps I may accept them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words proposed will be read, if 
there be no objection. 

The SECRETARY. In lieuof the words proposed to be inserted, sub- 
stitute: 


Besides being subject to punishment as hereinbefore provided. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is just as well. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York modi- 
fies his amendment according to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Oregon. 

Mr. MORGAN. I make the point of order that this is general leg- 
islation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On which amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. The one under consideration. 

Mr.EDMUNDS. Do you mean the committee amendment or this 
phraseological amendment ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The committee amendment. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The amendment is simply changing 
the language that is already in the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. In answer to the inquiry of the Senator I will 
state that section 4 in the bill is substantially section 4 as it appears in 


| theamendment of the Senate Committee on Commerce. We merely un- 


dertook to put section 4 of the House bill in a form that we thought 
was better. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is none the less general legislation on an appro- 
priation bill. The House takes the liberty, of course, of amending the 
laws in a general way on appropriation bills, and the Senate rules 


| leave us only the opportunity of voting for or against such measures 


as we see proper. We can not amend them under the ruling frequently 
made by the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Alabama as raising the question of order upon that part of the 
amendment recommended by the committee to be inserted. 

Mr. MORGAN. As section 4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that the amend- 
ment is legislation, and is not in order as an amendment to this bill, 
and so rules. 

Mr. FRYE. The Chair understands that it is an amendment toa 
House provision contained in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that dis- 


| tinctly; but it makes no difference in the opinion of the Chair. That 


part of the amendment proposed to be inserted the Chair regards as 
legislation. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ido not understand that the river and harbor 
bill is embraced within the term ‘‘ general appropriation bill’ as it is 
understood in the application of this rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair may be in error; but the 
Chair does not quite agree with the Senator from Minnesota. The 
Chair regards it as a general appropriation bill and subject to all the 
rules applicable to general appropriation bills. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think it has never been so considered hereto- 
fore. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. Certainly if the committee had not disturbed the legislation 


| put in by the House there would have been no possibility of striking 
| it out. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from New York that that is a question which has been raised very 
often. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate upon the appeal of the Senator from New 
York? 

Mr. CONGER. Almost every paragraph in this bill is new legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. There is not anything else in the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. We should have to cut out almost the entire bill 
if this ruling were sustained. This has never been considered by the 
committee a general appropriation bill subject to the rule as to new 
legislation, as I understand. It‘is not therely to appropriate for things 
already provided for by law, but to make the law itself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If this bea general appropriation 
bill, as the Chair thinks it is, and the matter proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to be inserted in it be general legislation, as the 
Chair thinks it is, then it is clearly out of order, and the Chair so rules 
and rules it upon the ground just stated. The question is, Shall the 


| decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 


Mr. INGALLS. Upon what point, whether this is a general appro- 
priation bill, or whether this is general legislation? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
cluded. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
eral appropriation bill 


Rule XVI provides: 

All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, which shall 
be referred to the Committee on Commerce 

The exception in Kule XVI raises unmistakably by implication and 
by direct inference the declaration that this is a general appropriation 
bill. There can be, I think, no reasonable question upon that point; 
and if that be true then therecan be no furtherdispute. I think that the 
Chair is right in holding that this is general legislation and therefore 
can not be received upon this bill. 
vote to sustain the Chair 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate ? 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I desire to appeal to the Senator from 
Alabama to withdraw his point of order. He will see on looking at 
this bill that section 4 as passed by the House is in many respects im- 
perfect. It is now in the bill, and of course will remain there; and 
the section as perfected by the Senate committee will be ruled out upon 
a point of order if the Senate sustains the Chair, and the objectionable 
section, imperfect as it is, will remain in the bill. Certainly it has 
always been customary to put legislation of this kind into these bills, 
and the Senate Committee on Commerce, with great care, have perfected 
this section. If there are any inaccuracies in the section, and the Sen- 
ator will point them out, I will ask to have them corrected. I will at- 
tempt to have it put in proper shape if there is anything in it which 
meets with his objection on good grounds. If the point is maintained, 
it leaves the imperfect provisions of the House in the bill, and the House 
provides machinery which is entirely inadequate for the work to be 
done. 

I appeal to the Senator from Alabama to withdraw his point of order 
and let us perfect the section coming from the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. The right way of treating a matter of this kind 
when brought in from the House is to vote it down. We either have 
to do that or we have to submit all the time to the House prescribing 
such general legislation upon appropriation bills as they choose. We 
can not amend it here under our rules. This point has been made on 
every bill that has come up during this session of the Senate. Every 
appropriation bill that has contained general legislation we have uni- 
formly ruled out of order. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Alabamaallow me to ask 
him a question? I want a little light on this subject. If the rule 
that is ordinarily applied to an appropriation bill is applied to this 
bill, might it not be efficient to use this point of order against an ap- 
propriation ordering for instance the construction of a canal at a cer- 
tain place ? 
for its construction? Would not that be general legislation on this 
bill? And if that rule was applied would it not destroy the whole 
purpose of a river and harbor bill? 

Mr. KENNA. Or the improvement ofariver not before appropriated 
for? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Allow me to call the Senator’s atten- 
tion to the bill on page 33. There the Senate have already put in three 
pages of amendments creating in the most elaborate form a commission 
for the Missouri River, which from this time forward is to take entire 
charge of the improvements on the Missouri River, and all moneys ap- 
propriated to the Missouri River are hereafter to be expended under 
the direction of this commission. That is an elaborate law, as much 
so as the creation of the Mississippi River Commission. That might 
have been objected to on a pointof order if weare tostand on the rules. 

I am appealing to the Senator to withdraw the point of order and at- 
tempting to show the necessity of doing so; otherwise this bill may be 
entirely destroyed because the point of order may be made on the Mis- 
souri Commission when we come to it in the Senate. Certainly it can 
be if a separate vote is had in the Senate, and the point is made. There 
is much general legislation in this bill; in fact, if the general legislation 
was taken out of it on points of order it would become absolutely worth- 
less, the Department could not go on and perform this work intelli- 
gently or thoroughly. If the Senator will look at page 33, for nearly 
three pages there he will find an elaborate law establishing the Mis- 
souri River Commission, and that was not objected to. Now when we 
come to the harbor of New York, it is thrown out on a point of order. 
I hope the Senator will withdraw the point. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
ment that is not in order on this bill, and I have merely suggested it 
to the Chair that that duty may be performed. If the States of New 
York and New Jersey had sent down a request to the Congress of the 
United States to do the legislation for them that they are perfectly 
competent to do for themselves, I should not have insisted upon the 
point of order; but I believe we are transgressing a jurisdiction that 
we ought not to invade when we are passing this amendment, and I 
think the House did the same thing when it sent up the section here. 


| 


Should not the law requiring it contain an appropriation | 


It is the duty of the Chair not to receive an amend- | 


| 


The Chair thinks both points are in- | 


The Chair is clearly right about this being a gen- | 


| on a separate bill. 
I shall therefore be compelled to | United States has the right to take any such jurisdiction in one of the 
| harbors of our States. 
The question is, Shall the decision of | 











I do not care to go back through this bill and ascertain how many 
points in it have violated the rules of the Senate. Itis not forme todo 
so; but I think it is a plain answer to the question about the commis- 
sion for the Missouri River to say that that is a mere regulation of the 
expenditure of the money we appropriate here. We are not appropri- 
ating in this section for the purpose of cleaning out the harbor of New 
York in the manner provided for in this new amendment; we are merely 
making prohibitory criminal legislation against certain acts to be done 
there, and conferring new jurisdiction on the courtsof the United States 
in reference to that particular harbor, which I think is improper to be 
done in an appropriation bill. I should vote against it if it was put 
I will never concede that the Government of the 


I therefore insist on my point of order. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. If the Senator will look at the close 
of the amendment of the committee he will find that it appropriates 
money for the purposes of the section, and also for a survey of the har- 
bor, and it is certainly customary to put surveys in this bill. This 
section contains an appropriation of $30,000 for carrying on the work 
and having new surveys. It provides for the protection of the harbor 
of New York and making new surveys. It is very important that it 
should be enacted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, *‘ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate ?’’ on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. KENNA. Iam paired on all questions with the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM]. My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] is paired with 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 15; as follows: 


at, 
YEAS—27. 


Bayard, Frye, Hawley, Platt, 
Beck, George, Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Gibson, Jones of Florida, Vance, 
Butler, Groome, Maxey, Walker, 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Mitchell, Williams, 
Colquitt, Harris, Morgan, Wilson. 
Edmunds, Harrison, Pike, 
NAYS—15. 

Call, Dolph, Manderson, Plumb, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Coke, Lapham, Miller of N. Y., Sewell. 
Conger, McMillan, Palmer, 

ABSENT—A. 
Aldrich, Fair, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Farley, Lamar, Sabin, 
Anthony, Garland, Logan, Sherman, 
Blair, Hale, McPherson, Slater, 
Bowen, Hill, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Hoar, Morrill, Vest, 
Cockrell, Jackson, Pendleton, Voorhees. 
Cullom, Jonas, Pugh, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The amendment of the committee consisted of 
two parts, the striking out of section 4 in the bill as it came from the 
House, and the insertion of new matter, which has been ruled out of 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Section 4 stands on the recommenda- 
tion of the committee that it be stricken out. Thatis the condition of 
the question. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The question now before the Senate is on con- 
curring in the recommendation of the committee to strike out sec- 
tion 4. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On agreeing to the recommendation 
of the Committee on Commerce to strike out section 4 of the House 
bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senate will strike out the section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is quite obvious that we shall not be able to get 
through with this bill to-night, and if it be agreeable to the Senator 
from Minnesota I shall move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I think if the Senate will remain in session a 
short time we can get through with the committee amendments to the 
bill anyhow. We are through with the appropriations proper, and the 
next section refers merely to the surveys. I presume there will be no 
objection raised to them. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand the Committee on Appropriations have 
nothing for the Senate to-morrow, and we shall have the day for this 
bill. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, to strike out section 6, in the following 
words: 

Sec. 6. That such parts of the money appropriated by this or any previous or 


| subsequent act for any particular improvement, whether requiring locks, dams, 
| abutments, or other structures as may be necessary in the prosecution of such 


improvement, may be expended in the purchase, voluntary or by condemna- 
tion, as the case may be, of necessary sites: Provided, That such expenditure 
shall be under the direction of the Secretary of War: And provided further, That 
if the owners of such lands shall refuse to sell them at reasonable prices, then 
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the prices to be paid shal! be determined and the title and jurisdiction procured 
in the manner prescribed by the laws of the State in which such lands or sites 
are situated. 


The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 44 of section 
[12] 8. 


Mr. LOGAN. I desire to offer an amendment to come in after the word 
The amendment was agreed to. ‘‘river.’’ in line 44: 
The t amendment was to strike out section 8, in the following ~~ See 
= —_ Also to make survey of proposed ship-canal from Calumet River to Lake 
words: Calumet. 
Sec. 8. That the provisions of section 3692 of the United States Revised Stat- | : . . r , ae 
utes, regarding the proceeds of the sale of public property, shall apply to the Mr. McMILLAN. I suppose that will be in order after the commit - 
sale of any public property pertaining to river and harbor improvements. tee amendments are concluded. There will be no objection to it then 
The amendment was agreed to. Mr. MILLER, of New York. It may as well go in now. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 9, in the following Several SENATORS. Let it go in now. . 
words: Mr. LOGAN. I have been watching for some time for an opportunity 
Sec. 9. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to prescribe such rules to offer it. There can not be any objection to it. ; 
and regulations in negpest to the use and administration of the public works of Mr. McMILLAN. I make no objection to it. If the Senator wants 
the United — er a es eeu _ neneen of the pot eee it inserted now I shall not object. 
harbors, and canals as in his judgment the public interest may require; which Th. DPF! aoe SEO UET ED me aed m a 
rules and regulations shall be posted in some eonspicuous place for the informa- “ he : I RES| DING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). 1s there 
tion of the public. Any person violating such rules and regulations shail be objection ? 
liable to a fine not — ing ar ae ———e - oe Mr. LOGAN. I understand there is no objection to it. 
1 tro in oflene may have been committed es whew territorial | The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be entertained now if there 


be no objection. 


The amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out section 10, in the following 


1 The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the following 
cases : = Se item in line 51 of section [12] 8: 

Sec. 10. That any person, unless duly authorized by the Secretary of War, Sawnashoen ater anihduves 
who shall make or assist in making a cut-off at any neck or bend in any river | "™*W Peete PENSE SRE eves. 
oa . the — eee “ who nae naeeeante Seles any —e Mr. CONGER. In line 51 the word ‘‘devee’’ should be “‘ levee.’ 
public works appropriated for in this act, or interfere with the construction The PRPFS es PIORPD That o nates = cs - . 
thereof, or who shall dump or deposit ashes or cinders, or other refuse matter The I RESI DI N¢ r ( yE FICER. That « OFT ction will be made. i 
tending to obstruct navigation, from any vessel, intoany portion of Providence | rhe reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


River above Nayatt Point, shali be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and may | (‘9mmittee on Commerce was. under the head of ‘‘ Kentucky.”’ in line 
be tried for such offense before the district court of the United States for the dis- | ~~ » |: ort a a Scat ek ae oe iien’ va" : 
trict wherein such offense may be committed; and, if found guilty, he shall be | // Of Section [12] 8, after the word rivers, ’ to insert and the Cum- 
liable to a fine not exceeding $1,000, or to imprisonment for not more than two | berland River above the mouth of the Jellico;’’ soas to make the clause 
years, or both fine and imprisonment as aforesaid, for each offense. read: 


The amendment was agreed to. | The Secretary of War is hereby directed to report to Congress at its next ses- 
The next amendment was to strike out section 11, in the following sion, or sooner if practicable, the condition of Green and Barren Rivers, and the 
Cumberland River above the mouth of the Jellico, in Kentucky, and the provis- 
words: ions and estimate of cost necessary to relieve the same from incumbrance, with 
Src. 11. That any bridge or other structure that may hereafter be erected over | & view to such legislation as will render the same free to commerce at the earli- 
or in any river or harborof the United States for which appropriation has herein | est practicable period. 
been made shall be subject, for the security and convenience of navigation, to ine « . — ., 
such regulations as the Boussteny of War shall prescribe; and to geeue this ob- The amendment was agreed to. he 7 co) : = 
ject the party desiring to construct such bridge or structure shall submit to the | ©The next amendment was, under the head of *‘ Maine,”’ in line 93 of 
Secretary of War drawings and descriptions of the proposed work, which must | section [12] 8, after ‘‘Saco,’’ to strike out *‘ Harbor’’ and insert 
be approved by the Secretary of War before any such bridge or structure can | «< River: ’’ so as to read: 
be constructed. Should any bridge or other structure erected under this au- P ee ee — 


thority be found to obstruct the free and convenient navigation of said river or Saco River . 
— it shall » subject to modification or removal, by direction of the Secre- The amendment was agreed to. 
tary of War, at the expense of the owners thereof, and to the revocation of such i ctetal, £ gee ay ee eee 912 i BR 
authority by act of Congress, if the public good shall so require. The next _—— ndment vee line a of section [12] - before om 
The : i oe 1 word ‘‘Island,”’ to strike out ‘‘ Wood’s’’ and insert ‘‘ Wood;’’ so as to 
t e amendment was agreed to. ie venals 
The next amendment was to insert as section 7: y ae 
Sec. 7. That whenever the Secretary of War shall have good reason to believe : oy ee 
that any railroad or other bridge now or hereafter to be constructed over any The amendment was agreed to. 5 i ; 
of the navigable waters of the United States, under authority of the United The next amendment was, after line 99 of section [12] 8, under the 
States or of any State or Territory, isan obstruction to the free navigation of | head of ‘‘ Maryland,’’ to insért: 
such waters, by reason of difficulty in passing the draw-opening or the raft-span | . . ie sit 
of said bridge, by rafts, steamboats, or other water craft, it shall be the duty of | 588safras River, above Georgetown. E P ; 
the said Secretary, on satisfactory proof thereof, to require the company or per- Harbor at Easton I oint, commencing at a point on Third Haven River where 
sons owning, controlling, or operating said bridge to cause such aids to the pas- | the Government work on the channel of said river was recently suspended. 


sage of said draw-opening or of said raft-span, or of both said draw-opening and Pocomoke River and Sound. 
raft-span, > we re placed, and maintained, at their own cost andex- | The amendment was agreed to. 

pense, in the form of booms, dikes, piers, or other suitable and proper structures Tha ‘ “ ade aes ’ 4 P66 * hic > aftor 
for the guiding of said rafts, Senmibente, and other water craft ae through ; Che ma x = nedme ot was, under the head of Michigan,” after 
said opening or span, or both said opening or span,as shall be specified in his | line 116 0f section [12] 8, to ineert: 

order in that behvlf; and on failure of the company or persons aforesaid to The State of Michigan having tendered to the United States the balance of 
make and establish such additional structures within a reasonable time, said “ 


: ‘ ' | tolls received by the State before the surrender of the Saint Mary’s Falls Ship- 

Secretary shall proceed to cause the same to be built or made at the expense of | (anal. to aid in constructing a dry-dock atthe canal, such balance being about 

the United States, and shall refer the matter without delay to the Attorney- $60,000, the Secretary of War is directed to cause plans, estimates, and speciti- 

General of the United Stetes, whose duty it shall be to institute, in the name of | cations for such dry-dock, above the locks, and also to report whether the old 

the t nited States, proceedings in any circuit or district court of the United States | jocks can be used for a dry-dock, and the cost of fitting the same for that pur- 

in which such bridge, or any part thereof, is located, for the recovery of the cost pose. 7 F 

thereof; and all moneys accruing from such proceedings shall be covered into = 

the Treasury of the United States: Provided, That no greater sum than $15,000 The amendment was agreed to. 

shall be required to be expended upon any one bridge in a single year: Pro- The next amendment was, after line 132 of section [12] 8, to in- 

vided further, That such sum of money as may be necessary to execute the pro- | . rt: 

visions of this act is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of | ° _— 

the United States nui otherwise appropriated, to be paid on the requisition of Saint Clair River: Examination and survey of the right bank from Lake Hu- 

the Secretary of War. | ron to Lake Saint Clair, to ascertain whether the erosion and wearing away of 
r said bank is injuring the navigation of Saint Clair River and Saint Clair Flats 
The amendment was agreed to. 


. " : Se Canal by shoaling the channel and obstructing navigation therein, and to re- 
rhe next amendment was in section [12] 8, providing for ‘‘exam- | port estimates of expense for preventing such injury. 


ination or surveys or both,’’ under the head of *‘ California,’’ after line The amendment was agreed to. 

18, to insert: | The next amendment was, after line 139 of section [12] 8, to in- 
Napa River, from the mouth thereof to Napa City sert: 
The amendment was agreed to. For a further and more complete survey for a breakwater at or near Cross 
The next amendment under the head of ‘‘ Florida.”’ in line 29 of Village, in Michigan, in the west part of the Straits of Mackinaw, with a view 

: ° ; 4 < : Fe at making a harbor of refuge at Cross Village, Mich. 
section [12] 8, after the word “‘ outer’’ to insert ‘‘and inner;’’ so as 


to read: The amendment was agreed to. 
2 The nextamendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Minnesota,”’ after lit 
Outer and inner bar at the entrance of Pensacola Harbor; Anclote Harbor ; 145 of a r12 . as, - er the head 0 linnesota, t 
Clearwater Harbor. 5 of section [12] 8, to insert: 
The amendment was agreed to. Minnesota, and Minnesota and Wisconsin, Saint Louis Bay, and Saint Lou! 


The next amendment was, after line 31 of section [12] 8, under the first falls, Big Stone I cage Bae ype mg: omeelgens $4 — oasuaies teas 
wae of Florida, to insert: j Mr. McMILLAN. There are two items there. Let a period be in 
iene Harbor. | serted after the word ** falls,’’ in line 148, in place of the comma and 
Amelia and Wacissa Rivers. | the initial letter of that word be a capital. 
Hermosassa Bay. | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction will be made 
Jupiter Inlet, on the Atlantic coast. Mr. McMILLAN. Then the rest of the amendment beginning ‘* Big 
The amendment was agreed to. 


| Stone Lake’’ should be a separate item. 
XV—363 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change will be made. 
tion is on the amendment of the committee as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 


Thegues- 


The next amendment of the 


Committee on Commerce was, under the head of ‘‘ Mississippi,’’ after | 


line 158 of section [12] &, to insert: 
Cassidy's Bayou. 
Yazoo Pass, to determine the cost of a lock at that place. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The nextamendment was, under ‘‘ Missouri,’’ after line 163 of section 
[12] &, to insert: 


Nish-na-botna River, with a view to increasing the depth of channel in the | 


Missouri River 

The amendment ‘was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under ‘‘ New Hampshire,’’ in line 167 of 
section [12] 8, after the word ‘‘ wharf,’’ to strike out ‘‘including Lit- 
tle Harbor;’’ so as to read: 

Harbor at Portsmouth, from the sea to the wharf. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 168 of section [12] 8, to insert: 


Little Harbor at Portsmouth, with a view to its improvement asa harbor of | 


refuge 

Winnipiseogee Lake, at a point called ‘‘ The Weirs.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire how it is possible that Lake 
Winnipiseogee can be a national work? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is certainly quite unable 
to inform the Senator. Does the Senator rise to a point of order on 
this amendment ? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed, and continued to the end of | 


line 176. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask to correct a clerical error: 
176, should be ‘‘Corson;’’ so as to read: 

Corson Sound and Townsend Inlet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, after line 209 of section [12] 8, to insert: 
OREGON. 

Bar at the mouth of the entrance to Nehalim Bay and River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 212 of section [12] 8, to insert: 
PENNSYLVANIA, 


** Carsons,’’ 


West Branch of the Susquehanna River, between Salt Lick and Buttermilk | 


Falls, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 248 of section [12] 8, to insert: 
WISOONSIN. 
Ashland Harbor, in Ashland Bay, Lake Superior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was under the head of ‘‘ Washington Terri- | 


tory,’’ after line 259, of section [12] 8, to insert: 

Lewis River 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas unable to go before the committee within the 
last few days before they reported this bill, and I have two or three 
slight amendments which the committee have escaped. 
the members of the committee, I believe, but one. 
ment is in section 1, line 333, to strike out ‘‘sixteen thousand ”’ and 
insert ‘‘twenty-six thousand five hundred.’’ The Taunton River is a 
narrow channel, and the whole work has been done except at one point; 
$26,500 will complete the work. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I move also, in line 332, 
and insert ‘‘completing.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the question on 
the whole amendment in that form. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. In section 1, line 39, I move to strike out 
insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to read: 


The question is on the amendment 


to strike out ‘‘ continuing’’ 


five’’ and 


Improving harbor at Wareham, Mass«.: Continuing improvement, $10,000 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HOAR. 
and insert 


Then, in section 1, line 27, 
‘‘*ten;’’ so as to read: 
Improving harbor at Nantucket, Mass. 


I move to strike out ‘* five’’ 


: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KENNA. On page 18, after line 430 of section 1, I move to in- 
serl—— 

Mr. HARRISON. If we have got through with the committee amend- 
ments I move that the Senate adjourn. 


Mr. KENNA. I hope the Senator will allow this amendment to be 
offered. 


in line | 


I have seen all | 
The first amend- | 


Mr. HARRISON. I thought the understanding with the chairman 
was that we should go through with the committee amendments to- 
night. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Chair understood that the amend- 
ments submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts came from the 
committee. 


Mr. HARRISON. They did not, I understand. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from West Virginia offers 
an amendment which will be reported. 


The Cuter CLERK. After line 430 of section 1 it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


For continuing the improvement of Little Kanawha River, West Virginia, 
the sum of $31,000 appropriated by the act of August 2, 1882, is made availab) 


Mr. KENNA. I hope there will be no objection to this amend- 


| ment. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator state the amendment ? 
Mr. KENNA. The amendment makes available the sum of $31,000, 


appropriated by the act of 1882 for the completion of the Little Ka- 
| nawha Riverimprovement. There was acondition attached to the ap- 
| propriation in the House which was stricken out in the Senate. In 
conference the condition was restored. The money is appropriated but 
| not available, because of the condition. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That was in the former bill. 

Mr. KENNA. In the former bill. This makes no addition to the 
appropriation, and I hope the committee will make no objection to it 
| Mr. RANSOM, It is simply asking the Senate to do what it did 
two years ago. 

Mr. KENNA. Assuming that the Senate take the same position in 
regard to it that it took before. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment remain until to-morrow 
morning and be the pending question. 

Mr. KENNA. I have no disposition to press it unduly; but it be- 
| ing before the Senate I hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator proposes to make an addition to that 
amendment which has not been read. 

Mr. KENNA. There is nothing in the amendment except simply a 
provision that the amount heretofore appropriated shall be available. 

Mr. CONGER. But the addition. 

Mr. KENNA. The condition is in the law now, and unless the 
amendment be adopted without the condition the money will not be 
| available to complete the work. I say to the Senate that the sum of 
$79,000 has heretofore been appropriated, made available, and expended 
in the prosecution of thiswork. That amountis entirely wasted unless 
the sum necessary to complete the work be made available. This 
| amendment has the effect of making that sum available which has been 
heretofore appropriated. 
| 
| 
| 





Mr. HARRISON. I insist on my motion to adjourn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had not heard the motion 
Mr. CONGER. Is there a right to take toll over a part of the work ? 
Mr. KENNA. There is no control by anybody over that part of the 
river for which the appropriation was made. 
|} Mr. HARRISON. I believe 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was not aware that the 
| Senator from Indiana had made a motion to adjourn. 
| Mr. HARRISON. I think, as the committee do not quite under- 
| stand this, it had better go over and be considered in the morning. 
| Mr. KENNA. I hope the Senator will allow this matter to be dis- 
| posed of. 
Mr. HARRISON, Evidently it is not understood just what the con- 
dition is. The Senator will have no trouble with his amendment in 
the morning. I move that the Senate adjourn. 





ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the motion to adjourn the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill ( H 
| R. 7162) to forfeit the unearned lands granted to the Atlantic and Pa- 
| cific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad and tel- 
| egraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacifi: 
| Coast, and to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes 
The Senator from Indiana moves that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned 


RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 50, 1884. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
JoHN 8. LINDSAY. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


BUREAU OF LABOR. 
| ‘The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
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panying documents, referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed: ; 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 28, 1884. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of the Interior, call- 
ing attention to certain omissions, &c., in the act (House bill 1340) entitled “An 
act to establish a Bureau of Labor,” and invite the attention of the Congress to 


oa CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


MEMORIAL OF NEW YORK MARINE UNDERWRITERS. 


The Speaker laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting memorial of George W. Brown, special agent of 
the marine underwriters of New York, with accompanying petitions, 
for the amendment of sections 5365 and 5366 of the Revised Statutes, 
restricting the application of the death penalty to certain cases; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PoLAND, until Tuesday next, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To-Mr. WORTHINGTON, for one week. 

To Mr. BLAND, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. SHAW, indefinitely. 

ROSA VERTNER JEFFREY. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I believe the House will bear me 
out in the assertion that in ten years’ service here I have not often 
asked its indulgence. I now desire to ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2185) for the relief of 
Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and put the same upon its passage. I want to 
state that I make this request by the unanimous authority of the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] being 
the subcommittee having the bill in charge. It is a short bill, and I 
ask that it be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the claim of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and the legatees of 
Claude M. Johnson for the proceeds of value of eight hundred and twenty bales 
of cotton alleged to have been appropriated by and to the use of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, with jurisdic- 
tion to hear and determine the same; and if it shall appear to the satisfaction of 
the said court that the said cotton, or any part thereof, wasactually and lawfully 
seized and removed by the authorized agents of the United States, and not re- 
stored, nor the proceeds thereof paid to the owners, the court shall enter judg- 
ment for the reasonable value of said cotton, not exceeding the net proceeds of 
cotton taken at or about the same time in the same locality : Provided, That it 


shall also appear to the said court that the owners of the said cotton were in fact 
loyal to the Government of the United States during the late war. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask that the amendment proposed by the 
committee be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in lines ll and 12 the words ‘‘and not restored, nor the proceeds 
thereof paid to the owners,” and insert ‘‘ and the proceeds thereof received by 
the authorized agents of the United States.”’ Also, afterthe word “locality,” in 
the sixteenth line, insert “‘ which judgment shall be payable from the net pro- 
ceeds actually in the Treasury of cotton received by Treasury agents at Vicks- 
burg against which no valid claims exist.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 


Mr. HOLMAN. I see no objection to the reference to the Court of | ing out the following words: ‘‘ and not restored nor the proceeds thereof 


Claims under the Bowman bill. But the object here seems to be quite | 


different from the mere reference under the general law. I do not un- 
derstand from the reading of the bill the motive for this form of refer- 
ence, and should like to hear an explanation from the gentleman in 
charge of it. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. _I will state—and it will take buta moment—if 


the gentleman from Indiana and the House will notice, the committee 
has put a proviso in the shape of a limitation upon the bill that seems 
to my mind to go even further than the general bill to which the gen- 
tleman has referred, because it is expressly stated on the part of the 
committee reporting this measure that if the Court of Claims find any- 
thing due itshall only be paid out of the net proceeds of cotton received 
at that one point against which no valid claims exist against the Treas- 
ury Department. It will be seen then that this bill is restricted in its ef- 
fect so far as the fund applicable to its payment is concerned. The com- 
mittee as a whole agreed to this, and the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
ROWELL], being the subcommittee in charge, in order to make pro- 
vision for a definite settlement and a specific payment of the claim, not 
from any general fund but only from the net proceeds arising from tlie 
cotton in this one particular locality against which there exists no 
claim at present in the Treasury Department, proposes the amendment 
which fixes the limitation. I think the House will see that this is an 
express limitation, which does not apply under the general law. But 
the committee as a whole reported this, and of course I shall be content 
with it in its present form. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The difference is that the judgment in this case | 


seems to be made special, and would follow the cotton wherever it had 
gone; yet under the Bowman bill the finding of the court is to be sim- 
ply certified back to Congress fer an appropriation. | did not hear the 
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first portion of the bill read, and ask that the bill and amendments be 
again reported. 

The bill and amendments were again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In this case now it is evident that the judgment, 
whatever it may be, is to be paid out of the proceeds of cotton received 
at a certain place. Under that language it would seem that the judg- 
ment if not satisfied by the cotton found at that point would be good 
against any other cotton held by the Government received at any other 
point. Suppose there is not enough cotton at that point to meet the 
judgment. Would it not stand as a judgment unsatisfied against the 
Government ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Ido not so understand it. My information 
from the Treasury Department is that there were but five hundred 
bales of cotton received by the Treasury agents at that point; against 
that how much of valid claims exist I do not know; but the residue of 
it, if any, is to be applied solely to the settlement of this judgment. 
I do not understand that there will be any judgment remaining against 
the Government for the unpaid portion of the claim if this is not ad- 
equate. I do not think the bill itself would support that construction. 
Certainly that is not the understanding. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the bill itself give an improper advantage 
to this claimant over the other claims for cotton seized:at some other 
place? It is impossible, of course, to trace the cotton which may have 
been seized at that point and shipped to other points where it was sold. 
Now it would seem, under the circumstances, that this would give un- 
due advantages to this claimant in that respect, and that the residue 
of the unpaid claim arising from the cotton on hand from that point 
and actually received by the Treasury would follow as a judgment 
against the United States. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I wish to stand committed on the recordsof this 
Congress upon this construction: that the residue unpaid, if any, after 
the judgment of the Court of Claims has been rendered, will not be con- 
strued as a judgment against the Government at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As the bill comes from the Committee on Ways and 
Means, as I understood unanimously, with that condition, I shall not 
make objection to it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It comes frem the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should like to have a statement of the chairman 
of the committee, who I see is present. 

Mr. GEDDES. I can add but little to what has been said by the 
gentleman from Kentucky. Thissamendment suggested by him was 
submitted to me and to other members of the committee, and I be- 
lieve was generally satisfactory. It was supposed that it would be 
paid out of this specific fund and none other; but if that fund prove 
insufficient, in my judgment there would be no remaining claim 
against the United States for any unpaid portion. If it is liable to 
any other construction it would not have met my approval, nor do I 
believe it would have met the approval of the committee. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Lam pertectly willing—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from Ohio thinks the bill with 
| that limitation is a proper one 

Mr.GEDDES. It made that impression on my mind. I am still 
satistied with it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not wish to consume the time of the House, 
| and if that provision be incorporated upon the bill I will not object. 
The SPEAKER. The committee propose an amendment by strik- 














paid to the owners,’’ and in lieu thereof inserting ‘“‘ and the proceeds 
thereof received by the authorized agents of the United States.”’ 

The bill as sent to the desk by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN | strikes out the words which the committee have pro- 
| posed to insert. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I want it with the limitation that the commit- 
tee have put in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Then this is a mistake. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr.STORM. Iam a member of the Committee on War Claims, and 
I wish to say in my own behalf that I have no recollection that that 
amendment was ever submitted tome. Ido not want therefore to goon 
the record as having indorsed any violation of the principle underlying 
| the Bowman bill, that the judgment of the Court of Claims must al- 
ways come back to the committee for action and the money must be ap- 
propriated by Congress to pay that judgment. I have no objection in 


this case, if it is so provided in the bill, that if the specific fund out of 


| which the judgment is to be paid is not sufficient there shall be no lien 
against the Government. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. To that.I am perfectly willing to agree. 
| TheSPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman’s amend- 
ment as soon as the pending amendment of the committee before the 
House is disposed of. 
| Mr. RANDALL. Let there also be an amendment providing that it 
| shall come under the provisions of the Bowman bill. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Committee on War Claims are willing the 
bill should pass with this special limitation. Iam willing to accept 
the suggestion which has been made on the part of the gentleman from 
| Penusylvania, that it shall be further amended so there shall be no 
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judgment against the Government because of any deficit in this special 
fund. 

Mr. RANDALL 
the Bowman bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows 

Insert before the word “ provided " the following 

“Which judgment shal! be payable from the net proceeds actually in the 


Treasury of cotton received by the Treasury agents at Vicksburg against which 
no valid claim exists. 


3ut that does not bring it under the principles of 


The amendment of the committee will again be 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. STORM. I now move to insert at the end of the bill the fol- 
lowing: 


Provided, The sum paid out of said specific fund shall be in full satisfaction of 
said judgment 


The amendment was adopted. 


mn . | 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | 


passed 
Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM 


THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced | 


the passage of a bill (H. R. 7225) making appropriations to supply de- 


ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 
and for prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting 


officers of the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June | 


14, 1878, heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other 
purposes, with amendments, in which concurrence was requested. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. RANDALL. lLask by unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table the message just received from the Senate. 

There was no objection, and the bill (H. R. 7235) making appropri- 
ations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1884, and for prior years, and for those certified as 
due by the accounting officers of the Treasury in accordance with sec- 
tion 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid from permanent ap- 
propriations, and for other purposes, with the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, was taken from the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. RANDALL. There are two hundred and twenty-odd amend- 
ments to that bill inserted by the action of the Senate. I have the 
consent of a majority of the Committee on Appropriations to ask the 
Senate amendments be printed and numbered, and further to move 
non-concurrence in those Senate amendments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How much do they add to the total of the 
bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. Over $1,000,000. 

Mr. RANDALL’S motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. For the purpose of shortening the controversy be- 
tween the two Houses I ask the usual course be departed from, and that 


a committee of conference be requested on the disagreeing votes of the | 


two Houses. 

The SPEAKER. 
there be no objection it will be agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER appointed as managers of said conference on the part 
of the House, Mr. RANDALL, Mr. BURNEs, and Mr. CANNON in the 
absence of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINs]. 

Some time subsequently, 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. CALKINS in the 
place of Mr. CANNON, declined, as one of the conferees on the part of 
the House. 

AMERICAN-SPANISH COMMISSION. 


On motion of Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropria- 


tions, that committee was discharged from the further consideration of | 


the message from the President of the United States transmitting a 

communication from the Secretary of State recommending an appro- 

priation for the various umpires in the late American-Spanish Commis- 

sion; and the same was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
TOBACCO DESTROYED BY FLOOD IN OHIO RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropria- 


tions, by unanimous consent, that committee was discharged from the | 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5855) authorizing the Secretary | 


of the Treasury to ascertain the value of revenuestampsafflixed to man- 
ufactured tobacco destroyed by reason of flood in the Ohio River, and 
making an apppropriation to pay the holders thereof; and the same was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

OZETTE INDIANS. 


On motion of Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, by unanimous consent, that committee was discharged from the 
further consideration of the message from the President of the United 


That is entirely regular and parliamentary, and if 
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States transmitting a communication from the Secretary of State recom- 


| mending an appropriation for rewarding the services of the Ozette In- 
| dians in rescuing and caring for the crew of the American steamer 


| Umatilla; and the same was referred to the Committee on Indian At- 
fairs. 


ABANDONED AND USELESS MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. MAGINNIS, by unanimous consent, the Hous: 
took from the Speaker’s table a message from the Senate asking for a 


conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (s 


1581) to provide for the disposal of abandoned and useless military res- 
ervations. 
Mr. MAGINNIS. I move the request of the Senate be agreed to 
The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as managers 


| of said conference on the part of the House Mr. ROsEcRANs, Mr. Mor- 





| GAN, and Mr. STEELE. 


PORTS OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent to report at thistime from 
the Committee on Ways and Means for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 6750) with amendments. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


| A bill (H. R. 6750) to amend paragraph 7 of section 2527 of the Revised Stat 


utes. 

Be it enacted, &c., That paragraph 7 of section 2527 of the Revised Statutes be 
and hereby is,amended by adding after the word * Provincetown" the word 
“ Dennis.” 

The following amendments were recommended by the Committee on 
Ways and Means: 

In line 5 change *“‘ word" to “ words.” 

In line 6, after the word “ Dennis,’ add the word “ Bourne.” 


Mr. WELLER. I would like thegentleman from New York to state 
the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is impossible to understand the effect of this 
unless the section of the Revised Statutes be read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The bill with the amendment of the committee 
simply makes two other ports of delivery in a collection district. It 
involves no expense to anybody. It does not increase the expense at 
all. The matter was considered by the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and they report it favorably. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have just passed a law, so far as the action otf 
the House is concerned, to reduce the number of collection districts. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It does not affect the collection districts at all. 

Mr. RANDALL. Are they ports of delivery or ports of entry ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ports of delivery. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration ot 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT SAINT PAUL. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Irise to make a privileged report. 
the desk the report of a committee of conference. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (S. 2243) to authorize foot and carriage or railroad bridges across the 
Mississippi River at Saint Paul, in the State of Minnesota, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and de recommend to their re 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered 
1, 2, 4,5, 6,7, and 8. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 3, with 
amendments as follows: 

In the first line strike out the word “ rafts.” 

In the second and fifth lines strike out “water crafts” 
craft.” 

Also, strike out the words “ costs and damages of the common council of the 
city of Saint Paul, in the State of Minnesota,’’ and insert in lieu thereof‘ ex- 
pense of the city of Saint Paul, or of the persons or corporation constructing 
owning, or operating said bridge ;’' and that the House agree to the same. 

W. D. WASHBURN, 

L. H. WELLER. 

S. R. PETERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

8. J. R. McMILLAN, 

G. G. VEST, 

0. D. CONGER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that there is no statement 
accompanying the report. If the point is not insisted on the Chair will 
submit the question on agreeing to the report. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and alsomoved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


I send to 


and insert *‘ water 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DUNN. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. MATSON addressed the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. If there be no | 


objection, the Chair will state there are a number of House bills grant- 
ing pensions with Senate amendments upon the Speaker 8 table. If 
there be no objection those bills will be taken up for consideration at 
this time. 

Mr. DUNN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of States and Terri- 
tories for the introduction and reference of bills and joint resolutions. 
On this call resolutions of inquiry addressed to heads of Departments 
are in order, and also resolutions and memorials of State and Territo- 
rial Legislatures for reference only. re 2 : 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the call of States and Territories be dis- 
pensed with. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] asks unan- 
imous consent that the call of States and Territories for the introduction 
of bills and joint resolutions be dispensed with. 

Mr. BAGLEY. I object. 


ANNIE DILLER. 
Mr. MORRISON (by Mr. Mouton) introduced a bill (H. R. 7441) 


for the relief of Annie Diller; which was read a first and second time, | 





referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be | 


printed. 
ANDREW ACKERMAN. 

Mr. MORRISON (by Mr. MouLTon) also introduced a bill (H. R. 
7442) for the relief of Andrew Ackerman, late private Company D, First 
Missouri Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

: PETER LOCK. 
Mr. WARD introduced a bill (H. R. 7443) granting a pension to Peter 
Lock; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
| tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
SEAL FOR UNITED STATES PENSION OFFICE. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 7444) authoriz- 


ing a seal for the United States Pension Office, and for other purposes; | 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
t JAMES AGNEW. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER introduced a bill (H. R. 7445) for the relief of 
James Agnew; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. MANNINGTON. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed and requested the concurrence of 
the House in a bill of the following title: 

A bill (S. 2352) to continue the public printing. 


FRANCIS MARION HALE. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 7451) for the relief of 
Francis Marion Hale, late private Company G, Second California Vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DERELICT COTTON. 
Mr. MORSE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7452) conferring 


| jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims in certain cases involving the 


title to proceeds of derelict cotton picked up on the high seas; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN WINCHELL. 
Mr. MAYBURY introduced a bill (H. R. 7453) to grant arrears of 


| pension to John Winchell, of Detroit, Mich.; which was read a first 


and second time, referred to the Select Committee on the Payment of 


| Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND LAWS. 


Mr. MAYBURY introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 280) directing 
the Committees on Public Lands of the House and Senate to jointly in- 


vestigate the operations of the homestead, pre-emption, and other laws in 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER also introduced a bill (H. R. 7446) for the | 


. relief of John W. Mannington; which was read a first and second time, | 


; referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
LEBERT TONEY. 
Mr. WELLER introduced a bill (H. R. 7447) granting a pension to 
Lebert Toney; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
. Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


ROBERT M. FORSYTHE. 

Mr. PETERS introduced a bill (H. R. 7448) to increase the pension 
of Robert M. Forsythe; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

S. J. READ. 
1 Mr. HALSELL introduced a bill (H. R. 7449) for the benefit of S. J. 


Read; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- | 


tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
NEW ORLEANS, BATON ROUGE AND VICKSBURG RAILROAD. 
Mr. LEWIS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 278) directiny the 


| 


encouraging settlements on the public lands by emigrants, and reporting 
such amendments to the iaws as will more effectually aid in the accom- 
plishment of their beneficent purpose; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. MAYBURY also introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 281) di- 
recting the Secretary of the Treasury to suspend action in the matter of 
erecting public buildings in all cases where bills have been reported 
favorably to this House authorizing a relocation of sites for such build- 
ings; which was read afirst and second time, referred tothe Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS M. JOHNSON. 

Mr. REED introduced a bill (H. R. 7454) for the relief of Francis M. 
Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE H PARKER. 

Mr. CARLETON introduced a bill (H. R. 7455) to admit to registry 
the steam boat George H. Parker; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. POITEVANT. 

Mr. VAN EATON introduced a bill (H. R. 7456) for the relief of 
William J. Poitevant; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A. J. SMITH. 
Mr. MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 7457) to an- 


| thorize the President of the United States to place the name of A. J. 


Smith, late colonel Second Cavalry, on the retired-list; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
SAINT LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. MORGAN (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 7458) to 


| amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to grant the right of way for a railroad 


and telegraph line through the lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nations of Indians to the Saint Louis and San Francico Railway Com- 


| pany, and for other purposes;’’ which was read a first and second time, 
| referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Attorney-General to institute legal proceedings for the recovery and res- | 


toration of lands granted to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- | 


burg Railroad Company; which was read a first and second time, re- 

terred to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be pr .ited. 
BRIDGES OVER RIVERS IN LOUISIANA AND ARKANSAS 

Mr. KING introduced a bill (H. R. 7450) authorizing the coustruc- 

tion of bridges across the Tensas River, Beeuf River, and Bayou Bar- 

tholomew, in the States of Louisiana and Arkansas; which was read a 

first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 


t ordered to be printed. 
l PREVENTION OF ASIATIC CHOLERA. 

Mr. KING also introduced a bill (H. R. 279) appropriating $200,000 
t to be expended by the National Board of Health to prevent the intro- 
; duction and spread of the Asiatic cholera in the United States; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Select Committee on 
the Public Health, and ordered to be printed. 








PATRICK M’INTYRE. 
Mr. GRAVES introduced a bill (H. R. 7459) for the relief of Patrick 
McIntyre; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF NEW YORK HARBOR. 


Mr. McADOO presented the following concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of the State of New Jersey; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and’ordered to be printed in the REcoRD: 

Concurrent resolution, State of New Jersey. 

Whereas it appears from the report of Commander Taylor, of the United States 
Navy, naval aid to the mayor of the city of New York, that the approach to the 
port of New York at Sandy Hook has become inadequate to meet the commer- 
cial necessities of the times by reason of shoaling and the increased draught of 
modern ships, which factsaffects most seriously the commercial, manufacturing, 
and other interests of New Jersey, which are identical with those of New York, 
and have in great part their communication witb the world at large through the 
same channel; and 

Whereas the authorities of the city and State of New York have taken or are 
about to take action requesting the General Government to improve the said 
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entrance to the port of New York, and it is the interest of New Jersey to aid in 
every way: Therefore, 


Be it resolved by the house of assembly of New Jersey (the senate concurring), That 


the Senators and Representatives of this State in Congress be urgently requested 


to use their endeavors toward securing such prompt and efficient action of the | 


General Government for the improvement of the entrance to the port of New 
York at Sandy Hook as the case demands and as is warranted by the demands 
of a foreign commerce exceeding that of all the remainder of our country; and 

Further resolved, That copies of these resolutions be forwarded to the Sena- 
tors and Representatives of this State, to be presented by them to their respective 
Houses 


BRIDGING STATEN ISLAND SOUND 


Mr. McADO0 also presented the following concurrent resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of New Jersey; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the REcoRD: 


Concurrent resolution, State of New Jersey. 


Be it resolved by the house of assembly (the senate concurring), That the Senators 
and Representatives representing this State in the Congress of the United States 
are earnestly requested to use all honorable means to prevent the passage of 
any bill having for its object the building of a bridge between any portion of 
the State of New Jersey and Staten Island, in the State of New York. 

IMPORTATION 


OF LABORERs. 


Mr. BAGLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 7460) to prohibit the busi- 


ness of importing certain laborers, lazzaroni, and beggars into the | 


United States and Territories and hiring out the same; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Labor, and or- 
dered to be printed 


THOMAS FARTHING AND OTHERS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 7461) for the | 
relief of Thomas Farthing, and Matilda Farthing, executrix of George | 


Farthing, deceased; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
COMPILATION OF 


HOUSE REPORTS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, also introduced a joint resolution (H. 


Res. 282) authorizing the preparation of a compilation of the reports of | 


the committees of the House of Representatives; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. 


BILLS OF LADING. 

Mr. JAMES introduced a bill (H. R. 7462) to provide for the liability 
of common carriers on bills of lading and to declare the rights of holders 
of bills of lading; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

CATHERINE BAUR. 

Mr. JAMES also introduced a bill (H. R. 7463) for the extension of 

letters patent to Catherine Baur, widow of Julius Baur; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Patents, and | 


ordered to be printed. 
JEREMIAH SIMONSON, 


Mr. COX, of New York, introduced a bill (H. R. 7464) for the relief 
of Jeremiah Simonson; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


TREATMENT OF HEBREWS IN RUSSIA. 


Mr. 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Whereas the following resolution was reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and passed the House of Representatives on the 25th day of 
February last, and was received at the Executive Mansion on the 26th day of 
February last, namely 

Resolved, That the President of the United States, if not incompatible with 
the public service, communicate to this House all communications between the 
Government of Russia and that of the United States not heretofore communi- 
cated or embraced in the report of the Secretary of State now being prepared 
for publication, with respect to the condition and treatment of Hebrews by the 
Government of Russia, and especially with reference to Hebrew citizens of the 
United States; " and 

Whereas no communication to this House has been made by the President 
of the United States in relation to the subject-matter of said resolution, and in- 


asmuch as it is reported in the Jewish Chronicle of June 6, 1884, and in-other | 


newspapers, that the number of Jewish victims of the persecution against the 


Jews in Russ a has increased during the past year and since the resolution has | 


been adopted; and 

Whereas the condition of said religionists in Russia is most deplorable by 
reason of said persecution, and the promised manifestoes in mitigation of the 
severities of said persecution having resulted in disappointment: Therefore, 


Be it resolved, That the President of the United States, for the information of this | 


House, if not incompatible with the public service, be respectfully requested to 
comply with the above-recited resolution 


A. G. COOK AND MOSES MERRICK. 


Mr. NUTTING introduced a bill (H. R. 7465) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the United States Treasury to refund certain duties paid by A. G. 
Cook and Moses Merrick; which was reada first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A. G. COOK. 

Mr, NUTTING also introduced a bill (H. R. 7466) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States to refund certain duties 
paid by A. G. Cook; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


COX, of New York, also presented the following resolution; | 


— 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BEACH submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Rules: 


Resolwed, That during the remainder of this session of Congress it shall be in 
order, immediately after the approval of the Journal, to proceed in the House 
| as in Committee of the Whole to the consideration, for the period of one hour, 
of bills and resolutions which shall have been previously reported by committees 
of the House and such reports printed, and Senate bills and resolutions on the 
| Speaker's table which, or substantially similar measures, shall have received 
| favorable action of appropriate House committees, in the following manner 
| to wit: 
| The Speaker shall call the committees in their order, whereupon, by direction 
of committees so called, not more than one measure may be called up for final 
consideration, which measure may or may not belong to the committee making 
| the direction, as the case may be. If not more than five members object, such 
consideration shall proceed, provided that debate on each bill or resolution shall 
be limited to ten minutes, exclusive of five minutes which may be occupied in 
| reading reports of committees or explanations in lieu thereof, this hour not to 
interfere with revenue or appropriation bills. 


Ss. 


MAXWELL. 

Mr. YORK introduced a bill (H. R. 7467) for the relief of S. Maxwell, 
of Ashe County, North Carolina; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


EDWARD W. M’GINNIS. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (H. R. 7468) for the relief of Edward 
W. McGinnis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY M’INTOSH. 

Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 7469) granting an increase 
| of pension to Mrs. Mary McIntosh, widow of First Lieut. Donald Mc- 
| Intosh, Seventh Cavalry, United States Army; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES WALSH. 
Mr. VANCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 7470) for the relief of 
| Charles Walsh; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
COMMERCE AND NAVIGATION. 

Mr. HARMER (by Mr. VANCE) introduced a bill (H. R. 7471) to 
modify existing laws relating to regulation of commerce and navigation; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

W. C. HUTCHESON. 
Mr. WALLACE introduced a bill (H. R. 7472) for the relief of 
j 
| 
| 
| 


W. C. Hutcheson; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DOMESTIC MATERIAL IN GOVERNMENT VESSELS. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 7473) requiring the use of 
domestic material in the construction and repair of Government ves- 
| sels, steam-boilers, and ordnance; which was read a first and second 
| time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

GEORGE LAMPMAN. 

Mr. CONNOLLY introduced a bill (H. R. 7474) granting a pension 
| to George Lampman; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM TALBOTT. 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 7475) for the relief of 
| William Talbott; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
| the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


W. C. PHILLIPS. 
Mr. HANCOCK introduced a bill (H. R. 7476) for the relief of W. 


C. Phillips; which was read a first and second time. referred to the 
| Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


VIRGINIA JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 

Mr. O’FERRALL introduced a bill (H. R. 7477) to unite and con- 
solidate the eastern and western United States judicial districts of Vir- 
| ginia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. SMITH. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 7478) for 
the relief of John F. Smith; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS CUMMINGS. 

Mr. PRICE introduced a bill (H. R. 7479) to remove the charge of 
desertion which now stands against the name of Thomas Cummings; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

MRS. FRANCIS KERSHAW. 


Mr. PRICE also introduced a bill (H. R. 7480) granting a pension to 
| Mrs. Frances Kershaw, widow of W. J. Kershaw; which was read a 
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first and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 
THOMAS J. MARSTON. 


Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 7481) for the re- 
lief of Thomas J. Marston; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


EDWAY A. GRANT. 

Mr. RAYMOND introduced a bill (H. R. 7482) for the relief of 
Edway A. Grant; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

INSURANCE COMPANIES. 

Mr. RAYMOND also presented memorial of the Legislature of Dakota, 
asking Congress to authorize the Legislative Assembly of Dakota to 
erant charters to insurance companies and other corporations; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories, and ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. LONG. 

Mr. BRENTS introduced a bill (H. R. 7483) granting a pension to 
Andrew J. Long; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

JOHN REEVE. 
Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, introduced a bill (H. R. 7484) for the | 


relief of John Reeve; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
ALEXANDER WEIDE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, introduced a bill (H. R. 7485) granting a 
pension to Alexander Weide, late captain Company C, Third Regiment | 
West Virginia Cavalry; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

SQUIRE A. DAVIS. 


Mr. STRUBLE introduced a bill (H. R. 7486) for the relief of Squire | 
A. Davis; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JAMES BROWN. 

Mr. WEAVER introduced a bill (H. R. 7487) granting a pension to | 
James Brown; which was read a first and second time, referred to the | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK, OMAHA. 


Mr. WEAVER also introduced a bill (H. R. 7488) to authorize the 
increase of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Omaha, 
Nebr.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled billsof the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 229) granting a pension to Elizabeth H. Lawler; 

A bill (H. R. 267) granting a pension to James King; 

A bill (H. R. 314) for the relief of John W. Cummings; 

A bill (H. R. 554) granting a pension to Joseph T. Caldwell; 

A bill (H. R. 585) granting a pension to William Reinhardt; 

A bill (H. R. 1025) granting a pension to Sarah Dayton, widow of 
Erastus G. Dayton; 

A bill (H. R. 1237) granting a pension to Solomon K. Ruggles; 

A bill (H. R. 1391) granting a pension to Mary Eliza Dickson, | 
widow of Dr. Thomas Dixon; 

A bill (H. R. 1411) granting a pension to Martha B. McCullach, of | 
Freeport, Pa. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1628) authorizing and directing the sale of the real | 
estate and riparian rights now owned by the United States at Harper’s 
Ferry, in the State of West Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 1631) to increase the pension of Mathew O. Regan; 

A bill (H. R. 1751) for the relief of William R. Browne; 

A bill (H. R. 1977) for the relief of Maria L. Hammer; 

A bill (H. R. 1998) for the relief of William J. Sawyer; 

A bill (H. R. 2252) for the relief of Christopher P. Davidson; 

A bill (H. R. 2378) restoring to the pension-roll the name of John | 
Allee; 








A bill (H. R. 2419) granting a pension to Robert Nutt; 

A bill (H. R. 2425) granting a pension to Catharine Henry; 
A bill (H. R. 2447) for the relief of Catherine Terry; 
A bill (H. R. 2536) granting a pension to Michael Mack; 
A bill (H. R. 2543) granting a pension to James Roden; | 
A bill (H. R. 2660) granting a pension to William Printz; 

A bill (H. R. 2714) to increase the pension of Thomas E. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 3294) granting a pension to Emma A. Porch; 

A bill (H. R. 3307) granting a pension to Harriet P. Dame; 

A bill (H. R. 3331) for the relief of Ann McCarney; 

A bill (H. R. 3623) granting a pension to Sarah E. Price; 

A bill (H. R. 4141) tor the relief of Mrs. Rebecca J. Pierce; 
A bill (H. R. 4234) granting a pension to Mary Ullery; 
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A bill (H. R. 5070) granting a pension to Temple Golden; 

A bill (H. R. 5894) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morris Hus- 
band; 

A bill (H. R. 6171) granting a pension to Noah E. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6529) for the relief of John Kane; and 

A bill (H. R. 6761) respecting a bridge at Tonawanda, in the State 


| of New York. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, also reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the Senate 
of the following order, namely: 

A bill (S. 42) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson; and 

A bill (S. 534) for the relief of J. S. Pickett. 

LIABILITIES OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA IN CERTAIN CASES 

Mr. JEFFORDS introduced a bill (H. R. 7489) to define the duties 
and liabilities of the District of Columbia under certain conditions; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

TEMPORARY APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. RANDALL. Under instructions from the Committee on Appro- 


| priations, I report at this time for present consideration a joint resolu- 


tion (H. Res. 283) which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution to provide temporarily for the expenditures of the Government 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &-c., That all appropriations 


| forthe necessary operations of the Government under existing Jaws which shall 


remain unprovided for on the 30th day of June, 1884, be, and they are hereby, 
continued and made available for a period of five days from and afterthat date, 
unless the regular appropriations therefor provided for in bills now pending 
in Congress shall have been previously made for the service of the fiseal year 
ending June 30, 1885; and in case the appropriations or any of them hereby con- 
tinued are or is insufficient to carry on the said necessary operations, a sufficient 
amount is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated to carry on the same: Provided, That no greater amount shall be 
expended therefor than will be in the same proportion to the appropriations of 
the fiscal year 1884 as five days’ time bears to the whole of said fiscal year: Pro- 
vided further, That authority is also granted for continuing during the same 
period the necessary work required for public printing and binding, and for all 
other miscellaneous objects made in the sundry civil and naval appropriation 
acts in advance of appropriations to be hereafter made for said objects: And pro- 
vided further, That all sums expended under this act shall be charged to and de- 
ducted from the appropriations for like service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1885. 


Mr. RANDALL. That resolution is of like character and substance 


| and almost identical in language, extept that it is made applicable to 
| the present time, with the resolution under like circumstances hereto- 


fore adopted and made law. The object is to continue lawfully for five 


| days after the close of the current fiscal year the governmental ex- 


penses under the existing appropriation acts. It meets with the ap- 
proval of every member of the Committee on Appropriations who hes 


| been consulted save one, whom I have not been able to reach this 


morning. It takes the place generally of a bill from the Senate which 
related to permitting the public printing to go on, and includes every 
department of the Government, so that no friction may be occasioned 
in the administration of our affairs and no lack of money to execute 
the laws. 

I ask the adoption of the resolution. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second time, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 


| olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. Several gentlemen who were absent when their 
If there be no 
objection the Chair will now recognize them for that purpose. 
GEORGE RALSTON. 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. 7490) granting a pension to 
George Ralston; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS LEVI. 


Mr. HOLMAN also introduced a bill (H. R. 7491) for the relief of 
Thomas Levi, of Ripley County, State of Indiana; which was read a 


| first and second time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and 
| ordered to be printed. 


METRIC SYSTEM OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES 
Mr. EVERHART introduced a bill (H. R. 7492) to establish a metric 


system of weights and measures in the Departments of the Government; 


which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed 
MRS. SARAH M. SHEARER 
Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (H. R. 7493) for the relief of Mrs 


Sarah M. Shearer, widow of Lieut. Col. Crawford W. Shearer, of the 
Maryland volunteers; which was read a first and second time, referred 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed 
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GEORGE W. KIRK. 
Mr. ROSECRANS introduced a bill (H. R. 7494) for the relief of Col. 


George W. Kirk; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

\ message from the Senate, by Mr. MCCOOK, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate insisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7235) 
inaking appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for prior years, and for those 
certified as due by the accounting officers of the Treasury in accordance 
with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid from per- 
nianent appropriations, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 
llouse of Representatives, and agreed to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes thereon, and had appointed Messrs. 
ILALE, ALLISON, and CoCcKRELL managers at said conference on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

\ bill (H. R. 3950) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Cassidy; and 

\ bill (H. R. 1299) for the relief of Alonzo Gesner. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the 
following title, in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 2348) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the 
First National Bank of Omaha, Nebr. 

The message further announced that the Senate requested the re- 
turn of the bill (H. R. 4680) to grant the right of way through the 
Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Company, and for 
other purposes. 


RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The Clerk will report 
the resolution of the Senate requesting the return of a bill. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 30, 1884. 
Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the return to the Senate of 
the bill (H. R. 4680) to grant the right of way through the Indian Territory to 
the Southern Kansas Railway Company, and for other purposes. 
Mr. RANDALL. 
with. 


The motion was agreed to. 


I move that the request of the Senate be complied 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged report. I am di- 
rected by the conference committee on the part of the House to make 
the following report on the main portion of the bill (H. R. 6092) mak- 


ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department. 


The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6092) ‘‘ making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes,”’ having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows 

Phat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4,6, 17, 18, 21, 44, 50, 4, 
"6, 69, 79, 83, 90, 99, 119, 120, 131, 138, 139, 140, and 154 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2,5, 12, 13, 15, 16, 19, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 33, 34, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 
15, 46, 48, 51, 52, 55, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 65, 68, 70, 71, 73, 77, 82, 84, 85, 87, 88, 89, 91, 92, 95, 98, 

00, LOL, 102, 108, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 121, 122, 
24,125, 126, 128, 129, 130, 134, 135, 136, 137, 141, 142, 143, 144, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 

}, 157, 160, 162, and 168, and agree to the same. 

Amendment nambered 3: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum propesed by said amendment in- 
sert ‘ $1,800;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

\mendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 


amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: 
$90,000." 





and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an 
umendment as follows 
$35,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 
\mendment numbered 20 
amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and agree to the same with an 
unpendment as follows 
£40,700; and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 23 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an 
umendment as follows; In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 

=36,600; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 
tmendment numbered 31 


the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an 
imendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
$65,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 32; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 32,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
$118,000; and the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 3): That the House recede from its disagreement to 
amendment of the Senate numbered 35,and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
* 83.000 and the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 36 


} 
the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to 
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In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert | 





In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert | 
That the House recede from its disagreement to | < 
| amendment strike out the word 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert | 


That the House recede from its disagreement to | 


sert ** $167;" 





JUNE 30, 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment in. 
sert ** $9,000 ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 47: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 47, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment in- 
sert ‘* $46,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 49: ‘ihat the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: ‘And provided further, That this shall apply 
only to original Sacs and Foxes now in Lowa, to be ascertained by the Secretary 
of the Interior; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 4 

Amendment numbered 53: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
**$25.800:"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its disagreement t- 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert © 350,000; " 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert * $1- 
676,300 ;"’ and the Senate agree tothe same. 

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert ‘* $25,000: 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 67, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: After the word **mutton,”’ on page 27,in line 4 of the bill, 
strike out the words ** wheat, flour,”’ and after the word “‘ potatoes,” in line 5, 
insert the words “ or other necessary articles of food,” and in lieu of the sum 
proposed by said amendment insert “$25,000 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 72: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 72, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment in- 
sert ‘*$50,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 74: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 74, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment in- 
sert ‘* $5,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by said amendment insert the 
following: “‘That the lands acquired from the White Oak Point and Mille Lack 
bands of Chippewa Indians on the White Earth reservation in Minnesota, by 
the treaty proclaimed March 20, 1865, shall not be patented or disposed of in any 
manner until further legislation by Congress;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 76: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment numbered 76, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert 
the following: “‘To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the Flathead, 
Kootenay, and Lower Pend d'Oreilles Indians in Montana Territory for the 
right of way to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company over and through their 
reservation, $16,000, to be paid in accordance with an agreement made between 
said tribes and the United States on September 2, 1882, and being the sum paid 
to the United States by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in part pay- 
ment for said right of way, which agreement is hereby ratified: Provided, That 
nothing herein shall be construed as in any wise affecting the relation between 
the Government and said railroad company growing out of the grant of land 
made to said company beyond the right of way provided for in said agreement ;’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 78, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $23.000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $18,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 81, and agree to the same with an amend- 
mentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $16,500 ; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 86: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $40,000 ; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 93,and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $510,000:"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 94: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 94, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
**$40.000:"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 96, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
“$575,000 ;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 97: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 97, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In line 3 of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
** fifteen "’ and in lieu thereof insert the word 
“ten ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 123: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment in- 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 127: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 127,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “ Indian ”’ proposed to be inserted 
bv said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same 

“Amendment numbered 132: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 132, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: After the word “farmers,”’ in line 2 of said amend- 
ment, insert the words “in addition to the agency farmers now employed, at 
wages not exceeding $75 each per month ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 133: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows After the word “ Piutes,”’ in line 2 of the amendment, 


insert the words “and other unsettled Piutes;" and the Senate agree to the 
same. 
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{mendment numbered 145: That the House recede from its disagreement to On amendment 49: Provides that hereafter the original Sacs and Foxes of 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 145, and agree to the same with an | Iowa shall have apportioned to them their per capita proportion of the amount 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said | appropriated for fulfilling treaties with their tribes. Said original Sacs and 


amendment insert the following as a separate pons ee | Foxes to be ascertained by the Secretary of the Interior. 

That where Indians are in possession or control of cattle, or their increase, Onamendments Hand 51: Appropriates $10,000 for c!othing and other goods for 
which have been purchased by the Government, such cattle shall not be sold | the Shoshones and strikes out item of $3,000 for school buildings and teachers. 
to any person nota member of the tribe to which the owners of the cattle be- On amendments 52 and 53: Strikes out item o* $2,000 for school buildings and 
long, orto any citizen of the l nited States, whether intermarried with the In- | teachers for the Bannocks and corrects a total. 
dians ornot, except with the consent in writing of the agent of the tribe to which On amendments 14, 55,6, 57,58, 59, G0, 61, 62, 63, and 64, which relate to the Sioux 


the owner or possessor of the cattle belongs; and all sales made in violation of | of different tribes: Appropriates $88,000 for clothing, $25,000 for additional em- 
this provision shall be void, and the offending purchaser, on conviction thereof, | ployés at agencies in Nebraska and Vakota; $1,225,000 for subsistence, $50,000 to 
«hall be fined not less than $500 and imprisoned not less than six months.”’ | be expended on condition that the re .ainder of Sitting Bull's band shal! return 
And the Senate agree to the same. to the United States and unite with their tribes; strikes out the provision 
Amendment numbered 146; That the House recede from its disagreement to | limiting the amount to be expended for transportation from terminations of 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 146, and agree to the same with an | railroad or steamboat transportation, that the supplies issued under the appro- 
iumendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert | priation for subsistence shall not be issued for a greater length of time than ten 
$275,000; "° and the Senate agree to the same. days, the provision of $25,000 for school buildings and teachers, and corrects a 
Amendment numbered 155: That the House recede from its disagreement to | total. 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 155, and agree to the same with an On amendment 65: Makes the appropriation for subsistence and civilization 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said | of the Yankton Sioux available for purchase of stock for their use. 
amendment insert the following: *‘ That the Secretary of the.Interior is author- On amendments 66, 67,68 and 69: Appropriates $25,000 for clothing for the con- 
ized to detail a proper person or persons from the employés of the Geological | federated bands of Utes; in lieu of specific articles authority is given to buy nec- 
Survey, and to also appointa suitable person not now in the employ of the Gov- | essary articles of food; the item of $5,000 for school buildings and teachers is 
ernment, which said persons shall constitute a commission, whoshall, under the | stricken out, and a total is corrected. 
direction of the Secretary, proceed to examine and report upon the character, On amendment 70: Inserts the following: ** Three thousand dollars, or so 
extent, thickness, and depth of each vein, the value of the coal per ton on the | much thereof as may be necessary, to enable the President to cause to be sur- 
dump, and the best method to utilize the same, and to report their opinions as | veyed such portion of the Puyallup reservation in Washington Territory into 
to the best method of disposing thereof within the White Mountain Indian res- | lots as he may deem advisable and direct, and the same assign to such indi- 
ervation, in the Territory of Arizona, and the result of said investigation, to the | vidual Indians or families of such reservation as are willing te avail themselves 
Secretary and by him transmitted to Congress. And for the compensation and | of the privilege and will locate on the same as permanent homes in accordance 
expenses of the member of the commission not of the Geological Survey, and for | with the terms of article 6 of the treaty made on December 26, 1854, and ratified 
the expenses of examination and investigation on the ground, $2,500; and the | by the Senate March 3, 1855.” 
Senate agree to the same.” On amendment 71: Appropriates $25,000 for subsistence and civilization of the 
Amendment numbered 158: That the~ House recede from its disagreement to | Assinaboines in Montana. 





the amendment of the Senate numbered 158, and agree to the same with amend- | On amendment 72: Appropriates $50,000 for support, education, and civiliza- 
ments as follows: In line 13 of said amendment strike out the letter “T”’ and | tion of the Blackfeet, Bloods, and Piegans. 


insert the letter “‘F;"’ and in line 14 strike out the letter “ F"’ and insert the On amendments 73 and 74 Makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill 
letter “ E;” and the Senate agree to the same. and appropriates $5,000 for the settlement and subsistence of the Turtle Mount- 
Amendment numbered 159: That the House recede from its disagreement to | ain band of Chippewas. 
che amendment of the Senate numbered 159, and agree to the same with amend- | On amendments 75 and 76: Inserts the following paragraphs : 
ments as follows: In line 3 of said amendment, after the word * otherwise,” in- ‘That the lands acquired from the White Oak Point and Mille Lac bands of 
sert the word “ hereafter; *’ and after the word “ locate,’’ in same line, strike | Chippewa Indians on the White Earth reservation, in Minnesota, by the treaty 
out the words “during the year for which this appropriation is made ;" and | proclaimed March 20, 1865, shall not be patented or disposed of in any manner 
the Senate agree to the same. | until further legislation by Congress. F 
Amendment numbered 161: That the House recede from its disagreement to “To enable the Seeretary of the Interior to pay to the Flatheads, Kootenay, 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 161, and agree to the same with an | and Lower Pendd’Oreilles Indians in Montana Territory for the right of way to 
amendment as follows: In line 6 of said amendment strike out the words “in | the Northern Pacific Railroad Company over and through their reservation, 
making them farms,” and in lieu thereof insert the words “ to become farmers ;"’ | $16,000, to be paid in accordance with an agreement made between said tribes 


and the Senate agree to the same. and the United States on September 2, 1882, and being the sum paid to the United 
On amendments numbered 8, 9, 10, and 11 the conference committee is unable | States by the Northern Pacitic Railroad Company in part payment for said right 
to agree. | of way, which agreement is hereby ratified : Provided, That nothing herein shall 
E. JNO. ELLIS, be construed as in any wise affecting the relation between the Government and 

WM. 8S. HOLMAN, said railroad company growing out of the grant of land made to said company 

THOS. RYAN, beyond the right of way provided for in said agreement.” ; 
Managers on the part of the House. | On amendment 77: Inserts the follogving: “For support and civilization of 

H. L. DAWES, Charlos’s band of Flathead Indians, to be expended under the direction of the 
P. B. PLUMB, | Secretary of the Interior for those of said Indians who remain in Bitter Root 
F. M. COCKRELL, Valley, as well as for those who remove to the Jocko reservation, $21,000, to be 
Managers on the part of the Senate. | immediately available.” 


On amendment 78: Appropriates $23,000 for subsistence and civilization of 


The statement accompanying the report is as follows: thn Geen Vemtren in Dhontenm. 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference onthe disagreeing | On amendment 749: Appropriates $80,000 for the support of Indians at Fort 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 6092) making appropriations for the | Peck agency. 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department for the fiscal year | On amendment 8): Appropriates $18,000 for the Shoshones, Bannocks, and 


ending June 30, 1885, submit the following written statement in explanation of | other Indians of the Fort Hall reservation 
the action recommended in the accompanying conference report : On amendment &1: Appropriates $16,500 for the Shoshone’s, Bannock’s, Sheep- 
On amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,6, and 7: Fixes the salaries of Indian | eaters, and other Indians at the Lemhi agency. 
agents at points as follows: Pine Ridge and Rosebud agencies at $2,200 each; | On amendments 82 and 83: Makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill, 
at the Mesealero agency at $1,800; at the Sac and Fox agency at $1,200; at the | and appropriates 4,000 for the Modoe Indians in the Indian Territory. 
Cheyenne and Arapahoe agency at $2,200, and at the Mackinac agency at $1,000. | On amendments 44, 85, 86, and 87: Appropriates, from funds belonging to the 
| 
} 





On amendment numbered 12: Appropriates $6,000 for traveling expenses of | Navajoes $0,000 for the construction of ditches, reservoirs, wells, purchase of 
Indian inspectors. | stock and medicines, and for pay of employés. 


On amendments 13 and 14: Makes appropriation of $1,500 for traveling and On amendments 88 and 89: Corrects an error in orthography, and inserts a 
incidental expenses of one Indian school superintendent, and $35,000 for build- | provision that of the appropriation of $20,000 for Joseph’s band of Nez Percé 
ings at agencies, | Indiausa sum not exceeding $1,625 may be paid, under the direction of the Secre- 


On amendments 15 and 16: Provides for five special agents in the Indian serv- | tary of the Interior, to James Reuben, for expenses incurred by him in taking 
ice, and makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill. | thirty-three Nez Percé Indians from the Indian Territory to Idaho; and the Sec- 
On amendment Strikes out the proposed reappropriation of unexpended | retary of the Interior is authorized to expend the balance of this appropriation 
balances of appropriations for expenses of the commission of citizens | for the removal of the Nez Pereé Indians now in the Indian Territory to some 
On amendments 18, 19, and 20: Appropriates $12,000 for purchase of clothing; | other location, if he deems it proper so to do, and for their support at such new 


strikes out item of $5,000 for school buildings and teachers for the Apaches, | location. 





lLiowas, and Comanches, and corrects a total. Onamendment 90: Appropriates $12,000 for the Shoshone Indians in Wyoming. 
On amendments 21, 22, and 23: Appropriates $10,000 for purchase of clothing; On amendments 91 and 92: Appropriates $10,000 for support and civilization 


strikes out item of $5,000 for school buildings and teachers for the Cheyennes | of Shoshone Indians in Nevada, and makes a verbal correction in the bill 

and Arapahoes, and corrects a total. On amendments 8, 94, 95, 96, and 97 provides as follows: 
On amendment 24: Makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill * For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
n amendment 25: Provides that the remainder ot the land not held for the | purposes not hereinafter provided for, and in pursuance of treaty obligations, 

use of the Indians on the Columbia reservation shall be disposed of to actual | 3510,000; for construction and repair of school buildings, $40,000; and for pur- 
ttl ».000: Provided, Thatthe 








settlers under the homestead laws only, except such portion thereof as may | chase of cattle and sheep for schools, $25,000; in all, SV 
properly be subject to sale under the laws relating to the entry of timber lands | entire cost of any boarding-school building to be built from the moneys appro- 
anu of mineral lands, the entry of which shall be governed by the laws now in | priated hereby, including furniture, shall not exceed $10,000; and the entire cost 





force concerning the entry of such lands. of any day-school building to be so built shall not exceed $800 

On amendment 26: Strikes out provision that $2,000 of the appropriation to On amendments 98 and 99: Appropriates $15,000 for support and education of 
pay interest due the Creeks shall be expended for educational purposes Indian children in Alaska 

Un amendments 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, and 32: Strikes out provision that $3,000 of Onamendments 100, 101, 102, and 103: Appropriates $26,500 for industrial school 
the appropriation for the Crows shall be expended for educational purposes near Arkansas City, to be disbursed on the basis of $175 foreach scholar, and in- 
appropriates $5,000 for cotton and flannel goods for Crow Indian boys and girls; | serts the following: “And the limitation imposed upon the appropriation for 


and instead of an enumeration of articles of food that shall be purchased for the | this school for the fiscal year 1884 in the act approved March 1, 1883, is hereby 

Crows, discretion is given to purchase such articles as may be necessary, and | repealed.” 

corrects a total. Onamendments 104, 1065, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114,115, 116, 117, and 118 
On amendments 33, 34, 35,and 36: Appropriates $5,000 for support of Kickapoo | Leaves the paragraphs making appropriations for and in relation to the Indian 

Indians in the Indian Territory, and for purchase of stock for them, and corrects | schools at Carlisle, Pa., Forest Grove, Oreg., and Genoa, Nebr., just as they 





© total. passed the Senate 
On amendments 37, 38, 39, 40, and 41: Makes verbal corrections in the text of On amendments 119 and 120: Appropriates $19,000 for support and education 
the bill. of one hundred and twenty Indian children at the school at Hampton, Va 
On amendment 42: Strikes out provision to pay Matilda Teresa Rousseau her On amendments 121 and 122: Provides for support and education ef Indian 
pro rata share of money heretofore paid to Miami tribe of Indians children at the Indian school at Lawrence, Kans., on the basis of $175 for each 
On amendment 43: Strikes out appropriation of $10,000 for school buildings | scholar 
and teachers for the Navajoes. On amendments 123, 124, 125, 126,127,128, and 129: Inserts the following: ‘‘ For 


On amendments 44, 45, 46,and 47: Appropriates $25,000 for necessary articles | care, support, and education of Indian children at industrial, agricultural, me- 
and $12,000 for clothing for the Northern Cheyennes and Arapahoes; that the | chanical,or other schools, other than those herein provided for, in any of the 


appropriations shall be expended pro rata for said Indians in Wyoming andon | States or Territories of the United States, at a rate not to exceed $167 tor each 
the Tongue River in Montana, and corrects a tota! child 0.000 d of said sum not exceeding £20,000 may be used for the trans- 

On amendment 45: Strikes out provision that 57.500 of the appropriation for | portation of Indian children to and from schools, and also for the transportation 
the Omahas shall be expended for educational purposes. of children from all the Indian schools and placing them, with the consent of their 
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parents, under the care and control of such suitable white families as may in 
all respects be qualified to give such children moral, industrial, and educa- 
tional training for a term of not less than three years, under arrangements in 
which their proper care, support, and education shall be in exchange for their 
labor.’ 

On amendment numbered 130: Authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to 
use the unexpended balance of the appropriation of $150,000 made for 1884 for 
education of Indian children west of the Mississippi for erecting and repairing 
school buildings and other educational purposes 

On amendment numbered 131: Strikes out provision to purchase for Indian 
industrial school purposes the buildings and other improvements in what is 
known as Keam’s Canon 

On amendment numbered 132: Inserts the following: ** To enable the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to employ practical farmers, in addition to the agency farm- 
ers now employed, at wages not exceeding $75 each per month, to superintend 
and direct farming among such Indians as are making effort for self-support, 
$25,000 

On amendment 133, 134, and 135: Appropriates $10,000 for the gathering, care, 
and removal of the Winnemucca or Leggins band of Piutes and other unset- 
tled Piutes to a suitable place 

On amendments 136 and 137: Makes verbal corrections in the text of the bill. 

On amendments 138, 139, 140 and 141: Leaves the paragraph providing for In- 
dian police just as it passed the House, except a verbal correction therein. 

On amendments 142, 143, i44,and 145: Makes verbal corrections in the bill and 
inserts the following 

“That where the Indians are in possession or control of cattle, or their in- 
crease, which have been purchased by the Government, such cattle shall not be 
sold to any person not a member of the tribe to which the owners of the cattle 
belong, or toany citizen of the United States, whether intermarried with the In- 
dians or not, except with the consent in writing of the tribe to which the owner or 
possessor of the cattle belongs And all sales made in violation of this provis- 
ion shall be void, and the offending purchaser on conviction thereof shall be 
fined not less than $00, and imprisoned not less than six months.” 

On amendment 146: Appropriates $275,000 for transportation of Indian sup- 
plies 

On amendments L417 and 14s 
and strikes out the following 

‘Any act which when done by a citizen of the United States would be a crime 
shall be, and is hereby, declared equally a crime when done by any Indian upon 
or belonging toany Indian reservation ; and such Indian committing such crime 
shall be subject to the same jurisdiction and amenable to the same process that 
any citizen would be in like case; and no Department or offiger of the United 
States of America shall have or exercise power or authority toshield or provect 
such Indian criminal from just punishment, nor shall any money herein or 
hereby appropriated be used for that purpose or to that end.” 

On amendments 149 and 10: Appropriates $0,000 for constructing irrigating 
ditches on reservations and instructing Indians in farming in connection there- 
with 

On amendments 151, 152, and 153: Inserts the following : 

Removal and support of confederated bands of Utes: For this amount, to 
reimburse the Ute removal fund for sum expended out of said fund for the sur- 
vey of public lands of the United States formerly the Ute Indian reservation, 
in Colorado, $21,575.35 

‘For this amount, to reimburse the Ute removal fund for sum expended out 
of said fund in payment for improvements of white settlers on lands in Utah 
selected for the location of the Uncompahgre Utes, $10,338.25. 

“For the purpose of enabling the Secretary of the Interior to continue to 
carry out the provisions of the act of June 15, 1850, ‘ ratifying the agreement 
submitted by the confederated bands of Ute Indians in Colorado for the sale of 
their reservation in said State, and for other purposes, and to make the neces- 
sary appropriations for carrying out the same,’ 3,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to be taken from moneys appropriated by said act and re- 
maining unexpended.”’ 


Makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill 


On amendment numbered UM: Strikes out the following 
For this amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to enable the 

Secretary of the Interior to appoint and pay the expenses of a commission of 
three persons toexamine and report what changes should be made in the bound- 
ary lines of Indian reservations and the location of Indian agencies in North- 
ern Montana, and to confer with the Crows in reference to a reduction of their 
reservation, and also to report upon examination what changes are necessary 
in the location of the Rosebud, Lower Brulé,and Cheyenne River agencies, in 
Dakota Territory, $10,000.’ 

On amendments numbered 1 and 156: Inserts the following 

“That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to detail a proper person or 
persons from the employés of the Geological Survey, and to also appoint a suit- 
able person not now in the employ of the Government, which said persons shall 
constitute a commission, who shall, under the direction of the Secretary, pro- 
ceed to examine and report upon the character, extent, thickness, and depth of 
each vein, the value of the coal per ton on the dump, and the best method to 
utilize the same, and to report their opinionsas to the best method of disposing 
thereof within the limits of the White Mountain Indian reservation in the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona, and the result of said investigation, to the Secretary, and by 
him transmitted to Congress; and for the compensation and expenses of the 
member of the commission not of the Geological Survey, and for the expenses 
of examination and investigation on the ground, $2,500."’ 

To enable the Seminole Indians now in Florida to obtain homesteads upon 
the public lands, and to establish themselves thereon, 36,000 

On amendment 157: Appropriates 4,348.35 to pay certain claimants out of treaty 
funds belonging tofthe Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians for damages suffered 
from the raid of the Northern Cheyennes in September, 1878 

On amendment 158: Appropriates 4,419.10 to pay certain claimants out of funds 
belonging to the confederated band of Utes for damages caused by the Utes at 
the time of the Ute massacre at the White River agency 

On amendment No. 159: Inserts the following 

“ That such Indians as may now be located on public lands,or as may, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, or otherwise, hereafter so locate, 
may avail themselves of the provisions of the homestead laws as fully and to 
the same extent as may now be done by citizens of the United States; and to aid 





such Indians in making selections of homesteads and the necessary proofs atthe | 


proper land offices, $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated ; but no fees or commissions shall be charged on account of said 
entries or proots 
that the United States does and will hold the land thus entered for the period of 
twenty-five years in trust, for the sole use and benefit of the Indian by whom 
such entry shall have been made, or, in case of his decease, of his widow and 
heirs, according to the laws of the State or Territory where such land is located, 


by patent to said Indion, or his widow and heirs as aforesaid, in fee, discharged 
of said trust and free of all charge or incumbrance whatsoever 

On amendments 160 and 161: Makes a verbal correction in the text of the bill 
and inserts the following: “ That the Secretary of the Interior, under the direction 
ofthe President, may use any sums appropriated in this act for subsistence, and 
not absolutely necessary forthat purpose, for the purchase of stock-cattle for 
the benefit of the tribe for which such appropriation is made, or for the assist- 


All patents therefor shall be of the legal effect, and declare 
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| ishment when he shall commit a crime, but for his protection. 
and that at the expiration of said period the United States will convey the same | 
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ance of such Indians to become farmers, and shall report to Congress, at its next 
session thereafter, an account of his action under this provision.”’ 

On amendments 162 and 163: Inserts the following: 

“Sec. 10. That no part of the expenses of the public-lands service shall be de- 
ducted from the proceeds of Indian lands sold through the General Land Office, 


except as authorized by the treaty or agreement providing for the disposition of 
the lands 


“Sec. Ll. That at any of the Indian reservations where there is now on hand 
Government property not required forthe use and benefit of the Indians at said 
reservations the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to move such 
property to other Indian reservations where it may be required, or to sell it and 
apply the proceeds of the same in the purchase of such articles as may be needed 
for the use of the Indians for whom said property was purchased ; and he shal! 
make reportof his action hereunder to the next session of Congress thereafter 

On amendments 8, 9, 10, and 11, which strike out the provision that abolishes 
the office of Indian inspector, and provides that Army officers shall be detailed 
to act as Indian inspectors, and substitutes therefor the existing law providing 


for five Indian inspectors at $3,000 each, the conference committee is unable to 
agree. 


The bill so far asagreed upon appropriates $5,859, 402.91, being $420,225 less than 
as it passed the Senate, $403,013.64 greater than as it passed the House, $500,747 


in excess of the current law, and $2,607,407 less than the estimates for the year 
1885 


The four amendments not agreed upon involve the appropriation of $15,000 
E. JNO. ELLIS. 
WM. 8S. HOLMAN, 
THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House 


Mr. ELLIS. If no gentleman desires to say anything upon this re- 
port I will move its adoption. I call the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should like my colleague to allow me a few 
words. 

Mr. ELLIS. I yield to my colleague on the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the previous question is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have joined with my colleagues the 
managers of the conference on the part of the House in signing that 
report. While I am in favor of a liberal and enlightened policy on the 
part of the United States toward those Indian tribes and believe that 
a humane policy which will seek to elevate and enlighten the Indians 
and to extend to them the benefit of education is a duty which this 
Government imperatively owes to the remaining tribes which are rapidly 
disappearing, yet, sir, I can but regret that a bill involving such large 
appropriations should to so slight a degree inure directly and immedi- 
ately to the benefit of the Indians who are designed to be benefited by 
its appropriations. 

It is very manifest that the personnel of the Indian Bureau is too 
large, that the number of persons employed in countless ways that do 
not directly reach the Indians is far beyond the number that ought to 
be employed. Ithink the appropriations made by the House were very 
ample, and that a larger sum in the aggregate than that which was 
embraced in the House bill ought not to have beenappropriated. This 
bill appropriates something over $400,000 in addition tothesum named 
in the House bill,and exceeds the appropriation last year forthe present 
year over half a million dollars. I think the appropriations for last 
year were very ample. 

I apprehend, sir, it will be found that Congress is moving too rapidly 
in the attempt to develop an educational system for the Indians, and 
that large sums of money now being expended in the direction of board- 
ing-school houses and school-houses over the country and in the changing 
of reservations, and gathering Indians together will be found to be 
money expended without any palpable benefit. 

But, sir, in view of the subject itself and the humane policy which 
this Government has adopted and should persevere in to improve the 
condition of the Indian tribes, a member can not well refuse, especially 
in opposition to the views of the gentlemen with whom he is co-oper- 
ating, to give a measure of this kind his assent. Therefore I have felt 
constrained to give the measure my support, though I had believed the 
sum in the House bill was the outside sum Congress should appro- 
priate. 

Mr. ELLIS. 
[Mr. Bupp]. 


Mr. BUDD. One of the Senate amendments agreed to by the com- 
mittee of conference strikes out that part of the bill which went from 
the House to the Senate making Indians amenable to the same laws that 
whites are subject to. It was an amendment offered by myself and 
unanimously adopted. I offered it because on the Pacific coast and in 
the Territories when an Indian commits a crime he is corraled on his res- 
ervation and the courts can not punish him. Recently Judge Wingard 
sent some of these Indians back to the tribes for punishment. I ask the 
gentleman from Louisiana the reason for striking that out. 

Mr. ELLIS. The conference committee concurred in the general 
direction of the amendment of the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Bupp]. It was their thought, as well as the thought of all good men, 
that the courts should be extended to the Indian not only for his pun- 
But 
they deemed they had not time, nor did they have time, to enter upon 
the work of making adequate provision on this subject. 

The Indian is not up to the standard of Anglo-American civiliza- 
tion. There are many little offenses which in civilization amount to 
crimes that are committed by Indians by long habit and by toleration 
among themselves. It was deemed that if this provision should pass 


I yield for a moment to the gentleman from California 
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as it is the Indian would very often be arrested for petty offenses, taken 
very far away from his reservation, and subjected to great hardships; 
and it would be seized upon by unscrupulous officers as a means of ac- 
cumulating fees against the Government. It was agreed when the 
next bill shall be reported some effort shall be made in the direction of | 
the amendment of the gentleman from California. 
In regard to the strictures indulged in by the gentleman from Indi- | 
ana [Mr. HoLMAN], I will say that nearly all the increases in this 
bill—three-fourths of them at least—are in the direction of the educa- 
tion and civilization of the Indians, and while gentlemen may complain 
that the bill is large, I yet state to that gentleman and to the House, 


and through the House to the country, that if weshall fulfill our solemn | 


treaties with the Indians, and pay them what we justly owe them, this 
bill would carry eleven or twelve millions of dollars. 

In regard to the point of difference between the House and Senate I 
have this to say: The House provision abolished the Indian inspectors 
and substituted for the Indian inspectors five Army officers, to be de- 
tailed by the Secretary of War, to perform this duty. As the House 


will remember, it gave rise to considerable debate—my friend from | 


Texas [Mr. THROCKMORTON ] being the author of the amendment—and 
it was urged with much force that there were officers unemployed al- 
ready, receiving salaries, who would faithfully and conscientiously dis- 
charge this duty. 

On the other hand, it has been urged by the opponents of the amend- 
ment and also by the Senate conferees with much force that these In- 
dian inspectors occupy the position of confidential agents to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior; that he must have men whom he can trust; 
that it is the thrusting of one department of the service on another; 
and that under the present arrangement the Secretary of the Interior 
having divided the whole Indian country into five districts and rotating 
or detailing one inspector to one district this month and to another 
next month, and so on, following each other round and round, he has 
constantly from different men and different standpoints accurate ac- 
counts of all that is going on, of all that appertains to the condition of 
the Indians on the reservations. 

The House having insisted with much force on its objection, after de- 
bate the conferees on the part of the House thought it best to insist 
and report its disagreement to the House. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. THROCKMORTON ]. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. Since that amendment was offered by me 
to the original bill and adopted by the House I have had some occasion 
to inquire into the method now pursued by the Secretary of the Interior 
in regard to these Indian inspectors. From my intimate knowledge of 
Indian Affairs some years ago I am satisfied that the inspection system 
of the present time is a great improvement upon the old one. From 
conversations I have had with the Secretary of the Interior I believe 
the system now adopted is a good one, and so far as I am individually 
concerned I am disposed to allow that system te be given a fair trial. 
Hence I shall no longer press the proposition which I submitted to the 
House, but am willing to move that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendments and agree to the same. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee of conference must be 
first disposed of. 

Mr. ELLIS. On that I move the previous question. 


The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 


the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid onthe 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I now move that the House recede from 


its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate upon the subject of | 


Indian inspectors and agree to the same. 
Mr. ELLIS. That will include amendments numbered 8, 9, 10, and 


11, which are the only points of disagreement between the two Houses, | 


and all pertain to the same subject. 


bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment 
rhe Clerk read the Senate amendment numbered &, as follows: 
On page 4, strike out lines 7 to 12, both inclusive, as follows 


* The office of Indian inspector is hereby abolished, and the Secretary of War 
shall detail five officers of the Army, not under the grade of captain, who shall 
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[Mr. THROCKMORTON ] as an experiment, I think it is now well, in con- 

sideration of the new facts which have been developed, to recede from 

the provision which we put upon the bill and allow the Department to 
| keep on in its old way, so long as it is doing so well. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be taken upon the amendments 
separately. The first question is upon the motion that the House re- 
cede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 
8, which bas been read, and agree to the same. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The ninth amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

After line 12, on page 4, insert: 

“For pay of five Indian inspectors at $3,000 per annum each, $15,000.” 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I move that the House recede from ite 
disagreement to that amendment and agree to the same. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The tenth amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


In line 13, page 4, strike out the words ‘‘Army officers detailed as ;"’ so that it 
will read 
“For necessary traveling expenses of five Indian inspectors,’ &c 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I move that the House recede from its 
disagreement to this amendment and agree to the same. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The eleventh amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

On page 4, strike out all after the word “ inspectors,” in line 14, down to and 
including the word “ uct,”’ in line 16; so that the clause will read as follows 

‘For necessary traveling expenses of five Indian inspectors, including inci- 
dental expenses of inspection and investigation, $6,000.” 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. I move that the House recede from its 
disagreement to this amendment of the Senate and agree to the sam 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. That disposes of all the amendments of theSenate. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON moved to reconsider the various votes jast 
taken; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that by mistake a bill was 
certified as having passed the House and so communicated to the Sen- 
ate, when the fact was that it was rejected by the House. The Clerk 
will read an order upon the subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: ® 

Ordered, That the Clerk request the Senate to return to the House the bill of 
the House, No. 5682, to repeal section 22 of the act incorporating the Texas Pa 


> 


cific Railroad Company, approved March 3, 1871, and to declare the forfeiture of 
the land grant therein made, and for other purposes. 


There being no objection, the order was adopted. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HORR. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, «ce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BLounrT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 7440) making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament 
thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes 

Mr. HORR. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the first o1 
formal reading of the bill. 
| There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
| 
| 





Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, this bill as reported by the majority of 
the Committee on Appropriations ix a departure from the practice ot 
the Government for the last seven or eight years inthis respect. During 
that period money has been appropriated in sufficient quantity merely 
to keep our forts now in existence in a sort of preservation, without 
doing anything in the line of making any new defenses or procuring 


Mr. RANDALL. And if agreed to by the House will dispose of the | any new guns. 


[ labor under one disadvantage in discussing this bill. I was com 
pelled to take up this question without any previous knowledge of mili 
tary science, and I am somewhat embarrassed by knowing that to-day 
am obliged to talk to at least several gentlemen who have devoted thei: 
lives to the study of this question of national defenses. Let me say in 


act under the direction of the Secretary of War as Indian inspectors: and the the outset to them and to all here that the most I can hope to do in 


Secretary of War shall change such officers at any time the Secretary of the 


Interior shall request the same to be done.” 


| the remarks I shall submit is to give the results in theory and practice 
which have been arrived at by just such men asthose I mention, and I 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon receding from the disagree- | trust they will bear with me while I travel in my hesitating, trembling 


ment of the House to the amendment just read and agreeing to the 
same. 


»| way over roads that are so familiar to them. 
I have no theories of my own on military matters. I have no ex 


Mr. THROCKMORTON. I yield to the gentleman from New York perience which enables me to talk as some men here mightdo. All | 


(Mr. Cox] for a moment. 


shall attempt is to give some of the conclusions at which I have arrived 


__ Mr. COX, of New York. I myself should have made that motion, | from an examination of the literature upon this subject which has been 
if my friend from Texas [Mr. THROCKMORTON] had not made it, for | presented by the men who have devoted their lives to its study, and 
reasons which I have since ascertained from gentlemen who have been | who have had great personal experience in all matters that pertain to 
connected with this Indian service, among them Colonel Manypenny, | the national defense. 


formerly Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and others. Although the 


House sustained the amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas 


> In doing this I trust the House will bear with me when I say that 
this is a question which we should examine with great care. It isa 
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question that goes directly to the stability and permanency of our 
American Government; and while I admit that I enter upon it with 
somewhat of the zeal of a new convert, still I do hope I shall be able 
to satisfy this House that the bill reported by the majority of the com- 
mittee is in the interest of the American people and is drawn for the 
purpose of benefiting our nation as a whole. 

The first item in the bill is$1,000,000 for the purpose of building new 
forts at the deep-water harbors of the United States. These can all be 
numbered almost on the fingers of one hand: The ports of Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia (or the approaches to Philadelphia), New Orleans, 


Hampton Roads, and San Francisco. Three hundred thousand dollars In the North American Review for March, 1884, General Smalley, 
in the second item is for the purpose of commencing smaller forts at our | who is an authority on this question, closes an article on our defense- 
more shallow ports, no matter where located upon the coast of the | less seaborrd as follows: 
United States Gentlemen understand well that we do not need sO Experiments are comparatively unnecessary. The nations of Europe have 
large guns or so expensive fortifications to defend a city where in the | been vying with each other to obtain the most destructive ordnance and the best 
approaches to it the water is shallow, so that none of the first-class defenses, and have a »parently reached a point where much further progress is 
oo . a im possible—at least for years to come, or until some new projectile force is dis- 
vessels of foreign nations can enter the harbor at all. The size of the 


: i covered or some resisting substance invented panes than iron or steel. We 
fortification and the guns constituting its armament should be deter- | may take advantage of their position and start from the point they have reached 


mined by the size of the iron-clad vessel of war that can enter the | But st present the appropriations made by Congress are barely sufficient to keep 
asieen ond male the attack our old-fashioned fortifications from falling about the ears of their garrisons, or 
la ‘ Lis 4 « . 


, ; . our obsolete old naval hulks from rotting in their docks or foundering over 
In 1816 President Madison had a board of engineers appointed to in- | their anchors. 


vestigate and report upon the defenses of the country. At the head of 
that board he placed the great French engineer General Bernard. The 
plans which that commission or board adopted were followed from that 
day up to 1861, and the fortifications of the country were all built ac- 
cording to the plans devised by that board at that early day. 

Now, you must bear in mind that when that board met and made 
the plans of these forts the heaviest shots that could be fired from any 
gun carried by any naval vessel in the world was a 42-pound shot, and It is an unpleasant task to tell unwelcometruths. The person who performs 
these fortifications were planned to meet the attack of gunsof that caliber | it is placed in the category of those who give unasked advice. 
carried only upon wooden vessels of war. And I ask gentlemen to mark this: 

When the civil war broke out in this country in,1861 this nation And much treasure will be saved and national humiliation avoided ifthe Amer- 
was as well fortified perhaps as any nation on the face of the earth. | ican people awake to their duty of properly defending their coasts, a duty the 
In accordance with the plans adopted by that Bernard commission and cost of the performance of which is infinitely small compared to the benefit to 


. ’ the United States which will inure from its proper and speedy performance, and 
carried out by the fathers, forts had been built which were adequate | the longer neglect of which is sure to bring punishment in this or a succeeding 
to meet the attack of any of the vessels and guns used at that time | generation. 


in naval warfare. Since then immense progress has been made in the In 1859 the government of Great Britain aroused itself on this sub- 
art of naval warfare. Vessels have been built which are iron-clad, cov- | ject. Her forts were in no better condition than ours. That govern- 
ered with twenty inches of steel plates. They carry guns weighing | ment appointed a commission of six army officers and one civilian. 
sixty tons; and to-day instead of hurling 42-pound shot at our fortifica- | Those army officers and that civilian were instructed to examine the 
tions, they can fire shot weighing 2,000 pounds—shot which will pen- | needs of the fortifications at their harbors of Portsmouth, Portland, Pem- 
etrate an armor of from twenty to twenty-four inches of solid plate, | broke, Dover, Chatham, and the Medway, and they were especially 
steel and iron, and do this at a distance of 1,000 yards. Such vessels | charged with looking after the forts that guarded the approaches to the 
are now owned by many nations of the Old World, and several of the | great city of London. They made an exhaustive report, and since 1861 
second and third rate powers own such ships of war. Great Britain has expended the enormous sum of $40,000,000 on her for- 
Consequently the forts which we built before 1861 and which were | tifications alone. Why, in 1860 Palmerston, in his report to the British 
then adequate are to-day entirely worthless, absolutely of no account | nation, stated that they needed $45,000,000 to carry out the plans of that 
whatever, when they have to face the heavy guns and heavy armor of the | commission. 
navies of the world. Our brick and mortar forts are simply useless, Every first-class power of the earth has done substantially the same 
and there is not one of them to-day that has a single gun in position | thing as Great Britain, with the exception of the United States of 
that could affect in the least a modern man-of-war making an attack | America. We have done absolutely nothing. 
upon one of our seaboard cities. Our civil war demonstrated one thing—that our old fortifications of 
The various nations of the Old World have been building forts for | mortar and brick were of no account against the modern guns being 
years. They have been giving close attention to this subject with great | built all over Europe. Europe discovered that fact as to her fortifica- 
care. But we since 1861 have been asleep upon this question, so that | tions, and immediately set herself to work to build new fortifications 
to-day a second-class iron-clad vessel of any second-class power could | protected by earth embankments and iron clad. She discovered the 
steam right into the harbor of New York, levy tribute upon its people, | fact that you can make an iron turret on land,and then man it with 
and collect it, or destroy the city in spite of everything that the Ameri- | the heaviest guns and protect a nation against the navies of the world, 
can people could do. And in the face of that fact we have a minority | just as well as you could with brick and mortar in 1850. 
report of a committee brought into this House which proposes to leave We alone of all the first-class powers of the earth have never as yet 
our country in just that defenseless condition; whereas the report of | built one single fort of this kind. And to-day my friend from New 
the majority proposes to commence now to build some new forts and | York [Mr. Cox] knows very well that Chili, Italy, any of these sec- 
proposes to commence the manufacture of heavy steel rifled cannon, so | ond-class powers have in their navy boats that could ride right into any 
as to properly defend our great commercial centers from any attacks | deep-water harbor on the coast of the United States, and we have no 
that may be attempted in the future. fortifications or guns worthy of the name to meet their assault. Talk 
Our condition is well known to foreign nations. The absolutely de- | about the small guns we now possess! They would have no effect 
fenseless condition of all our coast is well known abroad. The late | whatever on one of these iron-clad vessels. 


eight years you will find that he has warned you, that he has heaped 
importunity upon importunity, and done everything a faithful officer 
could do to arouse this nation to a sense ofits weakness, to the fact of 
its utter inability to cope with even a second-class power. 

Almost every annual message of every President for the last ten 
years has called the attention of Congress to the defenseless condition 
of the country, and the last annual message of our present Executive 
calls especial attention to this point, and recommends that the Ameri- 
can Congress provide for the national defense, that it commence at once 
to fortify our unprotected seacoast cities. 





The bill submitted by the minority of this committee is just suf- 
ficiently large to do exactly what this general says we have been doing 
for the last eight years past. It is simply doing nothing and will ac- 
| complish nothing for the real defense of the country. General W. B. 
Franklin, a gentleman of high authority in our military service, in the 
December number of the same review closes an article on national de- 
fense as follows: 





minister of foreign affairs in France said to one of our own statesmen One such man-of-war in the hands of a company of buccaneers could 
not long since, ‘* How about your defenses? In the intelligence de- | enter any deep-water harbor in this country, levy black-mail upon our 


partment of our war office,’ said he, ‘‘we have a drawing of every | cities or destroy them, and sail away with their booty absolutely un- 
military work of consequence on the whole American coast line, with | harmed. You might just as well try to stop a mad rhinoceros by firing 
comments on their strength. There is not a first-class fortification | green peas out of an old-fashioned pop-gun at his armored hide as to 
among them all. Do you know how long it takes to build a first-class | try to stop such a vessel from entering any harbor in the United States, 
modern gun ?’’ said this French minister. The American replied that he | for the simple reason that our forts have no guns of sufficient power to 
did not. Lacour said, ‘‘It takes a whole year. Your cities would be | do any damage to the heavy armor of such an ironclad or to prevent 
shelled and sacked and laid under tribute while you were creating a | her in any manner from entering and doing her work of destruction. 





navy; and how could you rebuild your fortifications with 1,000-pound Now my fears for the future of these great seaboard towns may be 
shells falling about the ears of your workingmen? Be sure ’’—now | groundless. No one will be more gratified than myself if such shall 
mark this—*‘ Be sure that the defenseless condition of your country is | prove to be thecase. But I am seeking the adoption of such a policy 
thoroughly well known and commented upon by every power in Europe 


as shall be best for the safety, the dignity, and welfare of this nation, 
and am willing to take no risks. I confess, Mr. Chairman, to a weak- 
ness in favor of protecting, improving, and building up these United 
States in every way possible. Iam in favor of all our home industries 
have been calling the attention of the American people to this question | as against those of the Old Word. Could I have my way, inside of ten 
of public defense in season and out of season. If you will read the re- years this Government should have a navy commensurate with her 
ports of the Chief of Engineers, General Wright, for the past seven or | commercial importance and worthy of a nation holding so high a posi- 


that would gladly see you humbled, for, as I said, your prosperity is a 
dangerous menace to all the nations of the Old World except France.”’ 
For the past seven years the Engineer Department of this country 
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tion among the great powers of the earth. To do this would cost 
money. Butsuch things come to no people without price. 
I would also make an intelligent and determined effort to restore our 


general commerce upon the high seas. To me it seems a national dis- | 
5 . . . . f | 
grace ifnot a national crime that our business men are compelled to pay 


foreign ship-owners $120,000,000 a year for freight on our own products 
shipped abroad. To prevent this would also cost money. Be it 80. I 
would make the sacrifice to secure this carrying trade to our American 
bottoms. I would improve all the great water ways and harbors of 
the country, and thereby secure cheap transportation for the products 
of this nation, and in that way I would benefit both the producer and 
the consumer. I would even go further: I would beautify and adorn 
this city of Washington so as to make it the healthiest and handsomest 
capital on the face of the earth. And then, in addition to all these 
things, I would so fortify and protect all the approaches to our com- 
mercial centers and to this national capital as would make them safe 
against the assaults of all foreign foes, and thus enable our people to 
pursue their peaceful avocations free from all apprehensions of danger. 
| would see to it that future generations should never be compelled to 
point out to our people when it was that this Capitol building where 
we now stand was destroyed a second time by some foreign foe. 

One such destruction is humiliation enough for me, and to preventa 
recurrence of such a national disgrace seems to me to be wise states- 
manship. Now, to do all these things will necessarily involve an ex- 
penditure of money. But fortunately we have the means at hand by 
which to carry outall of these great national undertakings, and I would 
enter upon the work at once. I would do it simply for the safety, the 
glory, and well-being of our own people and to make the United States 
of America the most respected and honored nation among all the na- 
tions of the earth. 

Mr. Chairman, the next provision of this bill provides for the pur- 
chase of torpedoes; but as both the substitute and the committee’s bill 
agree substantially on the question of purchasing torpedoes, I need not 
take the time of the House by going into a discussion of that branchof 
our national defenses. Perhaps no weapons are more carefully studied 
or any more thoroughly improved and carefully built than the torpe- 
does of the present day; and yet neither of these bills gives anything 
like the amount that ought to be appropriated for the purchase and 
laying away of these most admirable means of harbor defense. Still, 
as the two bills agree substantially or largely upon that subject, I will 
not detain the House by talking upon it further. 

The next item of this bill appropriates $600,000 for the conversion of 
our 10-inch smooth-bore guns into 8-inch rifle-guns, and for the pur- 
chase of powder and munitions of war that may be laid aside, so as 
to have them ready for use in an emergency. I wish to say to the 
committee that we have to-day about eleven hundred of these 10-inch 
cast-iron smooth-bore guns on hand. In their present condition they 
are worth scarcely anything at all. By converting them into 8-inch 
rifle-eguns we get a weapon which answers very well for the shallow, 
water harbors. Once converted, they are effective for such second-class 
work. It costs to change each of these guns into a rifle about $2,100. 
When done they will throw a shot through an 8-inch iron plate at a dis- 
tance of 1,000 yards. 

Now, an 8-inch rifled gun much longer than these will penetrate 
probably about fifteen inches of iron plate. These converted guns, 
however, will penetrate, as I have said, eight inches of iron plate, and 
are sufficient for use as a defense in all our smaller and shallow har- 
bors where heavy-plated vessels can not go because of their draught 
of water. But a rifled 8-inch gun such as are now being built costs 
$15,000, whereas for $2,100 we can convert one of these guns already 
on hand into a very serviceable and useful weapon. You will see as a 
matter of economy we should use this material now on hand, as we can 
in that way procure a large number of guns that will answer a certain 
needed purpose at a very low price. 

They have been tested and tried until they are known to be a suc- 
cess. Several of them have already been converted into rifle-guns and 
have been fired from five hundred to seven hundred times, until it has 
been demonstrated that the gun can be used for actual purposes in reg- 


ular action with safety. Hence, as I have just said, as a matter of | 


economy we believe the nation should utilize these guns instead of going 
to the expense of building entirely new ones. 


In this item also provision is made for the purchase of powder. I | 


suppose many of the members of the House are not familiar with what 


the world has been doing in the manufacture of guns and in the man- | 


utacture of powder. There has been no part of the war material more 
improved and mor? perfected within the last fifteen years than the 
powder which we use in our large guns. And I am proud to say that 
we here in America manufacture, if not the best, as good powder as 
any that is made in the world. 

I have here some specimens which will illustrate this subject. It is 
well known to expert gunners that fine powder when exploded burns so 
quickly that a gun could not stand the expansive force of such powder, 
and consequently we can not get these immense projectiles thrown as 


they should be by the use of the ordinary powder. They commenced 
experimenting, and I hold in my hand [exhibiting it] what is one 


grain of powder in use in the largest guns. It was also found that by 
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making grains of different shapes an advantage isgained. Here [ex- 
hibiting it] you have an eight-sided grain of powder. That is the 
strongest now known in the world. It has been found that a little 
more surface is obtained to the bulk by making it eight-sided than 
is given by the cube; and they have thereby struck that mean whereby 
you get less expansive power and more projectile power; for it is the 
projectile power you are after in throwing a heavy shot. 

Every grain of powder used in all the large guns in the world is run 
in a mold grain by grain. They are made, I say, in molds and then 
glazed with great care, so that they may be fitted for their work. 
There [exhibiting it] is a grain with holes perforated through it for 
the purpose of increasing the surface a little, but still keeping it within 
this expansive power, so as not to burst the gun but to drive the pro- 
jectile forward. 

The powder of the world is being manufactured with the simple view 
of enabling us to get the greatest velocity for our projectiles without 
tearing our gun to pieces. We in this country have perfected that de- 
partment of our military stores; but we have not a gun in which to 
use a charge of that kind of powder. Why, sir, you will know some- 
thing of the power of one of those enormous guns that Italy and Ger- 
many and England are now manufacturing when I tell you that to shoot 
one of them once takes five barrels of such powder as that, five hundred 
to seven hundred pounds of powder to one charge. 

Of course I need not talk to you about the use of this kind of powder 
with our pzesent guns; for we have not any in which we can use it to 
any extent and with any effect, as I shallshow by and by. A modern 
rifled gun is of great length, and hence you can obtain great velocity 
for a projectile when it leavesthe gun. You all understand that a shot 
does execution, not only in proportion to its weight, but also in propor- 
tion to its velocity. The maximum of destructive power is attained 
when you use such improved powder in one of these modern rifled 
guns. 

This item also carries money for the purchase of the Gatling gun— 
the machine-gun. This gun hasten barrelsand tenlocks. It is the most 
perfect machine-gun known to-day, and was invented and is made in this 
country. Let me tell you what it will do. It carries, as I remember 
now, & ball about thesize of the old fashioned musket-ball—that would 
be an ounce ball. It will fire twelve hundred of those one-ounce balls 
in one minute. They have recently improved this gun so that you can 
shoot it vertically. In that way you can drive men with it from be- 
hind any embankment, because Wy once getting your angle correct 
your balls will go up, and when they come down you can graduate it 
so that they can strike right where the men are at work on the other 
side of the embankment. It is found the balls are up about fifty-seven 
seconds. In coming down they get precisely the velocity they had in 
going up (that is one of the laws, you know, of gravitation); and the 
fact is that when these balls strike the ground on the other side of the 
fortification they pierce a plank of two inches of pine and go into the 
sand five inches farther, so that as a weapon there is nothing in- 
vented in modern days for that kind of warfare that compares with 
this gun. 

These guns were tested at Alexandria, in Egypt. Two of these Gat- 
ling guns were held by four or five hundred men there when the people 
of that country.undertook to recapture Alexandria. Four hundred 
men with two of these Gatling guns kept the entire Egyptian army at 
bay; and when they asked the commander how it happened that he 
could not bring his men to make an assault, what was his reply? ‘'! 
could get on well enough until I struck that machine that pumped lead, 
and then I could not lead my men up.’’ Now we propose to buy afew 
of these guns and have them ready for future use. 

This is a gun that can be utilized in many conditions of a battle, 
they cost only about $1,200 each, and our nation should not be without 
a good supply of so valuable a weapon. 

The next item in this bill, and it is really the largest item in it, is 
for the purchase of heavy steel guns. This bill carries $1,000,000 for 
that purpose; and further than that, it makes an annual appropriation 
of $1,000,000 for four years more. In other words, it sets aside tive 
millions for the purpose of inducing the manufacturers of the United 
States to enter upon the building of large guns, or at least to induce 
them to furnish such steel as we can work up into these large rifled 
cannon. 

To-day Great Britain has over five hundred of these large guns in 
| position and behind modern fortifications. We have not a single large 
gun in this country, and not a single fort where one could be used if 
we had it. Justthinkofitforamoment. A 12-inch rifled gun weighs 
fifty tons, and the carriage to work it weighs twenty-five tons more 
A 15-inch rifled gun weighs nearly seventy-five tons and the carriage 
weighs thirty-five tons more. The large 17-inch gun which they have 
recently been experimenting with in Italy weighs one hundred tuns and 
carries a shot of over a ton’s weight. To work such a gun as that you 
must have machinery, you must have a platform made of concrete and 
| granite upon which it can be managed. Our old forts are utterly wortir- 
| less for the management of a gun of that character. 

To construct such a fort as would be required will take years of labor 
Pray, when shall we begin the work better than now? We must take 
the time if they are ever built, and why not commence when we are at 
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peace with the world and can build these fortifications somewhat atour 
leisure 

It takes more than a year to make one of these large guns. If we 
had all the appliances, all the machinery, everything as they have in 
Europe, we still could not turn out a 15-inch gun in less than twelve 
months. What sense is therein waiting until a war is on us before we 
commence to prepare for it? 

We can not in this country at this time make a steel gun of 8-inch 
caliber. Why? Because this Government has treated the manufact- 
urers of steel in this country so that they have been unable to put up 
the machinery necessary to handle such great pieces of steel. 

Gun steel is different from railroad steel. Those who have examined 
the subject will tell you that gun steel must not only have very su- 
perior elastic powers, but it must also have excellent tensile power. 
Every time you fire a cannon it stretches and then goes back to its 
former place, just as an india-rubber band does that you put around a 
bundle of papers. Just as surely as you discharge one of our modern 
guns or any other gun there must be elasticity; the gun must yield 
laterally when the charge explodes. Men who have given this subject 
study have ascertained that you may fire a gan probably thousands of 
times with perfect safety if you never stretch the steel of its barrel be- 
yond the elasticity point. Do you understand me? As long as you 
do not go beyond the maximum point of elasticity the gun will go back 
to its original condition thousands of times; but the moment you go 
beyond the point of elasticity then it refuses to go clear back and in a 
little while you have an explosion. Now, the steel for first-class guns 
must be of the very best quality, free from flaws, with this extra tensile 
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and elastic power. 

To make one of these large guns the immense mass of steel must be 
perfect in every particular. In Europe they make it perfect by ham- 
mering it. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]—I am 
sorry he is not now in his seat—in the substitute reported by him on 
behalf of the minority of the Committee on Appropriations, proposes to 
encourage American manufacturers of steel by giving $300,000 to induce 
them to enter upon the manufacture of these large guns. Do you, gen- 
tlemen of the minority of the committee, know what that means? It 
simply means not to make any guns at all; it simply means not to in- 
duce our steel-makers to try the experiment. 

Why’? To change the steel works of this country so that they can 
produce a piece of steel large enongh for one of these rifled guns will 
require to start with an outlay of over half a million of dollars; that 
is, before they can make the first gun or the first piece of steel for a 
gun or even the first jocket to strengthen the gun. The minority of 
the committee propose to induce the steel manufacturers of this coun- 
try, by an appropriation of $300,000, to give away $500,000, to start 
with, and take all the risk of the business besides. 

The bill of the majority of the committee puts aside $5,000,000 to be 
used in the production of large guns. We take no risks, for we pay 
these people no money unless they shall produce steel such as is re- 
quired and unless they make such a gun as we need. But we say to 
them, ‘*1f you do that we have money enough here in hand to give you 
a protitable job, to give you something to do.’’ And the $5,000,000 is 
a small sum for that kind of an undertaking. 

Why, gentlemen, one of Krupp’s hammers that he uses in making 
these large guns weighs over eighty tons, and the cost of it with all 
the machinery for handling it is over $1,000,000. Great Britain has 
works of this kind now in operation where she builds these heavy guns 
and makes the steel also, because she has fostered and stood by these 
great enterprises and built them up within her own borders. 

**But,’’ says some man, “‘why not buy our heavy guns of Great 
Britain or of Germany? Canwe not get them of Krupp? Can we not 
buy them of the works in Great Britain? Will not the Russian found- 
eries give you a few, or rather sell them to you? Will it not be cheaper 
to buy all these heavy guns abroad? Why try to start such expensive 
works in this country if we can save money by purchasing our arma- 
ments in the Old World?”’ 

Now, is there a man here who thinks it is the policy of the American 
Government to depend upon the workmen of foreign nations for our 
defensive armament? Is there a man who does not know that if you 
will give Yankee ingenuity any inducement we can make just as good 
steel, just as good guns on this side of the Atlantic as they can make 
on the other? 

More than that, will it do to trust to foreign powers for such arti- 
cles? When we are in trouble and need them, that will be the very 
time we can not get them. Consequently every principle of business 
requires that we should build up these institutions right here in our 
own country. TheOld World ispursuingthis policy. Germanyspends 
its millions of dollars every year and turns them into the lap of her 
ereat manufacturer; and to-day there is no superior to the great works 
of Krupp that are running within her borders. Russia does this work 
in her own national founderies. Great Britain, France, all of them can 
make these guns and prepare them for their uses. We alone stand up 
before the world and proclaim our weakness, and then refuse to pay a 
dollar for the establishment of such works within our borders or to in- 
duce our mechanics to undertake these vast enterprises. Is there any | 
sense, any patriotism, in such a course? 








I believe this nation should build guns and forts to protect our great 


| seaboard towns. I know there is a great prejudice in thiscountry against 


large cities. I know we heara greatdeal about the ‘‘ monopolies ”’ and 
the ‘‘ railroad grabbers ’’ and everything that is offensive in connection 
with the cities of New York and Boston and Baltimore and Philade]- 
phia. I share nothing of this feeling I believe that the cities are of 
as much benefit to the country as the country is to the city. I know 
the country supports these great towns, but these great towns also aid 
the country. We could not well live without them. Why, it is true 
that Great Britain would not be the first power on the earth to-day but 
for London. London furnishes the sinews of business that make that 
nation the strongest financial nation in the world. London does as much 
for the balance of Great Britain as the rest of the country does for Lon- 
don. Great cities do not grow by accident. They are the creatures ot 
commercial necessity. They are the outcome of business needs. 

The property of a country naturally collects in the large cities. Every 
person in Kansas or in Nebraska is interested in having the city of New 
York and the city of Boston secure. Our accumulation of wealth must 
center in those large towns. It works there and flows backward and 
forward. Consequently it is the business of a nation to protect these 
exposed points. Why’ I know our friends of the minority tell us in 
their report, and you will hear it on this floor, that the war of the re- 


| bellion taught the world one fact, to wit, that volunteer soldiers are the 


best in the world, and that this nation is forever secure with her vol- 
unteer soldiery ready to take up their weapons and go to the front in 
case of trouble. Now, that is true if we were only in danger from an 
invading army. 

I am not afraid of the whole world bothering or pestering the United 
States by landing troops and putting them where we can get at them. 
I do not mean that I would necessarily get at them; but my friends 
here who went to the war would take care of them. [Laughter.] It 
is certain that no nation on the face of the earth could withstand the 
attack of an invading army more successfully than can the United 
States of America. But our danger is not from any invading forces. 
No foreign power is going to send its thousands of men to attack us on 
shore. Foreign nations know our weak points. Our danger is from 
their fitting out cruisers, armed ships of war, and sending them into 
these great money centers, levying contributions upon the moneyed 
people of the United States and destroying these great seacoast towns. 
They know where to make the attack. They are not going to land an 
army and fight us at Pensacola. That is a good harbor and a deep 
one. Why would they not gothere? There is nothing to go ther: 
for. At Boston they can sail up and shell the city and compel its peo- 
ple to donate $100,000,000, $200,000,000, or $300,000,000 in order to 
save the city from being burned; and this they can do without leav- 
ing their ships. What is your military going to do against that kind 
of an attack? What has the number of men to do with a case of that 
kind? Whatever force might be collected by us on land would be per 
fectly helpless. 

Mr. LONG. And an attack upon the cities is really an attack upon 
the country which finds its markets in the cities. 

Mr. HORR. As my friend from Massachusetts suggests, an attack 
upon the large cities of the United States is an attack upon the entire 
people, because the people of the country always have a large amount 
of their surplus funds lying in the cities. Besides, the destruction of 
the cities is the destruction of the markets of the country; it breaks 
up the business of the country. 

Now, the bill of the majority of the committee is drawn simply with 
the view of having this nation to start in a new way—to commence to 
build forts commensurate with the attack that we may be compelled 
to meet; to start now and build forts and guns that will enable us to 
defend our coast against’ any surprise, and prepare ourselves to ward 
off any blow that may in the future be aimed at our country. 

I have thus given a statement of the aims and objects of this bill, 
and we are met in the outset with the statements that all this is un- 
necessary, a useless expenditure of money, on the ground, forsooth, that 
**no enemy is in sight;’’ ‘‘ that we can have no foreign war,’’ and that 
if weshould have one we can get ready in a few days to whip the con 
bined nations of the world. Is it possible that we are thus secure? | 
know that our late war, asI have just said, demonstrated the power and 
efficiency of volunteer soldiers. They are equal toany emergency when 
we are attacked on land by an army of men. 

But let me repeat, no such attack will be attempted. Our danger 
does not lie from an invading army. We need no forts, no 15-inch 
rifle-guns to withstand any such an attack. Our danger lies in an 
assault made upon our great and wealthy cities upon the seaboard; 
attack made by iron-clad men-of-war armed with heavy guns, against 
which volunteer soldiers or regulars can do nothing. We must meet 
such attacks, if at all, with iron-clad turrets; on land with torpedoes 
and heavy guns, against their weapons of a similar kind. But we are 
told no nation will ever attack us. How do you know that? Asarule 
nations are no better than the individuals that compose them. 

The history of the world so far proves that cupidity, avarice, rapac- 
ity have been just as glaring on the part of nations as they have been 
in the cases of individuals. Meanness is no unusual trait in the deal - 
ing among the powers of the world. Wars so far in this world have 
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resulted from unreasonable causes. Nations often get into trouble 
when there is no sensible reason for it. Bad leaders, corrupt men in 
high places; ambitious princes, wicked and foolish prime ministers, 
often compel other nations to defend themselves or be disgraced in the 
eyes of the world. I would have this nation, if possible, never insult 
any other nation on this or the other continent; but I would also have 
it so strong and well equipped that in the future we need never submit 
to an insult from any power on the face of the earth. 


to submit to one indignity after another from Great Britain, which caused 
every true American to hang his head in shame. I can not forget our 
deep humiliation at that time. I know they tell us that England has 
atoned for those injuries with a round fifteen million. Do not tell me 
that. The feeling I refer to hasno money price. Such indignities can 
not be paid for with gold. You can not make merchandise of national 
honor any more than you can of personal honor. One should guard and 
protect the good name of his country as sacredly as he would defend 
the sanctity and purity of his own household. Such things are not 
commodities that can be bought and sold. [Applause. ] 

This bill is drawn in the interest of preserving our national charac- 
ter. What is $5,000,000 when compared with such results? We have 
the money on hand; why not use itin so good awork? I donot claim 
that we should commence these great enterprises simply because the 
national Treasury is full of cash. What I do claim is this: that since 
the work is so important, so imperatively needed, the fact that we 
have plenty of ready money on hand can be properly urged as a reason 
why we should no longer delay these great national undertakings. It 
is not as if we were compelled to borrow the money, though Greut 
Britain borrowed over $25,000,000 for her fortifications alone. 

Workmen in this country are just now plentiful. Material at this 
time is cheap. No better thing in my judgment can be done than to 


put several thousand men at work building these great national de- | 


tenses. Do not, I beg of you, let me hear the question asked on this 
bill, ‘‘How much more is it than was given last year?’’ I should 
answer, five times as much. Suppose it is? Pray will some one tell 
me what difference that should make? The expenses of the Govern- 
ment must increase from year to year as long as we continue to grow. 
It should cost more to carry the mails this year than it did last year. 
It will cost more next year than it does this year. 

Really, the only statesmanlike question that can be asked is, ** What 
are the real needs of the service?’’ How much do the best interests 
of the country demand? So on this bill the first question to be set- 
tled is, ‘‘ Do our seaboard towns need defense?’’ ‘‘ Ought our Gov- 
ernment to fortify and protect its extensive coast?’’ ‘* Should we try 
and keep pace with the other great powers of the earth in the manu- 
tacture of heavy guns and projectiles ?’’ 

If you say to these questions ‘‘no,’’ then this entire ‘bill is a mis- 
take, and all these works should be abandoned at once. But if you 
say ‘‘ yes,’’ then I say we should enter upon the work at once and in 
dead earnest. 

This bill is drafted for the sole purpose of enabling the Government 
to commence these works now. We believe such a course is for the 
safety and well-being of this Republic. Then let us pass this bill like 


earnest, sensible men. It is drawn in the interest of no political move- | 


ment. It is simply drawn in the interest of the General Government 
and for the public welfare, to provide under the Constitution for *‘ the 
common defense.’? The question of ‘‘ States rights’’ can not be raised 
here. 


These defenses, if built at all, must be built by the General Govern- | 
ment. States, municipalities, these great cities, would not be permitted | 


to enter upon such work if they desired to. Noone will claim that they 


| 





have the right to erect a fort or control a single gun. Our fathers were | 


wise to so arrange that the nation, the united people, should possess 
such power. In times of war State lines can not be regarded. The 
nation must be the unit then. 


I know we are to meet the usual cry of ‘‘extravagance’’ as against | 
this measure. There has come to be a small class of politicians in this | 


country, or perhaps I might better say a class of small politicians [laugh- 
ter], who seem to think it a mark of statesmanship to denounce ever 
attempt to build up this country as a piece of extravagance. 


niggardly is by no means always economical. Men can be careful of 
expenditures without being mean. Littleness is no sure evidence ot 
good business judgment. To always try to skin a flint is not on all 
occasions profitable or best. 

To properly carry on a great government like ours requires not only 
men who can master details, but those who can also comprehend large 
subjects and vast enterprises. A man may be able to manage a small 


| business and still fall very farshort of a statesman. He might be able 
I have not yet forgotten that during our civil strife we were compelled | 


to run a peanut stand successfully for years, and after all never develop 
into a great public financier. [Laughter. ] 

The question before us should be examined on a broad basis. We 
should endeavor to be guided by the light of the world’s past history. 
The reasonable probabilities of the future should carry conviction to 
our minds. In all your speculations do not forget that every dollar of 
this money is to be used for the building up and defense of our com- 
mon country. I know some of you will claim that she will never need 
any such defense. God grant that your predictions may prove true. 
But I am a firm believer in the wisdom of that advice which bids us 
‘*in time of peace to prepare for war.’’ I would build the vault and 
put in the safe before the bank is robbed. I would lock the stable 
before the horse is stolen. 

Full preparation, ready strength, accumulated munitions of war, will 
aid in keeping the other nations of the world in a friendly attitude to- 
ward us. The power to strike terrible blows will of necessity lessen 
the number of our antagonists. 

Besides, you must not forget that nations have power and influence 
in this world in proportion largely to their physical strength, in pro- 
portion to their ability to defend themselves, coupled with their power 
to inflict injury upon their enemies. No nation which can be insulted 
with impunity and which has not the energy and enterprise to keep 
apace with the other nations of the world in matters of self-defense 
can be called a first-class power. 

The spread of education, the accumulation of wealth, the develop- 
ment of the arts and sciences, the study of philosophy, all these things 
adorn our civilization and add to our national glory; but all of them 
taken together, unaided by the strong arm of national power and un- 
assisted by phystcal strength—all of them,I say, unless coupled with the 
ability to wage a well-directed, successful, aggressive or defensive war, 
will not constitute us such a nation as our patriotic forefathers intended 
to found, nor such an one as clear-sighted, high-minded statesmen 
should strive to perpetuate. 

Mr. Chairman, there is such a*thing as national character—a just 
pride in the grand events of the past, a sensitiveness as to the honor 
and reputation of our nation’s conduct, a determination to do and suf- 
fer, if need be, for the good name and fame of one’s common country, a 


| holy, devout reverence for our national emblems; a mutual feeling 


of sorrow and sadness at all national disgrace and national dishonor 
and a common feeling of joy and gladness at our national success; a 


| sense of genuine pleasure at anything and everything which adds new 
| luster to our nation’s glory. Such feelings as these, held in common 


by all classes of citizens, constitute what I would call national charac- 
ter. [Applause.] To build up and strengthen such sentiments, to draw 
out and cultivate such feelings there must be constantly transpiring 
noble national deeds. National works must be constantly engaged in, 
national improvements must be constantly in progress, national de- 
fenses must be constantly growing, and the power of the nation to 
make itself felt in the world must be constantly developed. This bill 
is drawn especially toassist in the development ofsuch national character. 

Let us, then, in the discussion of this bill, rise above all partisan 
zeal; let us put aside all narrowness of soul; let us endeavor to grasp with 
broad, unprejudiced minds these great problems of state; let us take 
into the account the grand destiny that awaits our beloved Republic, and 
so act that coming generations will say that the policy adopted by the 
Forty-eighth Congress for the defense of the country was conceived in 
a spirit of true patriotism and carried out in accordance with the teach- 
ings of the highest wisdom. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. RYAN (when Mr. Horr’s hour had expired) obtained the floo: 
and said: If Iam recognized I will yield so much of my time to the 


| gentleman from Michigan as he may need to conclude his speech. 


These men have but one battle-cry. You hear it here on this floor. | 


They shout it on the stump and atthe hustings. It is *‘ Extrava- 
gance!’’ ‘‘ Extravagance!’’ ‘* Economy!’ ‘‘ Economy!”’ ‘* Can’t we 


cut down a penny here?’’ ‘‘ Is it not possible to take off a shaving | 


there?’’ ‘‘Is there not some other place where the starvation point 
has not been reached ?”’ faceuieer. 

Now, sir, I permit no man to go before me in that economy which 
will prevent the squandering of a single dollar of the public treasure. 
I would not knowingly vote a dollar for any useless purpose. In all 
my expenditures I would see to it that the people get a full equiva- 
lent for the money paid. 

My plans would keep the wealth of the country within our own 
berders. In furnishing labor for the toiling millions I weuld so do it as to 
build up all the time our own country. A nation should be managed 
on the same sound business principles as business men use in their 


management of great and important business undertakings. To be | 





Mr. HORR resumed and concluded his remarks. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, Ido not think I would have 
undertaken to address the House on this measure—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from New York will yield 
the floor until | can make a suggestion. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that probably some understanding should be reached 
at this time in reference to the length of the general debate on the 
pending bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me remind the gentleman from Indiana this 
bill is not under my direction. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I had overlooked that fact. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] has 
charge of the bill. 

Mr. HORR. It is too early now to limit debate. 

Mr. RYAN. Let it run on for a little while longer. 

Mr. HORR. Yes, as the gentleman from Kansas says, let it run on 
for a little while longer; we will not be lengthy in its discussion. 
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Mr. ELLIS. Let the gentleman from New York proceed. I make 
the point, Mr. Chairman, that there is nothing before the committee. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from New York will yield 


until we can come to some understanding on both sides of the House as 
to when general debate shall be closed on this bill. 


Mr. ELLIS. I hope there will be no bargain made at this time 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope some understanding will be reached. 
Mr. COX, of New York. Iam on the floor just now. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. COX, of New York. If it had not been for the question raised 
the other day about printing speeches I would not ask now to be heard 
orally. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield for the suggestion 
made by the gentleman from Indiana ? 


Mr. COX, of New York. I should like to go on for a little first. 

Mr. HORR. We will be through before long. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Michigan in charge of the | 
bill it seems does not at this time desire to make any arrangement 


about the length of the delste. 


Mr. HORR. Not just now. I will aftera little. I wish to hear 
the other side first. 
Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Chairman, but for the discussion about 


printing speeches not delivered I would be glad to be relieved from de- 
livering the remarks I propose to make. I would not deliver them at 
all had not my relation to naval affairs called me to study the questions 


involved. Nearly five years ago, as a New York member, I urged this 


House to make liberal appropriations for our fortifications, for guns of 
larger caliber, and for big ships of the best model and equipment. We 
may not have delayed in vain, as there is a constant advance in the arts 
and sciences connected with naval architecture and armaments. In- 
deed, by no one has this unsettled condition been better expressed than 
by Lieut. Edward W. Very, in his volume entitled the 
World.’’ From this I read the following: 


During the past twenty years the changes in the material of which fleets are 
composed have been so rapid and universal that it has been impossible at any 
time to form a true estimate of the strength of the navy of any maritime power 
that would be of any value beyond a very limited time. With displacements 
advancing from 5,000 to 13,000 tons; weight and power of ordnance developing 
beyond the most exaggerated conceptions of twenty years ago; torpedo war- 
fare springing into existence and developing as a new and special arm; modifi- 
cations in engines and boilers by which speed has been developed from 12 to 1s 
knots, and steaming capacity from 2,500 to 6,000 miles; the revolution of naval 
tactics, and the entire change in the conditions of naval warfare brought about 
by the development of armor defense and the ram attack—it is only through 
paying the closest attention and under exceptionally favorable circumstances 


that naval officers have been able to comprehend the magnitude of the general 
result 


‘*Navies of 


This bill and substitute came into the House in an unusual form. 
The bill of the majority asks for about five times as much money as 
the substitute of the minority. The former asks for 33,070,000, the 


latter for $595,000. The items vary. It is not unlikely that we can, 
without extravagance or parsimony, wisely take some suggestions from 


exch. I believe in neither the monitor nor the cruiser system; hence | 


have so voted. I desire fighting ships of the best class. 

Chief-Engineer King gives us in his exhaustive volume on war ships 
and navies the keynote to a true policy in the upbuilding of our Navy. 
He 


The maritime power of England originated in the commercial wants of the 


says: 


people and become identified with them step by step in their * national prog- | 
ress,’ | 
What service I could renderin this House on naval matters has been, 


first, with a view to strengthen our merchant marine, adapting it to the 
progress of the world in mold and materials; second, to provide defense 
upon our coasts by means of *' great guns’’ of a caliber suited to that 
purpose and at least equal to the quality and kind of guns now used by 
other nations. 

I am aware that all the pride of our early achievements on the sea and 
all the shame of our present deplorable condition have aroused a dor- 
mant national feeling in reference to both these subjects. 

The question that confronts the legislation of this Congress is: How 
far can we go in the rehabilitation of the defenses of the country, either 
by fortifications and guns or by iron-clad war ships and cruisers ? 

NO URGENT NEF 





D OF A NAVY. 


We 
the 
pare 


are told that there is urgent need of a navy. 
urgency, unless it be found in the 
for war.’’ 


I do not admit 
mvxim, ‘‘In time of peace pre- 
Our peculiar situation renders this semi-barbarous 
maxim less applicable to the United States than to any other of the 
great powers of the world. Were we to be embroiled in warfare with 
any one or more of these powers they must come here to attack us. 
We have no commerce or colonial establishments to be attacked We | 
have within our boundaries ample resources both of men and material 

to carry on a defensive warfare against any of the great powers of 

Europe or all combined. 

Commerce is the bond of peace between nations. I well know that 
the military strength of a nation, even though unorganized, is one of 
its best securities from foreign aggression. I know this as well as I | 
know that a commercial nation will hesitate long before it will pro- 
voke a war,no matter how great may be its military power. The 
greater the military power it will have to attack, the longer it will hesi- | 


| tate to declare 


| times our natural 


war or give occasion for warfare. Knowing this, and 
knowing our I might say almost infinite military resources, I hav: 
no fear that any of the great maritime powers of the world are in the 
least disposed to give the American people acause for war. Self-inter- 
est on the part of such powers sufficiently guarantees this. For th: 
same reason, and I hope also a better one, I have no apprehension 
that we are disposed to provoke a war with any nation or people. 


THE REPUBLIC STANDS ALONE 


Our situation and the <pirit and enterprise of the American peopl 
are ample assurances thac none of the great maritime powers have th 
least disposition to give us a cause for war. 


The history of the world [says the London Times] has furnished no pre 
dent for the condition of the United States. Hereafter Australia may exhibit 
similar spectacle. As yet the North American Republic stands alone. Withth: 
conscious power to carve its own destinies belonging to perfect national ince 
pendence, it combines the Roman peace enjoyed privately and commercially 
by subject provinces of the ancient Roman Empire. No country in the world 
has any interest in molesting it. None would dare ¢ ratuitously to offer it a: 
affront or do it an injustice. Its standing army is the minutest in existence, and 
General Sherman, who would like it enlarged, does not desire that it should bx 
more than minute. Except for the fear of wild Indians, or native desperadoes 
it might disband the whole to-morrow and be perfectly secure. * * * Fa- 
vorable geographical circumstances must be thanked in part for its immunity 
from many national burdens and national alarms. 
bors compel precautions generally. The United States can not be said to hav: 
more than two real neighbors; one too weak to be harmful, the other, which is 
great enough, possessed by the most ardent determination never to be otherwise 
than friendly. If even its neighbors had been among the most aggressive, its 


territories and its population make a solid mass, which would have insured j 
againstattack. * * 


Unquiet and strong neigh- 


THE DEMANDS OF NATIONAL POLICY 


Endowed as we are with this faculty and boundless resources we need 
no great armaments for our defense. This fact is recognized by th 
honorable Secretary of the Navy. In the same report in which he re: 
ommends the remodeling of our Navy, he says in respect to ‘* the de- 
mands of our national policy:’’ 

The scope of that policy, as it relates to the maintenance of a military estab 
lishment, has been clearly and ably outlined by the late President Garfield, and 
his judicious words may well serve as guides in any action that we may tak« 
to-day. In a speech made in 1878, in the House of Representatives, he said 

‘The men who created this Constitution also set it in operation and developed 
their own idea of its character. That idea was unlike any other that then pre- 
vailed upon the earth. They made the general welfare of the people the great 
source and foundation of the common defense. In all nations of the Old World 
the public defense was provided for by standing armies, navies, and fortified 
ports, so that the nation might every moment be fully armed against danger 
from without or turbulence within. Our fathers said: Though we will use th 
taxing power to maintain a small army and navy sufficient to keep alive tlh 
t:nowledge of war, yet the main reliance for our defense shall be the intel! 
genee, culture, and skill of our people ; a development of our own intellectu: 
and material resources which will enable us to do everything that may be ne 


essary to equip, clothe, and feed ourselves in time of war, and make ourselv 
intelligent, happy, and prosperous in time of peace.” 


THE VIEWS OF THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


The honorable Secretary of the Navy says that ‘‘ with the views ot! 
American policy thus ex pressed the De partment is in perfect accord; 
and that ** it is not now, and it never has been, the policy to maintain 
a fleet able at any time to cope on equal terms with the foremost Eu- 
ropean armaments.’’ I ask close attention to the Secretary’s words 
The appropriations he asks for are not intended to be expended for ships 
iit to be the nucleus of such a navy as could cope with foreign powers 

In respect to a war with one of the great naval powers of Europe the 
honorable Secretary says that ‘‘ the possibility of such a war is not lost 
sight of; but with our isolated position and traditional peace policy, it 
is a remote contingency, and we should cherish no ambition to take the 
lead among the naval powers ofthe world; certainly not until we again 
become foremost in the possession of: a merchant marine.’’ [Last an- 
nual report, Secretary of the Navy, vol. 1, page 8. ] 

**‘Any difference,’’ says the honorable Secret: ary of the N 


vavy, ** which 
would involve us in a conflict with one of the great powers should be 
the growth of 


time, affording oppertunity for gradual preparation.’ 
We may agree at present with the Secretary in his stateraent of our na- 
tional policy. We may concur with him in regard to the remoteness o! 
the possibility of a war between the U nited States and any of the great 
powers of the world. Such a war ‘‘is a remote contingency. We 
have no reasons of urgency that require any speedy or great prepara- 
tion for meeting such a contingency. 
But in view of this remote contingency 


, und in order ‘* to assert at all 
, Justi.iable, and necessary ascendency in the affairs 
ot the American hemisphere,’’ continues the Secretary in the report 
trom which I have been quoting, ** we unquestionably need vessels in 
such numbers as fully to ‘keep alive the knowledge of war,’ and of 
such a kind that it shall be a knowledge of modern war; capable on 
brief notice of being expanded into invincible squadrons. ”’ 

Mr. Chairman, I call your attention to the fact that we are told by 
the head of the Navy Department that our great and principal need « 
a navy at the present moment is not for defense, not tor war, but on] 
**to keep alive the knowledge of modern war.’’ He says that ‘* the 
vessels available jor actual service are insufficient to give training to 
the officers and seamen, unequal to the present necessities of the Gov- 
ernment ’’—necessities in which actual warfare is not contemplated— 
‘and unworthy of a great and prosperous maritime state.’’ 
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THE PRESENT DEMAND FOR A HOLIDAY FLEET. **would make but slow progress under these circumstances.’’ (See last 
The language of the honorable Secretary explains why it is that he | annual report of the Secretary of the Navy, volume 1, page 390. 
is so urgent for ‘‘cruisers’’ rather than “‘fighters.’’ He wants to re- DEFECTS OF THE ADVISORY BOARD CRUISERS. 


ylace the *‘ worn-out structures of an obsolete type’’ with vessels more 
available for actual peace service, and in sufficient number to give | only be titted with a full area of square sails, but she should have all 
training to our officers and seamen. All this pressure, all this urgency | the usual jibs and try-sails, and have light stays between all the masts 
for a navy has for its main object this, and nothing more! We are | where the latter could be set,”’ in addition to full steam-power. (Page 
charged with having a total disregard for the safety and best interests | 329.) He does not agree with the advisory board or the Secretary in 
of the nation because we hesitate to vote millions of money from the | respect to the speed of the Atlantic merchant steamers, or that proposed 
Treasury in order to build, not a navy, but a floating annex to the | for our cruisers. He says that ‘‘a large portion of the ocean commerce 
Naval Academy—a holiday fleet! The urgency of the Navy Depart- | js now carried on by swift steamships, many of which average fifteen 


The Admiral holds the opinion that an effective cruiser ‘‘ should not 


ment is for “* new cruisers.’’ The ships we now have are ‘ ‘obsolete ;’ knots across the Atiantic;’’ and that ‘‘in time of war the greater part 
they are not fashionable enough for a training flotilla! ‘‘Hence,’’ says | of the enemv’s commerce would be carried in such vessels.’”’? ‘‘ Now 


the Secretary of the Navy, “provision should be made for building new | and then,’’ he says, ‘‘a comparatively slow steamer might fall a prey 
cruisers, with,due care and economy, by an annual outlay exte ndir 1Z | to our cruisers, but this would not often happen.’’ The cruisers which 
over a considerable period.’ “At leg ust seven modern vessels should the Admiral had then in his mind were the Chicago, the Boston, the 
be built in each year until the Government has acquired a new steel Atlanta, and the Dolphin, the types approved by the advisory board; 
navy,’’ at an ‘annual expenditure of four millions.’ the kind of which seventy are urged to be built at an expenditure ot 

The urgency, the great pressure brought to bear upon Congress is in | $40,000,000, at the rate of $4,000,000 a year! The Admiral thinks 
behalf of the officers of the Navy, who are anxious to disport themselves | that ‘‘ now and then”’ a cruiser of such a type as any of those under con- 
in steel cruisers. This is the near and pressing urgency. They feel | struction might make a ‘*comparatively slow’’ merchant steamer its 
the need of training in modern ships, in steel cruisers, in order to be prey! Are we to bedenounced as being opposed to the building of anavy 
prepared for the very remote contingency of a war with the. heavily- | pecause we do not at once act upon the opinion of the naval advisory 
armed ironc lads of one of the great naval powers of Europe. Butitis | board when the highest ofticer of the Nav y not only fails to indorse its 
not the Secretary’s policy to build a fleet that would be ‘‘able at any | recommendations but shows that if its recommendations were carried 
time to cope on equal terms ’’ with such a power. out we would still be as far as we are at this moment from having ef- 


NON-COMBATANT SQUADRONS. fective cruisers, much less fighting ships ? 
Now, while I have not sufficient naval knowledge to say that we should | CRUISERS INFERIOR TO ENGLISH MERCHANT STEAMERS. 
not direct our attention mainly to providing a navy of steel cruisers for Admiral Porter tells the Secretary that ‘‘ nearly all the European 


the pleasure and accommodation of our officers, before we embark to | steamship lines, Messageries, Peninsular, and Oriental, &c., are com- 
any considerable extent in the building of fighting ships, I am never- | posed of large and fast vessels, capable of overcoming the resistance of 
theless well satisfied that it would be most unwise to vote $4,000,000 | the heaviest seas, which would swamp a vessel of small dimensions at- 
for the construction of seven steel cruisers next year until we have some | tempting to force her way inchase.’’ (Page 390.) The Admiral regards 
evidence that the Chicago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and the Dolphin itas absurd to apprehend a war between England and the United States, 
are of the proper type or types to enable our naval officers *‘ to keep | ‘‘since their interests are so mixed upin commercial enterprises.’’ But 
alive the knowledge of war.’’ Are these the types of ships that are | in the event of such a war, he says that ‘‘ most of the fast steamships 
‘capable on brief notice of being expanded into invincible squadrons?’’ | of Great Britain would be withdrawn from commerce and armed with 

lam by no means satisfied that a fleet composed of cruisers of these | heavy batteries.’ He says ‘‘ the ocean would swarm with these con- 
types would not still leave us ‘‘a subject of ridicule at home and | verted merchant steamers, and they would effectually controlit.’’ Why 
abroad,’’ if, as the Secretary of the Navy thinks, we are now ‘“‘justly’’ | does the Admiral make this statement? Because he does not regard the 


such ‘a subject of ridicule.” I do not want to make the American proposed steel cruisers—those being built and those proposed—as effect- 
people pay four millions a year without some annual evidence that they | ivecruisers. ‘‘ Incase of such a war,’’ he asks, ‘‘ how long would it take 
are not paying their money for a type of ship that will continue to make | for a steamship like the Oregon or the Alaska [ English merchant steam- 
the *‘ decrepitude’’ of our Navy a ‘‘subject of ridicule.’’ I do not | ers] to overhaul and capture small ‘commerce destroyers?’’’ Let the 
want to spend four millions a year on steel cruisers of the type now | advisory board that ‘‘ con le mns any policy looking to the present con- 


under construction, which even I, who am no naval expert, can see at | struction of cruisers that shall rival in speed the fastest transatlantic 
a glance are not only incapable of being ‘‘expanded into invincible | steamers,” give us a satisfactory answer to thisquestion before we com- 
squadrons,’’ but are also unequal to cope with first-class merchant | mit Congress tothe policy of building seventy ships of war each inferior 
steamers, such as the Alaska or Oregon, if these latter were equipped | inspeed and cruisingand fighting capacity to existing merchant steamers. 
with the armaments with which they are to be provided in timeof war. ENGLISH TYPES OF CRUISERS. 
ADVICE OF THE NAVAL ADVISORY BOARD. For my part I would prefer to expend $4,000,000 for one first-class 

The Secretary of the Navy wants us to give our first and greatest at- | war vessel that would be able to overhaul the Oregon or Alaska, and 
tention to the building of seventy steel cruisers—seven each year—in | merchant steamers of that type when armed as cruisers, than have a 
order to maintain our present comple ment of officers and sailors in that | dozen such cruisers as the Chicago, Boston, Atlanta, or Dolphin, for the 
kind of a cruising fleet or training-school. The naval advisory board, | same money. I have no confidence in the slow-speed policy of the ad- 
whose advice we are urged by the Secretary of the Navy to follow, ‘‘ex- | visory board in this age of high speed and scientific advancements. 
presses the opinion that the limit of combined efficiency and economy | The steel cruisers which we are now building are already behind the 
is reached in cruisers of the Chicago type, of 4,500 tons displacement.’’ | requirementsof the day. I risk nothing in saying this when I can point 
This board ‘‘ condemns any policy looking to the present construction | to such British merchant steamers as the Oregon and Alaska. These 
of cruisers that shall rival in speed the fastest transatlantic steamers.’’ | are types of all large British merchant steamers that are hereafter to 
We are told that the reasons for this policy are: first, that at present | be built. Noneare to be inferior tothese. Most of those yet tobe built 
less than one hundredth part of the ocean steam tonnage of the world | will surpass them. The coal capacity of such steamers would be, as 
is composed of merchant steamers of exceptionably high speed; second, | the Admiral says, ‘‘tremendous.’’ ‘*They would carry six ‘months’ 
that in time of war the high-speed merchant steamers would be with- | provisions and their commanders might laugh at Atlantic seas.’’ Cour- 
drawn from their ordinary pursuits—that is to say, they would become | tesy to the naval advisory board and the head of the Department alone 
armed cruisers; and, third, that in order to match such cruisers it would | prevents the Admiral from saying that commanders of such steamers 
be necessary for us to build vessels witha displaceme nt of at least 11,000 | would also laugh at such cruisers as the Chicago or any of those recom- 
tons, at a cost of at le: ast $4,000,000 for each vessel, ‘‘ or nearly as much | mended by the board. We who have no technical naval knowledge 





as that of all the seven ships recommended by the board.’’ Is this a | can easily see that our steel cruisers, the Chicago and the others, are a 
progressive policy ? | mistake. They are merely ‘‘ dress-parade”’ or ‘‘ review’’ ships. They 
QUALITIES WHICH A CRUISER SHOULD HAVE. | are not capable of effective cruising service in war-time. 

I do not claim for this House the profound wisdom of a naval advi- | a NS Fee ee. pat 
sory board in respect of naval affairs, but I do insist that we possess ‘*Take the Chicago for example,’’ says Admiral Porter; ‘‘it is said 


sufficient common sense to perceive the fallacy of these reasons. I would | she will have only 14,000 square feet of canvas in her principal sails 
call the attention of the House to some of the views of the Admiral of | Any seaman knows that so small an amount of canvas can only be consid- 
the Navy in respect tothe qualities which a war-cruiser should possess. | ered ‘auxiliary,’ and would only propel the vessel through the water 


Under date of November 19, 1883, Admiral Porter made a report to | in a very fresh breeze.’’ ‘* With the very peculiar rig of the Chicago, 
the Secretary ofthe Navy, in which he calls the attention of the Secre- | without bowsprit and jibs projecting beyond the bow, no vessel would 
tary to the fact that ‘‘in case we should have a war with any foreign | work under sail in smooth water, much less in a heavy sea.’’? The 

nation all ports will be closed against our cruisers so far as obtaining | Chicago has not coal capacity, even if possessed of sufficient speed, for 
coal or munitions of war isconcerned.’’ ‘‘Our vessels,’’ he says, ‘‘ after | ocean cruising in time of war. A cruiser should be able to keep the 


consuming their coal must either lie idly by until a supply is sent from | sea. How can a ship do that if she has neither coal capacity nor full 
home or make an effort to reach the United States under sail, w ith per- | sail-power? It is not proposed to build cruisers of such capacity or 
haps fuel enough torun a blockade at the end of their cruise.’”’ ‘‘With-| power. ‘‘I am not,”’ says Admiral Porter, “an advocate for ex- 
out full sail power,’’ says the Admiral,‘‘ a ship of war’’—cruiser— | tremes, but am certain that no ship will be a first-class cruiser unless 
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she has sail enough to send her thirteen knots through the water off 
the wind and ten knots by the wind. That is the speed of our old first- 
class frigates and ships of the line with their full bows. The finer lines 
of to-day ought to do better.’’ He considers that modern cruisers, 
‘with the enormous weight of boilers and machinery carried low 
down,’’ have ‘‘a stability not possessed by the old-fashioned sailing ships 
of war;’’ and that ‘‘they could carry top-gallant sails when the latter 
would have to take a reef in the topsails.’’ 


THE IMPORTANCE OF SAIL-POWER FOR CRUISERS. 


Before we go further into the building of cruisers, would it not be 
just as well to inquire into the possibility of constructing a ship with 
power under steam to overhaul the Oregon and ships of that class; and 
with sail-power capable of sending her through the water at a speed at 
least equal to that made by the old-fashioned first-class frigates with 
full bows and limited canvas-spreading stability? The Admiral illus- 
trates the importance to a war ship, especially a cruiser, of full sail- 
power. ‘‘I will,’’ he says, ‘‘suppose a case of two ships of war meet- 
ing at sea, of equal size and weight of metal. The machinery of both 
vessels may be injured, and both may have to depend on their sails. 


The one that is the best rigged and with the position of the center of | 


effort of the sails so fixed that the steamer will work as well as the old- 


fashioned sailing ships (which can be accomplished) will sail around | navy-yard G-inch, 8-inch, and 10-inch guns. 


We are told by the | 


the other vessel and compel her to surrender.”’ 
Admiral that the desired result ‘‘can be accomplished.’’ Why then 
should we spend $4,000,000 a year for the next ten years in building 
vessels like the Chicago, with insufficient coal capacity for war cruising 
and a rig under which ‘‘no vessel would work under sail in smooth 
water, much less in a heavy sea;’’ a rig that ‘‘ would only propel the 
vessel through the water in a very fresh breeze?’’ 

It may be argued,’’ says Admiral Porter, ‘‘ that the proposed ships 
will not be required to maneuver, and that they will always work in 
important cases under steam.’’ This argument might apply to heavy 
ironclads, but certainly not to cruisers. In respect to the latter he 
well says that ‘‘ it is necessary to guard against every contingency,’’ 
and that ‘‘even in time of peace every effort should be made to econo- 
mize coal, the careless expenditure of which eats up the public treas- 
ure.’’ ‘* What a steamship consumes in coal would in a few years buy 
a new vessel.’’ The Brooklyn is a very much smaller ship than the 
Chicago, yet this old-fashioned vessel can spread 8,000 square feet of 
canvas more than is intended for the Chicago. 

Let us at least approach the best foreign types. Those now proposed 
neither superior in speed nor equal in fighting capacity to ships 
designed twenty years ago. 


are 


When England and France assumed a hostile attitude to the United 
States during the late civil war, Congress appropriated money for 65,890 
tons of fast steamers, ‘* real commerce destroyers ’’—(I still quote from 


Admiral Porter's report to the Secretary )—‘‘all larger than the pro- 
posed Boston class, and eleven of them as large or larger than the 
proposed Chicago.’’ ‘‘ Had these vessels been built of iron’”’ 
ought to have been), says the Admiral, 
have been complaining of a decayed navy, since, if properly taken care 
of, they must still be serviceable.’’ How many millions has Congress 


appropriated to maintain a navy since that time? 


as they 
‘we might not at this day 


THE UTTER FOLLY OF A NON-COMBATANT NAVY. 
Why was this mistake made? 


What party is responsible for not com- 
pleting this fleet? 


for leaving most of these ships to rot on the stocks? 
Is it not the party that has squandered over $160,000,000 on our Navy 
Department since the close of that war? Are we to still follow the 
plans of that party for building a navy? Do not the statements of 
Admiral Porter show the utter folly of building a cruising fleet of the 
type of the Chicago and the others now under construction? ‘‘ The 
Dolphin class of vessels, ‘could do little in such weather as 
one meets with in winter on the Atlantic, although to the great ocean 
steamers such weather is encountered with nearly the same ease as our 
steamboats make the run between Newport and New York.’’ He has 
little, if 
the Chicago type as cruisers. 


”? he says, 


None of them would, in his opinion, be 
a match for a well-armed merchant vessel like the Oregon or Alaska. 
And of course it is only as cruisers that our unarmored steel vessels are 
proposed to be commissioned. None of them dare show a broadside to 
any armored war ship 


THE QUESTION OF NATIONAL DEPENSE 


Mr. Chairman, this question of national defense is a matter in which 
it behooves us to ‘‘ make haste slowly.’’ So far as I am able to judge, 
the naval advisory board has failed to submit a plan for the recon- 
struction of our Navy that should be adopted. This is certainly the 


‘any, better opinion of vessels of the Boston or Atlanta or even | point to point, and their presence would render any port secure against 





case in respect to the cruisers, the only ships for which any great press- | 


ure is being made on Congress. 


It is proposed to make these the great 
feature of our Navy. 


The ironclads are merely incidents. In respect 
to the latter, their efficiency depends on the as yet unsolved problem 


of how to cast great guns in our founderies that will equal in range and | 


power those now made in Europe. The ingets and the projectiles for 
such guns are still a matter of scientific speculation and experiment. 


In this condition of affairs is it not our duty to hesitate before we throw | 


away millions of dollars wrung from the people by onerous taxation? 
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Let us insist on having thorough investigation into the best system of 
offensive and defensive armaments before we squander any more public 
money or bind ourselves to anything that there is reason to doubt 
might not prove the most effective. I am willing to devote a reason- 
able sum of money annually for experimental purposes. We, of all 


| nations on earth, can best wait for the results of such experiments. [| 


| take to spend $4,000,000 a year in increasing our cruiser fleet. 


| experimental battery at Annapolis. 


am willing to build cruisers to maintain ‘‘a knowledge of war’’ among 
our officers and seamen when a plan is submitted to Congress for effect- 
ive ships. I want to be committed to such ships rather than to vessels 
fitonly for holiday naval excursions to the sunlit shores of the Mediter- 
ranean. I want something more than handsome pleasure yachts fo 
commanding oflicers. Duty to the tax-payers of the country requires 
us to at least wait for some satisfactory results from the Chicago and 
the other steel cruisers now in process of construction before we under- 
The 
common sense of the country is entitled to more respect than this affected 
rage for a navy that has for its inspiration the depletion of the “sur 
plus’’ rather than the completion of effective ships and proper coast 
defenses. 
GREAT GUNS, 


The Navy Ordnance Bureau is now constructing at the Washington 
They are of forged steel. 

The best guns for our naval service are made wholly of steel and vary 
in caliber (ordiameter of bore) aboutas follows: 5, 6, 7,8, 9, 10,104, 11, 
12, 15, 16, and 17 inches. The capacity to manufacture such guns in 
the United States is limited at present to the total construction of 5and 
6 inch guns, and to the machine work up to and including 10} inch on 
other guns. 

The guns we are making are all breech-loaders. These are designed 
to be as powerful as any guns of their caliber made abroad. 

The steel for the 6-inch guns is made in this country, at the Mid 
vale Steel Works, near Philadelphia. The steel for the larger guns 
could not be procured in this country, as none of the steel manufact- 
urers had sufliciently heavy hammers to forge the large ingots required. 
The Ordnance Department was forced to buy this steelabroad. It was 
procured in England, from Whitworth, and from Cammel & Brown 
Ore of the 6-inch guns has been finished. It has been proved at the 
The results show that it is equal 
to the best gun made abroad of its caliber. 

May I be allowed to say that I had the honor to fire it off? Here is 
a portion of the shot or shell. [Exhibiting it.] It was so well aimed 
that it impacted another similar 100-pound shot. The charge was 
thirty-five pounds of powder of improved kind. I will not say how 
much and how far I retired to shoot this gun. But its thunder still 
rings in my ears. Other Congressmen were there—General GOFF and 
Judge PERKINS, who, being well protected, saw me fire it behind a hill, 
while they peeped through holes in a big log battery. 

The largest Krupp gun is about 17-inch caliber, nearly three times 
the size of the gun I fired. It is possessed by Germany and will throw 
solid shot thirteen and one-half miles. Its projectile weighs 2,200 pounds. 
Its charge of powder is 1,000 pounds. One-hundred-ton guns made by 
Armstrong are not now afloat except on Italian ironclads—the Duilio 
and Dandolo. But guns of this size are now being made for England 


Indeed, all governments are rearming. Guns are changing. They 
are doubled in length. 
RECENT PROJECTILE DEVELOPMENTS. 
Unarmored cruisers are of no service for the defense of ports. To 


have any chance of success against an attack from England, France, 
Italy, or Germany a powerful iron-clad fleet of vessels carrying guns 
upwards of 10-inch caliber is necessary. Should we have such a 
fleet? Not large, unwieldy ironclads for foreign service, but gun- 
vessels, carrying a small number of protected guns of large caliber up 
to sixteen inches; vessels capable of high speed for a reasonable length 
of time, of small draught and quick turning power. A fleet of such 
ships would cost comparatively little. They could be moved from 


the combined attack of all the ironclads of the world that could be 
brought across the ocean against us. 

Another mistake of these unarmored cruisers is not only thei! 
lighter guns, but their inability to keep out of range of the project 
iles of the machine-guns which form a large part of the armament ol 
a modern ironclad. By machine-guns I mean such guns as are made 
by Hotchkiss, an American, who, finding no market for his produc- 
tions at home, went to France, established his factories, and now sup- 
plies the world with guns of from one to three inches caliber, capable 
of firing projectiles from twenty to forty times a minute. The lightest 
of these guns would pour their rain of fire through and through the 
sides of these steel cruisers at 1,000 yards’ distance. The heavier cali- 
bers could send twenty shots per minute through four inches of armor. 

The new ironclads of Europe carry as many as thirty of these de- 
structive weapons. Should one of the ‘cruiser meet a vessel of 
this kind, its light sides would soon be a sieve of holes from the fire of 
the machine-guns alone. 

This machine-gun fire is a development of the last three years. In- 
telligent naval men agree that it is bound to completely change the 
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system of maritime warfare. They say that it will be impossible for | 
an unarmored ship to kve against such a furious fire. Ships must be 
armored to protect men, magazines, machinery, and guns against these 
pew machine-guns alone. 

A gun capable of firing a six-pound shell which can pierce four 
inches of steel, and with a range of four miles, would have seemed im- 
possible three’years ago. But when such a gun can be fired twenty 
times a minute, and when a vessel has thirty of them, that is, a ca- 
pacity of six hundred shot per minute, one of the great changes neces- 
sary in naval warfare and in the protection of ships is strikingly appa- 
rent. 

I am told that the 6-inch guns of the steel cruisers will pierce ten 
inches of iron, and the 8-inch guns fifteen inches of iron. This pene- 
tration may possibly get through the armor of the second-class iron- 
cladsof foreign navies. But these guns can be fired only very slowly 
possibly one shot in three minutes with the 8-inch guns, and one per 
minute with the 6-inch gun. Hittingan object at sea is a difficult mat- 
ter. In the smoke and excitement of action it is hard enough to hit 
on land; but with the unsteady platform of a ship at sea, the confined 
space in the battery, and a quickly moving target, many shots must 
miss their mark. However courageous officers and crew may be they 
would stand but a small chance of getting in one lucky shot, while 
the unprotected sides of their ship are but as paper for a protection 
against the rain of projectiles from the new machine-guns. 

We must have ironclads to protect our ports; ships clad with light 
armor to keep out machine-gun projectiles, and with their vitals pro- 
tected by thick plates of steel, strongly backed with solid oak, so as to 
be impervious to the shot of any gun that may be likely to be brought 
against them. 

THE NEW POWDER 


Powder plays an important part in gunnery and war. Perhaps the 
new powder referred to by the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. Horr} 
may take its place in the economy of explosion. 

Perhaps the new Krupp gunpowder may come in to displace our pres- 
ent black compound. It is within my own observation that there is 
at the Annapolis experiment yard a new powder, invented by Captain 
Folger, working wonders and making dynamite problematical. Get 
a powder with thinner smoke, with a faculty to disappear quicker, or 
obtain such a relative proportion of ingredients as to make a greater 
degree of carbonization of the wood from which the charcoal is made, 
and you may change the gun by changing the chemical conditions of 
the explosive substance. 

COMMENDABLE CAUTION, 


The House may take pride in its caution and economy. We need 
heavy vessels on the ocean; and we require big guns on them and on thé 
land. Rear-Admiral E. Simpson as president of the Navy Advisory 
Board, in a letter dated April 11, 1884, endeavored to prefer the fight- 
less cruiser to the armored vessels of fighting quality; but truth crept 
almost unaware on his caution when he gave reasons paramount fo1 
the armored ships.. He really favored one armored vessel to be unde 
constant construction. He says, as to the construction of such a vessel, 
that it will take three years; and the cost would be $2,500,000. One 
such vessel is worth a half-dozen of flighty holiday cruisers. Heat 
what he says: 


The length of time required for such constructions is from three to five years- 
They are very costly and will involve much study and careful preparation ; 
besides the selection of a type will be a matter requiring much deliberation 

In relation to the last point—the selection of a type—1I submit general dimen- 
sions and some particulars of two armored vessels, which represent the most 
advanced ideas of the present day. One of these would most probably be the 
character of the vessel that would be recommended by such a body as the ad- 
visory board. 

Her Britannic majesty’s steamship Imperieuse, not yet completed, was com- 
menced in 1881¢ She is called an armored cruiser, and is intended for service on 
foreign stations where fast unarmored ships may have to be opposed and where 
second-class ironclads may have to be engaged. Her dimensions are as fo! 
lows: Length, 315 feet; beam, 61 feet; draught, 25 feet; 
tons; indicated horse-power, 8,000; speed, 16 knots 

The battery will consist of four 9.2-inch guns, each mounted in an armored 
barbette, and six 6-inch guns in broadside. The barbettes are arranged one for 
ward, one aft, and the others abreast of each other at the sides amidships; the 
heavy guns are thus situated at twice the height from the water that they would 
be ina turreted ship, and can be fired three together in any direction. The 
speed and armament here described does not greatly exceed that of the Chicago 
but the difference in displacement of 2,900 tons admits of the following armor 
Throughout the length occupied by the machinery and boilers (139 feet), the 
sides are protected by 10 inches of compound armor for a depth of 8 feet; the 
deck over this is 1, inches thick; bulkheads of plating 8 inches thick run 
athwartships at the forward and after extremities of the side armor, thusforming 
a citadel inclosing the machinery and boilers. Forward and abaft of the citade! 
at the level of its lower edge, extends a protective deck 3inches thick, sloping 
downward to the sides, as in the Boston and Atlanta. The barbettes are 17 fect 
in diameter, and are armored with 8 inches of steel, which protects the machin- 
ery for turning, elevating, and loading the gun, and an armored shute leading 
to below the armor deck makes the passage of ammunition safe and rapid. The 
pilot tower is protected by 10 inches of armor. 

Contrasting the protection afforded by the armor above stated with the vul- 
nerability of the Chicago, the advantage of the increased displacement of the 
Imperieuse becomes apparent. 

Another type of vessel that would come up for consideration is the turreted 


displacement, 7,400 


ship Riachuelo, just completed for the Brazilian Government by an English | 


firm on the Thames. Her dimensions are as follows: Length, 305 feet; beam, 53 
feet; draught, 20 feet; displacement, 5,700 tons; indicated horse-power, 6,000; 
speed, 16 knots, 

The armament consists of four 9-inch guns in two turrets and six 6-inch guns 


| and two other ships with 5} and 
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on the upper deck. There is an armor belt of eleven inches thickness covered 
by a two-inch deck, and the turrets have ten inches of armor 

Phe armor protection is by no means so complete as that of the Impericuse, 
nor is the arrangement of the battery so effective, but,on the other hand, the 
speed is greater and the displacement is 1,700 tons less 





hese instances are cited to show that a board can not, except after the most 
careful study and examination, decide upon even the size and general dimen 
sions of an armored vessel best suited for our purposes Therefore, in suggest- 
ing the form for an act of Congress which will best carry out the recommenda- 
tion I make in this communication, and estimating the time required for con 
pleting the vessel as three years, | would propose that the authority should be 
given somewhat in the following form, namely 

For the construction of one armored vessel of not exceeding 7.500 tons dis- 
placement, $1,000,000; such vessel to be constructed under the same i 3 
as prescribed for the construction of the steel cruisers, and its armor and arn 


ment procured at atotal cost not to exceed $2,500,001 
IMMENSE FOREIGN VESSELS 
Lieutenant Very gives in his volume a list of the vessels of various 
nations From this I will mention a few of the larger ships and 
characteristics 


I 


The largest ironclads are the Italian ships Italia and Lepanto 
tons, 15 knots, 21 inches steel backed with 4 feet of oak; Dandalo and 
Duilio, 10,650, 14 knots, 24 inches steel st of oak; all 
four armed with four 174-inch 100-ton guns and with four 4-inch 
guns. In addition to these Italy has sixteen ironclads of sn 
but each stronger than anything we have 

Of British ships the Inflexible is of 11,500 tons, has 24 inches of 
compound armor and a speed otf fourteen knots, carrying 16-inch guns. 
The Ajax is of 8,492 tons, has 19 
thirteen knots, and carries four 12 
9,157 tons, has 134 inches of compound armor, spt 
and carries 12-inch guns. t 


backed with 4 fee 





1L/eT S81Ze, 


inches of compound armor, speed 


Devastation is of 


-inch guns Lh 
d tourteen knots, 
Che Dreadnaught is of 10,886 tons, has 15; 
inches of armor, speed fourteen knots, and carries four 12}-inch guns 
Great Britain has fifty other vessels of war clad with from 5 inches up 
to 193 inches of armo!r 

Of French ships the Admiral Duperre is of 10,315 tons, has 
of armor, and carries four 134-inch guns and fourteen 5 
with a speed ol The Dévastation is of 9,63( 
165 inches of armor, carries six 12}-inch 
witha speed o 


clad with from 5 inches to 16 


lifteen knots 


ind eight 5 
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ourteen knots. France has hity-threc other war-ships 
inches of armor 
Of German vessels the Ka 


armor and 


iser is of 7,440 ton 
t speed ol fourteen ar 
I 


guns and one & 





inches Ol armor, ' 








1a speed of fourteen knots l inch 
guns and two 6{-inch guns. Germany has twenty other war ships clad 
with from 3 inches to 11} inches of armor. 
Ol Japanese essels there are the Foo-Soo-Kioan « 71 tor ind 
9 inches of armor, with a speed of thirteen knots, c ur 9)-inch 
guns and two 6;-inch guns, and four others wv irmor. 
Chili has the Almirante Cochrane of 3,450 tons of armor, 
speed thirteen knots, carryi ich gun 








siX J-1NCH gZuns abe 
‘ 


/ inches of armor 


The New York Times has given a description of the new British 
built Brazilian man-ol-wat | insert it here for our admonition: 

rhe Brazilians have just added to their navy a British-built ironclad—one of 
the most formidable vessels afloat—which has a speed of seventeen and a quar 
ter knots The Chicago can carry eight hundred tons of « ind burns it so 


fast that it will last only six and a half days The Brazilian ironclad carries 
the same 


tof coal jut burns sor ch less than the Chicago t t she can 

sieam « t sly for twelve days. The Chicago will have no guns fit fora 

modern ser, for the re n that there is not a foundery in th ntry that 

can make an 80-ton rifle, much lessa larger gun, while the Brazilian vessel is 

more heavily med than any vessel afloat xcept the new Italian ironclads, 

She can fight use, or run away from an enemy; but the Chicago can escape 

only from a slow antagonist, and can fight nothing more formidable than a 
merchantman 

[ILLIONS SQUANDERED UNDER PRETENSE OF BUILDING A NAVY 
We have been without a navy for almost twenty years In all that 


time the party in power has not made one honest etfort to build a navy 
It has enriched some parties by squandering millions of money under 


the pretext of building a navy (nd now when we refuse to adopt 


lich ) ‘ re 
MShonest Policy are 


this ¢ we to be cited as being opposed to the build- 


ing of anavy? Oh, no, my friends! 


You can not charge us with op 
position to a navy Our opposition is not toa navy, but to a fraudu- 
lent navy, a sham navy, a navy that can not fight, that can not cruise, 


that can not cope ev 





th a good merchant steamer of modern type. 
Uur oppos tion 3 gainst jobs. We want to he 
to build anew rather than to go on developing the obsolete Our 





vin at the loundation 
navy-yards are useless for legitimate purposes 


Chey have degener- 
ated into political machines. 


Our gun-founderies are yet to be built 
Everything requisite for a navy or for effective coast defense has yet to 
be designed We have to build from the bottom up when the designs 
are submitted {ll plans submitted are immature 


embryo except the 


Everything is in 
Phat is ready; and so are the men 


‘surplus. 


who are anxious to go into it ‘‘ up to the elbows lo get a ** big 
grab.”’ 
PROTECTION OF HARBORS AND QOOAST 
But it is said, we must be prepared for war Be itso. Let us now 
enter upon that preparation. Let us do whatever is necessary and 
proper to that end, the most necessary and the proper first. Is the 


protection of our commerce included in this necessity? No. What 
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then The protection of our harbors and coast? Yes. This, then, is 
the first necessity 


I have not been averse to proper precautions and timely appropria- 
tions and appliance s to build guns for the protection of our coast. Long 
ince, in a speech on the 12th of December, 1879, on the fortification 
I showed the exposed condition of New York and other large coast 

I urged action in the making of defenses on the coast. What 
is recommended by one of the Senate amendments I proposed then. 
I favor the vnd provision now. Ishall, with per- 
mission, append the remarks I then made. 

Our defenses by 


cavcics 


same wise torecast 


‘yreat guns’”’ In what 
shall this defense consist, if notin guns to meet those of other nations? 
Is it in forts, guns, floating batteries, torpedoes or rockets, gun- 
powder or dynamite? Does any gentleman know any better mode of 
defense Has military science yet determined? If not, let us 
It is already known that no ship can float with steel armor 
thick enough to be impenetrable by shot fired from the best guns. In 
a contest between steel-clad ships armed with such guns, it is simply a 
question of gunnery, courage, and maneuvering as to which shall sink, 
disable, or capture the other. It 
wooden ships and 32-pounders. 


is the most necessary thing. 


now ¢ 


pause 


is the same question as in the days 

To fight a naval battle to-day a 
nation must have steel-clad ships and modern guns. What will be 
the armor of to-morrow? ‘To defend a harbor against ships as now 
equipped, we must rely on guns of equal range and force with those on 
the attacking ships. However large our navy might be, land defenses 
would still be necessary. The gun is the main thing to be considered. 
Therefore let us attend to the main thing and the necessary thing first. 
If we can defend our coast and harbors, and have no commerce but the 
enemy’s to look after, can we not rely on American skill to provide 
the ‘* destroyers ’’ when the occasion comes for havoc upon the defense- 
less, white-winged messengers of commerce ? 


le SS lron 


We have seen how power- 
clads and the best guns of the time were for the protection of 
merchant ships against swift wooden cruisers like the Alabama. 
ers; propelling power, not engines of war; flight from battle, not 
courage; dashes at the defenseless instead of at the defenders. 
avery easy matter toequip commerce-destroyers 
of Europe, especially England, know how easy. 
far more vulnerable than any of our ports would be when defended by 
approved artillery. 
DESTROY 


CRUISERS RATHER THAN COMMERCE. 


Iam not inclined to favor the destruction of commerce. If we must 
have ‘‘cruisers,’’ let them be of a class that can overhaul and destroy 
the cruisers of the enemy. If the military policy must still be main- 
tained in this late day of the Christian era, let us have ships that will 
be more eager to meet men-of-war than merchantmen. I would still 
maintain some of the spiritof chivalry to ameliorate the rigor of war. 
Let our naval commanders have ships in which they can emulate the 
achievements of the historic Porters, Hulls, Decaturs, and Perrys. They 
commanded fighting ships such as the Essex, the Constitution, the 
United States, the Wasp, the Hornet, and the Enterprise. These ships 
were equal to the best of the period. Each of these compelled, in single 
combat, the surrender of a British war-ship. 
the conquests of our old fighting ships: 


Date American vessel Guns British vessel. Guns. 
Aug. 13,1812 Essex 32 | Alert 20 
Aug. 19,1812 Constitution 44 Gjuerriere 4y 
Dec, 29,1812 Constitution 44 Java _ ‘ 49 
Oct. 25,1812 | United States 44 | Macedonia..... 49 
Oct. 18,1812 | Wasp 16 | Frolic 22 
Feb. 24,1815 Hornet 18 | Peacock 22 
Sept. 5,1813 | Enterprise. l4 | Boxer 18 


I want our naval officers to have ships in which they can emulate Perry, 
who, with a small squadron mounting only forty-four guns, captured 


a British fleet carrying seventy guns, not allowing a single ship or flag | 


to escape. If we are to have a navy, let it be one that can achieve such 


victories as this, so that it may be said of us as was said in the war of 
1812-14 

Have we not accomplished more than did Spain with her “ Invincible Arma- 
das,”’ than did Holland with her De Witts, Von Tromps, and De Ruyters; than 


France could achieve when she was inthe zenith of her naval power; than did 
Great Britain with her Nelsons, Rodneys, Howes, and St. Vincents / 


tile fleet was captured 
ume 1, page 1240 


innals of Congress, Thirteenth Congress, 1813-'14, vol- 


It takes time and money to build ships of the modern type that will 
accomplish such victories. We have both of these. But is there any 
pressing necessity for cruisers that can neither chase nor fight? 

THE FLEETING 


FASHIONS OF NAVIES. 


How long will steel-clad navies be the fashion? Does any gentle 
man know? Will they be popular if the dynamite air-gun or rocket 
should prove to be a success? Imagine a squadron of great ironclads 
like the English Warspite, Impérieuse, and others of from 7,000 to 


10,000 tons displacement off New York Harbor, anda swift ‘* mosquito 


Speed | 
and not fighting qualities is the main requisite for commerce-destroy- | 


It is | 
The maritime powers | 
Their commerce is | ! 





Here is a list of a few of 


rhe naval | 
annals of England furnish no instance in which every vessel belonging to a hos- | 


fleet ’’ in the harbor, armed with dynamite guns and rockets, with steam 
up and ready to dash out upon the enemy at night! Would not the 
big ironclads be as vulnerable before such a mosquito fleet as an un- 

| wary traveler who had provoked the occupants of a hornet’s nest ? 
Why this haste when the modes and munitions of warfare are in such 
marvelous evolution ? 


DYNAMITE AS A DIFFUSER OF THE GOSPEL OF PEACE. 


It has been claimed for gunpowder that it has been not only a great 
civilizer but also that it has contributed in no small degree to the 
spread of the Gospel. We may, I think, confidently claim higher civ- 
ilizing capacity for dynamite and credit it with considerable power {fo1 
diffusing the gospel of peace among the nations. All that is necessary 
to the accomplishment of these grand objects is the invention of a 
proper destructive projectile-machine or engine. Can we doubt that 
American ingenuity, using the “‘ elements of subtle flame,’’ will not 
soon supply this want? If any incentive is necessary, let us, in the in- 
terest of civilization and peace, vote for the offer of a large reward to 
the inventor of a dynamite cannon, catapult, ballista, arrow, or rocket 
of sufficient range to engage an enemy armed with the best gunpowder 

| artillery. 
DYNAMITE EXPERIMENTS. 


{ week ago dynamite was the terror of the world. It may be still. 
But who can tell what a day may bring forth? Read what is here 
sent me from our dynamite experimental grounds. I have at home 
| the photographs of this at present ineffectual experiment: 
| Much has been said lately about the distructiveness of dynamite, some peo- 

ple going so far as to assert that a few pounds exploded on the side of an iron- 
| clad would shatter the neighboring plates and crush inthe side. Were this true, 
| leaving out the difficulty of placing the charge in the right place, the great ex 
| pense necessary to construct heavy ordnance might be saved, and the utility of 
| heavy armor seriously doubted, 

The unfounded assertions of persons interested in the dynamite gun have given 
a sense of security to many which the results obtained at Annapolis do not 
warrant, 

The target was composed of ten iron plates, bolted against twenty inches ot 
oak, a structure of much less strength than the side of the weakest of moderi 
ironclads. The experiments commenced by firing a few pounds of dynamit« 
several feet away, and as no effect was produced the distance was decreased 
and the charge of dynamite increased until twenty pounds were fired in direct 
contact with the target ; the effect then was only a slight indentation of the 
plate. 

The charges of dynamite were then increased until seventy-five pounds were 
exploded in contact with this effect: an indent of seven inches deep and three 
| feet in diameter, the outer plate slightly cracked and the bolting considerably 

strained, but not so as to cause the target to fall apart. This was after twohun 
dred and sixty-five pounds had been fired against it in all, no repairs having 
| been made in the intervals. 

The proposition has been made to fire the dynamite in shells, but the shel! of 
the 100-ton gun only contains about eighty pounds. 

The effect against the side of a modern ship armored with steel plates of from 
ten to twenty-four inches in solid thickness, backed with from fourteen to fifty 
inches of solid oak, can be estimated asnil. A single shot from the gun you 
fired the other day would have completely pierced such a target and probably 
| shaken it to pieces 





NAVAL ARCHITECTURE AND EQUIPMENT. 

Mr. Chairman, ship-building, especially the building of war ships, 
must always be experimental work. Naval architecture is not yet an 
exact science. Construction and stowage are still intheory. Experts 
differ with great acrimony on these matters. You may build on the 
| most approved theory of construction, and for some unaccountable 
| reason fail of success. If you succeed in your architecture, there still 
| remains the problem of ‘‘stowage.’’ The stowage of a ship has ref: 
erence to stability, speed, easiness of motion, and economy of space. 
You must distribute your ballast and other disposable weights so as to 
increase the stability of the ship and maintain her upright position. 
You increase this stability by increasing the depth of the center of 
| gravity below the center of buoyancy or displacement. You will under- 
stand the difficulty and importance of stowage when yoy call to mind 
the rule that any weight influences the position of the center of gravity 
| of aship in exact proportion to its distance from that point—a small 
weight at a certain distance producing the same effect as double that 
weight at half the distance. We must consider also the momentum of 
the weight in motion, as when the ship is pitching or sending. 

The science of naval architecture and equipment is not yet laid down 
| in the books. It involves undecided questions of physics and the de- 
| velopments of chemistry, more than progress in navigation. We can 
better afford to await these developments than any other maritime 
power on earth. 


“es 


| 
| 
| 





PLANS TO GET AT THE SURPLUS. 

Objections are made to cutting down our surplus revenue. Plans 
for the most wasteful extravagance of public money are boldly intro- 
| duced in Congress. Every excuse is made that can be invented to ward 
off an issue on financial economy and moderate revenue. This sudden 
demand for a useless cruiser navy is one of the excuses to do this, to 
keep up the taxes. There are men in this country who, if clothed with 
the power, would not hesitate to plunge the country into a foreign war, 
just to prove to the people how much we need a great navy. Doesit 
not look very suspicious that this cry for a navy was not raised until! 
*we became incumbered with the ‘‘surplus,’’ and reduction of taxation 
became the inevitable issue ? 


sHOW 





THE NATIONS HOW TO LIVE AT PEACE. 


I do not care to spend our surplus without results. God save the 
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Republic from the machinations of men who are raiding it! It be- | ee ey would bnew i great controlling element in ous own civil war, 
ae » ‘ — x . of 7@ ace. | they will find it in General Meigs’s quartermaster’s report of the amounts ex- 
hooves the country to see that they are not clothed with power to ac pended in cencheaiadl tocann, "Elen saaanion enaheunt cnt Gemutiin af the 
complish their designs. I prefer to cultivate the arts of peace rather | North gave victory on many a hard-fought field to the North, despite the most 
than to promote warfare. I adhere to the doctrine of the fathers that conspicuous chivalry and self-sacrificing personal bravery of the South. 
Ti 7 . » ° > : — - - ‘ P ahs . make the se remarks in limine, 80 as to illustrate the necessity of providing 
the wellare of the people is the great Seurcs ind foundation of the for our defense against the day of trouble and against those nations who have 
common defense. We need no great standing armies or navies or com- | already superior means of warfare. 
missioned cruisers in time of peace. We have ample time to devise and From chance remarks about my seat, I fear that the defenselessness of our 
execute plans for defense in the very remote contingency of a foreign war, | = pe ag ene Here is a picture of a possible peril taken from the 
if the affairs of state are intrusted to those whose endeavor it will be ‘‘In New York Harborstandsa fort whose largest artillery has a range of four 
to cultivate amity with the nations and extend our commerce. No | and a half miles one Grows = eniie weaning Sor hundred and any pounds ; 
aad ati — as ‘ stu wi . ‘ aa — . a few feet beyond the four and a half miles is a European ironclad, which, un- 
great nation desires aught but amity with us. God has blessed us in Sasa tude dam Galeniten-ai dhe deae tian tecmn teateeanaee aman, winkos tare 
position and in the endowment of almost infinite resources of power. | a range of nine miles, twenty-five-hundred-pound shells into the heart of New 
We sit under the vine and the fig-tree, none daring to make us afraid. | York, w a —— “ne guns it sinks a few little American ironclads, pene 
. oom — . Pant ‘ 4 g > wre » . . 7 trating their armor with ease.”’ 
Does He not say to us in Holy Writ, that a time will come when men Las this pictuve cland for every ethee enuaaed diy en eur coms. le chowe of 
shall beat their spears into plowshares and their swords into pruning- | a glance what the situation may be in case of foreign complications and wat 
hooks, and when the nations will learn the arts of war no more? Is | As a@ member from the a New 7 > it not - duty to call the ———- 
. i as ie @ +4 inetee _ — P » Christi; . .,. | of Congress to its peculiar exposed condition? he monster guns and gun 
it not time at this closing nine teenth century of the Chri tian dispen- | Pia: hinery of other nations turned out on the Mersey, Clyde, and Tyne, and the 
sation for some of the nations to move forward to the hastening of the | heavy steel armor of the ships, even of such secon«.-class powers as Brazil, Italy, 
promised day of peace? Are we to continue always in the unholy strife | and Spain, warn us i be pind pow mh nay and progressive, if we would pro- 
P madi i. wr ara oo. rs ‘ > alin ins ote , | tect our seaports and cities and vindicate our national position 
of nations, we who are blessed with all the power to inaugurate the When it is considered that the city of New York for the past five years has 
glorious era of peace on earth and good-will toward men? Why should | paid over two-thirds of the Federal revenues ; that three-fifths of the foreign ex- 
we not urge on the work of the Peace Congress? Why should we not | ports a the —_ <r Y on = for the pac ynenes of ace! — h - 
ey “ e uname >» . . aie . vehiene received three-fifths of the merchandise imported into the nited States, an 
urge upon the army -ridden Masses ol Europe the doctrine of inte rna~ | that during that period one-half of our domestic exports have left that port; 
tional arbitration, rather than follow the barbarous methods of great | and when the immense aggregate of hundreds of millions of these interests are 
armaments? Let us show to the nations how to live at peace with consid red, a Representative of — city would ae — ss if a did not pre- 
~ . . se 1e st tling cts © cote it > ruli m ” 10n of suc! i ‘nse 
rreat and powerful neighbors. Let us show the nations bv our ex- ent tl irtiing fact connected w t i the unguarded condition 1 immense 
Breau ¢ 5 ae interests thus concentrated in New York city 
ample that when the people dethrone despots and make their own laws, I do not, Mr. Speaker, criticise the sum reported by the Appropriations Com 
and are just, industrious, and intelligent the day will have come to | mittee for the armament of seacoast fortifications. It might have been in 


them, as it has come to us, when a standing army or a great navy is no | CTG*8e¢. especially In view of the need « a : 











longer a national necessity. Gentlemen have asked for information as to the conversion of smooth-bore 
THE SCIENCE OF WAR. nto rifles cy a oo over -— — rg Ae utility of 
- a “ a . Pr i c nversion 1ow me, 1 no or le pre Ser ve ioratuture occnsion, 
It is not for me to say what is the true science of war, nor is it for rt here a statement which will remove these doubts 
me to instruct in the artof war. At best, it is said that war is human Che Ordnance Bureau has very judiciously applied the meager appropria 
> . : . tions which have been annually made by Congress for the last few years for the 
butchery. If our admirals and generals must have war as a profession, | .o.ctruction of heavy ordnance cutting the coat according to the cloth’) to 
if they must deal in blood, let them go to the shambles and learn of verting ”’ a few of the cast-iron smooth-bore guns now useless and othe1 
the butcher a lesson of skill and humanity. He does not destroy his | Wise valueless except as old material, of which the Government has many hun 
Shs » mi . : st . “<¢ dreds on har into rifled cannon of somewhat reduced caliber by boring them 
victim by piecemeal or mangle him in detail. He is more merciful; | 


‘ . . 3 out to receive an interior barrel constructed of wrought-iron bars coiled into a 
he understands his business better; with well-directed aim he seeks a | spir i then solidly welded together by a peculiar process into a compact 


t 
vital part; having reached that his: work is easy. | mass, for the manufacture of which one of the existing gun-factories I 
aa . . i: } tunate r site machinery and experienced workmen. 
rherefore, to lessen human warfare let us cultivate the highest chem : 








E The t r or tubes are inserted into the old cast-iron casings and secured 
istry and make the most deadly armament. I but repeat the words of | in place by a ring or collar serewed oto the muzzle of the piece, on a system 
one of our early legislators when I say that although we may be weak | ®dopted by the eee ae ge yrpveecer sheen a oe mammary < xperiments 
"8 oenllint = seems il are? il iaieinte amas matte a . ma it the recommendation of a commission Of its officers which w sel 

in aggressive power, In capacity for defense we are invinc ible. If in Europe in 1873 to examine the different systems of rifled ordnance adopted b3 
self-defense cowards become brave and the weak are clothed with more | Great tain, Prussia, France, and other countries, and select such as they 





#, 


than mortal strength, it needs no prophetic vision to perceive what our | Should cons - r pref eae, or at le ant most suitable, for use in ourscount 

. 7a am . Sf s — . se Renee S Dn respect to ethicliency, and, pre-eminentiy, economy. 

country could accomplish if invaded by a fore ign foe. . |} ‘*In the manner described have been converted, since 1874, some one hundred 
Self-defense is origina], native, indelible in the human heart. As | and fifty of the one thousand or more of the cast-iron guns (market value 1 cent 

was said by the Roman orator, ‘‘ It is not formed by habit, nor induced | Pe™ pound) of ten inches diameter of bore, belonging to the War Department, 


by cust = like the variable 1: a a ae . - _ | into rifled cannon of eight inches diameter of bore, and some fifty of the eleven 
vy custom, nor written, like the variable laws of nations, on brass OF | jnches bored guns of the Navy Department into similar 8-inch rifles 


marble, which are corrupted by time, but engraven by the finger of the | “It may be mentioned in passing that these fifty guns are the only pieces po 
Creator in the bottom of our souls, and immortal as our existence.’’ | sessed by the Navy Department of modern construction, excepta dozen bree 


I ae 3 F 7 ae : Sage ae loading rifles of about 6j-inch caliber, which have been made by ‘ convertir 
am not visionary enough to suppose that we can at once inaugurate | joo: pounder ‘Parrott’ muzzle-loading rifled guns, the most serviceable of 


peace and civilization among the nations. But I do hold it to be our | day in use any where, but not calculated to sustain the heavy battering charges 
duty to move in that direction; to use all our owninfluence and expend | POW necessary for service against heavily armored vessels. Being reinforced 
best efforts in that directi rith at least as sh enercy | re Gi | insertion of an interior steel barrel from the rear, and supplied with breech 
our best eHorts in that direction with at least as Much energy as We CIS- | |oading mechanism, they become again very serviceable and effective pieces of 
play in warlike preparations. I hold that it would be a better, safer, | their caliber, equal to the requirements of present service. 
and more honorable policy for us to urge a general international dis- | - he cost of yt ee oa 10 a. I a guns ee aan ites _ about . 
se ° . Tr | cents per pound o 1e finished weight o 1e piece, and adding | cent per pouns 
armament than to try to emulate the slaughtering policy of European | for value of the useless smooth-bore gun converted we have, at the cost of 14 
tyranny. I challenge any man who professes Christianity, who believes | cents per pound,a good serviceable rifle of about eight tons weight, throw 
: y P ‘ . e : r ctiles of o < > . f i r tc o dre« «>t ads. fair! con 
in the Word of God, to question the soundness of these views. I do | Prejectil f from one hundred and fifty to two hundred pounds, fairly com 
some thes eae site sad a Vitaew 7 T think | parable as to range and effective force with the best guns of similar class of the 
not say that we may not need to exercise our mi itary power. thin systems of Krupp, Woolwich, or Armstrong, and far below any of them in cost 
1t 1s possible that we may. But it is only a possibility ° | Cheir missiles are capable of perforating the armor of most of the iron-clad war 
Holding to this possibility I believe it to be my duty to vote for the | Ships of Europe at a distance of 2,000 yards, but of course they could not su 
° > | ° . 7 : s cessfully contend against the mammoth cannon of thirty-five, fifty, seventy-five 
execution of any plan of defense that will give promise of the prope! ' 7 , 


. : > & ind one hundred tons weight, mounted upon some of those great floating bat 
results. But at the same time I believe it is equally our duty to set | teries 





before the world the example of a nation that can maintain itself by 3 ee sone SS nea any uncertainty or doubt as to the 
: : . : r itil o 1s process Oo con sions, 
the inherent power that pertains to freedom, intelligence, and a rule a le an facta and suggestions referring to the armament of our forti 
of the people, for the people, and by the people. | fications which concern New York city which should be understood by the 
ibnieeti House, if not for present action, then for future consideration 
APPENDIX. The Chief of Ordnance of the United States has again called the attention of 
ota s Congress to the defenseless condition of the country. He has for many years 
[Remarks in Congress December 12, 1879 in his annual report furnished to the Secretary of War and through him to Con- 
Mr. Cox. Mr. Chairman, this is an age of mechanical forces. The nation | gress important facts touching the coast defenses 


which is laggard in their application will lack in maintaining its interests and 


honor. The nation which is not provident by its legislation in the use of recent | needs of the Ordnance Department, and in January, 1875, he sent a special mes- 








President Grant in his annual message referred particularly to the 





inventions is in constant peril. Even powers weaker, in many repects, with | sage to ¢ gress urging that body to furnish the needed legisiation No notice 

the improved armanent of our time become superior to those who are greater | was taken of this appeal. 

in other resources. It will not do to rely on Divine Providence altogether for Upon Congress now rests the responsibility, and it is one of no ordinary 

our future defenses. Ericcsons, with their monitors, are not to be improvised | port, looking to possibilities near or remote 

every day against the surprises of Merrimacs. Theengineer may contrive, m« Che Chi f Ordnance this year asks for less than a million of dollars, to be 

chanical processes take time: but the nation that has both is the victor. The | used f the conversion of old and for making new guns of suitable 

needie-gun gave Germany its triumph over France; the American rifle, i coast and harbor defens« See his report for 1877, 1878, 1879, and for 

Turkish hands, held Russia back at Plevna. Whitworth, Whitehead, Krupp, | years he bill before us gives less than one-fifth of this sum, and t 

and Armstrong, with the great establishments for making ordnance onthe Con- | out of economic reasons we must be content 

tinent and in Great Britain under their auspicesand direction, are the real heroes \t present the country is at the mercy of even the most unimportant mari 

of the future. They are organizing victories at their desks. Even Peru and | time nations in the world 

Chili tight with weapons forged in Europe It takes nearly two years to complete and test agun of large dimensions. The 
How much, sir, depends on the evolving of certain gases in chambers of iron first and last and only large rifled cannon ever cast in this country was delivered 

how much of destiny to nations! The problem of the invulnerable, represented | to the Government in January, 1878. It took just eighteen months to finish this 

by “ Thunderers” and “ Inflexibles, and solved by the penetrable, under cer run Krupp requires two years or more to make a large g Lp to 1866 most 

tain chemical, explosive forces, is the probiem of national greatness. Marimae | of the improvements in ordnance originated in this country Phe same is true 


minimis suspendens, ‘ of projectiles, powder, and gun metals, 





arena 


sas wi ial 


a Se 


ety 


oe 


ie ay 
he ee 


So me ae. AE 
Se 


Cage 


“pew 


eg 








DS 14 








It ears from official reports that we have on hand three hundred 15-inch 
sn nnon When these were made they were the largest in the 
we iid up to 1866 the most powerful hey are comparatively useless now, 
exce conversion into ll-inch rifles, which are very effective guns 

kvery y and small, situated on our seacoast from Maine to California 

iterested in this question of coast defense Under no conceivable 

sta ~ yuld wearm our coast fortifications effectively in a less time 

ee or ir years, even if all the available gun-machinery in this country 

‘ ill the money in the Treasury were to be placed at the disposal of the ord- 

eng I ly bountifully supplied with modern ships and guns. She 

ap] Ss eve nearly $10,000,000 for new guns and equipments for 
the 

Krup} Germany, en ys in his works about 14,000 men, and Sir William 

rimst eng i, about haif that number. Our works, General Benét 
says id have en practically idie for nearly ten years 

China is keep p with the 1e8, and is sending agents abroad to look up 

I é ent I ~ time she has been giving orders for war material of 
mod scrij 

yun-factories France are at work, and some of the most skillful 

Am workmen and successful inventors, having nothing to do at home, 

I lta ( é vent has the largest and most powerful guns in the world 

lay 1 few of the mo.t formidable iron-clad ships afloat. Several guns, 

each o t lred w rht, were made at the works of Sir William Arm- 

I guns of the iro.-clad Italian ship Duilio will pierce twenty-two 

s of solidiron at adistance of 2,000 yards. By this armament Italy becomes 

‘ ie | d worthy of the rank, prowess, and renown of ancient Rome along 
the biuec sea 

he I h iron-clad Inflexible carries guns that will do the same work as 
the D Phe Inflexible carries four of eighty tons’ weight each, throwing 
api e weighing nearly a ton 

If complications, at any time possible, should arise between the United States 
and any foreign naval power, great or small, what could we do except to sub- 
I f re unable to resist an attack on the seacoast or the sea” 

rn ed ire use for defense, and lam glad to see that t committee 
l propriated something for the possible conflicts under water; but tor- 
ped to be useful, must be protected by guns For assault they are useless 
W rot they vuld, if operated on a large scale, prove a safe and reli 

le instrument of warfare within the limitclaimed for them, is not yet a settled 
que Who that is intelligent doubts that the method of destroying tor- 
ped * perfectly unde tood by naval and engineer oilicers of all nations? 

report of United States Engineers for 1879 
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If a foreign power desires to bring on a war with us,for any purpose what- 
ever, the fact that we are helpless and unprepared will stimulate the motive to 
hunt for a pretext 

A government based upon the will of fifty millions of people, rich, prosperous 
and abounding in resources, without the common means of defense of its honor 
and interests, presents a sorry spectacle to the world, 

Of course, Mr. Speaker, a member of this House of my economic notions 
yesterday expressed, both as to domestic frugality and foreign trade—loving 
and believing in the persuasive influences of free intercourse and reciprocal ad- 
vantages—would naturally be disinclined to vote inordinate outlays for harbor 
defenses. He would prefer the cheap defense of fair customs duties and en- 
larged liberalities; but the millennium which ushers in his idealities has not yet 
begun to dawn, and he must consider contingencies of ominous aspect 

Am I told that there is no danger of a breaking out of hostilities with other 
countries, and therefore no need of making appropriations for the armament 
of our forts? The time has not yet come for the lion and the lamb to lie down 
together; the plowshare and pruning-hook are liable at any time to be 
verted into the bayonetandsword. The history of recent wars in Europe, 
and Africa is a lesson of warning to us. Our increasing trade and growing rx 
lations with other countries admonish us to be ready at least for defense, if not 
for aggression 

Think of our critical relations with Spain. 
been on the verge of conflict with Spain! 
with usarea perpetual menace. Her tariff so discriminates against this countr 
that it is almost robbery. When we consider our exports and imports to Cul 
alone, the discrimination against us is somarked an evidence of selfishness and 
enmity that it is almost a For five years, from 1872 to 1876, we bought 
of Cuba on an average each year goods to the value of $71,36 , While we sold 





con- 


As 


How often in late years have ws 
Her present commercial relations 


casus belli 














but $15,466,139. This leaves the enormous balance against us of $55,898,188. Dur- 
ing these years we purchased of Cuba to the amount of $356,821 ,638, while Cuba 
only bought in all $77,330,690, leaving a trade balance against us of $279,490,940 








During the past twenty years Cuban exports to the United States have increased 
at least 100 per cent, over our exports to Cuba, which have remained stationary 
We have been Spain’s best customer, especially in sugars. Yet how shabbily 
and meanly are we treated by her. The Spanish tariff favors her own vessels 
to such an extent as to deny to us advantages given other countries. Here is a 
statement of this rank injustice 

A barrel of flour of Spanish production imported in a Spanish vessel would 
pay a duty of $2.25 

Phe same flour imported ina foreign vessel would pay 44.50. 

A barre] of flour of foreign production imported in a Spanish vessel from any 
country except the United States would pay $4.69) 

Che same flour imported in a foreign vessel would pay $5.51. 

The discrimination against the United States can be realized when it is un- 
derstood that a barrel of flour imported thence direct, either in a Spanish or for 
eign vessel, would have to pay the last-named duty, while if it were sent to 
Canada and shipped from there it would be subject only to the third class, or 
$1.69}, if shipped under the Spanish flag. Or, in other words, flour shipped 


| direct from the United States, even in a Spanish vessel, would pay 40 per cent 


and improvements are regarded as expedient and important, 
ir coast and the cntrance to our great rivers and harbors are not pro 
tk ed, mnters luprovements Will not amount to much 
Phe maximum of iron plating for ships having been reached, and the guns 
that w pierce the heaviest armor that a ship will float having been made and | 
proved to be sufficient, what is to be gained by waiting, at great risk, to see if 
other improvements are to be introduced, when we are sure that we are already 


ve far behind all foreign naval powers in respect to both ships and gums? I 














m thinking only of defensive war now Preparations for offensive war need 
not of necessity be hurriedly made 
ihe Spanish navy is much superior to ours in the number of vessels and their 
grade It is de up of one hundred and forty-eight vessels of all classes, and 
ei hundred and nine 18, mostly rifles and heavy Rodman smooth-bores 
~ of these ships are first-class m-clad frigates,and seven others are of the 
cond class irmored sauips 
j row Navy ording to the report of the Secretary, we have eighty-one 
“ s ln lasses lto this number is to be added four monitors and eight 
t 3, W Lh can be fitted for cruisers or torpedo-boats, making a total of ninety- 
three vessels that could in time be fitted for service 
We not a sea-going iron-clad in our Navy Monitors can net remain at 
sea,even if they could be keptafloat in all weather; they can not carry a supply 
of r more than w days and do not carry sail heir turret ports are 
sO nea he water that in rough weather they could not be openec and, more 
than in inch rifle at ty yards can riddle their turret plating in half an 
l 
I ercing power of an 8-inch rifle is, theoretically, nine and eight-tenths 
brad five hundred yards ar nine and five-tenths at one thousand yards, 
At li-inch la ited plates is equal in resistance to six inches of solid 
ron } s. Our monitors are covered with eleven inches of plates, each of 
ol ‘ 1ickness, laid one over another, and at short range could not resist 
the s-inch riffe of the Spanish navy, or any other, and would be destroyed by a 
irger caliber at long range 
Phe cost of a steel g isabout double that of a cast-iron gun of equal dimen- 
s, and, in the opinion of experts, the steel has not proved as good as the iron 
K.rupp’s steel guns have broken in several instances. Some years since a 10- 
1 cast-iron smooth-bore was tested to the utmost of its strength. It was 


d with an extra charge of powder and double shotted, and in various ways 


severely tried, and not until the tenth round, when the gun was filled nearly to 
the muzzle with powder, shot, and shell, was it broken. Of course such a test, 
in the legitimate use of any gun, would not be made. 

Our one large rifle (12}-inch), now at Sandy Hook, cost about $28,000. This 
gun has proved the equal, if not the superior, of any gun of foreign manufact- 
ure of equal caliber. It throws a shot weighing from six hundred to seven 


hundred pounds 


sults, the 


See report of Chief of Ordnance for 1878, in which, for re- 
American gun is pronounced “decidedly” superior to the Kruppand 
italian guns, which use heavier charges than are required for ours to do the 
same work that they do 

Herr Krupp, in response to a proposal from our officers to give a price fora 
12-inch rifle, offered to manufacture and place on board ship for transportation 
a 12-inch rifle fer the sum of $0,000 in gold, the conditions being that the gun 
should be tested under his own supervision 
an American cast-iron gun of superior capacity and 
equally safe and effective 

But it is doubtful if a steel gun can be made in this country. We lack the 
necessary machinery to do the work even if suitable meta] were at hand. Nor 
s it in any respect important or desirable to substitute steel for iron in the fab- 
rication of heavy ordnance even if the cost of material were the same in one 
as in the other Expert officers have demonstrated this fact over and over 
again, and no better authority than this can be found or is needed 

Whether guns should be made of steel or iron is a question for the responsible 


as experience proves, 


Cast 


This is nearly double the cost of | 


| similar vesse] 


more than ¢ 





anadian flour, or the same flour shipped by way of Canada, in a 


Do you say that this kind of tariff will be ameliorated? Never while we are 


} at the mercy of Spain’s eight hundred rifled guns, her six first-class iron-clads, 


and her armored ships; never while the city of New York can be placed under 


these guns and exactions made by the hundred millions 


Is it not, therefore, wise and prudent to prepare, even by so small an appro 
priation, for the armament of our fortifications, that_we may back our negotia 


tions by proper force, and make our country respected for its position as a power 


on the earth’? 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose;and Mr. Morse having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro te mpore, & message from the Senate, by Mr. Mc- 


Cook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had agreed to the report 





officers of the Government to determine and not one for interested parties out- | 


side to deal with. Upon such a subject one who is not an expert-should defer 
to those who have given the best study of their lives to the technics belonging 


tot 

Because we have escaped the penalties of our indifference so many years, is 
no guarantee of such good fortune in the future. The property-owners of New 
York, Boston, Philadelphia, and Baltimore, and the coast cities generally, North 
and South, will hold somebody responsible for this perilous condition when the 
situation is thoroughly understood 

Economy, based upon the idea that we can afford to postpone the work of 
suitably equipping our fortifications until a crisis arises, may prove a delusion, 
and of will, if we postpone action long enough 


is subiect 





course 


of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of theSenate to the bill (H. R. 6092) mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1881, and for other purposes. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the joint reso 
lution (H. Res. 251) providing for printing the annual report of the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture for the year 1884. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested, the bill (H. R. 6370) to limit the time within 


| which prosecutions may be instituted against persons charged with 


violation of the internal-revenue laws. 

The message also announced that the Senate had returned, in ac- 
cordance with the request of the House, the bill (H. R. 5682) to repeal 
section 22 of the act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, approved March 3, 1871, and to declare the forfeiture of the 
land grant therein made, and for other purposes. 

Also, that the Senate requested a conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a right of way 
through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Com- 
pany, and for other purposes, and had appointed Messrs. INGALLS, 
DAWES, and COKE managers at said conference on the part of the 
Senate. 

FORTIFICATIONS 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
New York to reserve the remainder of his time? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Frnerty]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has twenty minutes 


| of the time of the gentleman from New York. 


Mr. FINERTY. Mr. Chairman, I return thanks to my ever gener- 
ous and courteous friend from New York [Mr. Cox] for the time he has 
allowed me, and hope that I shall not trespass upon the attention of 
the House beyond the limit of its patience. 

I have listened, sir, with a great deal of attention to the remarks of 
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my distinguished friend, and I must congratulate him and the House | 
and the country on his partial conversion to the principles of national | 
defense. 

It would give me a great deal of pleasure to sustain the minority re- | 
port as far as my humble capacity would allow me if I could do So con- | 
scientiously. But I believe the condition of our national defenses is at 
the present time in a state so depleted that it has become the duty of 
every patriot, irrespective of party consideration, to lift up his voice in 
favor of the majority recommendations that will give adequate defense 
to our exposed coasts and to our seaboard cities. A I care not to what 
party the gentlemen may belong who favor this policy. It will always 
give me pleasure to sustain it. I believe that no gentleman in this 
House will say that at the present time our water and coast defenses are | 
sufficient for the cruel emergency of a sudden war. 

It is true, as has been said, that there is no enemy in sight. It is 
true that no enemy has positively declared against us; but we have 
no assurance as to how long it will be before an emergency shall arise | 
in which we may be called upon to defend ourselves from the aggres- 
sionsof some foreign power. Mr. Chairman, we haveseen in our change- 
ful climate the stars shine serenely at night, with no premonition of a 
storm; and yet before the morning came the tempest has been upon us, | 
coming with the breath of desolation, leveling our homes, destroying | 
valuable lives, and bringing poverty and ruin in its track. 

But although it is true that when the storm passed away the stars 
were still in the heavens, even as they now shine upon our banner, | 
still in that same uncertainty which governs political relations, as in the 
relations of nature, we are not assured that we are out of the pathway 
of martial tempests. And although our flag to-day is not confronted 
or threatened by a tangible enemy, we can not tell the time when, as in 
the past, the aggressive policy or the unmasked hatred of some foreign | 
foe may menace its dignity and integrity. Then, sir, when the hour | 
of peril comes can we apologize to the nation or apologize to posterity 
for the lack of defense of our seacoast, ay, the lack of defense of our | 
very capital from the destruction of the foreign invader ? 

Mr. Chairman, we can not do so. Economy is a virtue all may prac- | 
tice; but the economy that proposes to leave this great country, free, 
independent, and prosperous as she now is, simply to the toleration of 
a foreign state ceases to be economy and becomes closely allied to 
treason. No matter what tempests may come, after they have con- 
sumed their fury the clouds will clear away and the stars in our ban- 
ner will still blaze, the watchtires of the free, but with decent prepara- 
tion we would not be called upon to lament the loss of many a gallant | 
heart and the gloom of many a happy home. 

The distinguished gentleman from Indiana, who is identified with 
economy in this House to an extent that has made his reputation na- 
tional, said, in speaking of the naval appropriation bill, that anavy | 
menaced the liberties of the people. I hope I do not misinterpret his | 
remarks. I allude to the honorable gentleman, Judge HOLMAN. le 
said that a fleet menaced the liberties of the people; that it was always 
used for their suppression. I can not concur in that statement. His- 
tory falsifies it. ‘‘ From the blue waters of the Bay of Salamis’’ to the 
stormy waves of Lakes Erie and Champlain, from Themistocles down 
to Perry and McDonough and Farragut, the national fleet has ever 
been the guardian of the national honor, and has ever been the truest 
bulwark against the foreign foe. There is no evidence in history, and | 
I challenge the gentleman to produce it if I say falsely, to show that 
the fleet of a nation has ever been the suppressor of its liberties. And | 
even if that were so, the reportof the minority of this committee is in 
conflict with the logic of events. 

Although you may say the Navy is or may be used for the purpose | 
of suppressing the people’s liberties, I defy any gentleman present here 
or absent elsewhere to show me where the coast batteries erected to | 
repel the foreign invader can be turned into a Praetorian guard to march 
into these Halls and enable some American Bonaparte to deluge these 
floors with the blood of the national representatives. 

We are placed in a position where the eyes of the earth are upon us. 
We stand here a nation inferior to none in the resources that make a 
nation great. Yet we stand here saying in effect *‘ we are at peace with 
everybody; we disclaim the use of arms; we are Quakers in spirit; we 
wear the petticoats of the Delawares, and concur in their base content- 
ment as hewers of wood and drawers of water.’’ Is this the warrior 
spirit of the nation that smote the crown and broke the mace of King 
George? Is this the spirit of the nation that refused the claim of search 
upon the seas, and fought for and maintained its dignity? Is this the 
spirit of the nation that, amidst overwhelming obstacles, carried that 
immortal flag (pointing to the Stars and Stripes over the Speaker’schait 
through the defiles of Mexico to the Halls of Montezuma and planted 
it above those heroic hallsin victory andinglory? [Applause.] Have 
we fallen on evil days that the land of Washington is no longer the 
arbiter of the western world? 

Sir, I abhor this spirit of economy practiced to the extent of nig- 
gardliness. It not alone imperils, but it degrades the glory and the 
patriotism of the nation. It places us in the light of men who are 
afraid of our own chief officers. I hear it whispered that the money 
we may appropriate will be devoted to other objects than those for 
which it may be voted. 
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Sir, I have too high an opinion of the American Government to sup- 
pose that it would play a game of confidence. I have too high an 
opinion of the American Government to suppose it would ask from this 
House money under false pretenses. And I say that any party thatis 
afraid of the expenditure of a few million dollars to maintain the se- 
curity of the people, that is afraid to vote the money for fear it might 
go to a mercenary band that would be degraded by the acceptance of 
the bribe—I say here boldly as an American, independent of all parties, 
that if any party is so suspicious, so cowardly as that, it deserves to be 
beaten at the polls. The people will pass that sentence. 

Mr. Chairman, I call up ih evidence of the necessity of national de- 
fense, not desiring to intrude more copiously upon your patience, the 
testimony of one of the greatest soldiers of modern times, the Anglo- 
Irish conquerer of the modern Cyesar, the victor of Waterloo. Writ- 


| ing to General Burgoyne in 1847, when he was in the winter of his 





old age but still in the flower of his genius, speaking of the haughty 
power of England, then threatened by the jealousy of Louis Philippe, 
he wrote something that I could almost say was written for this day 
and for this country. I will give the extract. Said the Duke of 
Wellington: 

Iam accustomed to the consideration of these questions [nati ynal defenses], 
and have examined and reconnoitered our whole coast from North Foreland, by 
Dover, Folkestor Beachy Head, Brighton, Arundel] to Selsea-bill, near Ports- 
mouth, and I say epting immediately under the tire of Dover Castle, 
there is not a point on the coast on which infantry might not be landed in any 
weather and with any state of the tide, and from which such body of infantry 








“ 











so thrown on shore would not find within five miles a road to the wr ofthe 
country through the cliffs practicable for the march of a body of ; that in 
that space of coast there are no less than seven small harbors or m of rivers, 








each witho efense, of which an enemy having landed his infantry on the 
coast might take possession and therein land his cavalry and artillery of all 
calibers and establish himself and his communications with France 
* * * * ~ 
When [continues the Duke} did any man hear of the allies of a country 
unable to defend itself? Views of economy of some, and I admit the high 


| views of national finance of others,induce them to postpone those measures 
| absolutely necessary for mere defense and safety, under existing circum- 
stances, forgetting altogether the common practice of successful armies in mod- 


ern times imposing upon the conquered people enormous pecuniary contribu- 


tions and other penalties. 





Look at the course pursued by France in Italy and in Prussia, at Vienna re- 
' 


peatedly, at Berlin, at Moscow,the contributions levied, besides th 
ence, maintenance, clothing and equipment of the army that made the conquest! 
Look, also, at the conduct of the allied army which invaded France and had 
possession of Paris in 1515! 





subsist- 


’ 

Sir, had the Duke of Wellington lived until 1870 he might have added, 

‘ Look at the enormous contribution levied by Germany on France aiter 
Sedan and Metz.’’ If we think no foreign enemy would deal with us in 
any such exacting mood, let us look at that grim picture and remem- 
ber that by the testimony of the engineer officers of the United States, 
by the statements of some of those officers published in the Washington 
Post of last Saturday, from here to the Chesapeake, and from the Chesa- 
peake to the ocean, this Capitol is without defense—is at the mercy of 
any enemy that may choose to attack these United States. 

You may say the conditions of Europe are impossible to America. 
But these very streets we look upon have heard the cannon of Bladens 
burg. They have beheld the bayonets of General Ross. History 1 
peats itself. Itis bound to do soagain. It may come upon us as a 
thunderclap. And, for one, I do not desire to be identified, within or 
without partisan boundaries, with any party that squarely sets its ta 
against the defense of our country from the probable insult or the pos- 
sible invasion ofa foreign enemy. [Loud applause. } 

I say, gentlemen of this House, that this business is as much yours, 
perhaps more, than itis mine. I did not have the honor of being born 
here, but, not having had that honor, | appreciate the liberties and the 
glories of America all the more. 

I do not speak to gratify any foreign spite. I have quoted to you, 
not through love but through necessity, the warning words of the most 
eminent of Irish generals and of British mercenaries, the Duke of Wel 
lington. Ihave quoted to you his warning words to England in 1847. 
There were those who then laughed at the prudence of his wisdom, 
but who in 1859 acknowledged its worth when Napoleon III, as his- 
tory has proven, meditated the realization of the dream of his illustri- 
ous uncle, the recreation of the army of Boulogne and the landing on 
the clifis of Dover of another grand army to carry the eagles of France 
to the heart of London. 

Chen the voiceless lipsof Wellington from his tomb in St. Paul’s ap- 
pealed to the British nation, which God knows I do not love. but which 
{ admire for its pluck and its patriotism. They appealed to the British 
nation to construct its coast defenses; and notwithstanding the suprem- 
acy of the English fleet, notwithstanding -the overweening national 
vanity, notwithstanding the overwhelming nature of that armament 
whieh holds the world in awe on the point of invasion, to-day from 
John O’Groat’s to Lizard Point, all around the coast of England and 
of Scotland, from the Orkneys to the Channel Islands, bristle the 
cannon of England to defend her soil from invasion 

lo you, gentlemen of America, you the representatives of this great 
and gallant nation, which has tumed its back upon no foe, and which 
has ever been victorious, you of the gallant South and youof the inde- 
pendent and sturdy North, this is not a party question; it is a question 








of the whole nation, not alone of the North or south of the Ohio, or of 
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the East or west of the Mississippi, but of all America. Let us close our 
ranks here in this Hall and give the peopleof this country the assurance 
that in this Chamber there sits a patriotic and not a partisan assembly. 

Let us vote the appropriations recommended by the majority of the 
committee. Let us place our coast in a state of defense, so that with 
the free hearts of the country behind it we can say to the powers of 
Europe, ‘*Come on, and you will find, as the Persians found in Greece, 
that every yard of our soil shall be the grave of a hero or an in- 
vader; that every spot of this soil shall be held sacred to liberty, and 
the American armies, with the chance to do battle such as freemen should 
have, will again prove their supremacy in the sunlight of liberty and 
place that flag in triumph and in glory above the wrecks of any empire 
that may dare to pollute our soil with the foul tread of its mercenary 
hosts.’’ [Continued applause. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN of the Committee of the Whole have 
listened no doubt with pleasure to the eloquent words of the gentleman 
from Tilinois [Mr. Frverty]. There may have been occasions in the 
earlier years of our history when such words so admirably delivered 


Gentlemen 


ould have touched the heart not only of this House but of the Ameri- 
can people, tor, sir they were eloque nt and patriotic words. 

But the gentleman from Illinois has chosen an unfavorable period in 
which to reach the public heart by even eloquent words touching the 
public safety. The condition of our affairs at this time and the condi- 


tion of the world does not justify the extraordinary spectacle, extraor- 
l y in view of our past and our relations to the other 
por 13 of the globe, that is presented this afternoon on this floor. I 


experience 





| 


| 








of allmen. To establish a nation of freemen was the purpose of the 
new era. In departing forever from the European policy of conquest, 
injustice, and ambition we were secure from the beginning. Our 
fathers felt at the outset that there were stronger barriers and fortresses 
of defense than fortifications upon the seaboard; stronger armament 
than armies or navies or fortified posts; stronger than ingenuity, skill, 
and labor of man could devise—a free and intelligent people, conscious 
of their manhood, a government with no motive for injustice or oppres- 
s10n. 

Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman will allow meaninguiry. If that was 
the view of our fathers why did they proceed straightway to make for- 
tifications ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Here and there with that prudence which became 
a Government comparatively feeble, and with no considerable outlay, 
our fathers proceeded to fortify some important harbors at the begin- 
ning. They were conscious, however, that with our extended coast, 
reaching upon the Atlantic from Maine to the Gulf, and with our vast 
lake frontier, any such system of fortifications as would give us as 
security upon the European idea would be in the nature of things im- 


| possible. 


| in the war of 1812; 


fear that it is not always that the American statesman is able to com- 
P nd the greatness of hisown country and its commanding relations 
to the restot the world. Yetthere have been times when every Ameri- 
( citizen was aroused and anxious for the safeguards and strongholds | 
on which rested thesecurity ofour shores. Then such eloquent appeals 
as have listened » would have had force and meaning, but happily 
the occasion has gone by The history of that period has already been 
Ww tt 

rhis discussion, I repeat, isthe more unusual, Mr. Chairman, because 
0 1e time in which it has eccurred. When we were comparatively a 
f le people expressions drawn from a sense of danger and of national 
peril were becoming in a statesman, and to sound the note of alarm on | 
the appearance of danger, ever soremote: well became a patriot, and the 
R lic would have paused tolisten. Had speeches such as those de- 

ered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr} and the gentle- 

n from Illinois [Mr. FINERTY] been delivered in this House forty 
ye go when the Republic was not fully conscious of its strength, 
Ww 1 unsettled boundaries provoked disputes, when other nations tow- 
ered above us in strength and resources, in number of men who could 
be marshaled in arms, and perhaps in the moral power of established 
institutions and national character, then it seems to me speeches like 





ht have been appropriate in the American Congress. 

But when it is apparent that we stand to-day, not only in our own 
estimation—and the American people have not been unseemly forward 
in the assertion of the relative standing of their Government—but in 
the common judgment of the statesmen of the world, however slow to 
admit the greatness of a republic, the foremost among nations, not only 
in the triumphant success of our free institutions, but in commanding 
resources, and the numbers, intelligence, union, and manhood of our 


people—when such facts are considered, together with the fact of our 
remarkable geographical position, the great oceans our barriers against 


hostile intrusion, then it is, indeed, astonishing that appeals for national 
security based upon fancied apprehensions of danger should be indulged 
in on this floor. Does the manhood we represent indulge in this sen- 
timent of unseemly caution ? 

What has been our experience in years past? It has not been the ex- 
penditureof vast sumsof money for the purpose of protecting our shores 
from invasion. The feeblest government on the face of Europe, the 
feeblest of them all, has, during the hundred years of our national ex- 
istence, expended more treasure—the toil of its people—for defense 
against hostile force than has been expended by this Government from 
the beginning. 


Indeed, sir, my friend from Illinois, when following the example of 


the gentleman irom Michigan, would unconsciously introduce into our 
politics the theories of European government, he forgets that when 
this Government of ours was organized it left behind it the traditions 
of the past and the institutions of the European government. [If it 
had not done so the greatness of this nation would not have been 
achieved. Our fathers left behind them the institutions of the Middle 








armies and navies, the idea that the parade of vast physical power was 
indispensable to the security of a people against foreign aggression. 
They left behind them every such tradition, and on this new theater 
of human aspirations could do so with safety. 

Our 1s 





lated position gave us ample security against foreign invasion. 


We derived still greater security from the nature of our institutions of 


government. We were entering upon a new career, then unknown to 
the governments of the world, in which the object of government should 


the petty pride and ambition of a ruler, but the manhood and elevation 


They left behind them as things of the past the ideas of great | coming danger, although the clouds were gathering—no such trembling 





| military establishment. 
be not power or conquest or aggression, not wars of ambition to gratify | 


But, sir, coming down toa recent period, the late war taught the 
American people some valuable lessons. We had learned them in part 
and we learned them freshly during the late war. 
In looking over our appropriation bills I find our appropriations for 
fortifications in the years immediately following the late war were em- 
bodied in just two lines 





For the preservation of fortifications $200,000 is hereby appropriated. 


How did it happen that immediately after the war period, when 
even yet were smouldering the fires which England and France, backed 
by other European powers, had enkindled on our shores by the invasion 
of a neighboring republic, with all the events of the late war fresh in 
our minds, why was it deemed unnecessary to appropriate more than 
$200,000 for the purpose of perfecting our coast? 

Mr. ELLIS. Does the gentleman wish an answer ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ELLIS. It was because in 1860 the United States, so far as our 
coasts and cities were concerned, was regarded as the best fortified na- 
tion in the world, having larger guns and better forts; and because im 
mediately after the war the science of long-range guns and heavy pro- 
jectiles had not so completely revolutionized naval warfare a 
happened since. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; the American people have been taught by 
that war that expensive fortifications erected upon so comparatively 
narrow a channel as the Mississippi River where invading ships were, 
within range of an ordinary gun were absolutely without value. The 
earthwork and the sand bank thrown upon the spur of the hour was 
found the real fortress when the hour of action came. 

The real fortifications or defensive agencies of the war were impro- 
vised upon the spur of the occasion, and the vast outlay which had 
occurred from year to year in the purchase of ordnance, together with 
the comparatively small sum expended upon forts, was absolutely a 
waste of money; for when the late war was upon us, after years of appro- 
priationsof treasure for ordnance, arms, and military supplies, they were 
thrown upon the market and sold as worthless and condemned material. 
The agencies for conducting the war were the outgrowth of the hour. 
Here in the Federal capital and in other cities of the Union the very 
munitions of war which we had gathered together in former years were 
exposed in the market and sold, and the new appliances requisite for 
a great army sprang up on the moment. 

It was discovered that fortifications such as had been built with great 
care and skill at an early period on the Lower Mississippi did not even 
stop the headway of the ordinary wooden ship. It was very strange 
that we had not learned that lesson when the war of 1812 came upon 
us. Our fathers were fully admonished of its coming; for a govern- 


has 


| ment situated like ours, a country geographically placec like ours, can 
not in the very nature of things be precipitated into war. Our fathers 


foresaw the coming of that contest, yet with the courage and self-re- 
liance of a people capable of their own government, incurring no ex- 
traordinary expenditures, they prepared to meet the event when it came 
with strong hearts and manly purpose. And how well they met it, how 
improvised navies and armies sprang up at the call of patriotism, is one 
of the proudest events of our history. 

The history of the period preceding the war of 1812 shows no such 
speeches as have been delivered on this floor—no such apprehension of 


in the presence of fancied terrors. Why, sir, that famous navy which 
drove our great antagonist of that hour from the lakes of the North 
and achieved one of the most glorious victories of that or any other 
time was the outgrowth of an hour, an improvised navy—improvised 
as it were from the first, in a period so brief as less than three months. 

Yet with this experience we are told that in a time of profound peace 
we shall ingraft upon American polities the theory of a commanding 
The experience of Europe is appealed to, and 
the practices of European governments, which are prepared for war at 
any moment, are commended to us, forgetting our position on the face 
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of this globe—the origin, the theory, and purpose of our Government, 
forgetting that a beneficent Providence has placed our country ina 
position of unexampled security, undoubtedly to the end that the grand 
experiment of a government of the people might find its complete de- 
velopment, which great armies and navies and military establishments 
as institutions of Government would have rendered impossible. 

What nation are the gentlemen fearful will seek a contest with the 
American Republic and measure swords with the American people? 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FINERTY] refers to a great power 
from whence sprung the American colonies, twice driven from our 
shores by the Republic in its infancy. Does he not know that no | 
people ever held such a hostage for the good conduct of a nation as the 
people of the United States hold against that power in that vast and 
valuable dominion extending from one ocean to the other north of the 
great lakes? 

Mr. EATON. Another thing: their spinners could not live without 
our cotton and they could not live without our breadstuffs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; all these are pledges and guarantees of 
peace. Who, gentlemen, are your common carriers? Who are the 
common carriers of the commerce of the world? The American people 


are not inclined to underrate their commerce. The common carriers of | 


the world are those who are able and willing to carry the cheapest, and 
the common carriers of the commerce of the world are not your capital- 
ists, are not your people. 

The commercial powers who control the carrying trade of the world 
are your common carriers, the carriers of your vast commerce. Whose 


ships and commerce are to be driven from the ocean by the privateers | 


Mr. Chairman, the appropriations for the present fiscal year for the 
purpose of national defenses are over $400,000 in excess of what they 
were during the year 1878 and later years succeeding the war, when we 
were legislating with direct reference to events which had just occurred. 
We are proposing to appropriate by this bill within asmall amountof the 
same sum that was appropriated forthe present fiscal year. Five hundred 
and ninety-five thousand dollars is the sum which the minority of this 
committee, the majority of the Democratic members of the committee, 
recommend. They propose an appropriationofthatsumthisyear. For 
the protection, preservation, and repair of forts, $175,000, the same sum 
as was appropriated for this year. I think it is buta part of reasonable 
prudence that these fortifications now held and owned by you, the 
ground upon which they stand having been generally improved, should 
be still subject to national care and protection, and I believe that no 
one will object to the appropriation of $175,000 for that purpose. That 
is all that is required. 

Mr. ELLIS. If the gentleman from Indiana will permit me to in- 
terrupt him, I would like him to tell the committee right now and here 
and in this connection why he wants to preserve any single fort over 
which the United States flag floats. What possible object have you 
in view and why do you want to preserve them ? 

A MEMBER. For ornament. 

Mr. HOLMAN. One gentleman suggests for mere ornament. I do 
not adopt that idea, however. 

Mr. ELLIS. I think that is a better reason than any you have 
} given. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would preserve them for any emergency that might 





boldly, as of old, issuing from every American port in the event peace 
shall be broken by any of the nations of the earth having ships to cross 
the ocean—the peace which involves your security and safety? Not 
your commerce, not your ships, not your carrying trade, but those of 
those very nations of whom gentlemen profess to stand in such appre- 
hension of their approaching with hostile purpose your shores! You 
hold the commerce of the world as a bond for the peace of the world. 
You hold in your hands an empire as a pledge and guarantee of peace, 
and as well as the vast commercial navy of the greatest of the maritime 
powers. Nonationsince governments were organized by mankind has 
held such guaranties for peace as we hold against the whole world. 
See on the borders of the Caribbean Sea what hostages you hold for 
the good conduct of the Europ€an powers toward your nation. Yes, 
sir; God in his infinite mercy has placed the American people in a posi- 
tion where they could fully develop the idea upon which alone free in- 
stitutions can rest—the just equality of man; the freedom, intelligence, 


and manhood of mankind. But gentlemen, in apparent paroxysm of | 
fear, would ingraft upon your free institutions theories which your fath- | 


ers dreamed had been left behind forever. Military establishments! 
The methods of government which have wrung from labor the cry of 
despair from the beginning. Is it certain for what purpose these forti- 
fications are to be built? Are gentlemen certain that this attempt to 
enter upon this military establishment, on pretense of national safety, 
is not suggested by others with different motives from those which in- 


spire them? What did the crafty and subtle ruler of the French build | 


fortifications around the French capital for? The patriotic announce- 


ment was that they were to repel the public enemy. History tells you, | 


however, it was to protect the imperial power from the indignation of 
the people. 

No, sir; I think no American citizen can listen with composure when 
he hears this appeal for a great navy and an enlarged military estab- 
lishment. Themovement for a great army is more in the background— 
thisappeal for great military appropriations, for the construction of forts 
and the forging of guns, and the perfection of ordnance in this time 


of profound peace. When we consider the peaceful condition of the | 
world and the absolute security for peace we possess we may well ap- | 


prehend that the true motive has not beenspoken. The extraordinary 
display of anxiety for increased military resources seems to be more 


distinct in this Congress than at any former time. Do not gentlemen | 


perceive that all these movements tend to investing our Government 

with power not of the people? Does it not mean a strong and brilliant 

Government to supplant the old-time simplicity of our institutions? 
And when we shall have entered upon the career of so-called broad 


and liberal statesmanship which gentlemen long for, of splendid gov- | 


ernment, will it require a prophet to foretell when the days of repub- 
lican government will be numbered ? 

These fortifications are to be built in the vicinity of your great cities; 
sir, against whom are they to be directed? When you consider the 
position of the United States, its peaceful relations with the whole 
world, its absolute freedom from any entangling alliance with foreign 
governments, the absence of any aggressive purpose, the relations of 
its commerce to the general interests of mankind, the absence of even 
unfriend)y relations with any other government, the absolute absence 
of motive for injustice on our part to any nation—when these things 


are considered the American people certainly can not sympathize with | 


the extraordinary efforts made in the present Congress to create a great 
navy, or make large appropriations for pretended national defense; for 
well may they apprehend a purpose far more sinister than appears on 
the face of these measures. 


by human possibility arise; and yet it is almost absolutely certain, in 
| the light of the past and in the light that the past throws on the fut- 
ure, that in the event of a war with any nation these fortifications 
| would never be brought into use. 
Mr. GIBSON. They may be used for storehouses, I suppose ? 

| Mr. HOLMAN. And Ithink I heard a gentleman suggest within 
the last few months that all of the material gathered together there in 
| these fortifications, the antiquated arms—guns constructed five years ago 
| are antiquated now—should be gathered together, and that this expense 
| of $175,000 even should be avoided. I think the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana heard that speech made. 

Mr. ELLIS. In another part of your bill you propose to sell them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman from Louisiana heard that 
speech as to the abandonment of these forts that were shown to be use- 
less in virtue of the changed condition of military affairs; and from 
the improved appliances through which military operations are carried 
on it was suggested that all of these old implements of war should be 
gathered together and the expense even of keeping them and holding 
| the forts need not be sustained. And I heard the gentleman make no 
objection to that suggestion at that time. Iam not certain that my 
friend from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIs} did not make that speech himself. 
[ Laughter. ] 
| Mr. ELLIS. And he indorses it now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then $175,000, according to the practice of recent 
years, is appropriated for the purpose of keeping up, as far as may be 
necessary, the present fortifications. You will never use them. 

Mr. HORR. Then why keep them up? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If used.at all, it will be in all human probability 
only in connection with the torpedo system of coast defenses. Cer- 
| tainly I can not suppose, in view of the changes in modern arms, that 
| they would be of any use for the purpose of harbor defenses, but, as in 
| your experience in the late war, you will never in any event use these 
forts for national defense, but you will never use them, no occasion will 
occur—you would have to change the geography of the globe—the 
geography of the earth itself—to find any reason or any just pretense for 
these appeals to Congress to appropriate millions of money to erect 
| barriers against a foreign foe. 

In the event of acontest coming every gentleman who has considered 
the subject must understand that the torpedo system now being de- 
| veloped with unexampled ingenuity and skill will be the system to 
depend upon for the protection of our harbors in the future. But, sir, 
| our harbors. are in no danger or peril. No voice comes up from the 
| masses of the people or from the populous cities asking Congress to ex- 
pend large sums for the erection of fortifications. The people them- 
selves are not indulging these apprehensions. Butit the apprehensions 
shall come, if they shall ever have any foundation in fact, the safety 
of the ports of our country will depend upon other means than the 
fortified posts. 

For the purchase of torpedoes in their various forms, including sub- 
marine mines, and for improvements and tests of motors for movable 
torpedoes, we propose $100,000—a larger sum, I believe, than it has 








ever been customary heretofore to place in the bill. That, as gentle- 
men will perceive, is simply for experiments 
Mr. ELLIS. Not at all. 


Mr. HOLMAN. For what other purposes do you want it, then? Is 
it desirable to purchase and lay aside supplies of torpedoes which in all 
probability within six months or within a year hence may be superseded 
by other skillful inventionsin that line? One hundred thousand dollars 
| for experiments—and in view of the operations of the past and of the 
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possibilities of the future, the expenditure of $100,000 to encourage and 
multiply inventive skill which has brought the torpedo to its present 
high perfection—to perfect it further would seem to be a proper appro- 
priation, and there would be no objection to a proposition of that kind; 
but no larger sum can be expended to any possible advantage. 

The next item of the minority bi!l is for the armament of our sea- 
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coast defenses, including the manufacture and conversion of heavy guns, | 


an amount of $320,000 is suggested, including an item of 
1achine-guns 
he 


$20,000 for 
And yet we must see, sir, in the future as in the past, 
expenditures incurred will be simply yielding to that sentiment 
of excessive caution which some gentlemen indulge in for national de- 
lenses ; 
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as worthless iron, even if a war should occur ten years hence. 

Mr. ELLIS. With the permission of the gentleman from Indiana 
I would say we all want information, and I would like the gentleman 
to stop and tell the House what he proposes to do with that $300,000; 
what sort of guns he proposes to have, and how he expects to construct 
them ? 


Mr. HOLMAN. It has been supposed our engineers are thoroughly 


informed and we}! skilled in whatever pertains togunsandarms. We 
trust them entirely. I am not defending the item. 
Mr. ELLIS. But the gentleman signs a report in which it is pro- 


posed to appropriate this sum. 
is going to do with it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam willing to place it under the control of the 
engineers, to use itas they may think proper in the preparation of arms. 
I propose to do with that $300,000 just what we do with the $100,000 
for torpedoes. These are experiments; nothing more, nothing less. 
You could not allow other nations of the globe to proceed alone in 
sending expeditions to the North Pole; for the sentiment here and else- 
vhere was that even in matters of enterprise like that you should keep 
abreast with the nations of the world. 
ing in munitions of war; nothing more. 

Here, in the matter of arms and military establishments, we are but 
imitating the bad example which is given in Europe by the petty am- 
bition and pride of men in power supporting kingly authority. It is 
but a feeble imitation. There is nothing to excite our pride in it. 


There is nothing to excite our pride in a single item of either of those | 


is 


bills. It but a feeble imitation of the policy of nations against 
whose breaking the peace toward us we hold such guarantees as no na- 
tion, ancient or modern, ever held. For since the creation of this 
earth and the formation of human society no people have been so com- 
pletely exempt from the peril of attack by any foreign power as ours 
have controlled by the principle which has come down to us by tradi- 
tion from our fathers of justice to all men. There is no occasion for 
us to imitate feebly or otherwise what 
archies of Europe. The moral power that springs from a nation of 
freemen too conscious of their greatness to be unjust is a better guar- 
anty of safety than statesmanship had ever devised or ever will. 

We appropriate, then, for all these purposes $595,000. 
in the name of the people, would you in a feeble way imitate here upon 
the soil of America the practices which have grown up in Europe under 
institutions that have ground the masses to the earth during long cen- 
turies? You may look in vain through all the statute-books of a hun- 
dred years for the indication of any deliberate purpose upon the part 
of American statesmen to ingraft the institutions of Europe upon ours. 

Why should we have a great Navy and preparations for war, accus- 
toming our people to the force and idea of military power? Who will 
suffer by all this? Who suffered in Europe? Against whom and to 
keep whom in subjection are the great armaments of the Old World 
employed? It is mainly to keep their own people in subjection; more 
indirectly to defend themselves against the common grasping ambition 
by which the kingly governments of Europe are disturbed. England 
has for centuries oppressed her people with wretched poverty to keep 
up her military power. 

No, sir; there is no excuse, there is no possible justification or ex- 
cuse, for taking from the people of the United States their hard earn- 
ings, drawn through countless channels into your Treasury, for the 
purpose of imitating institutions which in all the past have produced 
the woe and agony of mankind. 

The bill reported by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] on 
behalfof the majority of the committee, proposes toappropriate a mill- 
ion of dollars for fortifications at Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Hampton Roads, New Orleans, and San Francisco. I know that no 
gentleman from California will thank you for putting the city last men- 
tioned in your bill. Inso far as concerns the beautiful city at the Golden 
Gate no one supposes either of the forts at either side of that famous 
gate is necessary for the protection of that beautiful bay from the en- 
croachment of an enemy. Ten years ago, in theimperfect condition of 
your torpedo system, no ingenuity could have devised a mode of meet- 
ing that form of defensive war which could have rendered that port 
accessible to an enemy on any conceivable condition. You built a 
fort there, I admit, shortly after you acquired the Pacific coast. You 
have an unfinished fort on the north side of the gate. You know that 
neither of those forts can ever be brought into requisition, can ever be 
used for the purpose of protecting the bay of San Francisco from an ad- 


So in this matter of experiment- | 


gentlemen call the effete mon- | 
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vancing enemy. A million of dollars is appropriated for these forts. 
All the other important forts are left subject to the comparitively un- 
important item of $300,000. Provision is only made for these populous 
cities where already millions of dollars have been expended; for most 
of the appropriations made in former years have been expended in 
special localities, with no general system of defense. 

But then the torpedo system is not overlooked. For that an appro- 
priation of $170,000 is made. Who isto expend thatmoney? I would 
ask the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIs]. He will answer me 


| as I have answered him—the engineer. 


for the very ordnance you construct will be superseded and sold | 


I want him to tell the House what he | 


| 
| 





| and manhood of the American people have not been consulted. 
Gentlemen, | 


Mr. ELLIS. Does the gentleman want me to reply to him now? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill proposes for the armament of seacoast 
fortifications, $600,000, and for steel guns, $1,000,000. The bill covers 
for all these purposes for the coming year alone $3,070,000. Then it 
is provided that there shall be a million dollars appropriated each year 
for five years from the 1st day of next month—that is, from to-mor- 


| row—for the purpose of national defense in the way of steel guns. 


Mr. Chairman, I trust I will have at least for a moment on this point 
the ear of this committee. For now eight years the Democratic party 
of this House when in the majority have been struggling to create 
some responsibility on the part of your Executive Departments to the 
action of Congress to limit the public expenditures to the sums which 
Congress from year to year might appropriate. 

Your Constitution unhappily, as | think, has limited the appropria- 
tion of public money by only the one provision, that for the purpose of 
supporting an army you can not appropriate beyond two years. But 
you are proposing here for military purposes to appropriate a million 
of dollars a year for a period of five years. This very House within 
the last month took a long step toward compelling the appropriation 
of nearly the entire sums of money to carry on your Government by 
annual appropriations, except on account of your public debt. Yet 
with this radical democratic idea that the appropriation of money should 
be made only so that there should be a proper responsibility on the 
part of the Executive Departments, it is now proposed to adopt the 
proposition reported from the Committee on Appropriations to appro- 
priate for military purposes $1,000,000 a year for the period of five years 
from to-morrow and leave it under the absolute control of the War 
Department. 

For what purpose is this permanent appropriation to be made’? Afraid 
of whom? It is that if this bill should pass with this continuing ap- 
propriation, and at the very next session of Congress this House, com- 
ing fresh from the people again, might seek to repeal that provision, 
it would be met by another branch of this Government with its un- 
qualified negative. That, then, is the purpose of the appropriation of 
$1,000,000 annually for the period of five years from July 1,1884. You 
would place $5,000,000 at least beyond the control of this House, which 


| most directly represents the people. 


The people have not been consulted on this measure. The courage 
The 
timidity which has displayed itself, the apparent apprehension of dan- 
ger in the future is not borne in the hearts of the people we represent. 
As in the past generations, so in the present, the American people rely 
upon themselves and their own resources and manhood to meet an 
emergency when it shall come. They see nothing to indicate a dis- 
turbance of the peace and repose of this nation. They see no indica- 
tion that the food shall be taken from the mouth of labor to gratify the 
insatiate ambition of any man or any bodyof men. They see no cause 
of apprehension that this nation, standing now first in the rank of na- 
tions, will do any such act of injustice as will involve them in strife. 
They know with their consent it will not be done. They know that 
a Government which stands as ours in the light of all the nations of 
the earth, controlled by the sentiment of justice and honor, with no 
plans of Gonquest and no motive for injustices is not likely to be assailed, 


| and when assailed millions of strong arms are ready for its defense. 


[ Applause. } 

Mr. FOLLETT. During the hundred years of the life of this na- 
tion we have had but one war with an enemy that has sought our shores, 
and that war was but the conclusion of the original struggle which re- 
sulted in our independence. At no time in the history of this coun- 
try has any one been apprehensive of a foreign enemy, or of an attack 
from abroad, or that we as a nation would meet any insult. 

It was not until recently, and so far as I know not until this Con- 
gress, that the alarm has been sounded that the nation is defenseless 
and that large sums of money should be expended for the purpose of 
providing against a contingency which no one sees in the future, which 
is simply a chimera, and which judging the future by the past would 
be a useless and unnecessary expenditure of money. 

During the entire history of this country there have been men who 
have apprehended danger and have been constantly sounding the alarm 
and anxious for large standing armies and large expenditure for defen- 
sive purposes. But to-day we have a standing army of 25,000 men 
only, and nobody loses sleep on that account. Yet we are continually 
reminded that the nations of Europe have adopted a different policy, 
and, therefore, America should follow in their footsteps. 

The nations of Europe have adopted a different policy. As against 
our army of 25,000 men Germany presents hers of 600,000, France her 
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army of half a million, and England her army of 400,000, and the | 


But not one of | 
those standing armies are kept in the field for the purpose of attacking | 


people of those countries are taxed for their support. 


a Government whose strength rests in the hearts of the people as it does 
in the United States. They are sitting there watching each other, ap- 
prehensive of each other, lyirfz contiguous to each other, and fearful 
each of an attack from the other. But who in this House, what mem- 
ber of Congress, believes that either one of those nations contemplates 
or dares to attack the United States. 

If we are to arm our thousands of miles of seacoast, if we are to pro- 
vide steel guns of the character which gentlemen speak of for all of out 
seaports, if we are to incur that expenditure in this time of profound 
peace for the purpose of being prepared for war, as they say, for an at- 
tack from foreign nations, then you will not stop after this year with 
an appropriation of $3,000,000, but on the contrary you will have to 
increase it tenfold from year to year. The appropriations in this bill 


are but the entering-wedge. The bill is drawn upon the idea that if | 


you incur an expenditure of $3,000,000 this year you will be willing 
hereafter for the purpose of saving that amount to incur larger expen- 
ditures in future years. 

We are advised that this is an age of invention, that implements of 
war, implements for the destruction of human life, have strangely and 
greatly changed ever since the closing of the war of the rebellion in 
1865; and thatis true. This inventive spiritis now not only bringing 
forth new implements of war, new cannon, new ordnance, new explo- 
sives, but everything that pertains to the destruction of human life or 
the defense of coasts and harbors is now simply undergoing a process 
of renovation and change. No nation has yet discovered a material 
that is safe, or entirely safe, at least, for the manufacture of large ord- 
nance. Experiments, as shown in the report of the minority of the 
Committee on Appropriations, are still in embryo, and we are waiting 
for the inventive genius of our people and of other nations of the world 
to produce something that will stand the test. Until that is done, 


money can not be expended intelligently or properly for the purpose of | 


supplying ordnance of this character. 
Mr. ELLIS. 
board ? 
Mr. FOLLETT. I have not. 
Mr. ELLIS. I thought so. 
Mr. FOLLETT. 
say that no gun of large caliber has yet been'tested by what can be 
denominated properly a battle test that has been found to be en- 


That is all. 


Has the gentleman read the report of the gun-foundery | 
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Mr. FOLLETT. I know; a great many things come in pertinently. 
Mr. RANDALL. And some impertinently. 
Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman would find this very pertinent. Ad- 
miral Porter says—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio declines to yield. 
Mr. FOLLETT. I will yield this time, but hereafter I prefer the 
gentleman should speak in his own time. 
Mr. ELLIS. Admiral Porter says: 
An insane idea seems to prevail that we can do without guns and ships, and 
1at our harbors can be protected by torpedoes. There might be something in 


such an argument if we had forts that could keep out an enemy’s fleet; but the 
party that can command the best ironclads and the heavist ordnance wil! win. 


Mr. FOLLETT. Mr. Speaker, if there were any reason whatever to 
apprehend an exigency in the near future—if there were any reason on 
earth to believe that the Government of the United States needs to 
provide for an immediate emergency—it might be well to go (even if 
we were obliged to go blindly) into the adoption of various devices and 
methods recommended by patentees, without subjecting them in the 
first instance to proper tests. But in a time of profound peace, when 
no exigency exists, and when we know the temper and resources and 
power which would bedisplayed by our people in case an exigency should 
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| arise, money spent for the purpose of making these experiments is 


money wasted. 

The history of all wars in this and almost every other country has 
been, that in most instances the point specially prepared for defense 
against an enemy is not the point where a country will most likely 
be attacked. In other words, for the purpose of supplying our coast 
with complete defenses, you must not simply fortify Boston, New York, 
Hampton Roads, New Orleans, and San Francisco, but you will be 
obliged to fortify all the harbors and points where an enemy could be 
landed. Therefore, to start in upon the idea that the defenses of New 
York and Boston and Hampton Roads would protect our eastern coast, 
the defenses of San Francisco our western coast, and the defenses of 
New Orleans our southern coast, is to start in upon a mistaken notion. 

Why, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] said the powers of 
Europe know our defenseless condition and how helpless we lie. They 
are careful, however, to respect that which is our greatest and surest 





| defense and always will be—they are careful not to arouse the Amer- 


I have not read that report; but I undertake to | 


tirely reliable for the discharge and propelling of the kind of shell or | 


shot that gentlemen speak of as being so effective. 

Mr. ELLIS. Did the gentleman read the story of the bombardment 
of Alexandria by the British fleet ? 

Mr. FOLLETT. I did. 

Mr. ELLIS. Then the gentleman is answered. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I did read the account of that bombardment, and 


I have read the story of tests made in England and this country since | any apprehension of attack upon this country from foreign powers. 


that time, of this kind of ordnance, and these tests have shown it was 
not what it was represented to be. 

Mr. ELLIS. Will the gentleman refer me to that report. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I was reading in a newspaper only a day ortwo ago 
of a test recently made where the gun supposed to be one of reliable 
pattern exploded. We have here in the minority report a reference to 
what is stated upon that subject by one of our own ordnance officers, 
a man who understands what he talks about. 

Mr. ELLIS. Who is that? 

Mr. FOLLETT. Mr. William P. Hunt. 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes. He is a contractor. 

Mr. RANDALL. He is president of the South Boston Iron Com- 
pany, is a party interested in this matter, and a man of great experience. 

Mr. FOLLETT. He isa man who probably has had as much ex- 
perience on this subject as anybody. 

Mr. ELLIS. What is the date of that report? 

Mr. FOLLETT. Eighteen hundred and eighty-one. 

Mr. ELLIS. Three years ago. 

Mr. FOLLETT. It will be three years in November. But, sir, 
whether these experiments have been successfally made or not, the ques- 
tion arises what is the necessity that should compel usto expend money 
without waiting until these tests should be made, so as to be entirely 
satisfactory, before we invest money for the purpose of supplying this 
Government with that class of ordnance ? 

The most effective weapon for harbor defense, as already stated, is 
the torpedo ; and the minority of the committee have reported in favor 
of an appropriation of $100,000 for the purpose of supplying at least 
one movable torpedo, and testing also the motive power by which it can 
be successfully managed. 

Mr. ELLIS. With the gentleman’s permission, I would like to read 
right here four lines and a half from Admiral Porter on this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 


Mr. FOLLETT. Thegentleman has before asked several questions. 
If he did not expect to make a speech on this subject I would not ob- 
ject to yielding to him. 

Mr. ELLIS. 


But this comes in here so pertinently. 





| should be a 


| belongs. 


ican people and develop their resources that in one year, one month if 
need be, could be called into action for the purpose of repelling any 
invader who should be so rash as to attempt to attack us 

And again, Mr. Chairman, one of our strongest means of defense is 
that the masses of the people in all the first-class powers of the world 
are in sympathy with the American people, and we will be the last 
nation against which they would attempt to make an attack, lest there 
reaction at home more effective against them than either 
dynamite, torpedo, or big gun. [Applause. ] 

I do not believe there is a man on the floor of this House who has 


lost one moment’s sleep during the whole period of his life because of 


Nor do I believe that the humblest citizen or the wealthiest apprehends 
any such danger to it. 

And why is it that just upon the verge, just upon the eve of a Presi- 
dential election a policy that was discarded by the last Congress, a 
policy which they refused to adopt, has now suddenly grown into im- 
portance, and the emergency has become so startling as gentlemen tell 
us it is to-day? Why, Mr. Chairman, no man believes that in our iso- 
lated condition, with no powers bordering on us, we need apprehend 
danger from the government to which the territory lying to our north 
‘That power will be one of the last to disturb our repose, for 


| she knows the moment an attack should be made upon us that territory 


would cease to belong to her. We have no apprehension of danger 
from the South, and upon the East and West we are bordered by the 
ocean And right there is where these gentlemen have been so sud- 
denly aroused to our danger—danger of ironclads, danger of large ves- 
sels, danger that our cities would be shelled, that they would be de- 
stroyed or laid under contribution. I have mistaken Yankee energy, 
Yankee skill, Yankee inventive genius, if some method would not be 
devised to prevent, I care not what power or strength the vessel might 
be, from ever coming within shelling distance of New York should the 
emergency arise. 


Wars do not spring up ina moment. National controversies do not 


arise in a year. Time is given for preparation. Time is given to en- 
able us to be prepared to meet the attack before the attack would 
come In iny event the country would be re dy, and its wealth, its 


power, its skill would be placed at the command and disposal of the 
Government at any moment to repe l a foreign attack 

And to-day, sir, we stand in a better position than ever heretofore 
The last sad contest we had was brother against brother, one sectio 


against the other, and should the occasion ‘arise for an attack against 





i foreign enemy these twosections would vie with each other in the « 
hibition of their patriotism, the display of their courage in friend 
ere - gainst a hostile foe, for the purpose of showing that thx 
nat 11s < the blood of brethren into a nation inseparable 
and tor r perpetua Ltrreat applause 
And in view of this condition of things, I have no fear of any nation 
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on the earth, even if we had not a gun or a ship uponthe sea. When 
the proper time comes, when the proper plan of vessel is presented, I 
as a member of this Congress, when I know that the money we appro- 
priate for that purpose is to be wisely expended, am ready to build up 
a navy and supply it with the means of asserting our power abroad. 
But at home I want no other power except the strong right arms and 
the brave hearts of the American people. 

I ask for no standing army. The policy has been from the begin- 
ning of this Government we did not need it and we would not have it. 
We have never taxed our people for any such purpose beyond the mere 


skeleton around which the brave people of our country could rally in | 


case of emergency. 

I ask no forts. Wecan throw up if need be in one week earthworks 
that I believe would be as effective against guns of a large caliber as 
any fort that could be constructed, and I certainly would not by my 
vote make 
having the money expended by somebody in making guns that we know 
nothing about either as to their caliber and their efficienc y. Subject 


them to test; test them under as you may appoint, 
and who know 


such commission 


greater skill and of greater genius would produce a gun far its superior? 
If an emergency arises we have the markets of America at least if not the 


markets of the world to draw from for the supply of such arms as shall be 
most effective and efficient; 


ingenuity and inventive 
any or all other people combined. 

There is now going on a test upon the powers of dynamite shells, and 
dynamite has been heard of not in this country merely but in other 
nations. Dynamite may possibly work out and solve problems that 
statesmanship has failed to solve heretofore. Dynamite is certainly in 
some parts of the world a terror to men who heretofore have known no 
terror. Iam not saying whether it isrightor wrong; but we do know 


troying human life, it isa mighty power and without a superior. 
If these tests shall work out satisfactorily and result practically, if 
the weapon used for the purpose of the propulsion of dynamite shells 
is satisfactory, we shall need, if an emergency arises, some of these guns. 
But the plant spoken of in the bill of the majority will never be neces- 
sary for any such purposes. The bill the minority have presented we 
believe to be ample. Gentlemen ask us, ‘‘ What are you going to do 
with the money you appropriate ?’’ They ask 
an appropriation of $300,000, which is substantially the same as another 


appropriation for which the bill of the majority gives $600,000 for 
armament and the manufacture of heavy guns. Well if we can not 
use $300,000 I ask the gentleman from Louisiana what whe majority of 
the committee are going to do with their appropriation of $600,000? 
Mr. ELLIS. Let me answer now ? 
Mr. FOLLETT. In your own time. 


I believe, sir, that the bill reported to the House by the minority is 
all the country wants, is all it requires, and all we ought to give at this 
time. And I believe still further that the people of this country with 
that amount would feel just as safe and secure as they would if the 
bill of the majority were passed. I do not believe there is any appre- 
hension abroad that we are in danger of an attack; but while I sub- 
scribe fully to the sentiment ‘‘in time of peace prepare for war,’’ I 
believe that can best be done by lightening the burdens of taxation 
upon the people, by developing our resources, by making the nation 
happy, and by attaching our people to the Government with senti- 
ments of love; and then when the emergency does arise they will, be 
ready to bring their resources and their lives if need be to lay them 
upon the altar of their country. [Applause. ] 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Chairman, 


express my opinion as to the danger which the country is incurring by | 


reason of the present condition of our naval defenses. The United 
States have had a policy with reference to the maintenance of an army 
and navy and coast defenses which began with the first administration. 
The principle of that policy was stated by the first President to the first 
Congress in the following language 

To be prepared for war is one of the most effectual means of preserving peace. 

This statement of policy by Washington is in my judgment as true 
to-day as it was a hundred years ago. That national policy has been 
asmall army with a large body of officers, trained to their professions 
in the most perfect manner; a small navy of the best quality, and a 
complete system of seacoast defenses. That policy was rigidly pursued 
by the Government of this country without reference to party changes, 
so that when, after nearly sixty years of Democratic administration, the 
Republican party came into power the fact was as the gentleman from 
Louisiana [ Mr. 
had the best defense of any coast in the world. The fortifications 
were on the greatest scale, and the armament was of the most approved 


description, far surpassing in power the armament of any other fortifi- | 


in the world. 


I had occasion, I well remember, in 1855 to make an examination as to 
the relative condition at that time of the defenses of the city of New 
York, the principal fortress upon our coast, if I may use such a phrase 
and the city in the Crimea, Sevastopol, before which the British forces 


cations anywhere 


. permanent appropriation of $5,000,000 for the purpose of 


but that the next day or the next week some man of 


and I am ready to trust to the skill and | 
» genius of the American people against that of 


as a means of destruction, as an explosive agency for the purpose of 


that with reference to | 


I have taken other occasion to 


ELLIs] has stated it, and the coast of the United States | 


, | and freedom grow. 





were then gathering; and at that time the city of New York had a 

| greater number of guns mounted upon its fortifications than Sevasto- 
pol had, while the guns were of such caliber that the fire from the 
forts of New York weighed nearly double that from the forts at Se- 
vastopol. 

And yetthe fortifications of the Crime@n city were sufficiently strong 
to resist the attacks of the most powerful maritime power in the world. 
At that time such was the relation of ships to fortifications that forts 
as well built and as well armed as those of Sevastopol were sufficient 
to resist the attacks of England’s fleets. 

Therefore I say to this House that asthe result of sixty years—or with 
| but slight interruptions—of Democratic policy our cities were well de- 
fended and able to resist any fleets then known to maritime warfare. 
What I have described was the result of a national policy which favored 
a good army, a good navy, and a complete and perfect system of coast 
fortifications. 

But what is our present situation ? No one doubts at all that it is 
within the power of several European nations to bombard every city 
upon the Atlantic seacoast. And not only that, no person who chooses 
to inform himself can doubt that Buffalo and Cleveland and Detroit and 
Milwaukee and Chicago are as completely at the mercy of at least one 
European power as are New York and Philadelphia. And not only are 
| the harbors upon the seacoast and the harbors upon the lakes defense- 
less, but even the Mississippi River lies open and is deep enough to 
float the heaviest battle-ship up to Natchez. Is it satisfactory to us 
that we should continue in this condition ? 

People say, Why is this question a pressing one now when it was not 
pressing a year ago? It wasa pressing question a yearago. It isnone 
the less a pressing question now. And I can not understand how any 
man with the heart of a patriot in his breast can help treating it as a 
pressing, nay, an imperative question always. 

Mr. Chairman, last week I saw in the daily press a paragraph which 
| must have arrested the eyes of many members of this House. It was 

a statement that a small force of French troops had been attacked by a 
force of Chinamen. The news came from Paris, and it was accompanied 
by the further statement that in retaliation for this outrage France 
| would undoubtedly order the bombardment of all the cities on the coast 
of China. Doubtless France has the power to issue and execute such 
an order. But to me, an American, that paragraph brought a sensation 
of shame; for I could not but remember that an order might be issued 
by France and executed by her fleet to bombard all the large cities on 
our coast. 
| J have already stated upon the floor of the House that there is nota 
dwelling, that there is not a building in my district which is not 
within the reach of guns of vessels lying in the open sea, and there is 
not in the harbor and fortifications of New York one single gun which 
could be used offensively against a fleet stationed off Coney Island. 
China has pursued the policy of non-resistance, and when I listened to 
the humane gentleman from Indiana I wondered whether he had not 
drawn some lessons in political conduct from Chinese statesmen. Rely 
upon moral forces! Certainly we have always relied upon moral forces, 
and moral forces are the chief defense of our country. But men have 
found that those moral forces were the most powerful and most effect- 
ive in action when they were in the strong hands of brave men willing 
to fight in their defense and advocacy. Providence goes with the 
moral forces, but has a singular partiality for the strongest battalions. 
| I suppose that China finds it more economical not to maintain armies 
and fleets and fortifications. Doubtless she can afford out of her dense 
population of 280,000,000 to lose a few thousand of her people now and 
| then rather than go to the expense of building fleets and training 
armies. But what has been the result of this long policy of submis- 
| sion to every foreign invader? China found a better defense in the 
walls she built against the Tartar invaders than she did in the strong 
arms of her own soldiery. And during our lifetime we have seen every 
| European power that chose to have a controversy with that country 
hold Chinese cities at their mercy. It is only a few years ago since the 
| loot from the imperial palace filled the bric-a-brac shops of London and 
Paris. It is only a few years ago since the forts at the mouth of one 
of her great rivers were bombarded and her cities taken. 

I suppose that a Chinese statesman addressing a Chinese house of 
representatives might say: ‘‘ Certainly we have suffered these things, 
but then see what money we have : saved; these Western barbarians ex- 
pend hundreds of millions.’’ He might then sum up the amounts: 
‘*Germany so many millions; France so many millions; England so 
many millions; and we, the children of the sun, we have saved all this 
| money; true enough, we have lost some lives; true enough, we have re- 
ceived some cuffs; but we have saved the money; we have relied upon 
moral forces and moral suasion and saved our money; we have held 
ourselves up as an example to mankind.’’ Yes, indeed, they have, but 
not an example which the American people want to follow. For the 
result of a thousand years of this civilization is that China is the only 
country that we single out whose people we by our laws exclude from 
our shores. The qualities which make nations great in war lie at the 
| basis of all manly qualities, and from that strong soil all civilization 
And God forbid that my country shall ever neglect 
| them or ever cease to honor them. [Applause. ] 
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We are told that we must not spend $3,000,000 to begin fortifying 
our coasts. Why not? Have we not themoney? Whatis to be done 
with this vast tide of money which the monstrous and overgrown taxa- 
tion of the country is turning into our Treasury? Every effort in this 
House to reduce taxation has failed. I do not recollect one single tax 
which has been reduced to the amount of one single penny. 

When I go home to meet my constituentsand they ask what has been 
accomplished, I shall be able to say to them that $600 was saved by 
cutting down the salaries of three secretaries of legation, and that $2,000 
more was saved by cutting down the salary of our minister in Rome. 
But when the artisans of my district turn to me and say, ‘‘ What tax 
did you throw off by reason of this enormous reduction of expendi- 
ture,’? what answer shall I make? I will have no answer to make at 
all. The remorseless machinery of taxation is still at work. Every 
day their proportion of $100,000,000 of unnecessary taxes will be ground 
out of the artisans of my district in the coming year as they have been 
in the past. Nor do I believe, and I say it to the leaders of my side 
of the House, that my constituents will be at al) consoled by the cir- 
cumstance that $600 was saved from the salaries of secretaries of lega- 
tion and $2,000 cut off from the salary of the richest young man in 
America. 

I will tell you one use you can put money to which will be received 
with satisfaction every where, not only in the seacoast cities most threat- 
ened, not alone in the cities upon the lakes and the great rivers which 
share the danger, because the feelings which I express, I believe, are to 
be found in the heart of every true American wherever you find him, 
even in the mines of Colorado. Youcan put alittle of this money toa 
most beneficent and patriotic use. You can use it to put our harbors 
and rivers in a state of defense, so that they may not be at the mercy 
of every foreign power. 

Gentlemen tell us that there are no questions now existing to disturb 
our relations with other countries. There are doubtless no such ques- 
tions disturbing our relations with other countries; but our fathers did 
not see fit to let the question of peace or war rest solely upon the will 
of a foreign power. That was a matter about which they wanted to 
have something to say themselves. The difficulty with our present 
policy is that we leave the question whether there shall be peace or 
war to be decided by the foreigner. 

How near we may be to such questions I may illustrate by referring 
to a historic circumstance within my knowledge, although not within 
general knowledge: I happen to know that when the American minis- 
ter in 1865 carried to the French minister of foreign affairs a demand 
for the withdrawal of the French army from Mexico the French min- 
ister turned to him and said, ‘‘ How many troops has your Government 
in Texas?’’ Said the American minister, ‘‘ There are 200,000 men on 
the Rio Grande under the command of General Sheridan.’’ Who can 
doubt that the moral suasion which our minister used in his argument, 
addressed to ancient relations and repeated treaties of friendship ce- 
mented by successful war, was greatly re-enforced by the fact that 
200,000 tried soldiers under the command of a competent officer were 
ready to obey the command of our Government ? 

I do not wish to refer to what might possibly cause differences be- 
tween our country and other countries. But I should suppose that 
this House might find some reason for caution in arriving at the con- 
clusion that peace would be perpetual here by recalling how slight a 
circumstance at the beginning of this session has brought about the re- 
sult that the American minister is withdrawn from Berlin and the 
German minister has been withdrawn from Washington. National re- 
lationsalways rest upon uncertain grounds. Friendships such as bind 
individuals to each other, the ties of family, the ties of relationship 
do not exist between nations. Interest, passion, nay, in many in- 
stances, even the ambition of a man or the caprice of a woman has been 
sufficient to bring about protracted wars. 

Let me refer toone circumstance. A person must have been careless 
who has not observed the change which has been brought about in the 
relations of European powers by the construction of the Suez Canal. 
Does anybody who reads the papers to-day doubt not only that the fate 
of the British ministry depends upon the policy of its premier toward 
the country through which that canal has been constructed, but that 
the peace of Europe also depends upen the policy of England as to the 
same subject ? 


And what may not happen when we find that the only channel of 


water communication across this hemisphere is in the hands of a foreign 
power? I do not undertakein particular to predict what will happen, 
but this I venture to say: that no sooner shall such a water way be 
constructed than we will find that it is quite as important to us, to our 
commerce, to our prosperity, and to our greatness as the Mississippi 


itself; and that with reference to the government and control of this | 


anal this country will have a great deal to say to all other countries. 


I hope we shall always be able to find our relations with foreign gov- | 


ernments those of friendship. But I propose that this House shall do 
what will be most effectual to keep those relations friendly by making 
not an extravagant but a proper and timely appropriation for warlike 
defense. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HORR. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 





The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. BLoUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
7440) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- 
fense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also announced that the President had approved and signed bills of the 
following titles: 

An act (H. R. 116) for the relief of the sureties of the late J. O. 
Rawlins; 

An act (H. R. 6021) to authorize the National Bank of Middletown, 
Pa., to change its location and name; 

An act (H. R. 6526) making an appropriation for the completion of 
the sewerage system of the District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 4652) for the relief of Saint Luke’s Protestant Episco- 
pal Church in the District of Columbia; and 

An act (H. R. 2346) for the relief of Sarah A. Redmond. 

ELECTION CONTEST—MASSEY V8. WISE. 

Mr. ELLIOTT, from the Committee on Elections, submitted .a report 
on the contested-election case of Massey vs. Wise, from the State of Vir- 
ginia; which was ordered to be printed. 

The resolution appended to the report was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Joun S. WISE was duly elected as a representative inthe Forty 
eighth Congress from the State of Virginia at large, and is entitled to retain the 
seat which he now holds. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, by unanimous consent, submitted the views 
of a minority of the committee upon the same case; which were ordered 
to be printed with the report of the majority. 

ABANDONED MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 

Mr. ROSECRANS submitted the following conference report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1581) to provide for the disposal of 
abandoned and useless military reservations, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 1. 

That the Senate recede from its disggreement to the amendments of the House 
numbered 2, 3, and 4, and agree to the same. 

W. S. ROSECRANS, 
CHAS. H. MORGAN, 
GEORGE W. STEELE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 
BENJAMIN HARRISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. ROSECRANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw from the files 
of the House papers in the cases of Melvin Seward and Capt. E. M. 
Ragar, there having been no adverse report. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

CLAIMS AGAINST VENEZUELA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 


| ordered to be printed. 


To the House of Representatives 


I transmit herewith, in compliance with resolutions of the House of Represent- 
atives, respectively dated March 22 and April 19, 1884, a report from the Secre- 
tary of State communicating information in regard to moneys received from 
Venezuela under the treaty of April 25,1866, and their distribution to holders of 
awards by the Department of State. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, D. C., June 30, 1884. 

DISTRIBUTION OF REBELLION RECORDS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a provision of the 
sundry civil appropriation act of August 7, 1882, a report of the volumes 
of official records of the war of the rebellion published prior to that date 
which have not been furnished to libraries, organizations, and individ- 
uals indicated in that act; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 





Joint resolution (H. Res. 283) to provide temporarily for the ex- 
penditures of the Government. 
Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
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. 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (H. R. 2017) granting a pension to Walter Dickson; 

A bill (H. R. 3613) granting a pension to Ira McNair; 

A bill (H. R. 4440) for the relief of John Bostater; 

A bill (H. R. 4717) for the relief of John Schwearer; 

A bill (H. R. 4790) granting a pension to Alexander Saint Bernard; 

A bill (H. R. 4846) granting a pension to Mary E. Seymour, widow 
of Charles P. Seymour, a deceased soldier; 

A bill (H. R. 5457) granting a pension to Allicia Durant; 

A bill (H. R. 5595) granting a pension to Eugene L. Townshend; and 

4 bill (H. R. 5686) granting a pension to Sarah J. Chipman. 


Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills and a joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker 


signed the same 


A bill (H. R. 1299) for the relief of Alonzo Gesner: 
A bill (H. R. 3950) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Cassidy; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 251) providing for printing the annual re 


port of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1884. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave ot absence was granted as follows: 


To Mr. HARDEMAN, indefinitely after the 3d of July, on account of 


important business 
To Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, indefinitely on account of impor- 

tant business. 
WITHDRAWAL 


OF PAPERS. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, July 1, 1884. 
The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HuNTLEy, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
TRADE-DOLLARS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 


| for its second reading a Senate joint resolution offered yesterday by the 


Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], the title of which will be 
reported. 

The Curer CLERK. A joint resolution (S. R. 96) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase United States trade- 
dollars. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How does that come up, Mr. President ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is laid before the Senate by the 
Chair. The question is on the second reading of the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. What has becomeof the routine morning business, the 
presentation of petitions, &c.? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands it to be the 
duty of the Chair, under the rules, first to lay before the Senate bills 
that are objected to on a preceding day on their first reading. The 
question now is, Will the Senate agree to the second reading of the 


| joint resolution ? 


Mr. HOBLITZELL, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- | 


draw from the files of the House papers in the case of Oliver Wood. 
Mr. WELLER. I move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5o0’clock and 25 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, | 


under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of Post No. 111, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, relative to pensions—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 220 members of the First German Methodist Epis- 
copal church; also, of students of Western Theological Seminary, Alle- 
gheny, Pa., favoring education of the Indians—severally to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Memorial of Joseph C. G. Kennedy, relative to the 
repeal of section 22 of the law for taking the tenth census, &c.—to the 
Committee on the Revision of the Laws 

By Mr. ELLIS: Papers relating to the claim of Florence A. Brown— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of J. M. Wright, for exhibits by | 
' , | which makes an explanation to Rule VII, relating to the order of busi- 


the United States Government at Southern Exposition at Louisville, 


Ky.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. FOLLETT: Papers relating to the claim of Lieut. Joseph 
R. Cobb—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, memorial of clerks in the post-office at Cincinnati, Ohio, rela- 
tive to reclassification of clerks in the distributing department of post- 
offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HARDEMAN: Resolutions of the Augusta (Ga.) Exchange, 
asking for the passage of the McPherson bill—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: Remonstrance of citizens of Croton Falls, N. 
Y., against a Government telegraph—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: Papers relating to the claim of John O. Cage— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: Petitions and papers relating to the claims 
of Henry Wilkes and others, for prize-money for capture of Albe- 
marle—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. J. H. ROGERS: Petition relating to the bill for the relief 
of John H. Walters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. STOCKSLAGER: Resolution of Baxter Springs Post, Grand | 


Army of the Republic, Baxter Springs, Kans., relative to a national cem- 
etery at said place—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Garfield Post, Grand Army of the Republic, De- 
partment of Indiana, relative to pensions, &c.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. VANCE: Petition of Emma 8. Spats, guardian of Helen Ida | 


Brookbank, for a continuance of her ward’s pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. WELLER: Petition of D. L. Brancher and 30 others, rela- 


| House of Representatives at any time. 


Mr. INGALLS. What is the title of the measure ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title will be again reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the title of the joint resolution. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the joint resolution 
be read the second time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That isa new way. I should be glad to under- 
stand that way, because whenever I want a bill to supersede everything 
else I shall now know how to doit. It is a new device. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair studied the question on 
a former occasion in order to know what should be done with House 
bills objected to on their second reading, and other matters. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is this a House bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. No; the Chair is only explaining the 
ground of his opinion, that his opinion was formed before this measure 
came up, and the practice as he understood it under the existing rule 
settled it. That is, when a House bill or a Senate billis objected to on 
its second reading upon the day it is offered it goes over under the rule 
and lies on the table of the Chair, and is presented (as a resolution is 
when it is objected to on a previous day when the order of resolutions 
is reached) for its second reading, if the Senate choose to order it to be 
read a second time. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suggest to the Senator from Pennsylvania that 
as there is evidently less than a quorum present he postpone this matter 
until after the presentation of petitions and the reports of committees. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair be good enough to have read the rule 


ness, this not being a resolution from the House but a resolution in- 
troduced yesterday by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. It is a joint resolution. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Yes, an ordinary joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not know of any spe- 
cific phrase in the rules which makes the exception the Senator from 
Massachusetts suggests in respect of bills the second reading of which 
is objected to. The Chair is to lay before the Senate bills from the 
They must be read three times 


| under the rules, precisely like Senate bills, the rule making no distinc- 





tion. On consultation several weeks ago, or months ago the Chair may 
say, as to what would happen under the existing rules of the Senate 
in case of the second reading of a bill being objected to, whether it 
would go on the Calendar or would lie over under the rule for the ques- 
tion of its second reading to be determined on the next day, the Chair 
came to the conclusion, after consultation with some gentiemen and 
he thinks with the Committee on Rules, that the regular practice would 
be for an objected House bill or an objected Senate bill or an objected 
Senate resolution going over for its next stage on the next day, to lay 
it before the Senate at the appropriate time. The Chair supposes that 
as in the case of House bills it would be at this time. The opinion of 
the Chair therefore is formed upon previous consideration and consul- 
tation that it is in order to lay the bill before the Senate at this time. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Chair will pardon me, it seems to me that the 


| Chair has not adverted to the distinction between a House bill and 
Also, papers relating to the bill for the reliefof John W. Manington— 


a Senate bill in that particular. 
that— 
After the Journal is read, the presiding officer shall lay before the Senate, 


Messages from the President, reports and communications from the heads of 
Departments, and other communications addressed to the Senate; and such 


Rule VII is explicit. It provides 


| bills, joint resolutions, and other messages from the House of Representatives 


tive to the equalization of pay of soldiers of the late war, &c.—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 
Also, petition of Mrs. Harriett Harper, in favor of H. R. 4009, to in- 
crease widows’ pensions, &c.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| 
| 
} 
i 


as may remain upon his table from any previous day’s session undisposed of. 


That of course does not mean Senate bills. The language is “‘ bills, 


| joint resolutions, and other messages from the House of Representa- 


tives’’ which have not yet been taken up and disposed of in any way. 
So the conclusion to which the Chair came some time ago in regard to 


be rae 
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bills from the House, to which he refers, is unquestionably correct and | home for disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in either the State of 


clearly supported by the very letter of the rule itself. Rule VII pro- 
ceeds: 

The presiding officer shall then call for, in the following order : 

The presentation of petitions and memorials ; 


Reports of standing and select committees ; 
The introduction of bills and joint resolutions; &c. 


My question is, upon what can the Chair support, in the face of that 
express rule, a direction that a Senate bill read a first time yesterday, 
to which its reading on a subsequent stage was objected to, should dis- 
jlace the ordinary morning business ? 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is possible the Chair is mistaken | 


in supposing that this present moment of time, when ordinarily peti- 
tions would be called for, is the one at which he shouid have laid the 
bill before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the point I made. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It is very possible that in analogy 
with a practice that the Senate has acquiesced in, the Chair believes 
unanimously, of laying an objected resolution before the Senate when 
Senate resolutions are called for, it will be more appropriate for the 
Chair to lay this joint resolution before the Senate when the order of 


| Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska, 


with an amendment. The amendment is simply the substitution of a 


| Senate bill which has already passed this body with the exception of 


the words in reference to the site, ‘‘ unless the same be donated.’”’ I 
ask for its present consideration, as itis a matter upon which the Senate 
has acted, in view of moving the Senate bill as an amendment to the 
House bill so that a committee of conference may act upon it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read and then the 
substitute reported by the committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest that the Secretary read merely the sub- 
stitute, which is very near like the House bill. That would answer 


| the purpose, if the Senator from Indiana has no objection. 


Mr. HARRISON. If it would be in order I ask that the reading of 


| the bill proposed to be stricken out be dispensed with. 


the introduction of bills and joint resolutions is reached. The Chair | 


is inclined to think he was in that respect in error; and he will there- 


fore withhold the bill until the call for bills and joint resolutions is | 


reached, when the Chair will again lay it before the Senate and the 
Senate will decide what the order shall be. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I will wait till then. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petitions of Augustus 
Francis Luving, late a private in Company B, Ninety-fifth Regiment 
New York Volunteers, praying to be allowed a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I present the petition of A. Miller, 
a delegate from the Stockbridge Nation of Indians in Wisconsin, pray- 
ing for certain relief. As the matter referred to in the petition is now 
pending before the Committee on Indian Affairs, I move that the peti- 
tion be printed as a document and referred to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2344) for the relief of Melissa G. Polar, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2623) granting a pension to Arthur I. McConnell; 

A bill (H. R. 5795) increasing the pension of Charles A. Fuller; and 

A bill (H. R. 1073) granting a pension to William J. Lee. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was reterred the bill 
(S. 2023) granting a pension to William J. Lee, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (TH. 
R. 4368) granting an increase of pension to Dr. Samuel Davis, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1226) granting an increase of pension to Dr. Samuel Davis, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1410) granting a pension to Henry Schnetberg, of 
Indiana, Pa., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, trom the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4439) granting a pension to John B. Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 4970) for the relief of Mrs. Nancy Biser; 

A bill (H. R. 5976) tor the relief of Catherine Meis; and 

A bill (H. R. 3909) granting a pension to George W. Wickwire. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1436) granting a pension to William T. McCoy; 

A bill (S. 1823) granting a pension to Ebenezer K. Marden; 

A bill (H. R. 5675) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan J. McKenney; 

A bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Corbin; 

A bill (H. R. 1056) granting a pension to Honora Kelley; 

A bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to Irene Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 5781) granting a pension to Solon L. Simonds; and 

A bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah E. E. Seelye, 
alias Franklin Thompson. 

BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME. 
Mr. HARRISON. I am directed by the Committee on Military At 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana and the 
Senator from Connecticut ask unanimous consent that the reading of 
the bill proposed to be stricken out be dispensed with. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. The amendment recommended by the 
committee will be read. 

The CHIEFCLERK. The committee report to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and to insert: 

Thatthe Board of Managers of the Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers are 


hereby authorized and directed to locate a branch of the home at some suitable 
point in either the State of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Mis- 


| souri, or Nebraska. The same shall not be located on a tract of land less than 
| three hundred and twenty acres in extent. 


fairs to report the bill (H. R. 4696) toauthorize the location of a branch | 


Sec. 2. That said branch home shall be located and the ground purchased un- 
less the same be donated by said board of managers within three months, or as 
soon thereafter as practicable, from the approval of this act: Provided, That 
said board of managers may select any Government property suitable for such 
home, by and with the consent of the Secretary of War. 

Sec. 3. That within six months, or as soon thereafter as practicable, from the 
approval of this act, the said board of managers shall commence the erection of 
a suitable building or buildings on the ground so purchased for the use of said 
branch home. That said building or buildings shall be completed at as early a 
day as possible 

Sec. 4. That the sum of $25,000 is hereby appropriated forthe purpose herein- 
before mentioned and the improvement of the grounds of said branch home. 

Src. 5. That all honorably discharged soldiers and sailors who served in the 
war of the rebellion, who are disabled by age, disease, or otherwise, and by 
reason of such disability are incapable of earning a living, shall be admitted 
into the home for disabled volunteer soldiers 

Sec. 6. That the Board of Managers of the Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers is hereby authorized to inqufre into the expediency of establishing a 
branch of the home in the State of California for the Pacific coast ; and to that 
end the said board is authorized to receive propositions from the managers of 
the ‘‘ Veterans’ Home,” located in Napa County, California, for the transfer of 
the buildings, grounds, and property of said ** Veterans’ Home” to the United 
States, for use as a branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers, and to report to Congress in respect to the propriety and expediency 





of accepting said Veterans’ Home” for such branch but this section shall 
not interfere with the establishing of the home provided for in this act And 
also that the Board of Managers of the Soldiers’ Home be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a branch soldiers’ home in the State of 
Michigan, and also as to the use of ort Dearborn military reservation, and 
the building thereon, for that purpose, and to report to Congress thereon at an 


early day; but this provision shall not interfere with the establishment of the 


home provided for in this act 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Che amendment was agreed to 
Che bill was re ported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


was concurred in 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time 

Che bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the loca- 
tion of a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers in either of the 
States of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, lowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or 
Nebraska, and for other purposes.’’ 


MRS. MARY ROSS. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to Mrs. Mary Ross, widow of James Ross, deceased, late an em- 


ployé of the Senate, the sum of $161.50 for funeral expenses, out of the contingent 
fund 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGES AT SAINT PAUL. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iask that the House bill which came over yes- 
terday in regard to the Saint Paul bridge be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempofe. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill (S. 2243) to authorize foot and carriage or railroad bridges across 
the Mississippi River at Saint Paul, in the State of Minnesota: The 
message from the House accompanying the bill will be read 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, June 30, 1884. 

Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 

on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 2243) to authorize foot 


and carriage or railroad bridges across the Mississippi River at Saint Paul, in 
the State of Minnesota. 
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Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (S. 2248) to authorize foot and carriage or railroad bridges across the 
Mississippi River at Saint Paul, in the State of Minnesota, having met, after full 


and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments numbered | 


1, 2, 4, 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 3, with 
amendments as follows 
In the first line strike out 
Im the and 
craft 
Also, strike out the 
city of Saint Paul 


pense of the city of 


5, 6, 7, and 8 


‘ rafts.”’ 
fifth lines strike out 


second “water crafts"’ and insert “ water 
words 
in the State of Minnesota,” and insert in lieu thereof * ex- 
owning, or operating said bridge and that the House agree to the same. 
S. J. R. McMILLAN, 
G. G. VEST, 
0. D. CONGER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. D. WASHBURN, 
L. H. WELLER, 
S. R. PETERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
ABANDONED 


MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 


{ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its | 


Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (8S. 1581) to provide for the 
disposal of abandoned and useless military reservations. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (8S. 1581) to provide for the disposal of 
abandoned and useless military reservations, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend fd their respective 
Houses as follows 
That the House recede from its amendment numbered 1. 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
numbered 2,3,and 4,and agree to the same. 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 
BENJAMIN HARRISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. 8. ROSECRANS, 
CHAS. H. MORGAN, 
GEORGE W. STEELE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 






The report was concurred in. 


REMOVAL OF CHARGE OF DESERTION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There is on the Calendar a bill (H. R. 4383) to 
relieve certain soldiers from the charge of desertion. It is a very im- 
portant measure; probably there are constituents of every Senator in- 
terested in it; and in order that it may become a law at the present 
session it ought to receive immediate consideration. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of that 
bill. The Committee on Military Affairs have given it full considera- 
tion and have reported certain amendments, and with these amend- 
ments recommend the passage of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 11, after the words 
*‘ eighteen hundred and sixty-five,’’ to insert ‘‘ having previously served 
six months or more;’’ so as to make the section read: 


That the charge of desertion now standing on the rolls and records in the 
Office of the Adjutant-General of the United States against any soldier who 
served in the late war in the volunteer service shall be removed in all cases 
where it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War, 
from such rolls and records, or from other satisfactory testimony, that any such 
soldier served faithfully until the expiration of his term of enlistment, or until 
the Ist day of May, A. D. 1865, having previously served six months or more, or 
was prevented from completing his term of service by reason of wounds re- 
ceived or disease contracted in the line of duty, but who, by absence from his 


command at the time the same was mustered out, failed to be mustered out 
and to receive an honorable discharge. 


Mr. SEWELL. I desireto ask the Senator from Missouri what he 
means by serving in the Army. Does he mean actual service with the 
command or in hospital? I think the section ought to be amended so 
as to make it ‘‘ actual service with his command.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. He could not serve anywhere else. 


Mr. SEWELL. He might have served in hospital. 
Mr. COCKRELL. That would not be service. 
Mr. SEWELL. That is exactly what I wish to know, what con- 


struction the Senator puts on the language ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
that is thathe served with his command, the only place where he could 
have properly served. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Suppose he was detailed ? 

Mr. LOGAN. I was just going to suggest, suppose he was on what 
is called detached service ? 

Mr. SEWELL. 
under the order of his command, but suppose he dropped out asa strag- 


costs and damages of the common council of the | 


Saint Paul, or of the persons or corporations constructing, | 


I think it is liable to but one interpretation, and | 


| 
| 
j 
1 





gler and got to a hospital, he would be still on the rolls of the company 
and still in service. . 

Mr. LOGAN. That is a different proposition. 

Mr. SEWELL. Thoseare the men we do not want to get the benefit 
of this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was to 
strike out section 2, in the following words: 

Sec. 2. That the charge of desertion standing on the rolls and records in the 
office of the Adjutant-General of the United States against any soldier who 


served in the late war in the volunteer service shall also be removed in all cases 
where it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of War, 


The question is on agreeing to the 


| from such rolls and records, or from other satisfactory testimony, that such sol- 


dier charged with desertion or with absence without leave, and aftersuch charge 
of desertion or absence without leave, voluntarily returned to his command, and 
served in the line of his duty until he was mustered out of the service, and re- 
ceived a certificate of honorable discharge. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sxec.2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to remove the charge 
of desertion from the records of any soldier in the late war upon proper appli- 
cation therefor and satisfactory proof in the following cases: 

First. That such soldier, after such charge of desertion was made, and within 
a reasonable time thereafter, voluntarily returned tothe service and served faith- 
fully to the end of his term of service. 


Second. That such soldier absented himself without proper authority from 
hospital, or from furlough given from hospital, while suffering from wounds, 
injuries, or disease received or contracted in the service in the line of duty, and 
on recovery voluntarily returned to the service, and served faithfully until dis- 
charged, or died from such wounds, injury, or disease while so absent and be- 
fore the date of the muster out of his command. 

Third. That such soldier absented himself without proper authority from fur- 
lough given by proper authority, and while so absent died from wounds, injury, 
or disease received or contracted in the service in the line of duty before the 
muster out of his command. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Missouri 
whether it would not be wise to add to the first class of cases the case 
of a person who, after a charge of desertion, re-enlisted in another 
branch of the service. You only make it apply to those cases where 
he returned and served out his term of service. I submit if he re-en- 
listed and went into the service it should work the same effect as 
though he returned to the particular regiment to which he was for- 
merly attached. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would depend upon whether he re-enlisted 
for bounty and received it. We considered all these questions in the 
commiteee carefully and thoroughly. It is impossible in one bill to 
provide foreach individual case. You can not make a general law that 
will be applicable and relieve every isolated case; there will be excep- 
tions. We have in this bill included all the classes that we think ought 
to be relieved by a general law. It may be necessary hereafter, after 


| cases have been developed, to pass another general law relieving other 


classes, but this is as far as the committee thought it was prudent or 
right to go now. 

Mr. LAPHAM. 
tion: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, in 
section 4, line 4, before the word “‘ pay,’’ to strike out ‘‘all’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ the;’’ and in line 5, after ‘‘ bounty,’’ to strike out ‘‘ which may 
have been withheld on account of such charge of desertion or absence 
without leave’’ and insert ‘‘due to such soldiers;’’ so as to read: 

That when the charge of desertion shall be removed under the provisions of 
this act from the record of any soldier, or, in case of his death, the heirs or legal 
represeniatives of such soldier shall receive the pay and bounty due to such 
soldier. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 8, after ‘‘ soldier,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ as may be entitled to relief under the provisions of this 
act;’’ in line 10, after “‘ soldier,’’ to strike out ‘‘ the right to receive,’’ 
and insert ‘‘any;’’ in line 11, before ‘‘ bounty,’’ to strike out ‘‘ and,”’ 
and after ‘‘ bounty ’’ to insert “‘ or allowance;”’ in line 13, after ‘‘ with- 
out,’’ to strike out ‘‘ leave of absence: And provided further, That no,”’ 
and insert ‘‘ proper authority; norshall it beso construed as to give any 
pay, bounty, or allowance to any;’’ in line 15, after ‘‘soldier,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘nor the’’ and insert ‘‘is;’’ in line 16, after ‘‘ representa- 
tives,’’ to strike out ‘‘ of any soldier,’’ and to strike out all the section 
after the word ‘‘ months,’’ in line 17, in the following words: 

Shall be entitled to the benefit of the provisions of this act. That the provis- 


ions of this act shall apply also to the soldiers of the war of 1812, Black Hawk 
war, and the war with Mexico. 


I shall not press an amendment after that sugges- 


The question is on agreeing to the 


So as to make the proviso read: 


That this actshall not be so construed asto give to any such soldier, or, incase 
of his death, tothe heirs orlegal representatives of any suchsoldier, any pay, 
bounty, or allowance for any period of time during which such soldier was ab- 


| sent from his command without proper authority; nor shall it be so construed 


That would be with his command practically because | 


as to give any pay, bounty, or allowance to any soldier, his heirs or legal rep- 
resentatives who served in the Army a period of less than six months. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to insert, as section 5, the following: 
Sec. 5. That all applications for relief under this act shall be made to and 
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fled with the Secretary of War within the period of three years from and after I have conferred with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mrrcu- 

its passage, and all applications not so made and filed within said term of three ELL], chairman of the Committee on Pensions in relation to it The 

years shall be forever barred and shall not be received or considered. belles Jy CHRALE Bie / : iS ’ 4 uw. 4 

; : z ; . as , purpose is to pass the House bill, which is here. We passed the Sen- 
Mr. PLU MB. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri, who | ate bill, which will not be acted on by the House. Idesire the Senate 

has charge of the bill, why weshould make a limitation of three years? | }i]) to be returned, and then that we pass the House bill so that it may 
Mr. COCKRELL. Because it has been usual in all these cases to | pecome a law. . 

make limitations so as to cause the claims to come in and hay e them | The resolution was vonsidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

settled and not leave them indefinitely. If they are filed within the i 


time fixed they can be considered at any time afterward if they are not | GENERAL COURTS-MARTIAL. 
concluded. | Mr. LOGAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Military Af- 
Mr. PLUMB. I suggest, if a limitation is necessary (and I do not | fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5709) to amend article 72 


question that; such is not my purpose in what I have to say), that it be | of the rules and articles of war, to report it with amendments. I ask 
made longer. This body of people are scattered all over the country, | unanimous consent, as it is a very important bill amd very short, that 
some of them are out of the country, and there ought to be ample time | the Senate take it up now. It will occupy but a moment. 


for them, so that we shall not hereafter be obliged to refuse to extend By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
the time for those who have been a little bit tardy. I suggest to my | ceeded to consider the bill. 

friend from Missouri, and I know he is as liberal as anybody, that the The amendments reported by the Committee on Military Affairs were 
limitation be made five years. in line 5, after the word ‘‘ army,’’ to insert ‘‘a territorial division ora 


Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to three, four, or five years | department;’’ and in line 7 to change the word ‘‘ court-martial’’ to 
so far as that is concerned, but there ought to be a limitation as there | ‘‘ courts-martial.”’ 
is in all such cases. The amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment in section 5, line3, The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
by striking out ‘‘three’’ and inserting ‘‘five ’’ before ‘‘ years;’’ so as to | were concurred in. 
read: The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
That all applications for relief under this act shall be made to and filed with | read a third time. 
the Secretary of War within the period of five years from and after its passage Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like now to have the bill read, just as 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. it stands e 
Mr. COCKRELL. To make the section correspond, I move in line The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read the third time 
4, before the word ‘‘ years,’’ to strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ | as amended 
so as to read: | The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows 


And all applications not so made and filed within said term of five years shall That article 72 of the Articles of War be, and the same is hereby, amended 


20 
be forever barred and shal! not be received or considered. to read as follows 





sae “Art. 72. Any general officer commanding an army, a territorial division, or 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. a department, or colonel commanding a separate department, may appoint 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the | general courts-martial whenever necessary. But when any such commander is 

, » : . : pe te . the accuser or prosecutor of any officer under his command the court shall be 

ame udment of the committee as amended. appointed by the President; and its proceedings and sentence shall be sent di- 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. rectly tothe Secretary of War, by whom they shall be laid before the President 
Mr. MILLER, of California. I see in the first section, in regard to | for hts approval or orders in the case. 

the date fixed for the service of the soldier, the language is that any The bill was passed. 

soldier who ‘‘ served faithfully until the expiration of his term of en- TRADE-DOLLARS 

listment, or until the Ist day of May, 1865.’’ It seems tome that that The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further reports from 


date is too early. There were troops in the field after the 1st day of 
May, 1865. Thegrand review in Washington took place on the 22d and 
23d of May. Isuggest that the date should be fixed on the Ist of June, | 
if not later. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will state to the Senator from California that 
the question of date has been fully discussed. We already have a valid 


committees that order of business ig closed. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a joint resolution introduced yesterday and read the first time, 
its second reading having been objected to 

The Chief Clerk read by its title the joint resolution (S. R. 96) au- 
thorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase United 
| States trade-dollars. 


existing law in the same language of the bill except that it fixes the The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall this joint 
22d day of May. That was the date fixed in the bill which passed a | resolution be read the second time? 


vear ago last August, which by reason of some amendment failed to be Mr. CAMERON. of Pennsvlvania 
operative. The committee thought it better to fix the Ist day of May : 
instead of the 22d, as it is in the existing law. It will not reach what 
the committee desire to reach if you defer it to the Ist of June. It Mr. VOORHEES. Will not the Senator from Pennsylvania allow 
would cut out hundreds of meritorious cases that occurred prior to that | me to call up and have passed a pension bill in behalf of the widow of 
time. Therefore I do not think it would be right to put it off so late | General James B. Steedman? It is a House bill, and I understand a 
as the Ist of June. single day of pay under the bill is a matter of vital importance to her 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Is it not possible in fixing the date at | and three small children. I promised some friends in Ohio and I prom- 
the Ist of May that soldiers will have this relief who actually deserted | ised myself, as I knew General Steedman well, and he was a hero, to 
in presence of the enemy, because the war was not then over? secure the early passage of the bill. I want the Senate to consent to 

Mr. COCKRELL. No soldier who actually deserted can be relieved | allow me to pass the bill to-day. If I have the Senator’s consent I 
under the bill. It is not to relieve deserters; it is only to relieve sol- | will ask the Senate to take it up and consider it. It is House bill 1246. 
diers charged with desertion and not guilty of it. There is noauthority | Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. All I desire is that the joint res- 
here to relieve any actual deserter from the crime of desertion; it isonly | olution which I offered yesterday shall be before the Senate. If that 
to relieve soldiers who are improperly charged with the crime of de- | is before the Senate I have no objection to yielding temporarily 


I move the second reading of it. 


WIDOW OF GENERAL STEEDMAN. 





sertion from that charge, not from the truth of it. Wehave madea| Mr. VOORHEES. It shall be only temporarily, so far as I am con- 
distinction between deserters and those who may be improperly charged | cerned. 
with desertion. There is now no tribunal before which these soldiers The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unan- 


can have the charge of desertion tried. We make a tribunal, and that | imous consent, pending the joint resolution laid before the Senate, that 
one Secretary of War, and it is for the purpose of enabling him to re- | it be laid aside informally, and that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
move the charges but not to avoid the heinous crime of desertion that | eration of the bill (H. R. 1246) granting a pension to the widow of Maj. 


the bill is pressed. | Gen. James B. Steedman. Isthere objection? The Chair hears none. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendments The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
were concurred in. bill. It provides for placing the name of Mrs. Margaret Steedman, 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read | widow ofthe late Maj. Gen. James B. Steedman, upon the pension-list 
a third time. at $50 per month. 

The bill was read a third time and passed. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill as passed and as it will be | a third reading, and read the third time 


sent to the House be printed so that the House can have it inthe form Mr. HAWLEY. Iam not inclined to object to the bill, but I call 
in which it has passed. attention to the fact that the Committee on Pensions has a number of 
The motion was agreed to. bills that in my opinion are equally deserving, and one in which I feel 
CATHARINE H. GLICK. a warm personal interest in behalf of the widow of a man whose name 

was honorably borne on the roll of the United States Army for fifty- 


Mr. VOORHEFS ask leave ‘er > ; Tr » fi yo yr 
Mr ( YRHEES . Lask leave to offer, now out of order, the follow six years. and the Committee on Pensions holde these bille reaolutely 
ing resolution in regard to a bill that has passed the House and the |... fp oh tice as seine aa 
> as ; in its fist and will not report them, or else reportsadversely. Now, 
return of which I desire. 
Resolved, That the House of Representatives be requested to return the bill 


what is fish for one should be fish for the other. Let us have fair play 
(S. 1971) granting a pension to Catharine H. Glick, widow of Elias B. Glick, de- in this matte! 


ceased, the bill having passed the Senate June 27, 1884 ' Mr. BLAIR. 
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slightest doubt. The Senate is ready to pass all the bills on which the 
has been divided. Three have alrehdy passed and the Steed- 
man case makes four. General Moore’s is one equally meritorious, and 
I do not doubt the Senate will make what is fish for one fish for the 
others 

Mr. WILSON. This bill comes with## the rule upon which thecom- 
mittee, since I have been a member of it, has uniformly acted; that is, 
refusing to increase the rate of pension allowed in cases of this kind 
under the general law, where they come within it, from $30 to $50 a 
month. Ido not recall now 
otherwise than adversely where this question was involved. 

Mr. BLAIR. The committee, I think, owing to a misunderstanding, 
during the present session has acted somewhat inconsistently with 
itself, but it declined formerly to increase the pensions of the widows 
rank in the Army, and never allowed it unless it 
appeared that there was some requirement for an increase in order that 
they might live in comfortable circumstances. As one member of the 
committee I have uniformly refused to vote for the increase unless in 
the most exceptional cases, and I have insisted that it should be shown 


comimnittee 


of officers of high 
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a single case which we have reported | 


JULY 1. 





dollar one of the coins of the United States. And, sir, I could produ 
letters here by the score from people in Pennsylvania, in one instance 
a letter from a school director stating that he had some of this co 
which he had received as an official, and in another case from the treas 
urer of a Sunday-school who received it in the same way, and fr 
individuals all over the State. 

I know as a matter of fact that there is the same condition of thing 
in my own town. Until last year when the hue and cry was raised 
against the trade-dollars, those dollars circulated in my communi 
precisely as any other dollars. Ihave taken them myself, I presu 
hundreds of them. They were paid out in the same manner precis: 


| as the Bland dollars were and as greenbacks were, and were as mu 


| 


| stated that he had $18,000 in his bank which he received at par in di 


a part of the current money of the United States in that community as 
any other dollar. I have here letters from bankers, and I have received 
within the last week three or four from bankers, one of which I remem)e; 


course of business. Another said that he had over $20,000; and a 


| tleman of Philadelphia connected with one of the largest banks in tha 


as an additional factor in the case that there is a necessity of further | 


aid from the Government. The case of the widow of General Steed- 


man and also of the widow of General Moore are both cases in which 


the widows are in actual need of further assistance from the Govern- 
ment 

Mr. PLATT. I understand the committee have reported favorably 
in this case Am I right? . 

Mr. BLAIR. They have_reported favorably in this case. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the passage of this bill in favor of the 


widow of General Steedman I think is right, and I only want to say 
here that llant a man as ever drew a sword on a battlefield on 
earth as a major-general in the Federal Army died leaving a widow who 
is in need. Maj. Gen. E. O. C. Ord I refer to. The House passed a 
bill giving his widow a pension of $50 a month. 
tee cut it down to $30. I believe with the Senator from Connecticut in 
making no distinction between fish and flesh in this matter, and when- 
ever the proper time comes I shall propose to give Mrs. Ord $50 a month; 
and she ought to have it 

Mr. BLAIR. There is a favorable report in the case of the widow 
of General Ord, if I recollect correctly. At all events it is one of those 
cases where I have not the slightest doubt the bill will be passed by 
the Senate, and Senators are simply obstructing their own desires by 
these objections to cases as they come up 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, let us pass this bill. 

The bill was passed 


as a 


TRADE-DOLLARS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs, Shall the joint 
resolution (S. R. 96) introduced by the Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. 
CAMERON | authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
purchase United States trade-dollars be read a second time? 

Mr. MORRILL. After it is read asecond time I shall move to refer 
it to the Committee on Finance 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion will 
until the joint resolution is read the second time. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a second reading, and was read 
the second time 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the joint resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Finance 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. 
that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MITCHELL Is that question debatable ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question of reference is debat- 
able 

Mr 
ter. 


not be in ordet 


The question is on the motion of the 


I call for the yeas and nays on 


MITCHELL. I desire tosay a word or two in regard to this mat- 
I will not detain the Senate any length of time, but I wish to show 


from figures which were collected atter the very careful investigation of 


this matter by Dr. Evans, of my State, a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the number of trade-dollars held in our State. He col- 


city called on me, introduced by Hon. Mr. RANDALL, andstated to nm. 
that they had in their bank over $40,000 of these trade-dollars on the 
private account which they had received in due course of business, and 


| he stated that they had a very much larger amount of them received 


The Senate commit- | 
| were the same as if paid for in greenbacks. 


| that no action will be taken upon the subject at this session. 


on special deposit. 

I know that it has been stated that large numbers of this coin ha 
been received by merchants of Philadelphia aud other sections of East- 
ern Pennsylvania after advertisement when it was stated in the adv 
tisement that they would receive them in their trade as other dollars 
I have made inquiry as to that, and I havea letter from a gentleman who 
is employed in the subtreasury in Philadelphia in which he states 
relation to John Wanamaker whose case has been instanced as one 
speculation in this matter, that he did in fact receive these dollars } 
cisely as he received the greenback dollars. He says he had seen the 
paid over the counter in the same way, and that the prices of the goods 
I think it is the fact th 
Mr. Wanamaker has something like 100,000 of these dollars, and | 
states himself that he received them in due course of business 
gentlemen have made similar statements. Every single newspaper o 
the city of Philadelphia has declared that it is the bounden duty ot 
this Government in honesty and decency and fair treatment, and not 
desiring to repudiate any of its coin, to take up these dollars and mak: 
them good in the hands of the holders. I can not for myself see ho 
any person can hesitate in that view of the case. 

I do not desire to detain the Senate with regard to this subject 
feel very earnest in reference to it, because it is a matter of very 
importance in Pennsylvania. I know that in 1877 these trade-dol 
were paid out in very large quantities to the laboring men of t 
State. In the county of Schuylkill hundreds of thousands of dolla: 
were paid out to the laboring men, to the men who worked in 1! 
mines and the manufactories and on the railroads, by railroad and ot 
corporations of that State, and they were received by those peopl 
the coin of the United States. They bear the impress of the coin « 
the United States. It is true they are called trade-dollars, but th 
were a legal tender by an act of Congress until that act was repealed 
and as I stated before they are still denominated coin of the Unite: 
States. In my judgment this Government might as well repudiate its 
promise to pay the legal-tender dollars of the United States as declii 
to make these dollars good in the hands of the people. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I shall vote against the reference of this re- 
olution to the Committee on Finance because that means necessa! 


Ot! 


[am 
favor of paying the trade-dollars without distinction, whether held 


this country or in China, by the standard silver dollar. I am not 
favor of an invidious distinction in behalf of the man who happens to 
live near the city of Washington or the subtreasury in New York o 


| Philadelphia. 


lected this information by correspondence with banks and bankers | 


holding these dollars, and it appears as follows: 


An inventory of the number of trade-dollars taken and now held by banks, 
bankers, trust companies,and private individuals at their face value and ata 
discount in the State of Pennsylvania 





Banks, bankers, and trust companies at par 7%, 749 
Private individuals and societies 1, 641, 134 
At a discount from 10 to 15 per cent 123, 044 

Total 2, 560, 927 


Of that number it will be seen that only 123,044 trade-dollars were 
obtained at any discount whatever. 
money is now in the hands of bankers and private individuals in Penn- 
sylvania, the coin being received by them in due course of business at 
par as a dollar of the United States, as a coin of the United States, and 
so declared by the existing law of the United States to-day, for those 
very words are still found in the act of 1873, which declare the trade- 


All the rest of that vast sum of 


| until we pass a resolution or bill to pay them all. 


The resolution of the Senator from Pennsylvania preposes to pay t: 
millions of trade-dollars. He proposes to extend the time until t! 
ist of September, in which they may be paid. That length of ti: 
will enable every trade-dollar held all over this Union to find its w 
to the Treasury. When these coins have found their way tothe Trea 
ury we are estopped by this law which allows the Treasury to pay ot 
only ten millions. I object to paying any part of the trade-doll: 
They are as mu 
an obligation of this Government as the standard silver dollar of 1 
country. They were made by the Government a legal tender for debt: 
They are mentioned in the lawsof the United States as one of the c 
of this Government. This Government is obligated by every consid 
eration of honor and justice, in my opinion, to redeem the trade-do 
lars which it has by its own act accredited. But I will not vote to pa) 
one of them without including all, and unless the resolution of th: 
Senator from Pennsylvania can be amended. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Will the Senator from New J 
sey permit me to say a word’? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. If the Senator will permit th: 
vote to be taken on the question of reference to the committee so as t 












vet the subject before the Senate, then I am perfectly willing that there 
shall be some amendments made to the resolution. I do not think it 
perfect. I want the vote of the Senate taken on it, and would like to 
vet the subject before the Senate for discussion. If the Senator will 
permit the vote to be taken now on the motion of the Senator from 
Vermont that it be referred to the Comnaittee on Finance, if that mo- 
tion be defeated the resolution will be before the Senate, and we can 
then proceed with it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The question is now before the Senate on a mo- 
tion to commit to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. The resolution is not now open 
to amendment, but probably it can be amended so as to meet the views 
of the Senator from New Jersey after it is taken up. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have some amendments to offer in case the 
motion to refer to the Committee on Finance is not agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I am glad the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania has got back with renewed health and strength, so asto push 
up the committees of the Senate to their proper work; but I presume 
the Senator from Pennsylvania is not aware that this question has been 
before the Committee on Finance, and received its laborious attention 
for the last six weeks at almost every regular meeting of the commit- 
tee; and I assure the Senator, so far as I am concerned, that I have 
never been disposed to keep the House bill from the Senate. I was 
willing to have it somehow reported, either adversely or with amend- 
ments. I wish also now to say that the bill has bones and meat enough 
in it to consume the whole time of the Senate for the remainder of the 
week, judging by the discussion that took place in the committee. 

In the first place, the Senator from New Jersey is wrong in suppos- 
ng that we have any law or ever had any law to redeem the ordinary 
standard silver dollar. Anything that is issued in the shape of a dolla 
is not redeemed. There is no provision and never has been any pro- 
vision in relation to the gold and silver coins of the countfy by which 
they were to be redeemed; but I do not wish to discuss now the merits 
of the measure, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator permit me 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator will excuse me. After! get through 
he can say what he chooses. This proposition goes on the idea that we 
are to take the first ten million that may be offered—that is to say, Phil- 
adelphia being near the Mint, the people there will probably present 
all their trade-dollars at once; but this resolution does not make pro- 
vision for any more than $10,000,000, while there have been $36,000,000 
outstanding. It would cause the Government a loss of over $5,000,000 
if it were to redeem them all to-day as proposed by this joint resolution 
in relation to the $10,000,000. 

There are various amendments to a bill of this kind that arose in th« 
committee and such as will be obvioustoall. In the first place, if these 
coins are to be redeemed shall they count as a part of the monthly pur 
chase of silver bullion of the country ? Wealready have given authority 
and direction to the mints to coin not less than $2,000,000 of silver and 
not more than $4,000,000 every month. Shall this be taken as bullion 
and coined into those dollars or not ? 

’ In the next plaee, shall these dollars be taken where they have been 
subject to unusual abrasion and weigh less than when they were is 
sued? Instead of 420 grains, suppose they do not weigh as much 
ordinary silver dollar, shall they then be redeemed? Again, shall we 
go on by setting this example of redeeming $10,000,000 and say that 
we shall be bound to redeem all that may be returned tous? I under- 
stand that these coins are now circulating in China as Chinese 
with a simple stamp of a Chinese letter on them. Therefore, in thirty 
days they might be brought back from China here to the extent of 
many, many millions; and the whole amount that has been issued is 
over $36,000,000. 

But, Mr. President, I only mean to indicate some of the many trouble 
some points that are likely to come up in discussion, and to say, if this 
bill shall be brought before us, I am very certain it will take not only 
to-day, but it will take to-morrow, and all idea of adjourning at the 
end of this week would have to be abandoned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair The 
question ison the motion of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Morrii 
to refer the joint resolution to the Committee on Finance, upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

rhe question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted 
20; as follows: 


as the 


coins 


yeas 36, nays 


YEAS—36 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hill, Miller of N. Y 
Allison, Dolph, Hoar, Mort 
Bayard, Farley, Ingalls, Palmet 
Reck Frye, Jones of Nevada Pike 
Blair, Garland, Lamar Plumb 
Bowen. George, Lapham Riddleberger 
Call, Hale, Manderson, Sherman 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Maxey, Vance 
Coke, Harrison, Miller of Cal W ms 

NAYS—2 

Brown, Hampton, Mitchell, Sa bury 
Butler, Hawley, Morgan, Sawyer 
Cameron of Pa., Jonas, Pendleton, Sewell 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Platt, Slater, 
Conger, McPherson, Pugh Van Wyck 
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ABSENT—2 

Anthony Fa Kenna Sabin 
Camd Gil n Loga Vest 
Colquitt Gorma McMillan vi es 
Cullom Groome Mahone Walker 
Edmunds Jackson Ransom W ilsor 

So the motion was agreed to 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Mr. BUTLER. I now call up the resolution to which I referred yes- 


terday in relation to national banks, and ask that the matter be acted 








upon by the Senate. The Senator from Khode Island | Mr. ALDRICH 
stated to me that he desired to submit some servations on it mat I 
should like to have a vote 
Mr. McMILLAN I hope the Senate vl take up the 1 t and 8 
harbor bill now 2: 
Mr. BUTLER. This matter can be disposed of in a few minutes, and Z 
I have been postponing it from day to day in deference to the wishes of e 
Senators % 
Mr. Me MILL AN. Is it proposed to take a vote on the eso. utiol yi % 
to have it discussed ? z 
Mr. BUTLER [ understand the motion of the Senator from Ver- ¢ 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] is to refer the resolution to the Committee on t 
Finance, and upon that motion I should like to have the yeas and nays 
Mr. MCMILLAN I shall not interpose if there wi ve no debate 
The PRESIDING OFFICER The Senator from South Carolina 
move p onsideration the reso on sub ) 
June | ~a4 re x the ¢ on Finance to « ‘ he 
cond ( ‘ \ y 
Mr. BUTLER su ‘ en ose ght 
to ‘ own res 
The PRESIDING OFFI ( S =~ i é 
ques = D ~ 
Mr. HA Is \ whed the yy 
ness ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICE] 3 
resolutions is n order 
Mr. BUTLER 1 skt i 3 , 3 y 
the wort i I . arag Os 
during he recess 
The PRESIDING OFFICER I ~ = ( i 
asks una - a Seyate that tas ' 
Side ed he t 4 ‘ 
Mi MORRILI ] Ss ™ i ‘ 
to be referred to the Committee 1 Finance 
Mr. BUTLER No, sir; I can not permit it to he d to the 
committee without de I i ' é = < I 
motion if I ean get then I do not want to debate it myself. ] 
should like to have the veas and nays o the proposed re ence 
Mr. MORRILL | object to its msiderati ia y Tu 
The PRESIDING OFFICE bject eing made Chair un- 
derstand ider the rule the resolu ca m ) nsid- 
ered 
Mr. | rLER I do not understand that an objection prevents its 
consideration 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of that impression 
pena ng the 1orTrhning business : 
Mr. BUTLER. 1 understand the morning business is through 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Not yet The order of the introduc 
tion <« s and joint resolutions has not yet been concluded 
Mr. BUTLER I will wait until the proper time 
1e PRESIDING OFFICER The introduction of bills and joint 


in order 


resolut sis vet 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York (by 


request), introduced a bill (S. 2357 





for the relief of Jeremiah Simonson; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Claims 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER introduced a bill (S. 2358) making approp! 
ation Io : vhtand fog-signal mn Killitk Shoal. ¢ hincote wue Bay, 
State Virginia: which was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Com t t n Commerce 

M BI R oduced a bill (S. 2359) granting a pens toM 
Li st T i l as read twice s ‘ ind ed to the 
or e¢ ensions 

{ SENAT MAN \l 

M y Is there not a Senate esolution ol the Committee 
on | e ta , called up*yesterday morning d laid ove 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER That w " m at the close 
of t rning business, the Chair understands Concurrent and other 
resolutions are now in ordet 

Mr. McMILLAN If there be no resolution to be offeres 

Mr. FRY] I have one I want passed 

Mr. McMILLAN I desire to submit a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of the river and harbor bill 


The PRESIDING OFFICER 


: ’ 
Concurrent and other resolutions are 











O82s 





now in order, and under the order the Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution, which will be read 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Frye June 


27, 1334, as follows 
Resolved, That there be pr 
anew edition of the s« 
in their report 


The PRESIDING OFFICER 
resolution 

Mr. GARLAND. I suppose the reference is to the recommendation 
of the Committee on Rules made early in the session 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir 

Mr. GARLAND 
called a manual; 


ut 


ier t 


Ai iti 


ited, u 
Manu 


direction of the Committee on Rules, 


nate accordance with the suggestions made 


The suggestion is on agreeing to the 


It seems to me that we ought to have what is 
such as the Senate has been working under for a long 
time, long before I became a member of it, a book including many 
matters sought to be stricken out by the committee. I really think 
some of them should be retained, but I do not care to put myself in 


opposition to the recommendation of the committee if they have re- | 


cently reviewed the matter and are of the same opinion they were early 
in the session. 

Mr. FRYE. The committee has been changed somewhat since that 
recommendation was made. It was made at the first of the session. 


As soon as the resolution passes I propose to call a meeting of the new | 


committee and submit those recommendations to them, and I know 
that certain of the matters proposed to be stricken out will be retained. 
Mr. GARLAND. I have nothing to say then. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the resolution 
The resolution was agreed to 
NEW 
The PRESIDING OFFICER 
resolutions, that order is closed 
Mr. BUTLER. Now I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution to which I have referred. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


YORK BANKS. 


from South Carolina 


moves that the Senate do now consider the resolution directing the | 


Committee on Finance to examine into the condition of the national 
banks of the city of New York. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered 

Mr. MORRILL 
take the question on the reference to the committee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
drawn, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand the resolution is before the Sen- 
ate for consideration, and I propose to modify it by inserting alter the 


The call for the yeasand nays is with- 


word ‘‘law’’ the words ‘‘ and shall have leave to sit during the re- 
cess.’’ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina 


modifies his resolution 

Mr. MORRILL. 
mittee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont to refer the resolution to the Committee on Fi- 
nance 

Mr. MORRILL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll 

Mr. GARLAND (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EpMUNDs] 
er." 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired on all ques- 
tions with the Senator from Illinois [Mr.CuLLom]. My colleague [ Mr. 
CAMDEN] is paired with the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. SABIN]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced— 


I have moved to refer the resolution to the Com- 


I am paired with the 
If he were here, Ishould vote 


yeas 39, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—39 
Aldrich Dolph Jonas Mitchell, 
Allison Frye Jones of Florida, Morrill, 
Bayard Gorman Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
Beck Hale Lapham Pike, 
Blair, Harris MeMillan, Platt 
Bowen Harrison McPherson Sawyer, 
Brown, Hawley, Manderson, Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Hil! Maxey, Sherman, 
Conger, Hoar Miller of Cal., Williams. 
Dawes Ingalls Miller of N. Y., 

NAYS—16 
Butler Farley, Morgan Vance 
Call, George Pendleton Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa.., Gibson Pugh Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hampton Slater Walker. 

ABSENT—21 

Anthony, Fai: Logan Saulsbury, 


amden 
oke 


os Garland 
‘ 

Colquitt 

Cc 

I 


Groome 
Jacksor 
i : Kenna 
m™ inds Lamar 


Mahone 
Plumb, 
Ransom 
Riddleberger 


Sabin 


Vest 
Wilson 


on 


So the motion was agreed to 
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The question is on the adoption of 


If there be no concurrent and other | 


I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, and will 


JULY 1, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.CLARK, its Clerk. 
announced that the House further insisted on its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4716) making appropri- 
ations for the naval service for the fiscal yearending June 30, 1885, and 
for other purposes, asked fof a further conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed M; 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. WILLIAM 8S. HoLMAN of 
Indiana, and Mr. WILLIAM H. CALKINS of Indiana managers at the 

| conference on the part of the House. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. On my objection a few days ago to a bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. DoLPH | it was laid over, and 

| therefore it is that I desire to place him in the same position he was 
| before I interposed the objection. The only object I had in interposing 
| the objection was to prepare two or three amendments to the bill. | 
| trust the Senate will take it up this morning. It is Senate bill 1642 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 631 
being the bill (S. 1642) to incorporate the Spokane Falls and Cour 
d’ Alene Railway Company. 
| Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senate will take up the river and har- 
| bor bill and proceed with it. That is the regular business pending, and 
| any interruption at this time will lead to others and occupy the greate: 
| part of the day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Nebraska to proceed to 
| the consideration of Senate bill 1642. 
| The motion was not agreed to. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


| Mr. McSIILLAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider 
ation of House bill 7012, being the river and harbor appropriation bil! 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7012) making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 

WILLIAM HULL. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMILLAN] 
yields to allow me to make a favorable report from the Committee on 
Military Affairs on the bill (S. 183) to remove the charge of desertion 
| from the military record of William Hull. This man is, I may say 
| dying. I believe him entirely innocent. It is not possible to get reliet 
| under the technicalities of existing law, and I beg the Senate to pass 
| the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceedefi to consider the bill (S. 183) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William Hull. It proposes to authorize the 
| Secretary of War to remove the charge of desertion now standing upon 
the records of the War Department against the name of William Hull, 
late of Company C, Eighteenth Regiment of Massachusetts Infantry 
Volunteers, and to grant to him an honorahle discharge, with the same 
pay, bounties, and benefits he would have been entitled toif the charge 
of desertion had not been entered against his name. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. AVERELL. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I desire to ask the Senator in charge 
of the river and harbor bill to yield a few moments until I call up the 
bill (H. R. 2487) for the relief of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. Averell, 
| United States Army. I amsuré it will take but a few moments. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There are so many requests preferred in my im 
mediate vicinity that I hope the Senator will not prese me, I hope we 
shall go on with and get through with the river and herbor bill. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, reported an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RANSOM, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an amend 
ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construction, re 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
| and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment 
| proposed by Mr. KENNA, after line 430, section 1, to insert: 


For continuing the improvement of Little Kanawha River, West Virginia, the 
| sum of $31,000 appropriated by the act of August 2, 1882, is made available. 
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Mr. KENNA. According to the suggestion of the Senator from Mich- | 


igan [Mr. CONGER], and for the additional reason that on examination 
last night I found that a substantially similar provision was in the 


it read: 


For continuing the improvement of Little Kanawha River, West Virginia, 
the sum of $31,000 appropriated by the act of August 2, 1882, is made available; | 


but no toll shall be collected by any person or corporation for this improved 
navigation, and such right, if any exists, shall be relinquished in a manner sat- 
isfactory to the Secretary of War before the expenditure of said sum. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not understand theamendment fully. Does 
it make a new appropriation or make the appropriation heretofore pro- 
vided for available ? 

Mr. KENNA. It only makes that available and I have embodied in 
the amendmenta provision which I found on examination of the RECORD 
was contained in the original appropriation as it passed the Senate two 
years ago. 

“ Mr. CONGER. That no toll shall be charged ? 

Mr. KENNA. For the improved navigation. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I see no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DOLPH. I offer the following amendment: On page 32. line 


771 of sectien 1, strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘two:’’ so as to read: 

Improving Columbia River, at Cascades, Oregon : Continuing improvement, 
$250,000. 

Mr. President, in offering thisamendment I do not wish to complain 
of the Committee on Commerce. On the contrary, I duly appreciat 
and freely acknowledge on behalf of the people of the Northwest their 
liberality. Ll appreciate the arguments which are made against the 
increase of this and other appropriations, namely, that the appropria- 
tion bill of 1882 was for something over $19,000,000, and that this bill 
appropriates only about two-thirds in the aggregate of the amount of 
that bill, and that there will probably be before the 4th of next March 


another appropriation bill. It is not certain, however, that there will | 


be an appropriation bill at the next session of Congress. 


This is a very important work. On the 7th of March last I addressed | 


the Senate at some length in regard to the improvement of the Colum- 
bia River, the importance of its present and prospective commerce, and 
the importance of this particular improvement. In my remarks at 
that time I said: 

rhe annual rise of the Columbia occurs in May and June, and compels a sus- 
pension of the work. The work has been prosecuted at a disadvantage on ac- 
count of the inadequacy of the appropriations. True economy in carrying on 
the work and its great commercial importance demand that it should be prose- 
cuted as rapidly and completed as soon as the work can be done. 

I also then quoted from the report of the engineer in charge, as fol- 
lows: 


—_ uncertainty as well as inadequacy of funds is an element in the increase 
of cost. 

During the discussion of this bill Oregon has been frequently men- 
tioned, and all the appropriations for the Pacific Northwest are sought 
to be charged to that State. The estimates and the appropriations are 
made for Oregon, Washington Territory, and Idaho. 

The territory to which they are properly chargeable is as follows: 


Square miles. 





0 EEE eS ae ae a _. 96,030 
Washington -_.__-.-~-- can . seve, GQee 
ie ee te Be 84, 800 
One-half of Montana____..__....____._- ; : -- 70,080 

i és isin: irs sre, 5 


About forty times the size of the State of Massachusetts, thirteen 
times the area. of West Virginia, over seven times as large as Ken- 
tucky, and containing Puget Sound with its 2,000 miles of shore and 
tributary streams, and the second river in magnitude in the United 
States, and which forms a part of two transcontinental lines of trans- 
portation; the estimates of the engineer for all these works is $1,- 
728,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will suspend. The hour 
of 1 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. 7162) to forfeit 
the unearned lands granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the 
States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast, and to restore the 
same to settlement, and for other purposes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let that be laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 

that the unfinished business be laid aside informally and that the Sen- 
ate continue the consideration of the river and harbor bill. The Chair 
hears no objection, and that order is made. 
_ Mr. DOLPH. The total estimate for all these works by the engineer 
In charge was $1,728,000. One-third of the estimates would be $576,000 
The hill as it came from the House appropriated $325,000; as amended 
by the committee, $500,000: Senate amendment, $5,000; total, $530,000; 
still nearly $50,000 less than one-third of the estimates. 

The works are all of great importance for which appropriations have 
been made 





rard to this 


‘ 


improvement in the five minutes allowed. Several of the members of 


I can not be expected to make much of a showing in re 


| this body have visited that country and know the importance of im- 
original appropriation, I desire tomodify the amendment, so as to make | 


proving the Columbia River. In 180 the President of the United 
States visited the North Pacific coast and deemed the improvement of 
the rivers and harbors of the Northwest of so much importance that he 
did call the attention of Congress to the importance of those improve- 
ments in connection with the improvement of the Mississippi River, 
and, without reading it, I will ask that an extract from the message of 
President Hayes, in 1880, be printed in the RECORD as part of my re- 
marks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered unless objection 


1 
The extract is as follows: 

















































The two great rivers of the North American continent, the Mississippi and 
the Columbia, have their navi; le waters wholly within the limits of the United 
| States, an re of vast importance to our interna d foreign commerce rhe 
permanency of the important work on the South Pass of Mississippi River 
seems now to be assured There has been no failure whi er in the mainte- 
nance of the maximum channel during t six months ended August 9, last 
This experiment has opened a broad, deep highway to the ocean, and is an im- 
provement m the permanent success of which congratulations may be ex- 
changed among people abroad and at home, and especially among the commu- 
ities of Mississippi Valley, whose commercial exchanges float in an unob- 
structed channel safely to and from the sea 
A comprehensive iprovement of the Mississippi and its tributaries is a mat- 
ter of transcendent Lnce rhese great water ways ¢ -asystem of 
inland transporta llike network irge portion of the United 
States an rable to the extent of many thousands of miles. Producers and 
consumers alike ive a common interest in such une ed facilities for cheap 
transportatio Geograpbi y, commercially d politically they are the 
strongest t bet wee the various section f the « try These channels of 
communication and interchange are the property of th ts jurisdiction 
is paramount over their waters, and the plainest | iples of pub interest 
require their inte rent and care supervision, witha view to their protection, 
improve the enhanceme f their us ss 
| The ch lof the Columbia River, for a dist e of about one hundred miles 
from its mouth, is obstructed by a succession of bars, which occasion serious de- 
lays in navigation ind heavy expense fo rage nad towags A depth at 
least twenty feet at low tide should be se« i to}. t ~ 
quirements of the extensive d growing inland and ocean commerce it s::b- 
serves The most urgent need, howeve for this great water way is a perm .«- 
|} nent improvement of the channel at the mouth of the river 
From ¢ mbia River to San Francisco, a distance of over six hundred miles, 
there is no harbor on our Pacific coast which can be approached during stormy 
weather.* An appropriation of $150,000 was made by the Forty-fifth Congress 
| for the commencement of a breakwater and harbor of refuge, to be located at 
some point between the Straits of Fuca and San Francisco, at which the neces- 
| sities of commerce cal and general, will be best accommodated Theamount 
appropriated is thought to be quite inadefjuate for the purpose intended rhe 
| cost of the work when finished will be very great, owing to the want of nat- 





ural advantages for a site at any point on the coast between the designated 
limits, and it has not been thought to be advisable to undertake the work with- 
} out a larger appropriation I commend the matter to the attention of Con- 
| gress. 


Mr. SLATER. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 32, line 771 of section 1, it is proposed 
to strike out ‘* one’’ and insert *‘ two;’’ so as to read 

Improving Columbia River at Cascades, Oregon: Continuing the improve- 
ment, 3200,000, 

Mr. SLATER. I desire to say a word in support of the amendment. 

The last appropriation bill of two years ago gave to this work $265, 000. 
I can say now that in the last report printed very cogent reasons are 
given why at this session there should be a large appropriation. The 
work is nearing that condition in which large appropriations are neces- 
sary in order that a certain lock or gate may be done in one season. 
There is a great loss at this work, and it is so I presume at all works 
of this character, by the limited appropriations Congress makes. Each 
succeeding year the plant must be renewed, some of it stored, and a 
great deal of work must be done to prevent the loss of the work already 
completed. It would be economy for Congress to give all the money 
that could be properly consumed or used in one season in order that 
the work might progress as rapidly as men and money could push it. 
In view of the condition of this work, in view of the demands of the 
country in that section of the United States, in view of the fact that 
it is not a local work but a national work in the highest sense, I trust 
the Senate will allow this amendment to be put on the bill. 





Mr. FRYE. Just a word, because I said a word the other day of 


objection to the motion of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER] to in- 


crease another appropriation. 
The junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] was a member of the 


committee. The committee tried its very best to do justice in this bill 
to all sections of the country where it believed improvements were re- 
quired by the necessities of commerce. There is no greater increase 
in any State than the committee gave to Oregon. I wish to call the 
ittention of the Senate once more to the fact that on page 13 they in- 
creased Oregon $25,000 on a new item, that on page 14 they increased 
it $10,000 on another item, that on page 32 they increased it by an 
item of $150,000, that on the same page they increased it in another 
item $10,000, that on the same page th vy increased it in another item 
$5,000, that on page 33 they put in a new item of $10,000 more It 
does seem to me that the two Senators from Oregon are | sing the 
Senate inordinately I am reminded that the Senate itsel! put in 


£5. 000 more 
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| The « beto esterday for Coos Bay, on Page 13 
s t l le an ng more for Oregon consider- 
y ul as now ul in committee and in the 
| SIDING OFFICI The question is on the amendment 
> its from Oregon | Mr. DOLPH ° 
} McMILLAN. |] v the Senate will not adopt this amendment 
| I can scarcely add anything to the remarks which have been 
i S or from Maine Che Committee on Commerce 
‘ sed the appropriations for Oregon above the House bill 
05 00 ind ive ppropria ed for that State 3516,000, more than 
! provements a ill great and important improve- 
ents Phat conceded Che Columbia River is an important stream 
. . . t the Cascades is a very important one; still it 
i shed L year ul it is not creating any obstruction that 
snota ’ obstruction already I hope the Senate will vote down 
1 Ame 
Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
e Senator from Oregon | Mr. DoLpH | 
Che amendment was rejected 
Mr. MCPHERSON I offer an amendment to come in at the end of 
ne 104 of section 1 
ng improvement of South River, New Jersey, $10,000 


rhis has been recommended by the engineer in charge, and the con- 
Riv It seems that last year when the 
appropriation was used in the South River it became necessary under a 
the engineers to undertake to straighten a portion of the chan- 
appropriation was almost entirely exhausted in doing that 
Now, the improvement has got to that point that to stop it is to 
give away everything that has been done and virtually abandon the 
work \n appropriation of $10,000 is sadly needed to carry out the 
al intention with respect to the river, and the sum of $10,000, now 
appropriated, 1 understand will about complete the work. Some 
>50,000 has already been appropriated to that river in years past, and 
to-day not a single steamer can go up or down the stream owing to the 
ncompleteness of the improvement. I ask that the appropriation may 
° 


be 


dition of South er is peculiar 


decision ol 
nD Ch 


work 


Origzib 


made 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. There is a statement in the engineer’s report in 
regard to this improvement, but there is no appropriation for it in the 
House bill; and if this had been an important improvement, one re- 
quiring any immediate attention, in framing this bill the proper au- 
thorities would certainly have considered it, because they have given 
very general attention to these improvements, and the improvement, 
is [ understand it, is not a very important one inanyevent. It refers, 
I think, to an improvement near the mouth of the canal, or an artificial 
channel at one of the mouths of this river, where it enters into Raritan 
Bay It | understand the description aright that is it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is a branch of the Raritan River, emptying 
into Karitan Bay. 


Vill the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 


Representatives, has no representative upon the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, which framed this bill, but every member of Congress 


from that State called on the committee and showed the importance of 


the improvement recommended by the engineer in charge. 
does the Senator say it is not an important matter ? 
I hold in my hand a letter from a gentleman who lives on that stream, 


And why 


engaged in commercial enterprises there, that shows the importance of 


the improvement to the manufacturing enterprises located along that 
stream, and I understand from this letter that there are some four or 


five hundred thousand tons annually of materials going in and out of 


that stream 
portance to 


It would really seem to me that it was of sufficient im- 
give it $10,000 in order that the stream might not be ob- 
structed as it now is by the system of improvement which the General 
Government saw fit to carry on. This recommendation is only a part 
of what is carried on. I take it that merely because the House has not 
seen fit to put in so important an improvement as this in the river and 
harbor bill the honorable Senator from Minnesota, with all these facts 
before him, will not dispute the propriety of the appropriation. 

Mr. McMILLAN 
the engineers 

Mr. FRYI Will not $5,000 do? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I only ask the amount General Newton asks for 
as necessary to complete the improvement. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. The engineer's report says 

South River isa tributary of the Raritan, which it enters by two courses, the 
one natural and the other artificial, 1} miles below the former 

rhe original condition of the navigable channe! is, first, a false direction of 
the canal mouth, a depth there at mean low water of 3} feet; thence up to Lit- 
tle Washingto depth varying from 3.1 to 11.6 feet at mean low water; thence 
to Bissett's brick-yard, depths varying from 2.8 to 10.1 feet at mean low water, 
and thence to Old Bridge, depth varying from 2.1 to 12.5 feet at mean low 
water, 

lhere are also several sharp bends above Little Washington where it will be 
expedient to straighten the course occasionally by cuts 


The question is on the amendment of 


The State of 
New Jersey in the House, if I am permitted to speak of the House of 


This improvement is referred to in the report of 
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The committee in considering the appropriations for New Jerse) 
creased the appropriation for Maurice River on an amendment submitted 
the Sena ‘w Jersey. This improvement appeared to t 

great importance, there being so many of gr 
importance demanding improvement and appropriation; and the « 
g this subject thought we should not add it to t 
ble to tell what amendments may be offer 
ll may made much larger than is ant 
pa ed I shall be compelled to insist on the objection 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendm 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] 

The amendment was rejected 

Mr. McPHERSON 
I shall retire 


by irom Ne 


tor 
committee of no very 
mittee in considerin 
bill 


but the amount of 


It is impossi ed he 


the b be 


Ihave one other amendment to offer 
This amendment is on page 16 of the bill, line 366 of 
section 1, to strike out ** twenty-five’’ and insert ** eighty-five 

I think that the honorable chairman of the Committee on Comme 
will not say that thisis not an important improvement. It is the 
provement of Newark Bay, a great channel of communication bet we 
the city of New York and the « ity of Newark, and also up the Pass 
and Hackensack Rivers. I have before me a resolution passed by t! 
Chamber of Commerce of Newark, also the recommendations ot 
Newark Board of Trade, asking for a larger amount of money than th 
already given. I will read them: 


« i¢ 
and th 


NEWARK, N. J., March 4 
The undersigned, representing the Passaic River Protective A 
respectfully call your attention to the importance, not only to the 


ISs4 
DEAR Six 
clation 


| bers of this association but to all of your constituents, of the improvements 


River by the General Government, and solicit \ 
aid in obtaining the necessary appropriations to carry forward the work to cou 
pletion. 

There are about 1,000,000 tons of freight, consisting largely of building: 
rials, coal, ice, and general merchandise, carried to and from our city by the ves 
sels navigating our river, and you are too familiar with the bene f 
transportation as a means of competing with the railroads, and thi ue 
the cost of transportation on all the articles carried by the railroads as well! a<« 


being made to the Passaic 





| by river, to make it necessary for us to enlarge on this point 





The project adopted by the Government in 1880 provides for the format 
and maintenance of a channel two hundred feet wide and ten feet deep at m« 
low water from the mouth of the riverto the Centre street railroad bridge 
Newark, with an entrance to the channel atthe mouth of the river four hund 
feet wide 

At the close of the season of navigation of 1883 there had been constructed a 
dike 2,000 feet long at the mouth of the river, and a channel two hundred feet 
wide from that point through the N. & N.-Y. R. R. bridge, and one hundred 
and thirty feet wide for 1,000 feet from the bridge, and one hundred feet wid 
thence to Market street bridge, and seventy feet wide Between Market street 
and Centre street bridges 

The funds now in hand will suffice to make the channel one hundred and 
twenty-five feet wide between the last-mentioned points. An appropriation of 
$85,000 is required, according to the report of the engineer in charge, to con 
plete the project according to the plan adopted, and $35,000 of that amount is 
asked for this spring to enable the contracts for work to be done during t 
summer to be made in time to avoid delay 

For further information in regard to expenditures already made, &c., w« 
fer you to the report of the Uuited States engineer in charge of the work, a 
copy of which accompanies this letter 

We trust that you will kindly accede to our request to give this i.aporta 
matter your early attention, and oblige 

Respectfully, yours 
JAMES R. SAYRE, Jr., Preside 
L. L. CARLISLE, Secretary 
Hon. W. 


H. F. Frepier, M™. ¢ 


BoaRpD or TRADE, Newark, March 15, 1334 

Deark Str: At the regular meeting of the board of trade, held on Wednesday 
evening, the 12th instant, the following preamble and resolution was presented 
by George B. Swain,and unanimously adopted by the board 

* Whereas the United States Government has recognized the commercial in 
portance of the city of Newark and shown itsappreciation of the value of prop« 
water communication in having had prepared by Chief Engineer John Newto 
a plan for permanently improving the channel of the Passaic River and New 
ark Bay, and for the prosecution of such plan there has been appropriated 
Congress and expended since 1880 some 380,000, and according to the report of 
Col. George L. Gillespie, United States engineer, now in charge of the work, a 
further sum of $85,000 is needed to complete the same, $35,000 of which is need: 
at an early day in order that the work now in progress should not be i: 
rupted, and is considered by the engineer in charge a proper sum to be mack 
an advanced appropriation : Therefore, 

** Beit resolved, That the Board of Trade of the city of Newar's, appreciating t 
importance of the work above referred to, hereby request our Representativ: 
in Congress, Hon. Wrii1aM H. F. Frepier, to use his earnest efforts to secure 
the appropriation as named 





JAMES W. MILLER 
P. T. QUINN, Secretary 


Preside? 


Hon. WriLuiaM H, F. FrepLer 


I modify my amendment, and move tostrike out ‘‘ twenty-five ’’ and 
insert ‘‘fifty,’’ in line 366. I will be moderate and ask only for a rea- 
sonable increase to $50,000, and I hope the Senator trom Minnesota w il 
not object to it. It is for improving the Passaic River. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported 

The Cuier CLERK. In line 366 of section 1 it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘twenty-five’’ and insert “‘ fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read 

Improving Passaic River below Newark, and removing shoals in Newark 
Bay, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $0,000, 

Mr. McMILLAN. 


I am compelled to resist the amendment. Th: 


| Senator, I believe, proposes to amend this item by changing the appro 


| priation from $25,000 to $85,000. 


| 
' 


The PRESIDING OFFICER 
modified. 


Fifty thousand dollars it reads as 








Mr. McPHERSON. I withdrew the original amendment and offered 


In- one for a less amount. 
tted Mr. McMILLAN. The whole amount of the estimate for this im- 
the ovement, as made by the engineer, according to the report before me, 
ater is $85,000, and the amount in the bill is not quite one-third of the 
oni- estimate. That has been the fair proportion of the estimates allowed. 
the | think the Senator should he satisfied with the appropriation made in 
er the bill. The item just before it has been increased $10,000 by the 


LC l- Committee on Commerce of the Senate. 
Mr. McCPHERSON. The Senator will bear with me a moment. 
ent The character of this improvement in Newark Bay is a little different 
from many others. There is a shifting, sandy bottom, in some places 


,mud bottom. The improvement was to open a channel some two | 


her hundred and fifty feet wide in order that vessels of suitable size might 


6 of pass through the channel. The Senate very well knows that to con- 
rh 


ree timated, before the second and third year’s appropriations can be used 
im- the money appropriated for digging out a certain partis entirely wasted, 
er as the place is filled up again. Such improvements should be made 


rapidly in order that the water itself may keep the channel clear, and 
it would be wisdom at the present time to appropriate the entire sum 





the and expend it in one year and then trust the water afterward to keep | 

hat the channel clear rather than by digging it out by sections to simply 
permit it again to fill up. I know that $50,000 can be used there dur- 

‘ ing the next fiscal year with great profit and at a very great saving also 


me with respect to future appropriations. I hope the amendment will be 
‘ agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


-_ proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ]. 

at The amendment was rejected. 

ves Mr. SEWELL. I desire tomake an amendment to this bill, after line 

- . 268 of section 1, on page 16. The amendment is relative to the improve- 

co ment of the Raritan River and also Raritan Bay. I will state for the 
information of the Senate that the Raritan River is used in connection 

HO with the transportation route which runs on the interior water line from 

- New England to North Carolina, the commerce of which is about the 

red largest in this country. It passes between Staten Island and New Jer- 


sey, and the connection is with the Raritan River and the Delaware and 
Raritan Canal, the Delaware River, the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal, 
the Chesapeake Bay to the south, and northward and eastward with 
Long Island Sound, the North River, the Erie Canal, and the great lakes. 
So practically this is the most important point in the whole system of 





and inland navigation. 

— As an instance of it I would state that at one point in this line of 
yo water communication in one year were passed 98,000 vessels with a ton- 
the nage of 13,500,000 tons, while during the same period there passed 


through Sandy Hook to the great port of New York 9,974 vessels with 
a tonnage of 5,864,531 tons. The tonnage that I refer to is the largest 


~ 4 
commercial tonnage in this country, larger than that of the Mississippi 
ant River, larger than that of the North River. 
General Newton has had charge of the district referred to, with his 
t headquarters at New York, but he was changed and Colonel Gillespie 
took his place; but General Newton reserved the improvements in the 
Raritan River to himself ; $2,399,000 was the estimate. He reserved 
that work for himself. Consequently Colonel Gillespie’s did not in- 
: clude the Raritan River, but the report of General Newton does include 
a that improvement. The committee of the House, evidently supposing 
that the change turned over this work to Colonel Gillespie, left out the 
im- recommendation of General Newton for the improvement of the Raritan 
i. River. They took up Colonel Gillespie’s report, and for the Raritan 
Ww Bay, which the engineers recommended $60,000 for this year, they did 
by allow $20,000, but that has nothing to do with the Raritan River. 
* The amendment offered by me was submitted to the Committee on 
led Commerce, and as I understand it was practically adopted by that com- 
er mittee, but was inadvertently left out. I ask the chairman if that is 
-_ not so? 
Lhe Mr. McMILLAN. The amendment was considered in committee, 
ive and I think it was at one stage of the consideration of the bill consid- 
e ered favorably to a certain extent. What is the amount ? 
: Mr. SEWELL. Theamount for Raritan River that I desire is $60,- 
000, and I desire $25,000 for Raritan Bay. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Raritan Bay is in the bill 
nd Mr. SEWELL. For $20,000, 
a- Mr. McMILLAN. We did not consent to increase it 


1 Mr. SEWELL. But did agree to insert the river. 
Mr. MCMILLAN. I think we agreed to $20,000 for Raritan River. 
Mr. SEWELL. That would not be enough to keep up the work 


ke that is going on. I present this case where the tonnage is greatest. 1 
d ask for $60,000, and it is a very small amount. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I think $60,000 is the amount of the estimate. 
ian Mr. SEWELL. That is the estimate, and the work is of great mag- 
nitude, costing in all $2,000,000. In consequence of the passage of 
he this great tonnage the work must go on. If you stop the tonnage, you 
0 stop the work. I move to add after line 368 of section 1 


For continuing the improvement of the Raritan River, $60,000 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 


of the Senator from New Jersey | Mr. SEWELL] 
Mr. MCMILLAN rhe Senator had better say $25,000 


Mr. SEWELL. I prefer not [ will modify theamount to $40,000. 
I think that is a considerable reduction 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read as modi- 
fied 

The CHIEF CLERK After line 368 of section 1 it is proposed to in- 
sert 

For continuing the improvement of the Raritan River, 40,000 


Mr. McMILLAN The amount that can be expended profitably 
during the year on this improvement is estimated in the engineer’s re- 
port at $60,000. Twenty-five thousand dollars, the amount the com- 
mittee thought a reasonable sum, would be more than one-third of the 


7 : : | estimate. That we considered a reasonable amount. In view of the 
tinue an improvement every year by using one-third of the amount es- | 


importance of the improvement at this great channel of commerce, the 
committee will not make any opposition to an amendment for $25,000, 
but beyond that we do not feel at liberty to consent. Th ype the Sen- 
ate will retain the amount at $25,000 if they insert the amendment at 
all. 

|} Mr. CONGER. The Senator from New Jersey came to me, and I did 
favor the proposition before the committee. 

Mr. SEWELL. I went betore the committee myself. 

Mr. CONGER. I know the Senator did, but he was called away at 
the time we reached this. 

Mr. SEWELL. The committee gave mea hearing afterward. 

Mr. CONGER. The opinion of the committee was that this ought 
| to bear the same proportion generally given to places where there is no 
special reason for an increase, but I find in my memorandum $35,000 
is what I understood the committee would assent to. The very fact 
that this whole river is covered and has been for years, and it will be 
whether there is any appropriation or not, with boats, shows that the 
navigation is going on. These improvements will make it better all 
the while, as they will anywhere; but now that we know what the 
committee proposed to do I move to amend the amendment by making 
the amount $35,000 instead of 340,000. 

Mr. SEWELL. The action of the committee seems to be to make a 
reduction on what anybody asks and on what the engineers recom- 
mend, regardless of whether there is a report in the case or not. Here 
I present a case that has more tonnage than the Mississippi River. I 
asked for $60,000; I am willing to reduce it to $40,000, but the com- 
mittee will only give me $35,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan to the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey, to strike out ‘* forty’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-five.’’ 

Mr. MCPHERSON. _I think in this case is found a most excellent 
illustration of the method upon which the river and harbor bill is con- 
structed. My colleague presents a case of a river over which or through 
the waters of which there is more commerce usually than the entire 
foreign commerce of the port of New York. It is the connecting link 
between the North and the South by the interior water line. The 
amount of money my colleague asks for is absolutely needed in order 
to keep commerce moving upon these waters, and the Committee on 
Commerce will take up a trout stream somewhere in the interior of the 
country and devote to its improvement all the money needed to move 
its extensive commerce and deny to this stream the amount absolutely 
needed to keep boats from being obstructed in the channel. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to know the name of that trout stream, 
because I am in favor of striking it out if it is there. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think the river and harbor bill is full of them. 

Mr. FRYE. Itis not. I went into the Committee on Commerce 
with the idea that the river and harbor bill was full of trout streams, 
and for about a week I thought every river almost that came up inthe 
South because the engineers removed snags and cut down overhanging 
trees and wanted to get three feet of water wasa trout stream. I came 
outof committee convinced that there are no trout streams in the river 
and harbor bill; that there is no stream that a United States engineer 
under his oath as an officer to do his duty and under the law has not 
been compelled to say whether the necessities of commerce require the 
improvement, and in every single case he has said it. I am no mar- 
velous friend of river and harbor bills and ordinarily have voted aga 
them, and have voted against them with that same idea, but I should 
like to have the Senator from New Jersey point out a trout stream in 
this bill 





ist 





Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam notdisposed to point out any trout streams 
in the bill. I do know this, and the Senator from Maine knows it 
very well, that there is more commerce passing hourly over this river for 
which my colleague asks an additional appropriation than ther« 
yearly over many streams found in the river and harbor bill or than 


will be over them in the next forty years 
Mr. McMILLAN. Willthe Senator allow me toask hima juestion ? 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly 

Mr. McMILLAN Commerce is passing there without any serious 
obstruction and this is a great enlargement of facilities which already 
‘exist. This amount can be expended profitably, and no mor 


Ne ae 


P 


Senerenies 


aces 





5832 CONGR 


ESSIONAL RECORD--SENATE. 





JULY 1, 





Mr. MCPHERSON. Additional facilities are needed, and I have al- 
Ways supposed that the true province of appropriations of money out 
of the Federal Treasury for rivers and harbors was to improve great 
rivers and harbors, the great national water ways of the country. I 
have ever voted for appropriations of money to improve the Mississippi 
River; I will vote for any needed appropriation of money to improve 
any harbor along the Atlanticor Pacitic seacoast; I will vote any needed 
appropriation for the Columbia River, for the Ohio River, hut when it 
comes to appropriating large sums of money for the purpose of improv- 
ing little streams that never can be commercial streams, in the proper 
acceptation of that term, then I am opposed to it. And I do submit 
that whena proposition is made here for the purpose of removing ob- 
structions from one of the avenues through which itis shown that there 
is more commerce going to-day than the entire foreign commerce of the 
port of New York, there is sufficient reason for supporting it. 

Mr. CONGER 
navigation can go on upon this river is because some State—I will not 


say what one—owns the canal and charges heavy tollson property going 
fro: e waters of one great bay into the waters of another, and that 
there is no diminution of tolls because the Government undertakes to 
improve a portion of that communication which the canal company un- 
dertook to improve. There are numerous canal-boats, barges, small 


crait going through from one great bay into another under great tolls 
charged upon the canal; and in order to make that canal profitable it 
was necessary for the company or the State which owned the canal to 
improve the Raritan, and they did do it until it was put on the river 
and harbor bill It vastly increased the tolls of the canal, it vastly in- 
creased the transportation of produce and merchandise along that line 
of communication, and it is very well it should; but I do net know that 
Congress has as a general rule been eager to make improvements that 
would make profitable a canal merely, or throw additional tolls into the 
treasury of a canal company. . 
. If there have been 
appropriations made for rivers as there have many in the South, long 
rivers having three, four, and tive feet of water, where snags had to be 
removed, where in order to make them passable appropriations must be 
made, we should remember that for hundreds of miles within two or 
three States through which those rivers run there was not, and is not 
up to the present time, any other possible mode of communication by 
which the people of the interior through which these streams run can 
reach the seaboard or can reach the navigation of the bays and of the 
ocean. 


‘hese things should be taken into consideration 


There are an immense number of canal-boats and barges passing from 
the Delaware Bay into New York Harbor by this route, a canal that the 
Government does not own, a canal that charges heavy tolls, tolls enough 
not only to improve the canal, but to improve the Raritan River which 
is a part of the transportation route. Now, I think $35,000 to aid in 
that line of improvement, as compared with the other appropriations in 
the bill, isa fairallowance. It is to make little improvements to make 
easier the navigation. The river is deep enough during all seasons of 
the year, but it needs the removal here and there of some shoals, it 
needs enlarging in some places that rafts of boats may pass with ease 
and with rapidity. It is a work which must be continued for two or 
three years. It is better not to do it all at once because there are in- 
creasing, and continually increasing, obstructions to the river. This 
appropriation will remove them this year, another appropriation will 
remove them another year, and a third the third year when we might 
hope the objects of the appropriations will have been accomplished. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan to the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to correct an impression created by the 
Senator from Michigan. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the attention of 


the Senator from New Jersey to the fact that the Senate is proceeding | 


under the eighth rule in considering this bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. Which does not allow a Senator to speak more than 
once on the same amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
mous consent. 

Mr.SEWELL 
on.”” | 

The river is nota deep one. The projectas set forth by the engineers 
requires the deepening of several points along the line of the river. 
From the facts I have brought to the attention of the Senate, it is seen 
that it is proposed to have a continuous improvement there every year 
to the extent I named, about $60,000, although I am willing to take 
the chances on $40,000 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan to the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jerse v. 


The Senator can proceed by unani- 


I ask unanimous consent to say a word. [‘‘Go 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- | Mile Creek and the lake was covered by a bar upon which there was a de; 


ment of the Senator from New Jersey as amended. 
rhe amendment as amended was agreed to. 


It does not appear in the discussion that the reason 











| the formation of a protected channel between the piers. 





Mr. SEWELL. [ask the chairman of the committee what is allowed 
for the Raritan Bay ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Nothing but what is contained in the bill as it 
came from the House. 

Mr. SEWELL. No additional amount ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir. 


Mr. LAPHAM. I offer the following amendment to come in on page 
5, at the end of line 89 of section 1: 


Improving harbor at Wilson, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 


The report of the engineer recommends the sum of $30,000. The 
engineer says: 


That sum can be profitably expended for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885 
upon this work. 


It is a harbor upon Lake Erie. I ask for one-third only of the sum 
recommended by the engineer, and I hope it will be adopted 

I will state that the amendment was sent to the Committee on Com- 
merce, but I understood they had virtually concluded the consideration 


| of the bill before it reached them, and therefore it was not formally 


acted upon by the committee, but it was introduced and referred to them 
before the bill was reported back to the Senate. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. This item is not contained in the bill as it came 
from the House, and the committee did not insert it. It is sufficient | 
think to say that the appropriations made for the different harbors in 
the State of New York are already of such an amount as to preclude th 
Senate from increasing that amount. We have already made large ad- 
ditions to the appropriations as they came from the House. This har 
bor is referred to in the report of the engineers, and I will read what is 


| said about it: 


Wilson Harbor, New Yor rhe project forthe improvement of this harbor w 
adoptedin 1873 and modified in 1877, the object being to afford a channe! of nav 
gable width and twelve feet in depth by the extension of two parallel piers 
from the mouth of Twelve-Mile Creek to the twelve-foot curve in the lake, w 
The mouth of the 
creek was originally obstructed by a bar, upon which there was a depth of alx 
one foot. 


Before the commencement of operations by the United States the piers 
been carried about four hundred feet into the lake by private enterpris¢ 

The amount expended to June 30, 1883, is $42,054.94, and has resulted in the 
extension of the piers to the eight-foot curve in the lake and the formation of a 


protected channel between the piers of navigable width and a depth of eight 
feet at low water. 


had 


The engineer placed the estimate for this year at $30,000, but the 
amount available on the Ist of July, 1883, was $7,945.06. While of 
course the improvement is one that would be beneficial to the locality, 
yet it is not such a one as should be now inserted in this bill to increase 
the amount of the appropriations, particularly in view of the amounts 
already appropriated to the different harbors in the State of New York. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I only desire to add one word, if I may be per 
mitted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator may proceed by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. LAPHAM. While it is true that a large amount of money is 
appropriated in this bill for the whole State of New York, there is but 
a very small portion of the appropriation for that end of the State where 
this harbor is found, the western end of the State. Of course what is 
done for the great harbor of the city of New York, which collects seven- 
eighths of the revenue of the Government, transacts almost all the 
commercial business of the country, ought not to be taken into considera- 
tion in determining this question. This is an important harbor, and 
individual enterprise had gone four hundred feet into the lake before 
the Government took hold of it. It is necessary in order to complete it 
that some more money should be furnished. I only ask one-third of 
the estimate of the engineer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I will offer one other amendment. At the end of 
line 89 of section 1 I move to insert: 


Improving harbor at Olcott, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 


The facts in this case are almost precisely the same as in the previous 
one. The estimate of the engineer is that $30,000 can be profitably 
expended during the next fiscal year, and I only ask for one-third of 
that sum. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from New York has correctly said 
that the facts in this case are very similar to those in the one just dis 
posed of. The engineer says: 


The project forthe improvement of this harbor was adopted in 1866, at the 
date of the first appropriation, and proposed to connect the deep water in the 


| lake with deep water in Eighteen-Mile Creek, by the extension of two paralie! 


piers from the mouth of the creek to the 11-foot curve in the lake, with the for 
mation of a dredged channel between the piers. The project was modified 

1874 and 1880 to provide for the removal of rock found to exist in the channe 
between the piers. The natural channel between the mouth of the Lighteen- 





th of 
about 1} feet of water 
The amount expended to June 30, 1883, is $118,000, and has resulted in the ex 


tension of the piers to about the 9foot curve in the lake and the formation of a 
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protected channel between the piers of navigable width, with a depth cf about 
7h feet at low water. 

The same arguments used in the last case are applicable here, and 
there is no reason why the Senate should change its action. I hope the 
amendment will not be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. After line 134 of section 1 I move to insert: 

Improving harbor at Manatee, Fla., $10,000. 


The report of the engineer contains the following statement in regard | 


to it: 


There is at present a least depth of eight feet at mean low water, not suffi- 
cient for the class of vessels engaged in the commerce between the river and 
outside ports. i a J é 

Che improvement can be accomplished by dredging, at an estimated cost of 
$70,000. 

The engineer says: 

| have heard it asserted by sea-faring men and others that this is about the best 
harbor on the Gulf coast of Florida, It is certainly a very excellent one and 
very capacious. It would seem to be good policy to promise a safe refuge for 
vessels caught out in the heavy storms for which this coast is noted, and there 
is certainly no other place which can compare with it as a harbor. 

The immediate commerce of the country adjacent to the harbor of 
Manatee amounted in the year 1881 to $138,000, fruits and vegetables, 
and to from seven to eight thousand head of cattle shipped abroad. 
There had been appropriations made for the improvement of that harbor 
for several years, but this year it is omitted entirely from the bill. 
There is no place which is more important to the Gulf commerce for an 
improvement as stated by the engineer, and none where it can be done 
at so small a cost. 

I hope there will be no objection to inserting the amount of $10,000 
as proposed by the amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I must resist the adoption of the amepdment, 
and will refer to the report of the engineers in regard to this improve- 
ment. Under the title of Manatee River the Chiet of Engineers says in 
his report: 

The present project for the improvement of this river was adopted in 1882, the 
object being to afford a channel of entrance from Tampa Bay to Manatee River, 
so as to give a depth ofthirteen feet at mean low water from Tampa Bay up the 
river to Shaw's and McNeil’s Points. 

The least depth on the bar at the mouth of the river before the improvement 
was eight feet at mean low water, not sufficient for the class of vessels engaged in 
the commerce between the river and outside ports. : 

The amount expended to June 30, 1883, is $3,038.99, but no results of conse- 
quence have been gained. 

And in the appendix, on page 1028 of the report, the engineer says: 


The benefit to commerce to be derived from the completion of this inmprove- 
ment is the increased facilities for shipments of the products of the county, 
mostly fruits and other perishable products,and it is reasonable to infer that 
this would cause a large influx of population and a corresponding increase of 
productions. 


The bill is not framed upon the principle of inducing the settlement 
of the country. When that is incident to an appropriation, it is no ob- 
jection of course to appropriating for an improvement, but unless the 
demands of commerce are such as to require an improvement we do not 
feel at liberty to insert an appropriation in the bill. I hope the Sen- 
ator will not press the amendment. The committee considered it very 
fully, and did not regard it as one of the items which should be in the 
bill. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to say a single word further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can proceed by unani- 
mous consent. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CALL. Iam surprised at the Senator from Minnesota quoting 
the report in that way. Certainly that is only one of the advantages 
recommended. The report of the Coast Survey shows the value of that 
harbor as a port of refuge, and the report of the engineer distinctly 
states that fact. There are over fourteen hundred miles of coast in the 
State of Florida. I will read from the last report of the engineer. The 
one I have read states the harbor to be, in his opinion, one of the most 
excellent on the coast. I can only urge that the Government of the 
United States with this long line of coast in the State of Florida has en- 
tirely neglected it. The entire commerce of the Gulf of Mexico passes 
along and around it. And yet it is left without a safe place of refuge, 
with a coast commerce of not less than $1,000,000 from sponges, fish, 
coral, cattle shipped to Havana, and tropical fraits and timber to the 


other States, it is left with absolutely no means of ingress and egress to | 


and from the ocean; and I ask for a smal! appropriation to enable the 
vessels to get out and in from the harbors and tide-water rivers of the 
long line of coast. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. After line 134 of section 1 I move to insert: 


For improving Charlotte Harbor, Florida, including Caloosahatchee River and 
Peave Creek, $5,000. 


| 1219 of the report of 1882 I find the following 


I will state that Charlotte Harbor is shown by the Coast Survey to 


have a depth of from nineteen to twenty and twenty-one and twenty- 
two feet, is connected by the Caloosahatchee and Kissimmee rivers 
and lakes with the upper portions of the State, running to within 
forty miles of the Saint John’s River, with which it is now connected 
by rail, and affords a transit across the peninsula of Florida to Key 
West, and Havana and other foreign ports. These rivers are shown by 
these surveys to have in places in or near their mouths only two, three, 


and four feet of water over some of the bars. The bill has an appro- 


priation of $5,000 for the Caloosahatchee River. Former appropria- 
tions in the two last years contained I think about $7,000 for Peace 
Creek, which has been partially improved. I ask for this $5,000 for 
the continuation of that improvement and for the improvement of the 
bay at its mouth. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam unable to find in the reports of the engi- 
neer any examination or report of the survey of Charlotte Harbor, in 
Florida. Noestimate has been made for any suchimprovement. With 
reference to the river mentioned, there is,I believe, an item in the bill, 
but in the present report of the engineer there is no estimate or rec- 
ommendation of an appropriation for Charlotte Harbor, Florida. 

Mr. CALL. My friend the chairman of the committee has not 
looked over these reports as carefully as he should havedone. On page 





Mr. McMILLAN. I refer to the present report of 1883; the present 
report. 
Mr. CALL. In the report of 1582, part 2, volume 2, the Senator 


| will find a survey made for the opening of steamboat communication 
| from Saint John’s River, Florida, by way of the Caloosahatchee River 


to Charlotte Harbor, with Peace Creek; and he will find in addition to 
that the appropriation made for two years for Peace Creek. I can turn 
to it in a moment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I spoke of the harbor. 


Mr. CALL. Caloosahatchee River empties into Charlotte Harbor 


There is an appropriation in this bill for Caloosahatchee River, and 


this appropriation is asked for Peace Creek and the entrance into Char- 


lotte Harbor. On page 1276, part 2, volume 2, of the report of 1882, 
I find the following: 


An appropriation for this improvement of $7,000 was made by act of Congress 


| approved March 3, 1881. This appropriation not being sufficient to admit of both 


| building and equipping a suitable log-boat, and leave enough of the appropria- 
tion to work to advantage, authority was asked and obtained to build ene in 
conjunction with the improvement of the Withlacoochee River, which was done, 
and the boat put to work on the Withlagoochee 

4 ‘ * x * ‘ * 

The amount, exclusive of former appropriations, required for the completion 
of this work is $5,700, which will not be permanent, but will require a small an- 
nual appropriation. 

No statistics are obtainable. The principal trade is in cattleancd oranges. 

The work is in the collection district of Key West, Fla., and Key West is the 
nearest port of entry. 

MONEY STATEMENT. 


July 1, 1881, amount available...... . secignnnihscandiaseltl . $7,000 00 
| July 1, 1882, amount expended during fiscal year, exclusive of out- 
standing liabilities July 1, 1881..... anni heleitsinttelaintnabicacadidieda 2,423 33 


ecesese ° sicitinaniiiinicadeneeats . 4,576 67 


July 1, 1882. amount available 








| Amount appropriated by act passed August 2, 1882. ........ . ‘ 4,000 00 
| Amount available for fiscal year ending June 30, 18838....... sseaiet . 8.576 67 
| Amount (estimated required for completion of existing project... 5,700 00 
| Amount that can be profitably expended in fiscal year ending June 30, 

SB en 1 snmensetiidbabiacieindineaent Wen/udeaiauandadbcen i 5,700 00 


The report of the survey across the peninsula and into Charlotte Har- 
bor contains a statement of the bars necessary to be improved in order 
to make this appropriation heretofore made of $7,000 available. 

Mr. McMILLAN. As I stated when I replied to the Senator from 
Florida, there is no estimate for an appropriation for Charlotte Harbor 
contained in the report of the engineers. There is a report in regard 
to Caloosahatchee River and Peace Creek. These streams enter into 
Charlotte Harbor, as the Senator has informed us. There is an appro- 
priation in the bill for the Caloosahatchee River, continuing improve- 
ment, $5,000, which is one-third the estimate made by the engineer as 
contained in the report. Inthe absence of any report for the improve- 
ment of Charlotte Harbor, except perhaps what the Senator has referred 
to, the Coast Survey report, which is not the basis for making an ap- 
propriation in the river and harbor bill, I trust the amendment will 
not be agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, I am 
perfectly willing he shall call it Peace Creek, if he chooses, instead of 
Charlotte Rive 

Mr. McMILLAN. No; PeaceCreek, I understand, empties into Char- 
lotte River 





Mr. CALL Put it all into Peace ( reek then 

Mr. McMILLAN Che improvement for that is not in the bill, and 
should not be inserted in it Chere was available on t) iSt of July 
out of the former appropriation for Peace Creek $4,063 


y 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. If the Senator from Minnesota will permit 
me, I should like toask him a question with respect tothe proportion- 


ate allowance made by Congress on the engineer's report Will the Sen 





ator state what Is the average sum allowed by t Committee on Com 
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pose of establishing that point I shall read briefly from the report of 
the engineer who made this examination and survey, A. N. Damrell, 
major of engineers, contained in Senate Executive Document 128 of this 


| Congress 


merce for an improvement according to the engineer’s report? Has 
there ever been any estimate made on that subject ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir, there has not been. The general rule of | 
action in framing the bill, as I understand, is to allow about one-third 
of the estimate, more or less, with exceptions to that Tule of course at | 


some places where the imp 


ovement requires a greater expenditure 


Circumstances may require the completion of an improvement, and in | 


that case a greater amount will be appropriated. 


Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is about the average ? 

Mr. McMILLAN Yes, sir, that is intended to be the average, the 
rule upon which the bill is framed, as I understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was reject¢ d 

Mr. CALL Inasmuch as the Senate committee have not give n the 
State of Florida, with its 1,400 miles of seacoast, anything, notwith- 
standing the large increase which they have made in the appropriations 
for other States, I wish to do justice to my State at least in intention | 
and effort on my part In line 145 I move to strike out ‘‘twenty,”’ 
before ‘‘thousand,’’ and insert “‘fifty;’’ so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Tampa Bay, Florida: Continuing improvement, $50,000 

The estimate of the engineer for the improvement of Tampa Bay, 


Florida, completing 
Coast Sur 


the improvement, for this year is $55,000. The 
one of the most important, if not the first in importance, after Pensacola 
on the Gulf coast. The depth of water at anchorage under the northern 
e of Anna Maria or Palm Key is 10, 114, and 124 feet, and up the 
bay to Point Pinelos 21, 225, and 235 feet. It is the terminal point 
on the Gulf of Mexico now of a railroad from the headwaters of the 
Saint John’s River, and of another one soon to be finished from the 


eastern and middle portion of the State connecting with Fernandina, 


shor 


the city of Savannah, and the northern railroads.’ There are six or 
eight seacoast steamers constantly plying there. It is in receipt ofa 


large foreign commerce, and the place of shipment for cattle to Havana, 
and has become a port of very great importance. I ask that the ap- 
propriation of $20,000 be increased to very nearly the amount of the 
estimate made by the engineers for this year. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The appropriation contained in the bill now is 
more than one-third of the estimate of the engineer for this year. The 
improvement of Tampa Bay is found in the report of the engineers, 
and the amount estimated for theimprovement is $57,000. The amount 
inserted in the bill is $20,000, which is more than one-third of the 
estimate. From the character of the improvement it is very evident 
that the appropriation made will be sufficient for this year. 

The report of the engineer states: 

The object of this work is to facilitate navigation to the town of Tampa, the 
approach to which is a narrow and shallow channel through the upper bay, 5.5 
feet being the depth at mean low water 

In 1881, under an appropriation of $10,000, 18,530 cubie yards of material were 
excavated, deepening and partially straightening it for 2,900 feet in length, 9 
feet deep, and 60 feet wide. 

The improvement for which the appropriation is desired is for this 
excavation, for enlarging the channel up to the doc ks at the town. 
course they could spend more than $20,000, but $20,000 will be ample 
for the work during the present year, and it has received its full and 
fair consideration in proportion to the amount of the estimate. 

I hope the Senate will not adopt the amendmen® 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CALL. In line 143 of section 1 I move to amend by striking 
out ‘‘five’’ before ‘‘ thousand,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
‘ten;’’ and after the word ‘‘dollars’’ to add “‘ including the channel 


from Suwannee River to Cedar Keys;”’ 


Improving harbor at Cedar Keys, Fla.: Commencing improvement, $10,000, 
including the channel from Suwannee River to Cedar Keys. 


so as to read: 


I desire to say in regard to this as all the other ports upon this long 
and unprotected coast around which the entire commerce of the Valley 
of the Mississippi, of Mexico, and of the Central American countries 
passes, they are all ports of foreign commerce. They all produce con- 
siderable quantities of sponge along the coast, and they are the depot 
and places for the saleofit. They are places of shipment of cattle; they 
are places which are beginning to supply the place of a large foreign im- 
porting fruit trade of this country, amounting to several million dol- 
lars, and paying nearly $800,000 of customs duties; and they are rapidly 
supplying the local demand of this country in the fruit trade and in 
the other respects which I have mentioned have a right to favorable 
consideration. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. So far as I am advised, no survey or report upon 
this improvement is contained in the regular reportof the Chief of En- 
gineers transmitted through the Secretary of War to Congress in 1883, 
the last report we have on this subject. There was an examination 
made and a special report submitted since the report of the engineer, to 
which I have referred, was transmitted toCongress. I think the amount 
contained in the bill will be quite sufficient for this year. For the pur- 


vey reports exhibit the fact that the harbor of Tampa Bay is | 


Of 








| move to strike out ** 


The object 


Referring to the object of the appropriation— 


The object would be to obtain 


a channel with a least depth of 10} feet from the 
Gulf of Mexico to Cedar Keys 


There is now a least depth of 9} feet 


The depth of 10) feet for the projected channel is proposed, because it is 
lieved to be safficient for the ad sent commerce of the port, and because to 
tain any greater depth would be expensive, as it would require considera 
rock excavation, the limestone formation underlying the entire channel at a 
depth of from 9} to 12} feet 


There has been some expenditure of money upon this improvement 
and it is very evident trom the reports we have in regard to od im 
provements in that vicinity that the amount appropriated in the bil 
thesum of $5,000, will accomplish a very considerable proportion of a 
that is desired and intended. I hope the Senator will not insist on th: 
increase. 

Mr. CALL. I will only add to what I have said, by permission of 
the Senate, that Cedar Keys is the terminal point on the Gulf of Mex- 
ico of a railroad running from Fernandina on the Atlantic Ocean. It 
is a place of extensive transit. The interstate commerce from the Gul! 
ports passes over that road and finds a place of shipment at Cedar Keys 
to foreign countries and to New Orleans, Mobile, and elsewhere around 
the coast. It isa very important port, and the sum of $5,000 is en 
tirely inadequate. 

The PRESIDING 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. After line 143 I move to add: 


Improving harbor at Crystal River, Fla., 


OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 


$5,000. 


There is a reportand estimate for that made, I think, in 1881 or 1882 
The bill as it came from the House contains an appropriation of $5,000 
for the Withlacoochee. The harbor at Crystal River, Fla., on the Gult 
of Mexico, is important as an entrance for the rivers which discharg: 
into it. Itisthe place of entrance and exit for the commerce of the adja- 
cent country. It is connected with a large extent of country which is 
beginning to produce a vast quantity of tropical fruits, being one of th: 
richest portions of Florida. The bill contains an appropriation for th 
improvement of the rivers on the coast, but according to the theory of 
the bill it is right to improve the rivers but not their mouths or the 
exit and the entrance to them. I have asked for a small amount in 
order that the improvement which is put upon the rivers may be made 
useful in furnishing barbors for the vessels which must carry away th 
freights which they bring. 

Mr. McMILLAN. We were compelled to confine our attention to 
some report and examination of the improvements which indicated a 
present necessity for additional appropriations at this time. The re- 
port of 1881 is too far back to consider in an appropriation for this im 
provement in view of the appropriations already made to the State of 
Florida. Of course there are very many rivers and harbors in the Stat 
of Florida which could be beneficially improved, but we are compelled 
to confine ourselves to the important improvements contained in that 
State and to give them a reasonable appropriation. If there is no r 
port or recommendation by an engineer within three or four years, it 
is very good evidence indeed that the improvement is not one which is 
pressing in its character, and it can wait at least for another year in 
order to have a survey and examination made upon which we can act 

I hope the Senator will see the propriety of not pressing this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FRYE. The chairman of the Committee on Commerce might 
have added that the committee examined with a great deal of care and 
fidelity every item in Florida and listened to arguments in favor of all 
these amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. In line 512 of section 1, before the word ** 
one’’ and insert ** two;’’ 


The question is on the amendment 


hundred,”’ | 
so as to read: 


Improving the channel over the bar at the mouth of Saint John's River, F 
ida: Continuing improvement, $250,000. 


I hold in my hand a report made by a committee of the Board ot 
Trade of the City of Jacksonville, Fla., one of them a gentleman of dis 
tinction in the profession of law, and the others in the commerce of thi 
country, and one of them Governor Drew, lately the governor of thi 


State; Mr. Durkee, marshal of the United States, and Mr. Charles H 
Jones, editor of a leading journal in the State, signed by J. J. Dani 
chairman committee on improvement of Saint John’s Bar; George |! 


Drew, Joseph H. Durkee, Charles H. Jones, subcommittee. 
states: 


This paper 


The values of vessels and cargoes arriving at and departing from the port 
Jacksonville in 1882 amounted to $38,270,000. Upon this amount the increased 
insurance over that of neighboring ports caused by the risks of commerce cros= 
ing the bar was } per cent., or $237,025 
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This paper has been before the Committee on Commerce and the Sen- 
ate, and has already been presented and urged on both for favorable 
consideration in every possible form. It isa clear, a valuable, anda 
convincing statement for those who are willing to be advised. It 
shows the great value of the Saint John’s River to commerce and its 
future great capabilities, and the wastefulness and entire inadequacy 
of the small appropriations that have been made If there were any 
means in my power by which I could enforce these statements, and 
change this system of small and inadequate appropriations and substi- 
tute large and sufficient amounts for a smaller number of objects, I 
would most certainly make use of them. 

The tributaries to the Saint John’s River commerce are very exten- 
sive, and run throughout the eastern and southern parts of the State 
of Florida and the lower portion of the State of Georgia. The harbor is 
a necessary place of refuge for the commerce of the entire coast. This 
is true of all the harbors on the coast of Florida, for the vast commerce 
of the United States and all foreign countries passes along the Atlan- 
tic coast. A distressing instance of the neglect of the Government in 
providing suitable harbors of refuge is exhibited in we recent death 
by shipwreck off the coast of Florida of an officer of the United States 
well known in this country, which has been reported to a Senate, and 
this is the third time since I have been in the Senate when this neglect 
on the part of our own committees and of Congress has caused the de- 
struction of large ships and large numbers of human beings and great 
amounts of property, all of which might have been saved by a liberal 
appropriation for the improvement of the harbors along the coast ot 
Florida. The importation of tropical fruits to the United States 
amounts annually to about $5,000,000, and these pay a revenue of 
about $700,000; so Florida can furnish all this if you will aid her. 

I ask that this appropriation be increased not only on the ground of 
humanity, not only on the ground of the interest of commerce itself, 
not only because of the great resources of the Saint John’s, but because 
the money already expended by the Government, amounting to several 
hundred thousand dollars, is being thrown away and entirely lost by 
the washing away and the destruction of the work which has been done 
each year under these small appropriations. By the time the work is 
done tremendous storms come, and the work not being sufficiently high 
above the water to prevent the waves from washing over, currents are 
created on the inside, and the work is seriously damaged if not entirely 
destroyed. There is no consideration of propriety, or of economy, or 
of good sense which does not demand that, while this bill has increased 
in various instances the appropriations for the interior and some other 
portions of the coast, this appropriation for the Saint John’s Bar should 
not be in like manner increased. I have urged before the committee 
with all the influence I could bring the appropriation of $500,000 this 
year for the continuance of this work, and I am greatly disappointed 
that the committee have not granted it. The necessity for at least this 
amount for the ensuing year is indispensable. 

I shall not detain the Senate by stating the facts which have been 
exhibited by the engineers so repeatedly further than to say that $500,000 
is the smallest amount which has been estimated as being useful or 
being really advantageous in a very high degree for the continuance of 
the work at Saint John’s Bar for this year. I only desire to add that 
the cost of insurance yearly is more than the appropriation that I now 
ask for. This single fact isargument enough to demand that twice the 
amount proposed in this amendment should be voted without hesitation. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There are two principal improvements going for- 
ward in the State of Florida to which the special attention of Congress 
has been given. One is the work under consideration, improving the 
channel over the bar at the mouth of the Saint John’s River, Florida; 
another is improving the entrance to Cumberland Sound, which is a 
very important improvement. Theexpenditure which will be required 
to complete these projects is very large, but the improvements are not 
of such a character as that they can be completed at once. 

The improvement in the Saint John’s River which is now under con- 
sideration is to increase the depth of the channel across the bar at the 
mouth of that river. Theprincipal part of the commerce passes through 
that locality. The other improvement is a very old one and was con- 
sidered very favorably years ago by the Government of the United 
States; but since the war, since appropriations have been made for these 
improvements, the improvement adopted for accomplishment by the 
Government has been the improvement at the Saint John’s River. The 
principal business of that State is transacted over the Saint John’s 
River. The estimate of the engineer for this improvement is $600,000, 
and the House of Representatives appropriated $150,000. In addition 
to this the appropriation for the improvement upon Cumberland Sound 
5,000. If the Government could carry forward one of these im- 
provements to its completion the annual appropriation of course could 
be increased; but as it is insisted that the Government must give at- 
tention to both of them the appropriations must be divided. Under 
those circumstances it is impossible for the Government to appropriate 
all that perhaps might be done upon one of them. 

I hope the Senator will not insist upon this emendment. Besides 
this appropriation for the mouth of the river, there is a small appropri- 
ation for another portion of the river. 
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_ CALL If I may be allowed to say one word— 

The PRESIDING OFFICE R rhe enator can pro ed by unani- 
mous consent Is there objection The Chair hears none 

Mr. CALL Both of these improvements are necessary improve- 
ments, not to Florida but to the commerce of the country at large 
The improvements have both been progressing only within the last tive 
or six years, and the principal amounts have been expended upon them 
within that pe riod of time It is absolutely n essary, as the re port of 
the engineer shows, for the preservation of this work and what has 
already been expended oe it, that not less than $500,000 should be 
appropriated this year It i of those works that requires a large 
expenditure in the heaiuning. "It theGo ernment had spent the $500, - 
OOU when it commenced the work it would be worth a million dollars 
now in place of being greatly injured if not nearly destroyed. These 
facts are shown by the statements of the engines 

rhe Saint John’s Bar is an exposed plac t is a river with three 
hundred miles of navigation, from eight to ten miles wide in a great 
many instances, running trom the south to the north, and at its mouth 
the storms accumulate shifting bars, so that if we are to pay any atten 
tion to the economical expenditure of money this should be made an 
exception While other appropriations have been increased largely 


where the improvement does not come within the rule it ought to he 
applied here and a large amount should be appropriated, at least 
2260, 000 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator trom Flori da 

The amendment was rejected 

Mr. CALL. In line 136 of section 1 I move to strike out *‘s¢ venty- 
tive’’ before ‘* thousand ’”’ and insert in lieu thereof ** one hundred and 
tifty;’’ so as to read 

Improving entrance to Cumberland Sound, Georgia and Flor 
improvement, $150,000 

I wish to say in regard to this improvement that here are two States 
interested. The port of Fernandina is connected by railroad with the 
entire country north, with the State of Georgia, and with the penin- 
sula of Florida by two diverging lines of road It is easily susceptible 
of being made an entrance for the largest and deepest ships that navi 
gate the ocean. It is a place where the Navy of the United States, if 
we should ever have one, could easily rendezvous in the time of wat 
It is a natural harbor capable of heing made one of the finest and cheap- 
est and safest of entrance upon the Atlantic coast 

A considerable amount of money has been heretofore expended, and 
this fine harbor is being delayed in its improvement and perhaps in- 
jured, as is the harbor of Saint John’s, by the small amounts annually 
appropriated, so that the committee instead of benefiting these arterie 
of commerce may be ——- them by the small appropri: itions made 
It is true they have a right to the appropriations which the engineers 
have caimanmabalh i or to a reasonable proportion of them, and the 
engineers have stated that they are easily susceptible of being made 
valuable arteries of commerce, safe places of entrance for ships, places 
of refuge, and places where the existing amount of commerce is large 
and where the annual saving would be equal to the appropriation. | 
insist with earnestness that the Senate shall see that justice is done to 
this a place, and that no unfair and unequal discrimiation 
shall be allowed in this bill. It is true these two harbors are near each 
other, but they are both necessary for the country. Nature has placed 
them where they are, and given to each its separate and peculiar com 
mercial relations. 

I therefore ask that in this case, one of the few harbors that may be 
easily and cheaply made accessible for the largest ships, and a harbor 
connected by rail with all parts of the country, and having now anim 
portant coastwise and some foreign commerce, the amount shall bi 
increased from $7 5,000 to $150,000, that elnDy but a small part of the 
umount estimated for. Ishould ask a larger amount, the full amount 

“the estimates for both of these important ports, i! the committee had 


not already refused it, and I now ask for this small increase of the 


House appropriation. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. A while ago I asked the Senator from Min 
nesota who has the bill in charge a question, which was not without 
yhject. We have fallen into the habit of 
in a river and harbor bill as being made tor States. I take it that whe 





an appropriation is made in a bill like tis it is made fo e count 
without regard to States. When the Federal Government acts in its 
constitutional character it treats the cou: is a whole When 





States act within their limited jurisdiction they act with respect t 


own territory The Senator from Minnesota said that the averag 
allowed for improvements was about one-third of the estimates contained 
in the engineers’ reports. The Engineer Department has estimated f 
Fernandina not becauseit is in Florida but because itis a great national 
harbor worthy of national support and improvement 


I should like to know why an exception to the rule suggested by the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce should have been mad ti 
this case Not one-sixth of the amount recommended has been allowed 
The officer of engineers to whom we have contided the power to say 
what improvements ought to be made has said that 5600,000 ought t 
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be expended on this harbor as a point of national consequence and the 
insignificant sum of $75,000 was allowed. That does not come up to 


anything near the standard that has been established by the committee, | 


according to the admission of the chairman himself. 
I have introduced an amendment following the line of my colleague 


appropriating $100,000 for Fernandina, and I think it is a reasonable | 


request. Florida owns no ships of any consequence. The commerce 
that goes to those ports comes from the great centers of the North, a 
great deal of it from the State of my distinguished friend trom Maine 
| Mr. FRYE] who takes a great interest in matters of this kind. The 
ship-masters from his State and from all over the North are interested 
in these matters because they are national. It is nota local affair, and 
it does seem to me that in reason and in justice the amendment of my 
colleague ought to prevail. I could show that under this bill such a 
receives so much and another State receives so much; but that 
is not the way to put this question. 

Mr. FRYE 
lake 


will 


tate 


Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 
a compromise, 
an 
Florida will stop. 


We may 
So far as I am concerned, if Florida will stop I 


vote increase of 325,000. 


lor 


I will make a compromise if 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I shall object to any such bargain as 
that. We should know what the committees recommend, and I pro- 
pose to stand by the committees 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Senator from Florida has the 
floor 

Mr. JONI of Florida. I am done 

Mr. MCMILLAN rhis is the improvement to which I referred in 
my remarks upon the appropriation for the improvement at the mouth 


of Saint John’s River. 1 then stated that there was a second improve- 


ment in the State of Florida which in its character was an important 
one. Butthe demands of commerce are that the improvement shall be 
carried forward rapidly as possible at the mouth of the Saint John’s 


River; and if justice were done, in view of the requirements of com- 
merce as they exist at present, the appropriation for Cumberland Sound 
would be omitted in the bill, and that amount would be transferred 
to the improvement at the mouth of Saint John’s River. However, in 
order to keep the improvements which have been commenced at Cum- 
berland Sound progressing in some degree, so that when the demands 
of commerce shall require it the improvement can be carried forward 
more rapidly, this appropriation of $75,000 is made. 

rhe improvement consists of extending jetties in Cumberland Sound. 
The engineer in the last report says that the jetties are in a very satis- 
factory condition. Of course they could expend more. They estimate 
in favor of this improvement $600, 000. 
of money in carrying forward the jetties, butcommerce does not require 
that the improvement should be finished at once. It does not require 
that it should be finished faster than we are at present carrying it for- 
ward. An increase of the appropriation, as proposed by the amend- 
ment, would render necessary a decrease of the appropriation at the 
mouth of the Saint John’s River, not at this time but in future appro- 
priations. It seems to me that both the interests of Florida and the 
interests of commerce require that the improvement at the mouth of 
the Saint John’s River should go foward as rapidly as it can, and that 
this improvement having been commenced should receive sufficient at- 
tention to keep it from being injured until the other improvement is 
finished, or substantially so. Then this one can be taken up and carried 
forward with greater rapidity to its completion. 

The improvements in Florida in the bill have received $286,000. 
There are a great many places that could be improved there. Wecould 
expend the whole amount embraced in the river and harbor bill on 
improvements in the State of Florida, but that is not the way to carry 
on these improvements, and we must exercise judgment in distributing 
the amount. I should be glad to appropriate greater amounts for these 
improvements. I should be glad to carry on both these improvements 
rapidly if it could be done in harmony with the interests of commerce, 
not only in thatState but inother places. That is the only reason why 
I am opposed to an increase in the appropriation 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Che amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. In line 139, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ I move to 
strike out ‘‘ ten’’ and insert,‘* twenty;’’ so as to read: 


Improving Apalachicola Bay, Florida: Continuing improvement, $20,000, 


I shall not detain the Senate by referring to the reports, which are 
full, as to the necessity of this appropriation. Apalachicola Bay is the 
mouth of the Apalachicola River, which is made by the junction of the 
Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers. The Chattahoochee runs on the bound- 


They could expend any amount | 





ary line of the States of Georgia and Alabama, running fur up into the | 


north of Georgia and the northern portion of Alabama, and the Flint 
River runs through a large portion of Southwestern and Middle Georgia. 
Apalachicola was formerly one of the chief ports of the Gulf of Mexico 
for the shipment of cotton. It is becoming again a valuable port for 
foreign commerce. Large ships find entrance there and take from there 
square timber, sawn timber, and hewn timber, and it is becoming again 


a place of very great importance as a commercial port. I ask that the 
appropriation be increased to $20,000 in view of these considerations. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I must oppose the increase of this appropriation 
For many reasons which I have already stated, the Senate should vote 
down the amendment. The statement of the improvement as it is con- 
tained in the reports of the engineers shows: 

The amount expended to June 30, 1885, is $44,342.06, and has resulted in secur- 
ing a channel seventy-five feet wide from the 11-foot curve inside the bar to the 


%j-foot curve on the outside, thereby increasing the depth available for com 
merce from four feet to nine and one-half feet at mean low-water. 


For the commerce which the Senator from Florida states exists there 
this gives an ample channel at the bay for present purposes. The im- 
provement going forward will be carried on rapidly enough with the 
appropriation of $10,000 for the coming year. Congress meets again in 
December; but a few months intervene before another appropriation 
bill will be presented to Congress for the improvement of rivers and har 
bors, and this amount will suffice for the interval. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. After line 139 of section 1 I move to insert: 


Improving channel and harbor at Key West, Fla., 


I suppose this amendment will be refused as all the others have been 
I will only say what everybody knows, that Key West is a termina 
point of the territory of the United States; that it isthe key tothe Gulf ot 
Mexico; that itis the place of refuge tor all the vast commerce, amount- 
ing to several thousand million dollars, that passes between the Island of 
Cuba and the coast of Florida; and that any other government in the 
world would bestow upon it great consideration. In point of fact it 
has received little or none; but I shall do all in my power as long as I 
am here to obtain for it a just share of the benetits of the Government 
It is a little island, from seventy-five to one hundred miles from the 
main-land, away out into the sea. It has a most industrious popula- 
tion—a population that contributes to the revenues of the country sev- 
eral hundred thousand dollars a year; and every consideration of na- 
tional pride and of national interest and of the commerce of the whole 
country requires that this appropriation should be made. 

Mr. McMILLAN. From the amount expended here there is already 
a channel of eleven feet at mean low water, and there was available on 
the Ist of July, 1883, $23,573.12. That was estimated as sufficient to 
carry on thisimprovement. Ofcourse Key West is an important place, 
but whether we should make an appropriation is the question presented 
tous. This amount will enable the engineers to carry forward the im- 
provement sufficient for the present. The House committee consid- 
ered this matter very fully and omitted it from the bill, and the Senate 
committee, after having given the matter full consideration, did not 
change the bill in that respect as it came from the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. After line 139 of section 1 I move to insert: 

For improvement of the entrance to the Aucilla and Wacissa Rivers, Florida, 
$5,000. 

I will only state that the estimate and the survey for this work will 
be found as far back I think as 1881 or 1882. It is sought to make this 


$100,000, 


| a place of shipment and water transportation to the county of Jefferson 


and a portion of Madison, in Middle Florida. These are large and val- 
uable counties, the land in which is fertile and productive. As is stated 
by the report of the engineer, there is a large amount of Government 
land immediately adjacent to these streams. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. May I ask the Senator where that report of the 
engineer is to be found ? 

Mr. CALL. It is to be found in the report for 1881 or 1882. 
the report here, but it would take some time to look it up. 
detain the Senate by examining the report. Perhaps it is as far back 
as 1879 or 1880. I could find it, but I do not care to detaia the Senate. 
I wish to bring these tide-water streams on the coast of Florida to the 
attention of Congress, and to demand for them the consideration they 
have a right to as avenues to commerce on the high seas. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. lILask that the amendment be voted down. I 
shall not detain the Senate with any further remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. In line 514 of section 1, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ 
I move to strike out “‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to read: 

Improving the upper Saint John’s River, Florida, $20,000. 


I have 
I shall not 


I will only say that there has been a special report made by the Chief 
of Engineers, which was before the Committee on Commerce, as well 


| as all the other reports relating to the amendments which I have offered, 


showing the necessity of these appropriations. There are not less than 
100,000 people who every winter and year go from the different States 
of the Union to travel upon the Saint John’s River. There is growing 
up a great commerce in tropical fruits in the counties of South Florida, 
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which is already beginning to supply the market in the United States. 
I have here the statistics of fruit entered for consumption at the port 
of New York for 1883: 





Amount of 






































Articles. Value. Rate of duty. duty, 
4 
Cocoa-nuts ......++ A eainiiaat $200,437 | Free ak 
Pine-apples .... 109,903 | 20 per cent.......... $21, 987 60 
Limes nai i 575 | 10 per cent............ 57 20 
Bananas........ ‘ 514,583 | 10 per cent............ 51, 408 30 
Grapes Fe, | I BI ivinccscesccccsecce 1,748 80 
Plantains. 6,153 10 per cent. a 615 80 
Green fruit 9% 10 percent. 2 9 SO 
Lemons.. 677,999 | 20 per cent ee «135,599 80 
OTA BOS... ..cececeeeersececserercencoeeercsees 1,382,986 20 per cent. veceseeel 276,097 20 
Total for six months ending 

DR a intiaiceeninneeoeed 2,910,715 tena neti 488,075 00 
Cocoa-nuts (count) .... seanan I? 
Pine-apples ........ grestnsvawe 30,205 Free eondntabenennnnas 5 
Litn0@® ...rccocecesoed seccceccccescosessevccceses 645 | 20 per cent........... $129 00 
BANANAS. <.ccccccscocecccccerecsocscooscesesees 318,451 Free ae 
Grape .....coccrersccecs-cocsrescscrcoreseccees 291,161 20 per cent ; 58, 232 2 
*lantains . penntin 63 Free 
GeO BR cccnccccsecconsasccccecnscsccoenss 20,382 Free : a eae 
Lemons (COUNL)............0eseeees a 90,642 20 per cent. 18,706 40 
Lemons (boxes) 73,407 3 cents per box 115, 958 00 
Lemons (boxes). 1,907 16 cents per box 452 64 
Oranges (count)................ ses 75,034 10 per cent ovaures 15, 186 80 
Oranges (boxes)....... see ainenee 97,290 25 cents per box 21.530 25 
Oranges (boxes)... 596 §=613 cents per box......... 186 65 
Oranges (barrels). a 109,461 55 cents per barrel 26, 843 30 
Oranges (count)......... ens crecesaseece 210 $1.60 per thousand. 74 9 

Total for six months ending 
December 31, 1883......... 1, 830, 646 saad 257, 289 70 


Total amount of value for the year 1885, $4,745,357, and of duty $745,364.74 

All of which will in time be supplied by Florida, and a large part 
find shipment on the Saint John’s River. 

This river requires some improvement. It is one of the finest streams 


in the world. It widens from three to seven miles, being a series of 


lakes running far south in the peninsula of Florida. It requires an ap- 
propriation to straighten it in order that steamers of large size, even 
those that come from the coast, from Savanaah, from Charleston, may 
find access to the headwaters of the river as far south as Lake Mon- 
roe. I ask that the appropriation for this great river with its tribu- 
taries, having more than three hundred miles of navigable waters with 
the waters connected with it, be increased from the pitiful sum of $5,000 
to 320,000. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. There is no very detailed report in regard to the 
improvement of this portion of the river. Any appropriation made 
under this description would be expended on the Saint John’s River, the 
upper portion of it above Palatka where a smaller class of boats now 
navigate the river. In addition to this general amount of $5,000 which 
is appropriated for this improvement of the upper Saint John’s there is 
another item contained in the bill under a different title: ‘‘ Improving 
Caloosa Bar,’’ which is also, I think, on the upper river, a particular 
locality at the foot or mouth of Lake Saint George; so that there are 
$7,000 appropriated in the bill to that portion of the river, and I think 
it is ample. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. In line 141, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ I move to 
strike out ‘‘fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘ one hundred;’’ so as to read: 

lmproving harbor at Pensacola, Fla.: Continuing improvement, $100,000, 


I shall not detain the Senate more than a moment in regard to this 
amendment. The reports for many years, the reports of the Coast Sur- 
vey, and the engineers’ reports, the history of the country, all exhibit 


the importance and value of the port of Pensacola. Its foreign com- | 


merce amounts to séveral million dollars, and is all returned in money 
to this country. As has been well said, it is at all times a port capable 
of holding the navies of the world. It is being injured, according to the 
statement of members of the board of commerce and the committee ap- 
pointed to investigate it, who are gentlemen of intelligence and high 
character, by the formation of an outer bar lessening the depth of wate! 


which can be carried into the port. At some times over two hundred | 


foreign vessels are to be found in the harbor of Pensacola. All the large 


ships of the coast when they have occasion to seek a Gulf port go to | 


Pensacola. 

The future of the place, connected as it is by rail with the great iron 
and coal fields of Alabama, is one of magnificent promise. 

While the estimate for the inner bar and the work contemplated by 


this estimate is $55,000 or about that sum, only a little more than the | 
appropriations, yet it has been so carefully examined and the facts | 


are so well attested both by the engineer and others in regard to the 
necessity of an additional appropriation for removing and widening the 
channel, that there can be no good reason why the additional appro- 


priation should not be made and that immediately 
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The necessity for liberal appropriation for this great harbor has been 
so often and soearnestly urged by both my colleague and myself on the 
committee and in the Senate and is so well known to Senators that I 
refrain from further observations in regard to it at this time. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Theitem contained in this bill appropriates $59, - 
000 for the improvement of this harbor at Pensacola. The estimate of 
the engineer is $55,000; so that the appropriation is within $5,000 of 
the entire estimate of the engineer. This is the only report we have 
in regard to this harbor. Ifthere is any other new improvement to 
be undertaken it should be upon an examination and survey by the 
Engineer Corps. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. Mr. President, as this amendment relates 
toa port with which I am somewhat familiar because it is at my own 
home, I desire to say a few words in regard to it. 

It is true, as stated by the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, 
that the recommendation of the engineer is for $55,000 to complete the 
existing system of improvement with regard to that important harbor, 
and I think we ought to give that at least. 

While I am on my feet I wish to say that in the country there is a 
misconception with regard to the manner in which appropriations under 
the river and harbor bill are made. Some people seem to think that we 
ought to be able to appropriate in Congress sums of money exceeding 
those recommended by the board of engineers. Well, under the rulesof 
both Houses, I know enough of the workings of Congress to know that 
that can not bedone. This is a very important harbor. I say it is the 
most important harbor south of the Chesapeake, and Ido not exaggerate 
the importance of its commerce when I say that in point of tonnage it 
is almost equal toany in theGulf of Mexico. Last year they had clear- 
ances from the port of Pensacola of five hundred and sixty-five vessels, 
three hundred and fifty-one of which went abroad. Think of it, Mr. 
President, in one year five hundred and sixty-five ships entered and 
cleared from the port of Pensacola. There is nothing local in that. 
While it is naturally a fine harbor, the board of engineers concede that 
some improvement is necessary to be made. They entered upon a sys- 
tem, an imperfect one as [ think it is, but that system contemplated 
the expenditure of a given sum of money, and they said that to com- 
plete that system $55,000 would be necessary and could be expended 
during the present year 

If we are legislating on a broad national platform, so to speak, not 
with a view of doing things in a local way or merely distributing money 
from the Treasury to localities without regard to the advantage of com 
merce, let us give them what they ask. Nothing illustrates better 
than this the narrowness of the idea that prevails in reference to this 
bill that when it comes to a great harbor like this, with over five hun- 
dred ships entering and clearing from it in the course of a year, three 
hundred and fifty-one to foreign ports, no little trout stream, the En- 
gineer Department say they have adopted a system of improvements 
for this harbor that requires the expenditure of $55,000 to complete 
it, and you give them $50,000 and leave off the $5,000. I say that I 
think we ought at least to give in this case the amount recommended 
by the Engineer Department. I ask my friend from Minnesota in all 
seriousness and candor if it is not reasonable under the circumstances 
to give the amount recommended to complete this existing project. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. JoNES] has expired. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CALL. I move to insert on the same page, after line 141 of sec- 
tion 1 

For improving the harbor at Saint Augustine, Fla., $10,000 

Mr. HARRISON. Is that a new appropriation or is it simply an in- 
crease of one provided for in the bill? 

Mr. CALL. It is a new appropriation. 

Mr. HARRISON. Upon that I make the point of order that it is 
new legislation. I withdraw the point of order if it embarrasses any- 
body . 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is withdrawn. 


the Senate. I do not think there isanything in the point of order. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I hope the Senate will vote down the amend- 
ment. It is a new item and there is no necessity for it. 

Mr. CALL. Do I understand the Senator from Minnesota to renew 
the point ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No; Ido not renew the point. I simply ask the 
Senate to vote down the amendment 





Mr. CALL. This is a very important harbor. Like these others on 
the coast it may be made a place of refuge. It hasatfine depth of water 
|} and is capable of being made a very safe and valuable entrance It is 
a place where a very large number of people from all the States are con 
gregating every year. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER The question is on the amendment 
oifered by the Senator from Florid Mr. CALI 
he amendment was rejected 
° Mr. CALI Now, Mr. President, as the Senate will not consider 


Mr. CALL. Iam obliged to the Senator. I merely want a vote of 
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Florida in the Union, apparently least not in the river and harbor One word in explanation and I will not detain the Senate. The Pe 
PI I 

b or any increase of appropriation, I move to insert in the list of sur- 


ys in section §—hoping that there will be a time when we shall be 
able to obtain some consideration—on page 54, after line 36 


Charlotte Harbor, Florida 


Mr. McMILLAN. There is no survey of that improvement, and I 
see no objection to the amendment. 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CALL. In line 3 of section 8, on page 54, I move a verbal cor- 
rection. The name ‘*‘ Wekeira’’ should be ‘* Wekiva.’’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. CALL 


make another 


The orthography will be corrected. 
On line 35 of section 8, on the same page, I desire to 

verbal correction. The name ‘* Hermosassa’’ 
Homosassa.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. CALL 


Jupiter Inlet,on the Atlantic coast 


That correction will be made. 
I move to strike out line 36 of section 8, as follows: 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For canal and inland communication from Saint John’s River, through Mus- 
© Lagoon and Indian River, to Jupiter Inlet and Lake Worth, Florida 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator reduce the amendment to writ- 

ing and let the Secretary have it? I presume there is no objection to 

the survey 

Mr. CALL. I will state that there has been a survey of the upper 
portion of Indian River and Musquito Lagoon, and the report is here. 
There is occasion, however, to have an estimate of the costof the com- 
munication as far as Jupiter Inlet and to Lake Worth in the south. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary has not yet got the 
amendment 

Mr. CALL. I will hand it up. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ido not understand the Senator to insert any 
appropriation for this survey 

Mr. CALL. No, sir; it is to go in with the other surveys. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I see no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. I said that it was not creditable to a great 
body like this to stand upon $5,000 in respect to an improvement like 
that alluded to a while ago at the harbor of Pensacola. 
in his report uses this language 


qu 


The sum of $55,000. 
June 30, 1885, in augmenting width of channel-way across the “ inner bar,”’ af- 
fording additional safety and facility to navigation, and in constructing the 
proposed works for restoring and preserving the west shore-lines 

rhe estimated amount, exclusive of appropriations already made for the en- 
tire completion of the existing project, is $55,000. 

140, we find— 


Improving harbor at Pensacola, Fla. 


On page 70, line 
Continuing improvement, $50,000. 

I move to insert $55,000 instead of $50,000, to enable the Engineer 
Department to complete this project at a harbor where they have, as I 
said, annually five hundred and sixty-five ships clearing. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If that is the statement of the engineer it will 
be necessary for the Senator also to embrace in his motion tostrike out 
‘‘continuing’’ and insert ‘‘completing.’’ This appropriation is for 
continuing the improvement. It will be necessary to strike out ‘‘con- 
tinuing’’ and insert ‘‘completing.”’ 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. The engineer’s report says: 

The estimated amount, exclusive of appropriations already made for the en- 
tire completion of the existing project, is $55,000. 


Mr. McMILLAN. 
amendment complete, to strike out the word ‘ 
bill, and insert ‘‘ completing.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
cola, $55,000.’ 

Mr. McMILLAN. The word “ continuing’? is in the bill. 
complish the Senator’s purpose he will have to strike out ‘‘ continu- 


” 


‘continuing,’’ in the 


ing ’’ and insert ** completing.’’ 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. That is a mere verbal matter. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Still a very important change. 
Mr. JONES, of Florida. This is a particular project. 
Mr. McMILLAN. It will be necessary in order to conform the 


amendment to the facts. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 
harbor 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senate are fully advised of what this im- 
provement is, and of the report of the engineer. If it is the desire of 
the Senate to increase it to the full amount of the appropriation for 
completing the project, I submit that to the Senate themselves. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. In view of the action of the committee and the in- 
disposition of the Senate to make any change in the bill as reported, a 
Senator has very little encouragement toofferanyamendment. Never- 
theless, I feel it my duty to offer the following amendment: On page 
20, line 464 of section 1, after the word ‘‘improvement,’’ to insert 


The engineer | 


> necearary fi » Senator aire thie | : ; oe : a ; 
it will be necessary for the Senator, to make his | jower part of the river where it is really navigable, where'it is of value, 


Say ‘‘for improving the harbor of Pensa- | 


To ac- | 


This is a special improvement for that 


should be | 


| making it $13,000 for the whole improvement. 


Dee River is one of the longest in the South, having its source in North 
Carolina and flowing eastwardly and southwardly a distance of seven 
hundred miles, emptying into the Atlantic. Some years ago Congress 
undertook to improve this river from its mouth up, and the sums which 
have been appropriated for that improvement have been very small and 
the work of course proceeds very slowly. It has not yet reached to the 
line between North and South Carolina. 

The dwellers on the banks of the Pee Dee in my State are anxious 
that some recognition should be made on the part of Congress of that 
portion of the river within North Carolina, and of the intention of Con 
gress eventually to improve it, and therefore I ask that these words bx 
inserted, continuing the improvement up to the mouth of the Uwha- 
rie, in North Carolina, and increasing the appropriation only $5,000, 
That portion of the 
river in North Carolina flows through a magnificently timbered coun- 
try, and even a very small improvement which the $5,000 would bx 
capable of making would afford facilities for transporting timber from 
a region whose chief wealth is in timber. 

I trust that the chairman of the committee will yield to such a mod- 
est and reasonable request; but if he should continue to harden his 
heart and disregard the *‘signs and wonders ’’ which point to the im- 
portance of that stream, I hope the Senate itself will take it in hand 
and will vote this small appropriation for the purpose which I have 
indicated. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 464 of section 1, after the word ‘* im- 
provement,’’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ up to the mouth of the Uwharic 
River, North Carolina,’’ and to strike out ‘“‘ eight’’ and insert **‘thir- 
teen;’’ 


I should like to have the amendment 


so as to read: 


Improving the Great Pee Dee River, South Carolina: Continuing improve- 
ment up to the mouth of the Uwharie River, North Carolina, $13,000 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. If my memory serves me aright, this 
is a proposition in effect to declare the river up to that point navigab|: 
which is not now navigable, and I believe there have been some pe 
sons here and some petitions presented for this purpose, stating as th 


| reason for improving the river up to this point that there has been a 





‘‘up to the mouth of the Uwharie River, in North Carolina,’’ and in | 
the same line to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘thirteen,’’ so as to 


make an increase of $5,000 for the Great Pee Dee River. 


an be profitably expended during the fiscal year ending | great cyclone, a great deal of timber bas been blown down on th. 


banks of this stream, and it is necessary it should be somewhat im 
proved in order that the timber may be cut up and floated down. That 
is, I believe, the representation made to some members of the com 
mittee. I do not know as to the trath of this; but it is a propositio: 
to go further up this river to a point where it is not now navigable by 
expending money upon it to make it a public highway. 

I submit that it is proper for the Legislature of the State of North 
Carolina to do that. If it is desired to make this stream a public high- 
way and use it for the purposes of lumbering the State ought to ex- 
pend the extra money and ought to make it a public highway by an 
act of the Legislature and not ask Congress to do it. 

The present expenditure upon the river is made about in the pro 
portion that the other appropriations have been made, and it was 
thought to be entirely sufficient. But certainly the Senate does not 
desire to go any higher up this stream, for if we go much higher up | 
fear we shall get into the region of the trout about which the Senato1 
Trom New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] has spoken so feelingly this morn- 
ing. Inimproving this river we had better hold our improvement to the 


and where the object of expenditure is not simply to float logs down 
stream. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

The question being put, the amendment was declared to be rejected 

Mr. VANCE. [ask foradivision. I did not know the vote was 
being taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Senator from North Carolina 


| asks for a division. 


Mr. HOAR. Had not the Senator better renew the amendment in 


the Senate? Having a division requires the summoning of absent Sen- 
ators. There was but one ‘‘ay’’ on the vote taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is suggested that the Senator from 
North Carolina can take the question as well in the Senate, and taking 
it now will involve the necessity of summoning Senators. 

Mr. VANCE. Very well, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The amendment is rejected. 
Mr. HOAR. 


I move to amend the bill on the fifty-ninth page, after 


| line 113 of section 8, by inserting: 


Harbor at Hyannis, with a view of deepening the harbor. 


This is a proposition for a survey, and I have received by mail this 
morning a petition signed by a considerable number of shipmasters 
and other principal citizens there asking that this survey be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 


| the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. RANSOM. I beg leave to offer the following amendment—it is 
not for North Carolina. At the bottom of page 20 I move to insert: 
Improving Saint Jones's River, Delaware : Continuing improvement, $10,000 


Mr. SAULSBURY. 1 desire to say that the amendment was offered 
by the Senator from North Carolinaat my request. There is no appro- 
priation made for my State south of New Castle, which is twelve miles 
trom the northern line of the State. Below that point we have some 
ten different navigable streams emptying into Delaware Bay and one 
emptying in the Atlantic Ocean. 

‘The report of the engineers shows that there is nearly a million dol- 
lars of commerce on the Saint Jones’s River. There has been already 
an appropriation made in 1881 of $5,000 which the engineer has not used 
for the purpose appropriated. Two years ago the committee very 
kindly and the Senate put on an appropriation of $10,000, but it was 
dropped out in committee of conference. I have introduced the same 
amendment and the Senator from North Carolina by my request has 
offered it for 310,000. I have not gone before the committee to ask for 
an appropriation for my State, and I never shall doso. Wherever the 


engineers’ reports are favorable I will call the committee’s attention to 


the reports. 

The report of the engineers in this case shows that this river floats a 
commerce of a million dollars, and if there were certain improvements 
made and the bar removed at the mouth of the river, there would bea 
very considerable increase of this. commerce. The engineer’s report 
will show the estimate as to the commerce of the river for which I 
have been trying to secure an appropriation for four years. 

Perhaps if I had gone before the committee, as some persons have, 
clamoring for these appropriations, I should have had them, but I have 
not seen proper to do that. The Senate should act upon the merits of 
the proposition, as I hope it will. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. In line 240 of section 1, on page 11, after the word 
‘improvement, ’’ I move to insert ** including dredging in the harbor; ”’ 
so as to read: 


Improving harbor of refuge, Sand Beach, Lake Huron, Michigan : Continuing 
improvement, including dredging in the harbor, $75,000, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Michigan [ Mr. Concer]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to make a small amendment to this bill. I 
move to strikeout the word ‘‘ one’’ and insert the word **two”’ in line 
938 of section 1, on page 39; so as to read: 

Continuing improvement, $2,250,000, 


Mr. MCMILLAN. This is increasing the Mississippi River appro- 
priation $1,000,000 in addition to the $1,000,000 already appropriated. 

Mr. GEORGE. Four million six hundred and seventy-five thou- 
sand dollars was estimated for, and $250,000 appropriated by this com- 
mittee is for damage that has occurred since the estimate was made, so 
that it is about 52,000,000 short. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I inquire of the Senator from Mississippi 
how much has been appropriated for the Mississippi River? 

Mr. GEORGE. The appropriation stands, if this bill passes as now 
drawn up, $2,250.00 for the Mississippi River, of which sum $250,000 
by an amendment made by the committee is specifically appropriated to 
Memphis Harbor and to repairs and damage occurring since the esti- 
mates were made by the Mississippi River Commission, so that in tact 
$2,000,000 is appropriated. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Mississippi River drains almost an entire 
continent. Itis capable of floating the products of twelve or fifteen of 
the great States to tide water, and this is about the first appropriation 
Congress has made looking to an im.provement of that river in a mode 
likely to be beneficial. Complaint is made—— 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Let me ask the Senator a question. 
The Senator asked for the amount appropriated in this bill for the 
Mississippi River. The Senator from Mississippi replied $1,000,000 
He should have stated that early in the session we passed a special bill 
appropriating $1,000,000. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That hasalready been stated. I should like to 
compare the appropriations made for a single State in this bill, which I 
suppose has been very carefully considered by a very enlightened com- 
mittee, one disposed to do exact justice in every case, with what is asked 
for here to improve the Mississippi River, ranning through several great 
States and carrying the products of many more over its bosom to tide 
water. Let me take the single State of Michigan, an interior State 
bordered in no respect by any water, except the lakes, having but few 
rivers, and certainly not any of them that I think would be very much 






beneiited by such improvements as it is proposed to make. I find the 
little State of Michigan this year has in this bill appropriations of $744,- 
000 which I have footed up. I do not know how much more. I have 
counted that much of appropriations in the bill. Whatisit for? Look 


on page 10 of the bill: 


Improving ice-harbor at Belle River, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $2,000 
Improving harbor at Black Lake, Mich. : Continuing improvement, $15 





Improving harbor at Charlevoix and entrance to Pine Lake, Mich.: Continu 
ing improvement, $10,000 
Improving Pent Water Harbor, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $15,000 


This last item the honorable committee saw fit to put in the bill as 
an addition to that already proposed by the House. 


Improving harbor at Cheboygan, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 
Improving harbor at Frankfort, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $5,000 
Improving harbor at Grand Haven, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $50,000 
Improving harbor of refuge, Sand Beach, Lake Huron, Michigan: Continuing 
im provement, $75,000 
Improving harbor at Ludington, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $10,000 
Improving harbor at Manistee, Mich.: Continuing in 
Improving harbor at Muskegon, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $20,000 
_ Improving Grand Marais Harbor, Michigan: Continuing improvement, 
$35,000 








rovement, $10,000 





The last is also a new item which the Senate committee has seen fit 
to put in. 


Improving harbor at Ontonagon, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $15,000 
Improving harbor at Saint Joseph, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $15,000 
Improving Marquette Harbor, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $5,000 
Improving harbor at Saugatuck, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $4,000 
Improving harbor at South Haven, Mich.: Continuing improvement, $7,500 
Improving harbor at White River, Mich.: Continuing improvement $10,000 





I should like to ask if there are any more harbors in that State or if 
it is possible to locate any more alongits borders? Still further I find 


Improving harbor of refuge at Portage Lake, Michigan, $12,500 


Two entire pages of the bill are covered with improvements for a 
State lying way in the interior, and for no purpose in the world except 
to improve little harbors along the shores of the lakes. Now, go fur 
ther. I call your attention to the twenty-ninth page of the bill 


Improving Detroit River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $200,000 


The House had appropriated $100,000, which it considered sufficient 
I suppose, but the Senate committee very generously have doubled it 
and made it 3200,000, 

Improving Hay Lake Channel, Saint Mary’s River, Michigan: Continuing 
improvement, $125,000, 

Improving Saginaw River, Michigan: Continuing improvement, $50,000 


Improving Grand River below Grand Rapids, Mich.: Continuing improve- 
$25,000 








ment 


Then here comes again another item inserted by the Senate commit- 


tee 
Improving outh and harbor of Cedar River, Michigan: Continuing im- 
provement, $15,000, 


I know not how much more thi¥ bill contains for the State of Michi- 


gan, but certainly I have figured up here appropriations amounting to 
$744,000. I do not like to draw comparisons. I suppose that the 
State of Michigan is represented on the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. | know that the State of New Jersey is not, either in the House 
or in the Senate. We have more harbors, we have more water courses 


leading to the ocean, we have more need of improvements, and every 
dollar of money expended in that State is worth more to the general 
interests of commerce and navigation than it possibly can be in the 
State of Michigan. I think no Senator will dispute this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from New 
Jersey has expired. Is there objection to his continuing? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator will proceed 

Mr. McPHERSON. Now, Mr. President, I have thought at some 
time during my service in the Senate a river and harbor bill might 
sibly be constructed upon ideas of justice sufficient to encourage me in 
voting forit. I havenever yet been able to vote for one; and seemingly, 
if this is a sample of river and harbor bills that we are asked to support, 
I never shall be able to give the bill my support, certainly not this bill 
{ bill which undertakes to take from the public Treasury $744,000 to 
improve harbors on the coast of Michigan is wrong, and every Senato1 
must see it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator a question, I am not 
very familiar with these things, but I have been told that there passes 
up and down Detroit River alone a tonnage greater than enters Liver 
pool annually. Is not that true? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I know nothing about the tonnage of the De- 
troit River. I have criticised no appropriation for the Detroit River 
I never would criticise an appropriation to make the Detroit River 
what it ought to be for the commerce of that part of the country. I 
have never criticised an appropriation for the Mississipppi River, for 
the Hudson River, or for any of the great national water ways of the 
country, or appropriations to improve the national harbors. I have 
never criticised an appropriation for Boston Harbor, New York, Balti- 
more, Philadelphia, or any other harbor in the country, where I think 
it is just and proper to appropriate money for the purpose of increasing 
the commerce of the country. But when you undertake to surround a 
State with harbors and then take from the public Treasury six or seven 
hundred thousand dollars to improve them to the loss of other parts of 
the country, I am opposed to it 

Che Committee on Commerce to-day have diligently and studiously 
avoided allowing any appropriation to enter into this bill that has been 
moved by gentlemen on this side of the Chamber, and also upon the 
other side. My own colleague asked for an appropriation of money, 
not $200,006, nor $2,000,000, but forty or fifty thousand dollars to 
improve a water way, as he stated, over which more commerce passes 
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than the whole 
not allowed 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senator will remember that the amendment 
was allowed to the amount of $35,000. 

Mr. McPHERSON. You did give him $35,000 

Mr. McMILLAN. The amendment was carried for that amount. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very generous! I thank you for it. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senator undertook to statea fact. 
corrected him 

Mr. MCPHERSON Now, Mr. President, if this is te be our mode 
of legislation, if river and harbor bills are to be constructed by a Com- 
mittee of Commerce, if the State of Michigan can obtain an appropria- 
tion of $744,000, taking into consideration, as 1 want every Senator to 


foreign commerce of the port of New York, and it was 


I merely 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. I think I said, if the Senator will bear with 
me again, in answer to the Senator from Massachusetts, that I did not 
object to any suitable appropriation for the Detroit River, but one 
thing [ did notice, that it was doubled over the amount as it came 


| from the House. 


Mr. CONGER. lIask leave to continue beyond the five minutes, 
I can not in five minutes say what I want to say and have the time 
occupied by the Senator whose time was extended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to extending the 
time of the Senator from Michigan? The Chair hears none and the 


| Senator will proceed. 


do, her right to ask for it, and if other States are to be left entirely un- | 


provided for in the bill, if when the bill reaches the Senate and the 
Committee on Commerce have the power, as they seemingly have in this 


body, to resist any just appropriation of money for any other portion of | channel which this Government has had surveyed and examined to 


the country not named in their bill, then it is about time that the coun- | 
I say, and I say it without meaning to be offensive | 


try understood it 
to anybody, if there ever was such a thing as aswindle upon the coun- 
try, it is the river and harbor bills that have been passed by Congress 
in the last five or six years. I do not criticise this one as any worse 
than the others, but I can not credit it with being any better. 

Mr. President, 1 simply wish to call attention to this fact as the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi wascalling for an appropriation of money entirely 


i 


out of proportion to the amount given to one single State, the appro- | 


priations for which I have read from the bill, and it was immediately 
objected to by the honorable chairman of the committee. 
formed that upon the Mississippi River a certain sum of money may 
be judiciously expended and can be during the present year; but every 


We are in- | 


| sight and knowledge. 


dollar asked for by the friends of the measure, by all the great States | 


whose rivers drain into the Mississippi River and whose commerce and 


by the Committee on Commerce. 
bill too large.’’ 
to the State of Michigan is not too large. 

Mr. CONGER, 
an appropriation of a cent for rivers and harbors but condemns the 
whole system, evc:: in his own State, where his people are beseeching 
the Committee on Commerce to make appropriations for them, and who 
repudiates their wishes, and by his action and by his votes tells his con- 
stituents that they have mistaken their business, the speech of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey is very characteristic and very amusing. When 
I took oceasion to speak a while ago about the actual necessity of the 


The answer is, ‘* It will make the 


| was settling at the rate of four inches in a hundred years. 
products are carried by its waters to theGulf are opposed at every step | 


Mr.CONGER. Ilaccept the apology of the Senatorfrom New Jersey 
in regard to the Detroit River, and in behalf of the Senate I hope it 
may be accepted, and with all the humility, characteristic of him, with 
which the Senator made it. 

I go to another thing, the item for Hay Lake Channel, the great 


make a straight and feasible channel from Lake Huron to the great 
canal at the Sault Falls, of $125,000. Sir, there is carried from Lake 
Superior in copper and iron alone every year more value than ever was 
seenon the Raritan River. Talk about the Raritan River and its little 
lot of skiffs and canal-boats! We know about that. Numbers swe!l] 
up very large, but it is a kind of pony navigation; it pays toll. Our 
rivers of the West for many hundreds of miles of navigation, for great 
ships drawing sixteen feet of water, whenever the limestone across thx 
Detroit River is removed, are free, free to the world, free to the East, 
free to the West, free to the North, and free to the South. Sir, w 
have lakes and harbors in the little inland State of Michigan into which 
we could bury New Jersey with its Raritan River far from human 
But we do not want to bury it there. 

I read this morning in a paper that the whole coast of New Jersey 
With the 
settling of that coast the harbors will be deepened; with the settling 


| of the coast the tide will run in on the Raritan and allow boats that 


But when we examine the bill we find that $744,000 | 


draw six and five and four feet of water to get every hundred years 


| four inches more. 


Mr. President, for a gentleman who never votes for | 


regard to it, the flash of lightning came clear across here to my seat | 


from the Senator’s eye because I opposed a little appropriation that 
would improve the tolls of a company in his State. I may say here 
that the whole State is threaded with monopolies that charge commerce 
and navigation and passengers and freights more tolls than any other 
State in the United States. That is the system on which they keep up 
their improvements there 

[am willing any Senator should attack an appropriation for the 


State of Michigan if he has read one line in regard to it, or can make | 


one objection, or can show any impropriety in it in the least. I do 
not ask for a decent reason. I do not ask for a sufficient reason. I 
ask for a little shadow of a reason; and yet a grave Senator, without 
knowing what an appropriation is for in the whole list that he reads, 
attacks the amounts. Why, sir, on the Detroit River which he attacks 
in the first instance because it has $200,000 appropriated to it, there 
are 45,000 passages of vessels in the season of navigation of eight months 
-45,000, of an average tonnage exceeding five hundred to the vessel. 
The daily passages over the lime-kiln obstructions in the Detroit 
River for which the appropriation is made are between two hundred 
and seventy-five and three hundred every day of the summer months. 


The great ships and propellers and barges bearing the whole commerce | 


of the Northwest, Minnesota, lowa, Wisconsin, Illinois, Northern In- 
diana, Northern Missouri pass down the great chain of lakes, and they 
all pass through this Detroit River. 

The Senator thinks there is no water up there. He says more boats 
pass on the Raritan River than go into the harbor of New York. 
Sir, the entries and clearances in the harbor of New York are between 
thirteen and fourteen thousand in a year; and yet at the point where 


this obstruction of navigation exists in the Detroit River there are | 


45,000 passages of vessels in a year—in a year of eight months of navi- 
gation. 

Mr. McPHERSON.,. 
question ? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes; I guess so. 

Mr. McPHERSON., 
my intention to do, the appropriation to the Detroit River, perhaps he 
will pass from that subject. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator commenced with that with a flashing 
in his eyes that first induced me to retire from the Chamber, and then 
my natural pluck called on me to remain and hear the attack which 
he had to make upon my Western State. 


Will the Senator yield to me right there for a | 





| $20,000 above Bay City and $20,000 below. 


| every year. 


Sir, on the theory of the Senator from New Jersey, voting forever 
and perpetually against any improvement of the interior navigation of 
the United States, the people of this country, if they adopted his views 
would wait for this providential subsidence of the eastern coast, not 
that we might dig out and dredge and improve the navigation of the 
rivers, but that as the earth settled the water would come in and make 
deeper channels of communication; and that same spirit would wait fo1 


| the subsidence of the coast of New Jersey to improve its harbors, to: 
. . | 
Raritan River improvement to show what the committee thought in 


the Senator says he never has voted and never will vote for one of the 
river and harbor bills. 

Sir, I thank God that he does not represent the intelligence, he does 
not represent the spirit of progress, he does not represent the demands 
of the people of the United States in this year or any other year of its 
existence. With his spirit there would have been no increase in the 
United States; with that spirit the great rivers and harbors of the West 
would have been without sails and without commerce and without set 
tlement along their borders—a Sleepy Hollow sentiment that waits and 
waits and lets others vote appropriations to improve even one’s own 
State. But I have stated all I desire upon that subject. 

The Senator objects to the sum of $40,000 for the Saginaw River, 
There pass out of that 
harbor at the mouth of the Saginaw River 627,000,000 feet of lumber 
Think of 627,000,000 feet of lumber! I could shingle New 
Jersey withit. [Laughter.] I could lay the rafts that go out of that 
river on all the waters of New Jersey upon which you could drive coaches 
without the water spattering up through the cracks. [Laughter.] The 
lumbermen of my State, in the forests cutting down the trees along the 
rivers and making the logs into lumber at the mills, every year manu- 
facture 4,000,270,000 feet of lumber, and it all has to go out of these 
different harbors. 

These harbors, to each of which is given five or ten or fifteen o1 
twenty or forty thousand dollars, are of greatimportance. The money 
is used to remove bars between the lakes and the little interior mouths 


| of the rivers, so that there may go these millions of feet of lumber out 


to supply the wants of the West and the South and the East. I need 
not dwell on the statistics of its wheat, the largest winter-wheai-grow 

ing State in the Union. Michigan is a little inland State! It is the 
seventh State in the Union in its wool production, but it is a little in- 
land State! It is the eighth State in the Union in its production of 
cattle, and the eleventh in its production of horses, but it is a little in- 
land State, that little Michigan of ours! Why, sir, New Jersey is a 
good deal of a State, but its whole production could not only be quad- 


| rupled but could be multiplied by twenty-five, old as it is and great as 
Not having criticised, as I distinctly disavowed | 


it is, and it does not begin to reach the magnitudeof the productions of 


| that little inland State of Michigan. 


Now, sir, I invoke the Senator from New Jersey to look at his geox- 
raphy a little. The exhibition of to-day reminds me, as it does many 
of my fellows around me, that that branch of study has been sadly neg- 
lected. Sir, the coast line, following the large bays around the coast of 
Michigan where vessels drawing twelve feet of water can go around and 
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approach the shore, is longer than that of any other State in this Union, 
We have bays there, that we do not call very large bayseither, that have 
more coast line than all New Jersey. We have baysin Michigan in which, 
as I said before about our lakes, we can hide New Jersey trom the eyes 
of man. Michigan is bounded by Lake Erie, Lake Saint Clair, Lake 
Huron, Lake Michigan, and Lake Superior. All but one of that mag- 
nificent chain of lakes that is the admiration of the world border on 
the State of Michigan. That it is productive, that it is fertile, that its 
mines exceed those of any other land, that its fisheries are the most pro- 
ductive of those of any State of this Union, that the amount of pine cut 
in that State exceeds that of any other two States in the Union, that it 
has for itself a great commerce can not be disputed by any one who has 
at all read its history. 

But, sir, it happens that the Detroit River and the Saint Clair River 
and the Saint Mary River connecting those three great lakes, Superior 
and Huron and Erie, and the Straits of Mackinaw, connecting with 
Lake Michigan, all lie within the State of Michigan. Of the amount 
appropriated in this bill $573,000 are for works in which the State of 
Michigan is no more interested than New York or Pennsylvania or 
Ohio or Illinois or Wisconsin or Minnesota. These great expenditures 
are to improve the great natural highways, national highways, and un- 
fortunately for the Senator from New Jersey he has attacked appro- 
priations which are more purely national in their character and grand in 
their character than can be found in any other State in this Union. 
He has chosen that perhaps from a little pique because I made some re- 
marks about the Raritan and the canal and the tolls imposed by the 
State of New Jersey, not only on canals but on everything else, and 
the Senator was offended. Sir, I do not blame him. I do not regret 
the exhibition of feeling he has shown here. I do not regret his an- 
nouncement in attacking this bill that he opposes all river and harbor 
bills. I desire that the country shall know who opposes the progress 
unto destiny of this nation of ours. I desire the country to know who 
stands by railroad monopolies and refuses to improve the great high- 
ways of the people which are free to all. That question is crowding 





upon the consideration of the American people day by day. The peo- 
ple know well that the improvement of their water courses upon which 
the boat, the vessel, large or small, of any one of our citizens may float, 
carrying off to market the produce of others of our citizens, is the great 
restraint to-day and in all time will be upon such monopolies as can 
grind down the farmer and compel the disapproval of the agriculturist 
all over the land. 

If I had time and could brieffy review the history of our internal-im- 
provement system in improving rivers and harbors, I could show you 
the waste places which have become settled and alive with industry and 
with immigration and with growth. If I had time I could show that 
just in proportion as these improvements have spread out through the 
States and up our rivers and along our lakes and along.our coast the 
country has prospered—prospered beyond allexample, intinitely beyond 
the meager appropriations which we have been compelled to dole out 
from year to year because we did not desire to make an appropriation 
bill for this purpose too great inany one year. Had I the time to ex- 
plain even briefly fhese things I should give the whole history of the 
growth and the expansion and spreading out of our country from the 
East to the West, its harbors, itscities, its villages, its waste places made 
fruitful. I assert here—and i have studied that subject—without any 
fear of contradiction that just in proportion as the General Government 
has opened these larger and smaller highways of travel and the course 
of the natural channels of communication with which Providence has 
blessed our great country, in that same proportion the country has grown 
and prospered and become settled. 

Sir, I have said that whatever sum—and I have not footed it up— 
the Senator from New Jersey charges as being appropriated to the State 


of Michigan, $570,000 of it by my list is for great national highways, for | 


the straits in the rivers, for the channels through which the vessels of 
all the States pass freely. Why, sir, the lime-kiln obstruction in the 
Detroit River does not even lie in the State of Michigan. Half of that 
obstruction to be removed lies in the waters of Canada. The middle 
of the channel is the dividing line, and we had to make a treaty with 
Canada to get a right to deepen that part of the channel to make a great 
highway between the upper and the lower lakes, between the great 
West and the great East. 

Ah, sir, considering the amount of cost, considering the great num- 
ber and great amount of these appropriations which are for great na- 
tional highways with which the State of Michigan has only to do be- 
cause they pass along its borders on the boundary line between us and 
the Canadas, and considering that this appropriation is less than 6 per 


cent. of the whole appropriation in this bill, less than one-sixteenth of 


the whole, with all its great boundary of water and with all the States 
that are interested in it, I submit to the gentleman that he had better 
continue making his apologies for attacking the State of Michigan, and 
for myself it may be proper to say I will accept them most cheerfully 
and not renew again this discussion. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I had desired at some time 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator yield to me a moment? | 





think perhaps I ought to say a word in reply to the Senator from | 


Michigan. 
XV—366 
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Mr. HOAR. I will yield to the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question pending is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] 
upon which the Senator from New Jersey has already addressed the 
Senate. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to say only one word in reply to the 
Senator from Michigan, but if the Senator from Massachusetts wishes 
to hold the floor 

Mr. HOAR. I will hold the floor but yield to the Senator. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will not take more than a moment. I do 
not suppose the Senate expects me to reply to the Senator from Michigan 
in terms such as he has employed. 

If any Senator will take up like appropriation bills in former years 
and will study carefully the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD when such bills 
have been under consideration, he will find the speech of the Senator 
to-day. I have heard it and read it often. Perhaps the only misfort: 
une about the matter, if there be any at all, is the fact that the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey to-day has seen fit to attack the provisions of this 
bill in the case of the State of Michigan, which I think have been 
placed there, perhaps I may justly say, very largely through the influ- 
ence of the distinguished gentleman himself upon the committee from 
that State. 

But there is one thing I find the Senator isan adeptin doing. When- 
ever he gets himself in a difficult position like the one he seems to be 
in to-day his only way out of it is by violent denunciation and extrava- 
gant gesticulation. He comes down to the front row in the Senate, and 
there he spreads the American eagle and denounces anybody and every- 
body who will not vote for river and harbor bills. 

The Senator must not undertake to say that I am disappointed with 
the meager appropriation given to the State of New Jersey. I am en- 
tirely satisfied. I should be bettersatisfied, however, if the appropria- 
tions made for that State were in any measure proportioned to the ap- 
propriations given to the State of Michigan. 1 should be better satis- 
fied if the appropriations made for other States were in some measure 
proportioned to the appropriations made for his State. 

I will not undertake to reply to the Senator’s so-called argument or 
speech. To do so would be to lose my own self-respect in a measure, 
and certainly the respect of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have desired at some time during the 
progress of this bill to express some views upon the general policy in 
regard to the improvement of the mternal water ways of this country, 





| and I am informed by the gentlemen who have the bill in charge that 


it would perhaps be more agreeable to them and more convenient to 
the Senate that I should take this opportunity. 

I do not expect to address the Senate on the pending amendment to 
which alone the five-minute rule applies under the order, and I should 
like, therefore, to extend my remarks beyond five minutes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the time be extended by unanimous con- 
sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.  Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to express my views of the rela- 
tion of the National Government to domestic commerce. 

I am one of those persons who believe the powers conferred by the 
people on the National Government were created to beexercised. There 
is no economy in wasting strength. Nothing is so extravagant as sut- 
fering great public properties to remain unused. Great as have been 
the achievements of the American people in developing the resources of 
this continent for the use of man, there are far greater resources still 
unused, which the power of the nation alone is adequate to unfold. 
Nothing stands in the way of our contesting again with Great Britain 





her supremacy on the sea, of taking our rightful and leading place in 
supplying the markets of the world as well as bringing together the 
distant parts of our own territory, and multiplying many fold our agri- 
cultural and mineral wealth, but the want of a discreet and liberal 
exercise of the powers vested in Congress for this very purpose. 

There are two difficulties which we encounter. The first is from 


the functions of government not absolutely necessary for the preserva 
tion of the state and the security of life and property. The other is 
from a widespread popular belief that this class of expenditures is dis- 
honestly made. But the theory of the strict constructionist, however 
it may be vindicated by experience, in regard to many of the relations 
of government to the people is surely out of place here. Government 
| has its police powers; it exercises its authority for restraint or for 
exaction over the individual human will. The use of such powers 
| should be confined to the limits of absolute necessity. They become 
| odious to those who are subjected to them. They are the instru- 
| ments of tyranny and the temptation of ambition. Let these powers 
be limited by a construction as strict as may be compatible with the 
absolute safety of the state. The maxim ‘“‘ the world is governed too 
much’’ is the witness of the experience of mankind of their abuse. 

But to the power to regulate commerce no such objection applies. 
It is wholly beneficent. It is a senseless and unreasoning fear which 
dreads putting forth the national strength in these great public works 
through which every artery and vein of commerce throbs with a new 


that school of statesmanship which dreads and resists every exercise of 
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| 
life. Surely if we can call the great inanimate forces of nature into the | 
service of man we may rightfully avail ourselves of the united strength 
of the 50,000,000 who make up the Republic to build great public ways, 
to aid the railroad, to open the harbor on lake or ocean, to clear the 
channel of the great river for the commerce of the world. Under this 
generous and wise policy taxation itself, everywhere else a burden, be- 
comes only a source of wealth. The agencies of destruction are turned 
to the protection of works enduring as the continent itself. The great 
engineers of the Army, relieved from the employments of war, turn 
their genius in a new direction— 

Bid the broad arch the dangerous flood contain 

The mole, projected, break the roaring main ; 

Back to his bounds their subject sea command, 

And roll obedient rivers through the land— 


These honors peace to happy nations brings ; 
These are imperial arte, and worthy kings. 


If any construction of the Constitution can be considered as settled 
by legislative precedent, by general consent, and by the opinions of the 
great leaders and authorities of all parties, it is this: That the power 
to regulate commerce among the States has been vested by the Consti- 
tution in Congress ascompletely as it before existed in the States; that 
it includes the power to facilitate commerce by all appropriate public 
works; and that it is a power granted not for purposes of limitation or 
restraint, but as a beneficial power to be freely exercised. Mr. Calhoun, 
of all our statesmen the most jealous of national authority, declares in 
his report of June 26, 1846: 

It was not to limit or prohibit it as a power of a dangerous character. On the 
contrary, it was regarded as one of the utmost utility, and on the proper control 
of which the prosperity of the States essentially depended. 

Mr. President, it is not from constitutional scruple that we hesitate to 
employ for the public advantage the beneficent forces which the Con- 
stitution places in our hands. It is the fear of a wild and unreason- 
ing public outcry. I state the resultof careful observation and of large 
experience in legislation here when I affirm my belief that Congress 
has not dared to deal with the question of restoring our carrying trade 
by sea, with the question of creating and maintaining a navy, or with 
this matter of developing our great internal public ways in the spirit 
of a true wisdom or a true economy. We have notonly not dealt with 
them as other great nations deal with them, but we have not dealt with 
them on sound principles, as a private man with like interests and 
resources would deal with them. 

Mr. Webster declared in 1824: 

High rank among the nations results more than from anything else from that 
military power which we can cause to be water-borne, and from that extent of 
commerce which we are able to maintain throughout the world. (See Webster, 
volume 3, page 134.) 

The United States, with its 18,000 miles of seacoast, is no longer 
a naval power. Your flag carries with it no terror at sea, for you 
have neither guns nor ships of war to support it. You are not only 
without the means of making yourselves formidable by attack, but 
you could not without a long period of preparation defend your own 
coasts. It is not England or France, Italy or Spain only with whom 
you are bound over by your own weakness to keep the peace. You 
could not if you would have supported the policy of the last Secretary 
of State in regard to the Americancontinent. It is doubtful if you had 
the naval force to prevent Chili from laying San Francisco under con- 
tribution in case she had resented our interference. 

An eminent naval officer was called on to respond to the toast to the 
Navy at the meeting of the Army of the Potomac in this city last sum- 
mer. I do not envy him if the report I have seen of his speech be true, 
as I have no reason to doubt, when he was compelled to answer the 
suggestion that we must depend on torpedoes and not on sailors for the 
satety of our chief cities: 


Rear-Admiral Rodgers, responding to the third toast, ‘‘ The Navy,” alluded to 
the co-operation of the naval with the land forces during the war. Speaking of 
the Navy of to-day, he said: 

“So far as I know, we have not even one good gun of modern caliber ashore 
or afloat, in the Army or the Navy. Whatis more, I fear we have no trained 
artisans nor any forgesto make guns. Our old cannon are as obsolete as the 
flint-lock muskets of 1812, and we have not one efficient ship of war. England 
is at this moment building twelve great ironclads, France sixteen, and the Ital- 
ians two of the largest ironclads in the world, and we, in thisrich country, with 
its enormous seacoasts, have been standing idle.’ 

General RosrcRANS, who sat near the speaker, suggested that this country de- 
pended on torpedoes. Admiral Rodgers immediately took issue with him, and 
said that while torpedoes were not implements of warfare to be disregarded, 


they were an utterly unreliable power, and their greatest value is in their | 
moral effect 





Mr. Webster declared at Charleston in June, 1825: 


We have a commerce that leaves no sea unexplored; navies which take no 
law from superior force. 

Is this true of our 50,000,000 to-day ? 

The delusion that the absence of American shipping from the ocean is 
due to the rebel cruisers and the encouragement of rebel cruisers by Great 
Britain is refuted by statistics. In 1868, four years after the Alabama 
went down in the British Channel, the American registered tonnage was 
1,565,732; in 1882 it had fallen to 1,292,294: a loss of 273.438. In 
1858 the registered steam tonnage was (American) 221.939; in 1882, 
154,570: a loss of 67,369. 
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The percentage of American, British, and total foreign tonnage en- 
tered at seaports of the United States from foreign countries was: 


1868. 1882. Difference 
| Per cent. Per cent.| Per cent 
American........... sianianiaainsupnininianiisaincibimbiin tannin 44. 26 20. 25 24. Ob 
British ...... — a 42.15 TET Reneniccsees 





Foreign 55.74 79. 75 


In 1856 the American percentage was 71.56; in 1861, 66.35; in 1882. 
20.25. 

The secretary of the National Board of Trade, from whom these sta- 
tistics are taken, well says: 


A few years hence, unless adequate measures of relief shall be promptly ap- 
lied, we shall have no carrying trade whatever upon any ocean; on the At- 
antic we can hardly be said to have any now. 


Great Britain owes the establishment and maintenance of her ocean 
steamship lines to a liberal system of subsidies. Even now when her 
great steamship lines are established in their command of the world’s 
carrying trade she pays out for ocean mail service a considerable sum 
annually more than she receives in postage. 

I do not fail to appreciate the gravity of other objections to a system 
of subsidies, nor do I deem it for the interest of the United States to 
maintain a large navy. Still less would I put myself in opposition to 
that wise and healthy publicsentiment which demands a rigid economy 
in expenditure. No dollar of the public money should be taken from 
the Treasury unless for a purpose which would command the assent of 
the people when the facts and reasons were known. But the American 
people are entitled to have their great business interests dealt with by 
statesmen who are not constantly flinching and cringing; who are not 
afraid that their public and personal character can not stand against 
senseless imputations of dishonesty. If the Congress be a den of thieves 
let us abandon our Constitution. Certainly the Republic is a failure 
if it can not wield those national forces which are solely peaceful and 
beneficial because of the iniquity and corruption which must attend 
their exercise. 

Who can doubt that a sovereign like the half-savage Peter the Great 
or like the accomplished Emperor of Brazil would largely increase the 
value of our product to the producer and reduce its cost to the con- 
sumer by moderate and judicious expenditure in removing the obstruc- 
tions to transportation? What I complain of is not that we do not 
adopt the methods of other nations. Our own may be better. I do 
not now complain that we do not imitate Great Britain in the policy 
by which she has gained and preserved the sovereignty of the seas. | 
do not now complain that we do not create a navy. I am not at this 
moment complaining that we have neglected the lessons of our own 
experience and the conclusions of our wisest and most thorough inves- 
tigators. But I demand that we shall consider all these things on 
their merits; that we shall treat them and discuss them and vote upon 
them as things that may be honestly done or honestly let alone. | 
would insert in the river and harbor bill no single item the public 
usefulness of which can not be made so clear in the report of the com- 
mittee that it will command with substantial unanimity the support 
of those persons who will fairly and consistently give it their atten 
tion. If the American Congress shall be driven from its duty by feat 
of imputations upon its integrity it will go far toward a confession 


| that such imputations are not undeserved. 


We are a great producing and a great consuming country. We are 
not only great producers of raw material, butare and ought tobe great 
manufacturers. While we aspire to our full share of the occupation of 
carrying for other nations this share will always be of far less impor- 
tance than the carrying we do for ourselves. It is manifestly for our 


| interest that our product should be of the greatest possible value to 


the producer and of the lowest possible cost tothe consumer. In so 
far as we are ourselves consumers this is plainly true. It is equally 
true so far as we provide for the consumption of other nations. It is 
essential to our successful competition with other nations either as 
manufacturersor as producers of food that we should reduce very largely 
the cost of our product. There are two policies proposed for the accom 


| plishment of this result. One is the reduction of wages. The othe 


the reduction of the cost of transportation. 

The reduction of wages whether on farm or in factory is wholly in 
admissible. Upon their maintenance and increase depend not only 
the comfort of unnumbered American homes but, as I firmly believe, 
the destiny of the Republic itself. I will not accept the teachings ot 
that political economy which would persuade me that the fate of the 
workingman everywhere is to toil for bare life. I shall despair of m 
country when I am compelled to believe in such a necessity. Comfort 
able homes, abundant food, education, leisure must be earned by th« 
workingmen in whom Providence has vested the government of this 
country or it will perish. 

The cost of transportation adds nothing to intrinsic value. It is pur 
tax. It is burden, and nothing but burden. Any course of legisla- 
tion, any reasonable expenditure which tends to reduce or to annihi- 
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late it is wholly beneficial. So far as we can institute a policy which | 
shall annihilate the great spaces of the country we inhabit we take | 
from our chief rival, Great Britain, the advantage of her station on the | 
sea, Surpassing herin everything else, compelling her to depend on us | 
for food and for cotton, if we can make as nearly as possible our whole 
territory a seaboard by the improvement of our great and wonderful 
opportunities for internal water transportation, we can reduce her both 
in commerce and business future to asecond rank. ; 

The removal of the burden of the cost of transportation of food and 
material, important as it is to the rest of the country, is vital to New 
England, and especially to the State which I represent. She has to 
transport over vast spaces her food, her material, and her product. 
Bringing across the continent her food, her coal, her iron, her leather, 
her wool, and her cotton, she sends her product back across the con- 
tinent to be sold in competition with the established industries and 
cheap labor of Europe on the one hand, and the rising home manufacture 
of the West and South on the other. Boston, of all the five great ports 
of export, is the farthest in distance fromthe producer. New England 
isthe farthest in distance from the market of all the great manufacturing 
centers. The interest of New England is to make the percentage of 
the cost of transport on food and material and product as small as pos- 
sible. That alone can give her equality. — 

The doctrine of internal improvement is a Massachusetts doctrine. 
She originated it. She has furnished its ablest and most zealous de- 
fenders. Inaletter dated February 2, 1837, John Quincy Adams says: 

The great effort of my administration was to mature into a permanent and 
regular system the application of all the superfluous revenue of the Union to in- 
ternal improvement; improvement which at this day would have afforded 
high wages and constant employment to hundreds of thousands of laborers and 
in which every dollar expended would have repaid itself fourfold in the en- 
hanced value of the public lands. With this system in ten years from this day 
the surface of the whole Union would have been checkered over with railroads 
and canals, It may still be done, half a century later, and with the limping gait 
of State legislation and private adventure. I would have done it in the admin- 
istration of the affairs of the nation; 1 had laid the foundation of it all by a reso- 
lution offered to the Senate in 1806, and adopted by that body under another's 
name. The Journals of the Senate are my vouchers. It called forth the first 
report of Albert Gallatin, then Secretary of the Treasury, upon internal im- 
provement, 

This report of Albert Gallatin was made to the Senate on the 4th of 
April, 1808. Few of our state papers equal it in interest and impor- 
tance. It embodies the opinions of John Quincy Adams, as he repeat- 
edly declared. Gallatin’s own authority is hardly inferior to that of 
Adams. 

I give a brief abstract of Mr. Gallatin’s report, which shows its far- 
reaching character: 


Whenever the annual expense of transportation on a certain route in its nat- 
ural state exceeds the interest on the capital employed in improving the com- 
munication and the annual expense of transportation (exclusively of the tolls) by 
the improved route, the difference is an annual additional income to the nation. 

It makes no difference whether the tolls pay the interest on the cost 
or not. 

Tue general gain is not confined to the difference between the expenses of 
the transportation of those articles which had formerly been conveyed by that 
route, but many which were brought to market by other channels will then 
find a new and more advantageous direction; and those which on account of 
their distance or weight could not be transported in any manner whatever, will 
acquire a value and become a clear addition to the national wealth. 


Private capital will not answer. 

First. Capital is so in demand that it is not readily subscribed to ob- 
jects whose profit is remote. Lesssums than needed being subscribed 
at first, work proceeds slowly and interest lost 

Second. One canal comparatively useless until others beyond com- 
pleted too extensive or distant to be embraced by the same individuals. 

The General Government alone can remove these obstacles,and thereby 
reduce expense to the lowest rate. 

Good roads and canals chief strengtheners of the Union. 

RECOMMENDATIONS, 

First. A series of great canals along the Atlantic coast completing 
a tide-water inland navigation from Boston to Saint Mary’s, Ga., then 
the southeastern extremity of the territory of the United States. 

Second. Communication between Atlantic and Western rivers. 

Four artificial roads. 

Improvement of navigation of Atlantic rivers by canals, Kc. 

Louisville Canal. 

Also, in future canal from Mississippi River to Atlantic, cost, $10,- 
000,000. 


Third. Communications between Atlantic riversand Saint Lawrence | 


and lakes. 

Fourth. Interior canals. 

Fifth. Turnpike and artificial roads. 

Mr. Gallatin estimates the cost of all these works, which he deems 
"of national and first-rate importance ’’ and which he says ‘‘seem in 
the first instance to claim the support of the General Government,” at 
$20,000,009. This does not include the cost of a canal from the Mis- 
sissippi River to the Atlantic to be accomplished later at an estimated 
cost of $10,000,000. 

In view of the ferocity of some modern criticisms, it is interesting to 


read the following suggestions from Mr. Jefferson’s great financial sec- 
retary: 

The great geographical features of the country have been solely adhered to in 
pointing out those lines of communication; and these appear to embrace all! the 
great interests of the Union and to be calculated to diffuse and increase the na- 
tional wealth in a very general way by opening an intercourse between the 
remotest extremes of the United States. Yet it must necessarily result from an 
adherence to that principle that those parts of the Atlantic States through which 
the great Western and Northwestern communications will be carried must, in 
addition to the general advantages in which they will participate, receive from 
those communications greater local and immediate benefits than the Eastern, 
and perhaps Southern States. As the expense must be defrayed from the gen- 
eral funds of the Union, justice, and perhaps policy not less than justice, seem 
to require that a number of local improvements, sufficient to equalize the ad- 
vantages, should also be undertaken in those States, parts of States, or districts 
which are less immediately interested in those inland communications. Arith- 
metical precision can not, indeed, be obtained in objects of that kind; nor would 
an apportionment of the moneys applied according to the population of each 
State be either just or practicable, since roads, and particularly canals, are often 
of greater utility to the States which they unite than to those through which 
they pass. Buta sufficient number of local improvements, consisting either of 
roads or canals, may, without any material difficulty, be selected so as to do 
substantial justice and give general satisfaction. Without pretending to sug- 
gest what would be the additional sum necessary for that object, it will, for the 
sake of round numbers, be estimated at $3,400,000. 


These expenditures which, not including ten millions for the canal 
from the Mississippi to the Atlantic, amount in all to $20,000,000, Mr. 
Gallatin proposes to defray by an annual appropriation of $2,000,000, 
extending over a period of ten years. 

Mr. Gallatin estimates the annual permanent revenue of the United 
States from 1809 to 1815 at fourteen millions, and the necessary annual 
expenditure on the peace establishment at eight millions and a half, 
including forty-six hundred thousand for principal and interest of the 
public debt. 

It will be seen, therefore, that he proposes an expenditure for inter- 
nal improvements alone, not reckoning any sum devoted to harbors 
either on the ocean or the lakes, equal to 14 per cent. of the entire na- 
tional income, and equal to about 25 per cent. of the sum expended by 
the nation for all other purposes, and to more than 50 per cent. of the 
expenditure forall other purposes, exclusive of the public debt. The 
actual expenditure fell far short of Mr. Gallatin’s estimate, being but 
fifty-three hundred and eleven thousand in 1810 for all purposes other 
than the debt. 

If we were to expend the same proportion of our revenue on this ob- 
ject to-day, as was proposed by Gallatin in 1808, we should have de- 
voted fifty-six and a half millions {n 1882 to internal improvements 
alone. 

Mr. Adams repeatedly records in his diary his unchanged opinion 
upon this question. 

June 25, 1830, he says: 

I have cherished the principle and the system of internal improvement under 
a conviction that it was for this nation the only path to increasing comfort and 
well-being, to honor, to glory, and finally to the general improvement of the 
condition of mankind. This system has had its fluctuations from the time of 
the establishment of the present Constitution of the United States. During the 
administration of Mr. Monroe it was constantly acquiring strength in Congress 
and in the public opinion. It was then favored by Calhoun and Lowndes, both 
of whom had hopes of rising upon it, and with them the State of South Carolina 
was devoted toit. The combination in Congress became by this means so strong 
that it overpowered the resistance of Mr. Monroe and produced the act of Con- 
gress of April, 1824. The slaveholders of the South have since discovered that 
it will operate against their interests. The cause will no doubt survive me, and 
if the Union is destined to continue it will no doubt ultimately triumph. 

December 20, 1831: 

On my way home from the House I stopped at the Treasury and had an hour 
of conversation withthe Secretary. I told him I should propose to reserve as 
much as five millions a year to purposes of internal improvement. 

January 6, 1832, conversation with General Adair: 


He spoke with contempt of the mania for internal improvements, which, he 
said, was a raging disease throughout the country. I said I was much affected 
with the disease myself. 


December 22, 1824, conversation with James Barbour: 

As to internal improvements my opinions had been published in most of the 
newspapers in extracts of letters from me, and had no doubt been seen by him. 
Since the act of Congress establishing the Cumberland road there had been no 
constitutional question worth disputing about involved in the discussion. It was 
certainly a great power to be exercised by Congress, and perhaps liable to great 
abuses. So were all the other great powers of Congress; and the control over it 
was in the organization of the Government, the elective franchise, the State au- 
thorities, and the good sense and firmness of the people, 

December 27, 1831: 

I said I was no worshiper of the tariff, but of internal improvement, for the 
pursuit of which by Congress as a system I claimed to be the first mover. It 
was by a resolution which I offered to the Senate of the United States on the 
23d of February, 1507. 


July 30, 1834: 

My own system of administration was to make the national domain the inex- 
haustible fund for progressing and increasing internal improvement. 

Mr. Adams charges that the slaveholders thought the policy of in- 
ternal improvement adverse to their interest, and that their opposition 
caused its failure. But, however this may be, the greatest of our early 
statesmen fully coincided with his opinions. 

Mr. Clay thought if Congress did not exercise the power there would 
be a division of the Union by the line of the Alleghany Mountains. 

Mr. Madison did not find in the Constitution powers as extensive as 
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he 
of the Constitution to supply the needed authority. 

In his message of December 23, 1311, communicating to Congress the 
act of the State df New York in reference to the Erie Canal, he says: 
lity of canal navigation is universally admitted. It is no less certain 
that scarcely any country offers more extensive opportunities for that branch of 
improvements than the United States, and none perhaps inducements equally 


perounsive tomake the mostofthem. The particular undertaking contemplated 
y the State of New York, which marks an honorable spirit of enterprise and 


of 


The uti 


attention of Congress to the signal advantages to be derived to the United States 
from a general system of internal communication and conveyance, and suggest 


to their consideration whatever steps may be proper on their part toward its in- | 


troduction andaccomplishment. As some of these advantages have an intimate 
connection with the arrangements and exertions forthe general security, it is at 
a period calling for these that the merits of such a system will be seen in their 
strongest lights 

In his seventh and eighth annual messages Mr. Madison reiterates his urgent 
desire that Congress shall establish the roads and canals ** which can best be ex- 
ecuted under the national authority.”’ ‘“* No objects,’ he declares, “ 
circle of political economy so richly repay the expense bestowed upon them; 
there are none the utility of which is more universally ascertained and acknowl- 
edged; none that more do honor to the Government whose wise and enlarged 
patriotism duly appreciates them. While the States individually, with a laud- 
able enterprise and emulation, avail themselves of their local advantages by 
new roads, by navigable canals, and by improving the streams susceptible of 
navigation, the General Government is the more urged tosimilar undertakings, 
requiring a national jurisdiction and national means, by the prospect of thus 
systematically completing so excellent a work. And it is a happy reflection 
that any defect of constitutional authority which may be encountered can be 
supplied in a mode which the Constitution itself has providently pointed out. 


Mr. Monroe in his first inaugural advocates with great earnestness 
the completion by national authority of the system of communication 
for which nature, in the great rivers, bays, and lakes, had done so much. 
He expresses no doubt of the constitutional authority, unless it be con- 
veyed by the phrase “‘ proceeding always with a constitutional sanc- 


tion.’’ He returns to the subject in his last annual message. But in 
his veto of the Cumberland road bill, on the 4th of May, 1822, he an- 


nounced his reluctant conclusion that the existing powers of Congress 
are not sufficient, and recommends an amendment to the Constitution 
to confer the needed power. 

Mr. Jefferson held like opinions. 
cured by special legislation by each State confirming the acts of Con- 
gress for works within its limits, and prepared a form for such enact- 
ment. In his last annual message he indicates a probable surplus reve- 
nue of more than $8,000,000, which he proposes shall, instead of being 
reduced 

Be appropriated to the improvements of roads, canals, rivers, education, and 
other great foundations of prosperity and union, under the powers which Con- 
gress may already possess, or such amendment of the Constitution as may be 
approved by the States. 

When Mr. Gallatin’s report was made there was no State in the 
Union west of the Mississippi. There were but two States, 
and Kentucky, which touched that river on the east. Florida was in 
the possession of Spain. The entire population of the United States at 
the last preceding census was but fifty-three hundred thousand, and at 
the next following but seventy-two hundred thousand. 
was in its infancy. The production of cotton was less than one-seven- 
tieth its present amount. That of grain, compared with its present 
product of twelve hundred and fifty million in value, of iron with its 
present product of five thousand five hundred millions of pounds, of coal 
with its present product of fifty-nine millions of tons, would probably 
bear even smaller proportions. As has been already said, Mr. Gallatin 
expected a revenue of fourteen millions of dollars, affording a surplus 


of five and a half millions, a trifling sum when compared with our | 


present receipts of $400,000, 000. 

Let it be remembered that the expenditure thus proposed by these 
early statesmen was for internal improvement alone—for rivers, canals, 
and roads—an expenditure for the service only of domestic commerce, 
including nothing for light-houses or harbors on the coast. John Quincy 
Adams would have had a nation of six or seven million people give 
five million annually from its revenue of fourteen million. Jefferson 
would have it give annually eight million from its revenue of eighteen 
million to the territory east of the Mississippi for purposes for which 
the much-abused bill of 1882 expended exclusive of the Mississippi 
River but five and a half million from our income of four hundred 
million for the entire continent. 

I suppose we may fairly claim that any doctrine upon which, from 
1806 to 1848, when Adams died, Daniel Webster and John Quincy 
Adams were agreed was a Massachusetts doctrine. 

To exhibit Mr. Webster’s views on the policy of liberal expenditure 
for internal communications by the General Government would be al- 
most to set forth his whole theory as a constitutional statesman. He 
was born in the last year of the Revolutionary war. His public life 
began at the beginning of the war of 1812, when the infant Republic, | 
with its population scarcely exceeding 7,000,000, was an object of un- | 
disguised contempt to every leading power on earth. Yet the present 
greatness of the country is not seen by our own vision to-day more | 
clearly than it appeared then to that of Daniel Webster. With theeyeof | 
a prophet and the comprehension of a statesman he saw from the begin- | 
ning the vast and beneficent power of these unused national forces. He | 





within the | 


He thought the defect might be | 


Manufacture | 











thought desirable for the purpose, but eagerly urged an amendment | | benefits to be derived from commerce as developed by these great national 
| works of internal improvement. 


He never omits to urge this theme 
— the occasion makes it proper. 
In his Plymouth Rock address he dwells on this as following the 
establishment of national government. 
Again, in his speech before the Massachusetts election, in 1825, | 


J, Lie 
calls on his fellow-citizens, ‘‘speaking,’’ as he says, ‘‘ perhaps at some 


| hazard of misinterpretation,’’ by united counsels and united efforts to 
comprises objects of national as well as more limited importance, will secure the | 


aid the West in clearing the navigation of its mighty streams, and the 
South to push the production and augment the prices of its great 
staples. 

At the public dinner given him in Faneuil Hall, in 1828, at the out- 
set of his service in the Senate, he again calls the attention of his co) 
stituents to this subject as one of great and growing importance. He 
showed them that with the close of the war in Europe the great har- 
vest which they had reaped as neutrals was over, other nations were 
now to raise their own bread, and as far as possible transport their own 
commodities. It was fit to consider how far home productions could 
properly be made to furnish activity to homesupply and of the highest 
importance to inquire what means existed of establishing free and cheap 
intercourse between distant ports, thereby bringing the raw material! 
abounding in one under the action of the productive labor which was 
found in another. He points out that from the very first assembling of 
Congress the power to regulate commerce has been construed to com- 
prehend such measures as were necessary for its support, its improve- 
ment, its advancement, and justified the expenditure of money for the 
construction of piers, beacons, and light-houses and the clearing out ot 
harbors. It was not easy to see why like expenditures might not be jus- 
tified when made on internal objects. 

The vast regions of the West are penetrated by rivers to which those of Eu 
rope are butasrillsand brooks. Thenavigation of those noble streams, washing 
as they do the margins of one-third of the States of the Union, is obstructed by 
obstacles capable of being removed, and yet not likely to. be removed but by thy 


power of the General Government, Was this a justifiable object of expenditur 
from the National Government? Without hesitation I have thought it was 


He goes on to urge that these objects are much less local than they 
seem: 


If the mouths of the Southern rivers be deepened and improved, the neigh 
boring cities are benefited, but so also are the ships which visit them; and if th: 
Mississippi and Ohio be rendered more safe for navigation, the great markets 
of consumption along their shores are the more readily and cheaply approached 
by the products of the factories and fisheries of New England. 


He renews the subject at New York, and again at Worcester, and 
again at Pittsburgh, and again at Albany, and again at Bangor, and 
again at Madison, Ind. He meets the objection that the advantages 
received from this policy are local. ‘‘ In such cases it always appeared 


| to me that the point to be examined was, whether the principle was 
Tennessee | 


general. If the principle were general, although the application might 
be partial, I cheerfully and zealously gave it my support.’’ Mr. Web 
ster’s speech at the Philadelphia banquet December 2, 1845, in reply to 
President Polk’s message vetoing the river and harbor bill of that year 
hardly needs the change of a sentence to adapt it to the question as it 
has come up at the present day. 

President Polk had vetoed a bill which appropriated $1,300,000 fo: 
river and harbor improvement. Of this but $280,000 was for works on 
the Atlantic, leaving more than a million for lake and river. Consid- 
ering that we were ‘then at w ar, considering the vast increase in the 
population, the vast accession of territory, the gigantic development of 
our internal commerce which has taken place in the last forty years, 
that sum was a greater sum in proportion to the need or the ability ot 
the country than tiie expenditure for like objects proposed by any re- 
cent bill. The arguments that Mr. Webster then combated and ove! 
threw were the same which in infinitely feebler forms have been repro- 
duced at the present day. The charge that the objects provided for 
were local, the imputation upon members of Congress as an offense that 
they desired to divide the benefits of this bill among different sections 
of the country with some regard to equality, even the silly jeers at 
uncouth and unfamiliar names of rivers and creeks were rife then as 
now. Little Sodus Bay and Great Sodus Bay and Conneaut Creek and 
Ocracoke Inlet wereas unfamiliar to the people in general then as Che- 
halis and Cohansey are to-day. This speech at the Philadelphia din 
ner is one of the very greatest of Mr. Webster’s political speeches. It 
never should be and never will beforgotten. Its weighty and compact 
argument can not with justice be abridged. 

I have elsewhere quoted the magnificent passage in the reply to 
Hayne, where Mr. Webster demands for himself and for New England 
the praise of having uniformly supported the most liberal grants from 
the public Treasury for the improvement of Western rivers. He there 
claims, as he had claimed in the first speech on Foot’s resolution, that 


| everything of this kind that had been accomplished had depended on 


New England for its success. It is true of that great speech as it is 
true of Mr. Webster’s entire public efforts taken as a whole from the 
beginning of his career that with the exception of his vindication o! 
the supreme authority of the Union, there is no single public object 
upon which he lays so much stress or for which he manifests such zea! 
as this of internal improvement. He declares that he had proposed to 


never separated from the blessings of constitutional liberty itself the | himsel, this object of effort at the outset of his Congressional service. 
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He re-enforces his argument from the Constitution by the consideration | 
that the Government is a great untaxed landed proprietor. It was with | 
Webster’s authority that Sumner silenced the storm of opposition which 
his first great speech in Congress encountered for which he was threat- 
ened with legislative censure for advocating the support of internal im- 
provements in the West by liberal grants of public land. 

Mr. Webster dealt with this subject many timesin speeches not found 
in his collected works. His speech on the purchase of stock in the 
Louisville Canal is published in the volumes compiled by Mr. Everett 
under his direction. That is one of the most Websterian of Webster’s 
speeches. There is not a sentence of it that does not seem to bring its 
great author before our eyes : 


There are no Alleghanies in my politics. I have taken a pons in this great 
struggle for internal improvement from the beginning and I shall hold out to the 
end. Whoever may follow, or whoever may fly, I shall go straight forward for 
all those constitutional powers, and for all that liberal policy which I have 
hitherto supported. These Western gentlemen who are so much interested in 
this measure have stood by us and now I tell them that I shall stand by them. 
I shall be found where they look for me. I have asked their votes once and 
again for objects important to the Atlantic States. They have liberally given 
those votes. And now having an object interesting to them and their constitu- 
ents, a first object and a great object, they have a right to find me at their side, 
acting with them, acting according to my own principles and proving my own 
consistency. And so they shall find me. And so they do findme. On this oc- 
casion Iam withthem; lam one of them. I am as Westerna man onthis bill 
as he among them who is most Western. This chair must change its occupant, 
another voice will address the Senate from this seat, before an object of this nat- 
ure, so important, so constitutional, so expedient, so highly desirable to a great 
portion of the country, and so useful fo the whole, shall fail here for the want, 
either of a decisive vote in its support, or of an earnest recommendation of it 
tothe support of others. 


Adams and Gallatin and Webster were not accustomed to expend 
their strength on what was temporary or transitory. Constitutional 
principles have not changed since their day. The policy which each of 
them in turn urged upon his countrymen, and reckoned asamong his most 
important titles to their favor, was not for a single year or a single gen- 
eration. It was never more expedient than to-day. I wish to urge upon 
Congress the wisdom of expending upon the internal water ways of the 
country a sum at least equal to that which Adams and Gallatin pro- 
posed. I think no river and harbor bill should contain a smaller appro- 
priation for the riversand lakes of our present dominion, extending trom 
the Atlantic to the Pacific, than that which Gallatin and Adams pro- 
posed for a people of seven millions, whose revenue was but fourteen 
millions, whose territory was not inhabited half-way from the Atlantic 
to the Mississippi, who had but two States touching that river, who 
navigated but two of the five great lakes, to whom steam as a motive 
power was scarcely known. 

The sum which the river and harbor bill of 1882, the object of so much 
senseless and unreasoning clamor, appropriated for our entire river im- 
provements, exclusive of the Mississippi and Missouri, slightly exceeded 
$5,000,000. I propose to state the reasons why this expenditure should 
be maintained and made permanent. It costs the American people 10 
cents apiece. It is but a grain of mustard-seed compared with the vast 
advantage to our foreign commerce and the advantage, much more vast, 
to our domestic commerce. Judiciously applied it will increase the 
value of every grain-field in the West and every cotton-field in the 
South. Every householder in New England will feel the diminution 
it will cause in the price of his food—will save more than his share of 
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charges by railroads as in the case of free highways. The whole rail- 
road system of a country becomes, sooner or later, a unit for the pur- 
pose of fixing the price of transport of merchandise. Mr. Nimmo in 
his report on internal commerce for July, 1881, page 17, states the 
conclusion as follows: 

Competition between common carriers on free highways and the law of sup- 
ply and demand have from time immemorial been regarded as the natural and 
adequate regulative ee with respect to freight charges. An agreement 
as to the éstablishment and maintenance of rates among any number of carriers 
on a free highway of commerce does not of course preclude the possibility of 
competition upon such highway; but the case is different with respect to the 
establishment and maintenance of competing railroads. In the latter case the 
agreements are not made by individual carriers, but by the owners of the high- 
ways of commerce themselves together with all their organized agencies for 
transportation. 


This is established by most abundant proof. Mr. Randolph, Secretary 
of the Chicago Board of Trade (Nimmo’s report, 1880, appendix, pages 
3-5) gives an instructive history of the establishment of rates by the 
joint executive committee of the East and West lines of railroad in 1879. 

Their first rate, established June 23, 1879, was on the basis of 20 cents 
per one hundred pounds from Chicago to New York. This was a large 
advance on previous summer rates, which rates had proved amply re- 
munerative and had enabled the roads to pay good dividends and im- 
prove their roads and equipment. When the arrangement was found 
to operate in forty days, on August 4 the rate was advanced 25 per cent. 
By August 25 it was advanced 50 per cent., by October 13, 75 per cent. ; 
and by November 10, 100 per cent., or to 40 cents per 100 pounds. This 
was without any essential modification of local rates. This was main- 
tained till the opening of lake navigation in the spring of 1880, when 
it was reduced to 35 cents, and April 14, 1880, to30 cents. Thirty cents 
per 100 pounds is an average of 6} mills per ton per mile. The aver- 
age cost of moving all freight, local and through, of all classes, grain 
being but fourth class, was, in 1879, 4.86 mills per ton per mile and for 
the following year even less. 

Mr. Windom’s committee establish this conclusion beyond contro- 
versy by their history of railroad transportation in Great Britain, France, 
Belgium, Prussia, and in this country. (Windom’s report, pages 111- 
118. ) 

Second. All the authorities are in substance agreed that it is impos- 
sible to control the railroads in the matter of rates by the direct exercise 
of the authority of Government. Mr. Windom declares, as the result 
of the attempts to prevent combinations and consolidations in England, 
that for more than a third of a ceAtury the failure has been complete. 

Report, page 126.) The railroad commissioners of Massachusetts de- 
clare ‘‘that the English legislation has neither accomplished anything 
which it sought to bring about nor prevented anything it sought to 
hinder.”’ 

Third. Competition, which is tosecure and maintain cheap transpor- 
tation, must embrace two essential conditions: First, it must be con- 
trolled by a power with which combination will be impossible; second, 
it must operate through cheaper and more ample channels of commerce 
than are now provided. (Windom, page 242. ) 

Two methods of accomplishing this desired result have been sug- 
gested. One is the construction and operation by the Government of 
one or more railroad lines which will regulate all others. The other 
is the improvement of our great natural channels of water communica- 





the cost in the price of his meat and his flour. 
If there be anything to which the Republicans of the country and of 
iny own State are pledged it is this. They have repeatedly and em- 
phatically reiterated their allegiance to a liberal policy of internal im- 
provement from their earliest organization. 
Since Gallatin made his famous report and since Adams left the 


tion, their connection by canals and short railway portages where needed, 
with such suitable and reasonable expenditure upon harbors, rivers, 
and creeks as shall be necessary to render them accessible. 

The first of these methods was once recommended to the people of 
Massachusetts, who were advised to buy and operate the Fitchburg 
Railroad. The Windom committee speak respectfully of the plan of 





Senate more than 120,000 miles of railroads have been erected for the 
service of American commerce. To aid them large public grants of 
land and credit have been made. These have removed the necessity 
for many of the works contemplated by our early statesmen. But the 
reasons for liberal appropriation for internal water communication have 
been strengthened and not weakened. Another necessity, new and 
more imperious, has been created. Great as has been the increase of 
the means of transportation, the demand for that increase has grown in 
far greater proportion. To maintain our rivalry with foreign nations 


abroad, to secure the independence of our own manufactures, to develop | 


a productive capacity undreamed of by our predecessors, to keep up the 
rate of wages on which republicanism itself is dependent, all require 
the reduction to the lowest possible point of the cost of transportation. 
But to hold in check the great railroad power itself, to prevent it from 
fixing both rates of carriage and prices of production from becoming 
independent of competition and of the ordinary laws of trade, we must 
improve and develop to the fullest extent our great natural water ways. 

The census, the reports of the boards of trade of our chief cities, of 


the great railroads and canals, and especially Mr. Windom’s masterly | 


State paper on transportation routes to the seaboard, and the admira- 
ble reports on internal commerce by Mr. Nimmo are all full of in- 
struction. There are some conclusions upon which all the leading au- 
thorities are agreed from which we may derive much light. 

First, all the authorities and the experience of this country and Eu- 
rope unite in teaching us that competition or the law of supply and 
demand do not operate to protect the public against excessive freight 


constructing by the United States one or more double-track freight 
| railroads to be controlled by the Government and operated at a low 
speed. They do not recommend this plan. But they say that such 
| roads— 


| Would be able to carry at much less cost than can be done under the present 
| system of operating fast and slow trains on the same road; and, being incapable 
of entering into combinations, would no doubt serve as a very valuable regu- 
lator of all existing railroads within their influence 
But the practical objections to this scheme are of such a nature that I 
think it highly improbable that the American people will ever be brought 
to approve it. It will require a large original outlay. It demands a 
very large force of employés to be controlled by each successive admin- 
istration. This force will be, or will at least be believed to be, a great 
political instrumentality. It makes the Government a rival and com- 
| petitor of large business associations. Government railroads not being 
managed with a view to profit, there will be no stimulant in the desire 
| of gain to develop the resources of the country by the construction of 
| branch lines and feeders. It may be doubted whether the Government 
railroad will always be able to defend itself against its powerful rivals 
who themselves, so far as they can wield political power, can get a 
share in its management. The final executive control of a Government 
railroad is by no means certain to be in the hands that are fitted for its 
management. The location and the management of a great railroad 
must necessarily have great but varying and unequal effect on the pros- 
| perity of different communities. This would cause constant jealousies 
‘and complaints. It would not long be tolerated that the resources of 
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the Government, to which all equally contribute, should be expended 
jually This complaint could never be removed until the Govern- 
ent undertook to supply transportation for every part of the country. 
rhe second of these methods is recommended by the concurrent au- 


+ t\ 


of the ablest men, whether statesmen or experts, who have in- 
rated the subject, and by the marvelous results it has already ac- 


complished 


Government, in the promotion of commerce with foreign nations or 
among the States by providing safe and convenient routes of transport, 
has two classes of objects which demand its attention. First, are the 


great arteries of tratlic such as the Mississippi River, the lakes, the great 
routes which connect centers of trade like Chicago, Cincinnati, Saint 
Louis, Milwaukee, Louisville, with New York, Boston, Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, New Orleans. The Atlantic Ocean also, the great highway 


of nations, is a great carrier also for local commerce, and its competition 
is felt in lowering freights on many of our important railroads. 
Second, are special but important localities which need the national] 
resources to make them a part of the great system. Such are in my 
own State, Lynn, Taunton, the towns and cities on Charles River. The 
principle on which these are to be aided should be carefully limited. 
But the commerce of each of them with other States and with other 
countries is a national concern. It can be developed only by the na- 
tional authority. As I shall hereafter show, the aggregate of such ex- 


penditure will produce a thousand-fold return in national wealth and | 


benefit 

The river or lake or ocean is free to all mankind. 
monopoly in its use. 
vantage in its benefits. 
merce it is permanent and does not perish with the using. 


There can be no 
No combination can control it or secure any ad- 


Even in its 


competition with the railroad it takes but a small portion of the entire | 


freight; it isthe perpetual, sure, and inevitable regulator of rates. There 
is no practical limit tothe carrying capacity of national navigable waters, 
while the railroad is limited by the frequency with which trains can be 
run and by the terminal facilities. Another fact is well settled by 
modern experience: 

The cost of water transportation diminishes in proportion as the size of ves- 
sels increases. The value of any water route is measured by the capacity and 
efficiency of its most defective part. If from lack of proper improvements a 
Bingle harbor on any given line can afford facilities for only the smaller class of 
vessels the value of the entire line is graded down to correspond with the inade- 


quate harbor.—Secretary Windom’s letter to lake improvement convention at Saint 
Paul, December, 1878 


Let us see for a moment how the public expenditure in the improve- 
ment of our great water ways and their increased competition with the 
railroads has already diminished the cost of transportation in the single 
article of wheat. This diminution of the cost of transportation dimin- 
ishes the price to the consumer, while it increases it to the producer. 
The diminution of freights causes the increase of our supply of bread- 
stufls to Europe. That not only enables our farmers to dispose of a 
larger quantity of their product abroad, but diminishes the price there. 
The price abroad determines the price here. So that by diminishing 
freight we diminish the cost of the food of the American workman of the 
Eastern States, while the American farmer is enabled to supply Europe. 
Formerly the farm was an isolated and independent homestead. The 
farmer raised the larger part of what he consumed, and consumed 
nearly everything he raised. To-day the American farmer is a mer- 
chant, whose competitor is on the Ganges or the Bosporus. 

Among the chief objects of internal improvements in the bill which 
Mr. Webster defended against the veto of President Polk was the Mis- 
sissippi River, whose perilous navigation the great orator so impress- 
ively describes. The wise liberality of the National Government has 
already much improved the channel of this stream from Saint Louis to 
New Orleans, and has enabled the river itself, compelled by the genius 
of a great engineer, to cut a passage through the obstruction atits mouth. 

Steamers of 6,000 tons, drawing thirty feet of water, now pass freely 
in and out of New Orleans, where but a few years ago vessels of twenty 
teet draught were unable to pass, except at uncertain intervals and after 
long detentions. I feel no little personal gratification that I have 
been able to contribute something to this result. From a time before 
the adoption of the Constitution the charge has been made against the 
people of the Northeast that they desired to compel all the commerce 
of the Northwest to seek an eastern outlet, and were hostile to the ac- 
quisition of the right to navigate the Mississippi, and to the improve- 
ment of that navigation after the river itself became ours. Washing- 
ton, in his Farewell Address, assured the people of the West how un- 
founded was this suspicion. But it has been kept alive down to our 
own day. It played its evil part in hurling John Quincy Adams from 
power. I hope the jetties which opened the mouth of the Mississippi, 


constructed by the aid of New England votes, may forever perform | 


their beneficent office. 

The jetties were completed in 1879. In that year the wheat and 
wheat-flour and corn and corn-meal shipped to foreign countries from 
New Orleans was 5,920,487 bushels as against 5,170,406 bushels in 
1856. In 1882 it had gone up to 16,859,343 bushels. This consisted 
entirely of grain received at New Orleans from Saint Louis, and is de- 


When it is once prepared for the service of com- | 
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pass in and out of New Orleans as freely and punctually as they can 
traverse the open Gulf. 

The vice-president of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, Mr. King, 
in his report to the joint executive committee of the East and West 
trunk lines, dated April 27, 1581, states the total charges for transport- 
ing grain from Saint Louis to Liverpool, via New Orleans, to be 28 
cents per bushel, while at the same time the charge via New York was 
36} cents per bushel. These rates include all charges. At the time 
Mr. King refers to the river rate from Saint Louis to New Orleans was 
84 cents per bushel. Here, then, is a saving of 8} cents per bushel 


|on the transportation of grain from Saint Louis to Liverpool caused 


by the improvement in the Mississippi navigation. But the instrumen- 
talities for transporting grain by the Mississippi were not completely 
organized at the date of these statistics. Mr. Nimmo says that well- 
informed persons believe that grain can thus be transported at a profit 
from Saint Louis to New Orleans at 4 cents a bushel. This would 
make a total diminution of 12} cents per bushel. But, keeping within 
the possibility of doubt, let us ascribe a saving of 10 cents per bushel 
only to this one improvement in water communication and see its im- 
portant consequences. 

We exported in 1881 150,565,467 bushels of wheat alone. An an- 
nual saving of 10 cents per bushel is a saving of $15,000,000 annually 
of export tax on the one article of wheat. 

We exported in 1872, the year when the transportation of grain to 


| the Atlantic from points as far west as Chicago fairly began— 





1872. 1880 
TIN sca cintauitlaest aeeeaaaseaseenaienaneaeieiinsnen bushels... 26, 423, 080 153, 252, 795 
Wheat-flour.. sees ..... Darrels... 2,514,535 6, OLL, 419 
I IIIs nesnencnnneannsbsneiontnbniantecaspionkeasiians bushels... 34, 491, 650 98, 169, 877 


The total export of wheat and corn increased from 63,429,165 bush- 
els in 1872 to 279,707,808 bushels in 1880. On this is an annual sav- 
ing of $27,000,000. 

This increase in exportation— 

Says Mr. Nimmo— 
of the cereal products of the country constitutes one of the most striking devel- 
opments of commerce ever recorded. 

He further says: 

The reduction which has taken place during the past four years in the cost of 
transportation between the Westand the seaboard has had a marked effect in r 
ducing the export price of corn and of certain other agricultural products of th« 
West, and has been one of the principal causes of the rapid increase in the ex 
portation of the products of agriculture to foreign countries. 

In 1872 there was imported from the United States into Great Brit- 
ain and Ireland of wheat and wheat-flour 17,984,118 bushels, being 
20.2 per cent. of their whole importation. In 1880 there was imported 
from the United States, of the same, 83,487,243 bushels, being 65.4 per 
cent of the whole importation. The whole importation increased from 
58,877,406 bushels in 1872 to 127,746,325 bushels in 1880. So that 
Great Britain got from abroad 40,000,000 bushels more in ’80 than in 
72, and the United States supplied 65.4 per cent. of the large impor- 
tation against 20.2 per cent. of the smaller. We are therefore not only 
driving Russia and other food-producing countries from the British 
market, but driving the British farmer from his own. Russia, which 
in 1872 imported into the United Kingdom 33,486,091 bushels of wheat, 
in 1879 imported but 15,162,639, and in 1880, 5,376,202. 

This large increase in the total quantity of wheat imported into the United 
Kingdom— 

Says Mr. Nimmo— 
is due not so much to the increase of population in that country as to the de- 
creased production of wheat in England. Cheaper transportation from — 
of production has enabled American producers to compete with English pro- 
ducers more successfully than formerly. 

Mr. Windom estimates the saving which will be made on the corn 
and wheat crops of lowa and Minnesota alone at $36,000,000. (Report, 
pages 212, 214, 215.) 

Wheat is by no means the enly article which exhibits these marvel- 
ous results of the reduction of the export tax. The consumption o! 
corn increased in Great Britain from 16,000,000 bushels in 1860 to over 
74,000,000 in 1879, the price diminishing from 97 cents in 1860 to 66 
in 1879. 

The reduction— 

Says Mr. Nimmo— 
in the cost of transportation in the United States from the Western and North- 
western States to the seaboard during the last six years has tended greatly to in- 
crease the exportation of both wheat and corn to Europe, and especially to 


the United Kingdom ) : 
The cost of transporting wheat from Chicagoto New York city by lake and 


| canal fell from an average of 24.25 cents per bushel, not including canal tolls of 


clared by Mr. Nimmo in his report for 1882 to be largely the result of | 


the jetties. Vessels drawing thirty feet and carrying 6,000 tons now 


3.1 cents per bushel, in 1872 to an average of 12.22 cents per bushel, including 
canal tolls of 1.03 cents per bushel, in 1880. 

New York within the past twelve months has made to the commerce 
of the country the magnificent contribution of her canal property of a 
hundred millions in value, that these canal tolls may be saved. 

Such, Mr. President, are the marvelous results of the liberal policy 
commended tous by the great statesmen of the last generation, as shown 
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in the export of the article of breadstuffs alone. Weare but beginning 


to reap this precious harvest. The amount of this export is and will | 


be fluctuating from a variety of well-known causes. But the law of its 
increase is fairly seen in the facts which I have stated. It is not merely 
the saving in the burden of freights that is the result of our improved 
means of communication, ample as that is to justify a far greater ex- 
penditure than we have ever madeor even proposed. It is the possibility 
if selling this vast product at all which our improved communication 
has created. It is not the annual saving of fifteen millions of freights, 
but it is the production and sale to Great Britain of one hundred and 
twenty-five million dollars’ worth of food that in the article of wheat 
alone our cheap lines of transport has made possible. 

Our chief articles of export are breadstuffs, cotton, provisions, in- 
cluding live animals, and illuminating-oils. Of these we exported in 
1883 nearly $700,000,000 in value. Our export must be expected to be 
constantly on the increase. It amounted to $219,932,650 in the first 
three months of 1883, against $179,829,859 in the corresponding period 
of 1882. We are not subjected to the same close rivalry in the articles 


of cotton and illuminating-oils as ip breadstuffs and provisions. But | 


the saving in freight is as important as is the large if not equal saving 
on the domestic freights of the imports from abroad in the process of 
their distribution to the homes and places of labor where they are con- 
sumed. I do not knowthat political economy has settled the question 
what proportion of a tax like that of transportation or a duty on im- 


ports falls on the producerand whaton the consumer. But it is surely | 


far within bounds to say that a general reduction in freights equal to 
that which saves ten cents a bushel on wheat for its transport from the 
centre of its production to the seaboard would work a total saving to 
the American people in the articles which are the subjects of our foreign 
commerce of at least ninety millions annually. 

It is impossible within the limitsof asingle speech to state one in a 
hundred of the striking instances of the reduction of railroad ireights 
by the improvement of the means of water transportation. This in- 


fluence is, of course, chiefly confined to bulky articles such as bread- | 


stuffs, coal, lime, clay, stone, minerals, lumber, cotton, where the ne- 
cessities of commerce do not demand high rates of speed, and where the 
freight is a large proportion of the value. 

Mr. Nimmo declares that the regulating influence of the two great 
water lines—the lakes and the Mississippi—is felt throughout the en- 
tire Western and Northwestern States and Territories. The growth of 
Chicago is due to the fact that it is the most important center in this 
country of a railroad system, subject to the regulating influence of cheap 
water lines to the seaboard. 

Mr. Nimmo sums up the result with reference to the Erie Canal as 
follows : The rates per ton per mile on the railroads and the canal show 
a great reduction from 1857 to 1880. In 1857 the rates per ton per mile 
were— 


1857 1880. 
New York Central Railroad........................ iencinpsenbienitite coals” ae . 88 
NT aicinctrmaesteceationna pemeteencbaneingeceneneabacnesessquenciuceecovayncens wih 799 49 





The Erie Canal— 
He says— 


continues to exert an exceedingly important influence as a regulator of rail 
rates, and although with respect to through traffic the Erie Canal successfully 
competes with the New York Central Railroad chiefly for the transportation of 
grain, minerals, lumber, and other coarse freights; yet if the railrates on the 
higher classes of freights are much advanced, a large deflection of traffic at once 
takes place to the slower and cheaper mode of transportation by the canal. Rail 
rates are adjusted with reference to this fact. 


Henry G. Herte, esq.,secretary of the National Cotton Exchange, gives 
a statement of the effect of the opening of the mouth of the Mississippi 
on the commerce of that river and the region lying west of it, in which 
statistics rise to eloquence. 


Mr. Windom gives the following result of the investigations of his | 


committee (report, pages 52 and 53): 


During the year 1872 the “‘all-rail’’ rates were 24.5 per cent. higher than the 
“‘all-water”’ rates, the “lake and rail’ rates were 7 per cent. higher than the 
*all-water”’ rates, and the ‘‘all-rail"’ rates were 16.3 per cent. higher than the 
“lake and rail” rates. 

The average summer rail rate for 1872 (May, June, July, August, September, 


’ 


October, and November) was 313 cents, and the average winter rail rates in 1S72 | 


(December, January, February, March, and April) was 36} cents, the average 
winter rate being 16 per cent. higher than the average summer rate. By com- 
paring the all-rail rates for the months of June, July,and August with the all- 
rail rates for December, January,and February we obtain a more accurate ex- 
pression of the effect of ample water facilities in competition with equally ample 
rail facilities. The average all-rail rate during the three summer months just 
named was 27 cents, and the average of the winter months was 39, the winter 
average being 44.4 per cent. higher than the summer average, when the compe- 
tition of water transport was in full force. It may be supposed that the increase 
in the rail rates during the winter months is caused by the increased cost of 
transport during that season of the year, but this is true only to a very limited 
extent. The chiefcause is the absence of competition by lake and cana!. This 
is evident from the fact that although the cost of transportation by rail is not 
greater in October and November than in June and July, yet the average of the 
rates during the former months is 44.4 per cent. higher than the average of the 
rates during the latter months. 

he pressure of traffic during the months of October and November, when the 
facilities for transport by water are limited, in connection with the fact that the 


D347 
Erie Canal is at that time taxed to its utmost capacity, causes an advance inthe 
rates on the lake and on the canal, and the rail rates at once go up to about the 
average for the winter months. It appears that in this case the increased 
charges by rail are due solely to the increase in the rates on the lake and onthe 
canal. This fact was cl ‘ly stated before the committee by Mr. J. M. Walker, 
president of the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy Railway (evidence, page 266), 
a road which does not compete with any water line. Mr. Walker states that the 
winter and summer rates are the same on his road, and he thinks that “this is 
the rule with the Western roads generally He states, also, that he believes 
that those roads which run in competition with transport on the Mississippi 









River makes such changes in their freight tariffs. 
It is generally true that the roads which increase their rates during the winter 
months are those which run in competition with the water lines during the sum- 


mer months, and it is quite probable, therefore, that but forsuch water competi- 
tion the winter rates would be maintained throughout the year 

Mr. Franklin Edson, the president of the New York Produce Ex- 
change, declares ina letter to Mr. Windom: 


The water lines may be so improved that during seven and one-half months 
of the year the time of transit from Chicago and Milwaukee to New York need 
not be more than ten to eleven days, at a cost of about $ to $3.50 per ton, in- 
cluding all charges, and quantity always guaranteed. The said charge in sum- 
mer from Chicago to New York can not be less than $8 per ton to pay actual 
expenses and no dividends, and in order to pay dividends,there has to be an 
advance of about $ per ton in the railway freight charges, which advance is 
uniformly made every year on the close of the water lines by frost. (Windom, 
App., 176. 


A striking exhibition of the effect of water competition in reducing 
rail freight charges is given to the Senate committee by Mr. Utley, 
president of the Illinois and Michigan Canal: 

The freight charges on the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad is only 
8 cents per hundred pounds from Henry to Chicago, between which points there 
is water competition, while the route from Tiskilwa, only twelve miles farther 
west than Henry and beyond the effect of canal competition, is 15 cents per hun- 
dred pounds, or searly as much for twelve miles as for one hundred miles. 


This is but one of hundreds, probably thousands, of instances no less 
| remarkable. The cost of the freight of a bale of cotton from New York 
| toCold Brook, in the county where I dwell, one hundred and eighty-four 
miles, was, at a recent date, .28 per hundred pounds. The charge for 
| the same bale of cotton transported by all rail from Savannah to New 
| York, a thousand miles, was at the same period a trifle less. 

| This is because of the competing water line. Every dollar expended 
| in the improvement of the harbor at Savannah cheapens the cotton to 
| the manufacturer in the interior of Massachusetts. 

I annex some tables (pages 5852, 5853) showing the constant reduc- 
tion of freights and the comparative cost of freights by water and by rail. 
| Thus the competition by water operates in reduction of railroad 

tariffs, and no understanding among railroad managers can prevent it. 

Foreign commerce is represente@ by an export in the twelve months 

ending April 30, 1854, of $860,194,901, and an import of $761,405, 450. 
| Vast as these sums appear, our exports of food and cotton are yet small 
compared with the productive capacity of our domain. The center of 
production of each is still rapidly traveling westward. We hope in a 
| not distant future to rival them with our export of manufactures. How 
narrow 2nd timid the parsimony which grudges the outlay of a few 
millions when imperatively demanded by this immense interest! Every 
dollar expended in removing the obstructions in the pathway of this 
commerce to the sea has borne fruit and will hereafter bear fruit a hun- 
dred-fold in national wealth and power. All expenditures we have ever 
made or ever proposed on lakes, rivers, and harbors together are trifling 
compared with what our rivals are putting forth to maintain themselves 
against our competition. We have 23,000 miles of stormy and dan- 
gerous coast line on the oceans alone. England has but 1,300; yet she 
expended fifteen millions on her harbors in 1874. 

The breakwater at Plymouth cost her $7,214,325. That at Portland 
| cost her $5,043,870. Holyhead cost her $6,499,895. The total ex- 
penditure of the Clyde Trust to June 30, 1875, was £6,774,315 or, 
about $33,000,000, a sum greater than we had expended on all our 
rivers and harbors together from the foundation of the Government to 
1873, and three times as much as we had expended on our 20,000 miles 
of Western rivers. This outlay has converted the Clyde from a shallow 
stream, fordable at many points between Glasgow and the sea, into a 
| river capable of bearing on its waters the commerce and ships of all 
nations. Yet we are accused of extravagance when we would devote a 
fifth part of this sum to the thousand miles of the Mississippi. I can 
not give the expenditure upon the Mersey. But the debt of the Mer- 
sey Docks and Harbor Board outstanding in 1882 was $81,424,405. 

It is difficult to find a full and satisfactory statement of the expendi- 
ture of Great Britain for this class of works, as they are largely com- 
mitted to special boards, whose returns are not accessible; but some 
facts we know. To stimulate the cotton culture of India as a rival to 
ours she guaranteed the interest on an outlay for Indian improvements 
of $400,000,000. She is now contemplating a much larger outlay for 
India. She pays annual interest on the Suez exchequer bonds of £199,- 
874, and now proposesa second eanal aeross that isthmus. 

Canada enlists in the competition with an expenditure on her gov- 


ernment railroads since 1868 of $30,406,481. She subsidizes a line of 


steamships to Brazil. In 1880-81 she paid on capital account $8,176,316, 
of which $4,968,503 represents outlay on the Pacific Railroad, $608,702 
on the Intercolonial Railway, $1,242,903 on the Welland Canal, $411,608 
on the Ottawa canals, $334,681 on Dominion lands, and the remainder 
on the other canals. In the same year she spent $2,900,000 on public 
works. Inthe year after the union of her two provinces, Canada, with 
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a population of little more than a million and a total revenue of 
$1,488,000, expended two millions for her canals. 

England is not for herself or her colonies contented to foster her com- 
merce by this class of expendituresalone. Hernavy charge, which for 
1882 was $53,782,265, the cost of her army, which for the same year 
was $92,222,925, the subsidies she grants her lines of steamships, her 
costly diplomatic service, are but the seed which this great husbandman 
sows broadcast, whose return is reaped in the abundant harvest of the 
commerce of barbarous and semi-barbarous states. 

The statistics of France which pertain to this subject are more exact. 
General Wright, the Chief of Engineers, has caused a table to be pre- 
pared showing her expenditures from 1878 to 1882. 


[From the Almanach de Gotha. ]} 


Almanac of 1879—expenditures of 1878. 
TRAVAUX PUBLICS. 
(a) Service ordinaire. 


MINISTERE DES 


Routes et ponts 


seven 32, 150, 000 
Navigation intérie ure 


10, 200, 000 











Ports 6, 100, 000 

Total (in francs) sues teeniaatineaeananaianes . 48,450, 000— $9, 690,000 00 
) Jvaveus extraordinaires. 

Routes et ponts cocconee gevcceccosooosseceees 5, 792, 100 

Navigation intérieure................++++ . 10, 490,000 

tesa cies 12, 935, 000 
bel Cian BRAG E .cnccvscccncsscescees 29,217,100— 5,843,420 00 
TRotaal .... ccccoscocccccecccccccsscssscccesccovosesecsssosscoses eovccssocsssosscscese 15, 533, 420 00 


Almanac of 1880—expenditures of 1879. 
MINISTERE DES TRAVAUX PUBLICS. 
a) Service ordinaire 
Routes et ponts 


Navigation intérieure 
Ports 


. 33, 150,000 
9, 509, 000 
6, 000, 000 


48, 650, 000— 





Total (in francs $9, 730, 000 00 


(b) Travaux extraordinaires. 

Routes et ponts 
Navigation intérieure 
Ports : 
Total 


6, 215, 000 
3, 410, 000 
. 6,690,000 
. 16,315, 000— 





in francs 


3, 263, 000 00 





Total.... 


_12, 998, 000 00 





Almanac of 1881 
MINISTERE 


-expenditures of 1880. 

DES TRAVAUX PUBLICS, 
a) Service ordinaire. 

Routes et ponts 

Navigation intérieure 

Ports 


. 36, 150,000 
9, 500, 000 
6, 000, 000 





(in frances 51, 650, 000—$10, 330, 000 00 


Total 


(b) Trav aux extraordinaires. 
Routes et ponts. ........ onvee neicinintinttaanidinn Wi 
Navigation intérieure..... 
Ports. 


354, 000 
3. 720, 000 
9, 085, 000 


Total (in francs) st liihatiaate 19, 159,000— 3,831,800 00 





Total 4, 161, 800 00 





Almanac of 1882—expenditures of 1881. 
MINISTERE DES TRAVAUX PUBLICS, 
(a) Service ordinaire. 

Routes et ponts................0000. 33, 700, 000 
Navigation intérieure. 9, 900,000 
SE 6, 350, 000 

RE BR BD ccecnciecsesetaintiiniinnimpaiain 49, 950, 000== $9, 990,000 00 

(b) Travaux extraordinaires. 

Routes et ponts (im framcs)..............:cccocreessceeseessreesenseees 4,070, 167= 814, 033 40 

Total jnsclpeisindntbitininee wienaadinmniiin 10, 804, 033 40 





Almanac of 1883—expenditures of 1882, 
MINISTERE DES TRAVAUX PUBLICS. 
(a) Service ordinaire. 
Routes et ponts 
Navigation intérieure 
Ports 


. 33,177,000 
10, 900, 000 
7, 200, 000 








Total (in francs).. 277 


satis 


pocseeniiny 1 


Travaux extraordinaire. 


000==$10, 255, 400 00 


(b 


Routes et ponts . 
Navigation intérieure 
Ports.. 


. 12, 943, 167 
2, 800, 000 
2, 300, 000 





Total (in francs) . 18,043, 167— 


3, 608, 633 40 





Total acheter ehenaninntonieniantih penknesestesbouanenecanten 13, 864,083 40 
Note.—Under the head of * ‘Ordinary service of ports,” the repairs of light- 
houses and maintenance of lights are believed to be included. 
To the 


eneral or local improvement by special acts of appropriation. 
& obtained by searching the official publications of the laws. 


From Journal Officiel, December 30, 1882—budget of 1883. ] 
Department of public works: 


These can only 


Francs. 
Current appropriation ............. 89, 725, 681 
Extra appropriation ..............csssces0s 49, 462, 660 











139, 188, 341 


above should also be added such grants as may have been made for | 








This total includes salaries, works in Algeria and Corsica, streets of Paris, 
light-houses and lights, railroads built by the state or in which the state i. in- 
terested, and other items that would not be included in our river and harbor 
acts. The current appropriation under the head of “ harbors, light-houses and 


lights, maintenance and current repairs,’’ is 7,200,000 francs. How much of this 
is for harbors does not appear. 


ITEMS OF APPROPRIATION FOR 1883. 
Ordinary service : 
Bridges and roads, maintenance and current repairs...................s000 
Rivers, maintenance and current repairs 
Canals, maintenance and current repairs.. 
Harbors, including light-houses and lights 


Francs, 

29, 377, 000 
5, 250, 000 
5, 650, 000 
7, 200, 000 











7, 477, 000 


Extraordinary service—i, e., additional work: 


Extension and rectification and filling up gaps in the system of na- 
CESRRE BODES o.ccccrevonsee sonccespnesencemenvonssapevenssanenonnnnenntossesieveceen 








11, 000, 000 
Construction of bridges. 1, 800, 000 
Improvement of rivers 1, 750, Ow 
Protection from overflow 1, 100, 000 


Improvement of canals... 


1, 050, 000 
Improvement of harbors 


2, 300, 000 











19, 000, 000 
66, 477 7, 000 
$13, 295, 400 


I take the following from the Edinburgh Review for October, 1882 


In brief,the actual water ways of France amount to an aggregate length of 
7,069 miles, not including any maritime navigation, such as that of the Seine 
below Rouen. The cost of this fine system has been £43,608,516, or £6,230 per 
mile. One thousand eight hundred and thirteen additional miles have been 
authorized and are in course of execution by the state, the cost of which, to- 
gether with that of the improvements, required on the existing lines, will at 
least be an equal sum. France will shortly be possessed of 8,880 miles of inland 
water way, provided at a cost of from £80,000,000 to £100,000,000. 

* * * * * * * 


On the 7,069 miles of French canals, according to the report of M. Krantz, the 
transports amounted in 1874 to 2,132,957,000 units of traffic, or kilometric 
tons. This is equal to 126,000 tons per mile. In 1868, according tothe Etude 
historique et statique sur les Voies de communication de la France, par M. Felix Lu- 
cas, published in 1873, the navigation dues produced 3,503,000 francs for 1,690 
000,000 kilometric tons. This charge, which may be taken to cover cost of 
maintenance and interest of money on the canals, is equivalent to 0.0325d. per 
ton per mile. In 1847, under the régime of the old tariff, the dues amounted to 
9,931,000 francs for 1,198,000,000 tons kilometric. 

Since 1847, therefore, by comparing the two reports, it would seem that the 
French canal dues have been reduced by three-fourths, and that the canal trafic 
has nearly doubled. The chief disadvantage of the minute statistics of which 
the French are justly proud is the long time that generally elapses before their 
outcome is thoroughly known. The date to which the figures of M. Krantz 
apply is not stated in his report. But there can be no doubt that the actual 
movement on the French canals is very much greater than the average above 
cited. * ¢ © 

Without wearying our readers with any further arithmetical detail, we may 
say that the closest calculation of the cost price of conveyance on the railways 
of the ‘United Kingdom which has been found hitherto practicable gives for 
the year 1878 the cost of a little more than one-fifth of a penny (.2076d.) per 
mile for every ton of loaded train. This price compares favorably with the cor- 
responding item, where it has elsewhere been definitively ascertained. It isa! 
most exactly that of the working of the ancien résean of the Orleans Railway in 
1872, and, as a rule, is intermediate between the cost of continental lines and 
those of the East Indian and Pennsylvania railways. 

At this price, supposing al! the wagons to be full and the traffic to be conducted 
on the most favorable conditions, the cost of conveying a ton of coal amounts to 
an average of 0.472d. per mile, allowing for the return of the empty wagons 
This, however, is for the tabulated working expenses alone. If we take them 
as equal to 52 per cent. of revenue, as was the case in 1879, it will require the price 
of 0.908d. per ton per mile to pay 4} percent. interest on capital. In other words, 
the work which is done for a third of a penny by canal will cost nine-tenths of 
a penny on a railway; the former price covering 5 per cent. interest on capital, 


and sinking fund, the latter covering only 4} per cent. interest and no sinking 
fund. 





Total (in frances) 


Equivalent in United States money 


These statistics become doubly impressive when we reflect that we 

have a single American State, one only among our thirty-eight States 

and eight Territories, which is as large as France in territory, and far 
greater in its rich and various productive capacity. 

Mr. GROOME. If it is agreeable to the Senator from Massachusetts 
I will move an adjournment, as he has been a long time on the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. It is very hot, and if it makes no delay to the business 
of the Senate I shall conclude what I have to say to-morrow. 

Mr. GROOME. I will change the motion and move an executive 
session. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask what the condition of the bill is 
in reference to its passage ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. There are some few amendments to be offered. 

Mr. PLUMB. If this bill is not to pass to-night I shall feel con- 
strained to-morrow to antagonize it with another bill. I am satisfied 
besides that if that antagonism should not be made it will be antag- 
onized by the sundry civil appropriation bill. If the Senate is to ad- 
journ this week, as there has been some hint it might, it would be- 
come Senators now to forego questions of personal convenience and 
comfort, and address themselves to the question of closing up the leg- 
islation necessary to be done in order that the session may be brought 
to an end. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before putting the motion the Chai 
will lay before the Senate a message from the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the Senator.in charge of the bill will find it 


altogether better for the bill to pass it to-night if it is to be passed at 
all. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. I wish to say to the Senator from Kansas that | Clerk, announced thatethe House requested the Senate to return to that 


so far as the sundry civil appropriation is concerned it has no preced- 
ence over the bill appropriating money for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors. : 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope we shall not get into a controversy between 
these two bills. The sundry civil bill will take precedence to-morrow. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The controversy was inaugurated by the Sena- 
tor from Kansas, and I only wish to say that there shall be no antag- 
onism between them. 

Mr. PLUMB. It has not been the fault of the Senator from Kansas 
at all that this bill has been so dilatorily handled. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator will attend to 

Mr. PLUMB. The responsibility for carrying the session beyond | 
this week will be on those in charge of this bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ifthe Senator from Kansas will attend to man- 
aging the bills of which he has charge, that will be sufficient for him 
to do. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will give some attention to the river and harbor 
bill, too. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator is at liberty to do that at any time 
he wants to when he can get the floor. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator had better not have the Senate adjourn 
now if he wants the bill passed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. At the present time the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. HoaR] has the floor, I believe. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that motion is put I ask the Senator to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no desire 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from Massachusetts 








yield to the motion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GRooME] for | 


an executive session ? 

Mr. HOAR. I have no desire myself to have the Senate adjourn. 
It is quite agreeable tome to finish what I have to say to-night as far as 
that is concerned. 

Mr. GROOME. Then with the permission of the Senator I with- 
draw the motion I made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
proceed. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations ask permission | 


to make a report. 

Mr. BLAIR. The motion last made was a motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion was modified to a mo- 
tion for an executive session and then withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator from Massachusetts desires to go on to- 
night, of course I will withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DAWES. If my colleague is not fatigued, I hope he will feel 
like going on. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 

Clerk, announced that the House receded from its disagreement to the 


tenth, eleventh, and seventeenth amendments of the Senate to the bill | 
(H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office | 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other pur- | 


poses, and agreed to the same. 
The PRESIDING QFFICER. The message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
In THE Hovse OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 1, 1883. 
Resolved, That the House recede from its disagreement to the tenth, eleventh, 
and seventeenth amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5459) making ap- 


propriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, and agree to the same. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask leave to report at this time from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for 


sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June | 
30, 1885, and for other purposes, with amendments. I give notice that | 
I will call the bill up at the earliest practicable moment consistent with | 


other matters pending before the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 


A bill (S. 1111) granting an increase of pension to Sally Rodman, | 


widow of General Isaac P. Rodman; and 
A bill (S. 1112) granting a pension to John Sweeney. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 


body the bill (H. R. 2185) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and 
others. 
ROSA VERTNER JEFFREY AND OT! z 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the order be made according to the re- 
quest of the House of Representatives for the return of the bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wil! lay before the Senate 
a message from the House of Representatives 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, July 1, 1384 

Ordered, That the Clerk request the Senate to return to the House the bill 
(H. R. 2185) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and others 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the order will 
be made for the return of the bill. The Chair hears n 








RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HORR. The Constitution commits to Congress the care of com- 
merce with foreign nations and among the States. The title of these 
two objects to the national care is equal, if we look only to the words 
ofthe constitutional mandate. But important as is foreign commerce 
in its relation either to national wealth or national dignity, domestic 
commerce is infinitely more important. I wish to repeation this con- 
nection a few sentences from what I have said elsewhere. 

We have a dominion, excluding Alaska, greater than the Roman 
Empire at its largest. It is only a sixth less in extent than all Europe 
with her sixty empires, kingdoms, and republics. But by our mar- 
velous lake and river system this extent of country is severed for all 
| purposes of internal and external commerce into twenty islands of 
the size of Great Britain. Itis 2,750 miles from Boston to Queenstown. 
This pathway is over a barren and desolate sea, beset with mist and 
iceberg, bearing no living thing upon its bosom except the vessels 
which brave its dangers. At the end of the voyage is a foreign, rival 
nation to share, and perhaps to monopolize, the profit of the advent- 
} ure. Not so with the pathways of domestic commerce. It is a thou- 
| sand miles by river from Pittsburg to Cairo. It is a thousand miles 
from Cairo to the mouth of the Mississippi. There are 2,500 naviga- 
ble miles from Saint Louis to tle headwaters of the Missouri. And 
yet these are but a small fraction of the internal water courses of 
America adapted or easily to be adapted to the purposes of national 
commerce. Europe possesses no such dominion. She has no consid- 
| erable towns, except those in her eastern plain, more than four hundred 
miles distant from the sea. Her Danube, her Rhine, her Rhone, her 
Thames are petty streamlets compared with those which, with their 
approaches and affluents, demand the care of American statesmanship. 

Our domestic commerce does not travel the pathless and desolate 
wastes of the sea. Itsgiver pathways are bounded by farms and fac- 
tories and homes and populous towns. The river is the creator of 
the city. Domestic commerce is all American. England spends fifty 
millions a year on her navy, in time of peace, that she may command 
the markets of semi-barbarous nations. Our domestic commerce does 
not find India or Egypt or Turkey at the end of its journey. It finds 
there Iowa and Wisconsin and Missouri and California and Oregon. 
It is perpetually creating new and free States, like those which are 
coming into life between the Mississippi and the Pacific; like that 
bearing the name of Washington, which our own sons are building on 
Puget Sound, to be in the near future another and a larger Massachu- 
| setts. Domestic commerce divides its profits with no foreigner. It is 
| American at both ends. 

The statistics of this American commerce are as yet but imperfectly 
gathered. But we know enough to conceive dimly its immense and 
rapidly growing proportions. The whole exports of this country for 
the year ending April 3, 1884, were: Domestic products, $784,302,373; 
foreign products, $32,200,157; in all, $816,502,530. 

The total value of American manufactures by the census of 1880 
was $5,369,579,191, of which only about one hundred millions, or 2 per 
cent., was exported. Ninety-eight per cent., therefore, becomes the 

| subject of internal commerce. 

It would be easy to demonstrate that our domestic commerce exceeds 
our foreign in its real value to the nation more than a hundred-fold. 
We are groping still blindly after new policies which shall increase our 
| exports and bring back to us our foreign carrying trade. Butevery ten 

years of our life adds 30 per cent. toour population, brings to us a new 
nation of 15,000,000 of persoris to bé our customers and producers at 





(H. R. 5636) for the relief of Otto Leissring, reported it without amend- | home. What foreign commerce is like that? The commerce of the 


ment and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


| cities of the Ohio River is undoubtedly more than two thousand imillions 
ayear. Weannually pay for transportation more than double the entire 


to whom was referred the bill (S. 2105) authorizing the President of | Tfevenuesof the Government. Ourseven Ohio States have 100,000 square 


the United States to appoint Passed Assistant Engineer Nathan B. 


miles of bituminous coal field, more than six times that of Great Britain, 


Clark a chief engineer on the retired-list, reported it without amend- | France, and Belgium combined. The production of their workshops 

exceeds by more than 50 per cent. the whole imports and exports of 
| Great Britain to and from all countries. Even in the cities where our 
foreign commerce is greatest it is insignificant in comparison with their 
domestic commerce and their manufacture. The trade of New York 


ment and submitted a report thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
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city in the products of the labor of New England alone is greater than 
the whole foreign commerce carried on at that cit¥, while the product 
! manufactures was in 1880 $814,000,000. 

I must 


not abuse the patience of the Senate by relating the wonder- 
ful and 


fascinating story of the growth of our commerce as shown in 
iin localities, such as Chicago, Cincinnati, Saint Louis, the upper 


cert 


Missouri, and our great empire on the Pacific rhe Senator from Ore- 
gon told us something the other day of the marvelous developments 
and still more marvelous promise of his own State 


It is estimated that Washington Territory will send abroad this year 
350,000,000 feet of lumber, 200,000 tons of coal, 200,000 pounds oft 
hops, 200,000 cases of salmon, 5,000,000 bushels of wheat, 3,000,000 
bushels of oats, 1,000,000 bushels of potatoes, and 2,500,000 pounds 
of wool. In cargoes of 1,500 tons this produce will load nine hundred 
large ships 


Mr. Poor, in his railroad manual, estimates the value of the tonnage 


moved in this country by rail alone in 1881, deducting one-third for | workshops a material of eighty-one millions six hundred thousand into 


duplication, at $12,000,000,000. Taking the movements of merchan- 
dise by water ways and land ways other than by rail into account, the 
domestic produce moved and exchanged in this country must be at least 
between thirty and forty thonsand millions of dollars in value, or more 
than forty times the value of our exports. The rivercommerce of the 
single city of Cincinnati was last year more than $45,000,000. There 
passes each year up and down Detroit River a tonnage greater than 
enters Liverpool. The number of vessels that goin and out of Chicago 
annually exceeds by 7,000 those of New York; and although these 
vessels are, of course, smaller in size, the actual tonnage of Chicago is 
much more than half that of New York. These water ways are not 
only of vast importance in themselves, but they are important also as 
a check upon the prices charged by the railroad. They are free. 
When the water way is once fitted for transport it is the property of all 
mankind. ’ 

The legislators of the States and of the nation have exhausted their 
ingenuity to impose shackles upon the railroad. Sometimes the at- 
tempt has been to fix rates by law; sometimes a rate according to dis- 
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the larger share inures to Massachusetts. Her share in foreign com- 
merce can be retained and extended only as she can diminish the burden 
of transportation between the interior and the seaboard. To cheapen 
her supply of food she must place the granaries of the West at the door 
of her workshops. Every diminution in the cost of bringing material 
and coal to her workshops and carrying her product to market aids her 
skilled labor in its competition with foreign rivals and the new manu- 
factories of the South and West. 

Massachusetts is the third manufacturing State in the Union, and 
Boston is the sixth manufacturing city. In 1880 Massachusetts con 
verted a material of three hundred and eighty-six millions intoa product 
of six hundred and thirty-one millions, not including the manufacture 
of gas or of the products of fisheries or that done by railroads. In this 


| she employed a capital of more than three hundred millions, and paid in 





tance; sometimes relief is sought by endowing competing routes; and | 


in one memorable instance the State has been urged to take the busi- 
ness of railroad management into its own hands. 


But the strength of | 


these giants frequently, I am bound to say, with reason, and with the | 
laws of trade on their side, bursts in sunder these puny legislative fet- | 


ters. Railroad competition terminates in railroad combination. The 
only check on the power of the great railroad lines, when in concert, 
over the commerce of the nation is the competition of the water way. 
When the Erie Canal and the harbors of the lakes freeze in the winter 
up go the freights. When canal, lake, and river open in the spring 
down go the freights. 

I do not and can not overstate the importance of this consideration 
to the American people, and more especially to Massachusetts. The 
diminution of the price of freight on the railroads of this country one 
mill a ton a mile makes an annual saving to the people of $70,000,000. 
Great as is the interest of the South and Westjn domestic commerce 
and transportation, it is not so great as that of Massachusetts. 
manufactures nearly one thousand million in value every year. Of 
this | am justified, by the opinion of a business man of large experi- 
ence, in saying not one-fiftieth is sent beyond sea. The rest goes all 
over the land, by river and rail and lake, to be distributed in the West 
and South, whence come her food and her iron and coal, and wool and 
hides and cotton. 

Every obstruction removed from the channel] in a Western river, 
every sunken rock blown out from a lake harbor, every creek or inlet 


by which a navigable stream reaches its arms into the midst of wheat | 


fields or cotton plantations, is an obstacle the less in the way of the 
food to the mouths of her workmen, in the way of the material which 
their cunning fingers are to change into products of use and beauty, in 
the way of the sale of her manufactures to the customers on whom her 
wealth is to depend. 

To four principal objects must the statesmanship of Massachusetts 
look in the future. Four things are needed for her prosperity. 

First. Education and skill in her people. 

Second. The maintenance and increase of her rate of wages. 

Third. The annihilation of time and distance in the conveyance of 
her material and her products. 

Fourth. A rich and prosperous South and West with whom to deal. 

Mr. Windom estimates and demonstrates that the annual saving to 
New England on the transportation of grain alone by the completion 
of a single water line costing about eleven million of dollars, would 
have amounted in 1872 to $6,169,834, and a saving of $6.70 per ton on 
all the tonnage between the Mississippi and the East. So that this 
single improvement would have paid for itself in a single year in its 
saving in the cost of food and material to New England alone. 

The average haul on the New York Central and Hudson River Rail- 
road Company for the year ending September 30, 1881, was 228.34 miles. 
If we call the average for the United States of the tonnage hauled two 
hundred miles, a saving of one mill per ton per mile is an annual sav- 


She | 





ing of $70,000,000, if Mr. Poor’s estimate of the whole tonnage for | 


that year, 350,000,000 tons, be taken as correct. 


| Such cases are Cambridge, Lynn, and Taunton, in my own State. 


wages $128,315,362. Sheemployed 352,255 persons, who undoubtedly 
support by their labor 1,500,000 persons. Boston alone converts in her 


a product of one hundred and thirty millions five hundred thousand, 
employing a capital of near fifty millions, and giving occupation to more 
than 60,000 persons, and support to more than 300,000 persons. I sup- 
pose Massachusetts does not sell one-fiftieth of this product beyond sea, 


| and does not produce one-fiftieth of this material within her own bor- 


ders. She is the farthest from her supplies and her market of all the 
States of the Union, save two. The freight both ways handicaps her 
just so much in her competition with her vigorous Western rivals. | 
hope and believe that she would support this policy of internal im- 
provements on national groundsalone. But she certainly can claim no 
credit for disinterestedness. 

The cost of transportation is sheer burden or tax, benefiting nobody 


| The bushel of wheat has the same instrinsic value in Minnesota as in 


London. The yard of cloth has the same intrinsic value in Lowell and 
in Galveston. To annihilate distance, to put every portion of the coun- 
try on an equality with every other so far as relates to its market of 
purchase and its market of sale should be the object of our statesman- 
ship. 

There is another object not sufficiently considered which can only be 
accomplished by that national care which it imperatively demands. 
That is the annexing tothe general system localities of large productive 
capacity whose development is prevented and who are now unable to 
take their fair share in its commercial advantages by physical obstacles 
which a moderate and economic expenditure would overcome. There 
are many towns along our seacoast or the shores of our lakes or near 
the mouths of rivers or creeks where a large manufacturing business is 
springing up, which are wholly dependent on railroads for all their 
freights or which are without railroads, where ample water communica- 
tion might be secured at slight cost. There are many Western commu- 
nities whose wheat or bacon or beef can be taken to a foreign market 
at a profit by the removal, for a few thousand dollars, of a sand bank 
or rock in some river. There are many rich Southern cotton districts 
into which commerce can thrust its arms by clearing from mud some 
creek which runs up from the neighboring harbor. These are not 
situated directly upon the great routes across the continent, but their 
trade is with foreign nations or with other States. Each of them is 
placed by the Constitution under the care of Congress. In the aggre- 
gate they contribute an enormous share to the production of the coun- 
try, and to their development we must look chiefly for its increase. 
Each 
of those has been made the subject of criticism. There has been about 
$60,000 made available for the improvement of Charles River above the 
bridges, of which only about ten thousand has been expended. When 
this improvement is completed a population in Cambridge, Brookline, 
Belmont, Watertown, Newton, Brighton, and the Back Bay district 
will make a saving of from 15 to 20 cents a ton upon heavy and bulky 
articles imported from other States, such as coal, lumber, iron, lime, 
wood, stone, and sand. This would make a saving to that commu- 
nity of the cost of the entire improvement in a single year. Now, 
there are but two or three hours a day in which vesse!s of any size 
can be safely moved. The result of the proposed work would be to en- 
able vessels drawing seventeen feet to be safely moved to their destina- 
tion in a single tide. Now vessels of ten or twelve feet often require 
two or three tides. Along the bank of this river, as I am told, at a 
depth of two to six feet, is subsoil of coarse, hard gravel, where the 
heaviest warehouses or factories can be sustained without piles, sothat 
several miles of water front, with wharves, warehouses, and factories can 
here be added to the water front of Boston Harbor. Here then is an 
expenditure which is each year to save its whole cost in liftinga burden 
from a population double that of the whole city of Boston within my 
own lifetime and many times double measuring it by its products and 
its commercial wants. Lynn is a city of 40,000, and yet only seventh 
in size of the twenty-two fair cities which Massachusetts wears as the 
gems on her coronet. She has six hundred manufacturing establish- 
ments. She employs nearly 10,000 workmen. She gives activity to a 
capital of thirteen millions, and does a yearly business of thirty-five 
millions. 

She asks that her harbor through which comes to her her coal, which 
is the motive power of her industries, her lumber, iron, stone, brick, 


Of the saving to New England in the diminution of freights of course | lime, cement, and clay, may at a reasonable cost be fitted for the laiger 
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vessels which modern commerce finds most economical, and that she 
shall not be at the mercy of railroads or compelled to land her supplies ten 
miles off in Boston. Are not these things to be done? The commerce 
ot Lynn and Cambridge is with foreign nations and with other States. 
It is borne upon navigable waters solely within the national jurisdic- 
tion. These communities could not do if they would, and you would 
not permit them if they would, to do what Great Britain does in like 
coses—empower a local board to do the work and detray the cost by 
tolls upon commerce. If these objects are not national, the post-office 
and the light-house and the courts of the United States are not national. 

This can be and should be done by the General Government, and not 
by States or private persons. The Constitution not only imposes this 
duty on the National Government, but that it might be discharged was 
the principal reason for which the National Government was estab- 
lished. Individuals and States have no jurisdiction over interstate or 
international commerce, can not impose tolls, and have no power to 


create even temporary obstacles in navigable waters for the purpose of | 


their improvement. All the high exercises of power which regulate 
these two great classes of commercial transactions belong to Congress 
alone. 


commerce. For the general good it prohibits all export duties and for- 


bids the States from laying duties on tonnage without the consent of 


Congress. It takes all the receipts of commerce; therefore where ex- 
penditures are needed for it they should be made by the General Gov- 
ernment. The limitations within which this power should be exer- 
cised seem to me not difficult to state. 

First. The public advantages must be clearly worth the expenditure. 
The popular jealousy of all large outlays of public money is natural 
and reasonable, and should be respected. No item should get a place 
among appropriations of this class which can not stand by itself and 


vindicate its claim beyond all reasonable doubt by its sure promise of 


a return many times exceeding the original cost. 

Second. The commerce to be promoted must be a commerce with 
foreign nations or between different States. 

Third. The sum appropriated in any one year must fall within the 


limits prescribed by a wise economy, having regard to the coudition of 


the Treasury and to other public needs. 

The earnest public discussion which followed the passage of the river 
and harbor bill in the summer of 1882 calls upon Congress for a care- 
ful re-examination of the policy upon which these appropriations rest, 
and of every item in detail. Nothing is healthier than public jealousy 
as to the spending of public money. But it is remarkable when we 
get out of the region of mere clamor to find how little anybody, speak- 
ing under a sense of responsibility, has been able to bring against that 
much-abused measure. 

April 17, 1882, the President sent a special message to Congress urg- 
ing an appropriation of $1,100,000 to close gaps in the Mississippi levees, 
as recommended by the Mississippi River Commission, in addition toa 
like sum for which an estimate had already been submitted. 
President expresses his own approval of the plans of the commission. 
He adds: 


The immense losses and widespread suffering of the people dwelling near 
the river induce me to urge upon Congress the propriety of not only making 


an appropriation to close the gaps in the levees occasioned by the recent floods, | 


as recommended by the commission, but that Congress should inaugurate meas- 
ures for the permanent improvement of the navigation of the river and se- 
curity of the valley. It may be that such a system of improvement would as it 
progressed require the appropriation of twenty or thirty millions of dollars; 
even such an expenditure, extending as it must over several years, can not be 
regarded as extravagant in view of the immense interest involved. The safe 
and convenient navigation of the Mississippi is a matter of concern to all sec- 
tions of the country; but to the Northwest, with its immense harvests needing 
cheap transportation to the sea, and to the inhabitants of the river valley whose 
lives and property depend upon the proper construction of the safeguards which 
protect them from the floods, it is of vital importance that a well-matured and 
comprehensive plan for improvement should be put into operation with as lit- 
tle delay as possible. The cotton product of the region subject to the devastat- 
ing floods is a source of wealth to the nation and of great importance in keep- 
ing the balance of trade in our favor. 

it may not be inopportune to mention that this Government has imposed and 
collected some $70,000,000 by a tax on cotton, in the production of which the 
population of the lower Mississi »pi is largely engaged, and it does not seem in- 
equitable to return a portion of this tax tothose who contributed it, particularly 
as such an action will also result in an important gain to the country at large, 
and especially so tothe great and rich States of the Northwest and the Missis- 
sippi Valley. 


Congress differed with the Executive. 
stitutional power to appropriate money to save lands in the States bor- 
dering on the lower Mississippi from overflow by that river. They 


found it difficult to point out a reason for undertaking to relieve at the | 


national charge the land overflowed by the Mississippi, which would 
not require the performance of a like duty between high and low water 
mark along the entire Atlantic and Pacific coasts and on every stream 
within our borders. They therefore carefully eliminated from the bill 
all appropriations for levees and inserted an express provision that ‘no 
portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair or build levees 
for the purpose of reclaiming land or preventing injury to lands by 
overflow.’’ I do not think there can be any reasonable doubt that the 
levee system alone, not including any work designed for improvement 
in navigation, surely would have cost thirty million—the larger limit 
named by the President. Some cautious judges estimate it at fifty 
million. 
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The General Government takes all the receipts and revenues of 


The | 


A majority doubted the con- 


Osi 


Congress reduced by a million the sum recommended by the com- 
mission for the river Cairo. But they introduced $1,100,000 
for the uppe! Mississippi. The policy adopted by Congress saved to 
the country more than twenty-nine millions, not improbably more than 
fifty million as « ompared with that of the President. 

The President, however, was of the opinion that the bill contained 
items which were not of national importance 


re 


<8 
De LOW 


He sent to Congress a 
in which he specified no objectionable instance and re 
affirmed his approval of the Mississippi appropriation. But he declared 
that some of the objects provided for were local only, and suggested 
without directly asserting that some claims were inserted in the bill to 
win tavor for others. 

which he had relied. 
tives directed 


veto message 


But he gave Congress none of the information on 

At the next session the House of Representa- 
the Secretary of War, from whose Department the Presi 

dent was naturally supposed to have derived the knowledge upon which 
he acted, to inform them ‘‘ whether any moneys appropriated by the 
| act of August 2, 1882, making appropriations, &c., were appropriated 
for works or objects that are not in the interest of or do not benefit 
commerce or navigation; and, if so, to name such works or objects 
and the respective amounts so appropriated.”’ 

The Secretary replies that he understands the direction of the House 
as if the words ‘foreign or interstate’? preceded the word ‘‘ com- 
merce,’’ and that he is ‘‘ relieved by the President from hesitation as 
to the scope of the response,’’ and that he has made a new and very 
extended examination of the subjects covered. 

This answer, made many months after the passage of the bill, doubt- 
less was based on all the information in the possession of the President 
as well as upon the new and very extended examination he had him- 
self made. He specifies $1,032,000, about 5 per cent. of the whole bill, 
as not in the interest of commerce and navigation. Considering the 
likelihood of difference of opinion upon a subject of this kind this is a 
very strong and interesting concession, not only to the merits of the 
general policy but of the particular measure. There are very few ap- 
propriation bills, or bills made up of items, in which the majority who 
pass them, the committee who frame them, and even the member who 
reports them, would not find a larger percentage of objection. The 
| difference between the President and Congress was this: he would add 
| twenty or thirty millions for Mississippi levees and strike off a million 

which he thinks for local objects only ; Congress would keep off the twenty 
| or thirty millions, but would retain the one million to be expended, how- 
ever, only if the President’s objections are removed. 

Not only are the objections of the Executive, so far as we can learn, 
limited to about 5 per cent. only of the entire appropriation, but a large 
| portion of the items which make that up are such as I think would 
| meet the public approbation. I believe the President would himself 

change his mind on fuller information. I will not go over them all, 
| but I will take those in my own State. Three, and three only, are 
specified within the limits of Massachusetts as not being for the inter- 
est or benefit of foreign or interstate commerce and navigation. These 
| are: Plymouth Harbor, $14,000; Wareham River, $5,000; and Wood’s 
Holl, $50,000. The appropriation of 1882 for Plymouth Harbor was 
made as the result of a special and urgent communication of the Sec- 
retary of War, dated April 7, 1882, inclosing a special report of the en- 
gineer. This was not inserted by any representative of Massachusetts 
in either House, and first became known to me and my colleague when 
| our attention was called to it by the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce. This famous historic harbor depends for its existence on 
the protection and preservation of Long Beach, a spit of sand project- 
ing two and three-quarters miles out to sea. The Secretary informed 
us that the equinoctial storm of 1882 had made a break over this, and 
that another of equal severity would very probably destroy the harbor 
by filling the channel with the sands of the beach. It was reeoommended 
that the sum of $14,000, which it would cost to complete the break- 
water nearly finished, be made available at once, instead of being ex 

tended over two years, as had been designed. This breakwater is so 
| extended as to be an ample shelter for the beach and save the entire 
harbor. 

The commercial reasons which reader Plymouth a proper object of 
national care are well stated in the engineer’s report for 1870, page 458. 

The State of Massachusetts contributed $2,000 to this purpose in 
1867. 


Now, sir, this case of Plymouth presents and illustrates the precise 
issue which I make with the opponents of this policy. It has a com- 
merce with foreign nations and among the States. The public good fat 
exceeds the outlay. It is placed by the Constitution under the care of 
Congress. No other authority is competent to do the work, and no 
other authority should do the work, if it were competent. It is not for 
| the public advantage that the commerce of New York and Boston 
should be the sole objects of care, and that of Plymouth and Wareham 
should die out. The large appropriations to remove the rocks of Hell 
| Gate from the approach to New York harbor or to construct the jetties 
which have opened the mouth of the Mississippi do not bring us a more 
| valuable return than the aggregate of small appropriations on which 

the commercial prosperity of hundreds of Plymouths and Warehams 
depend. The life of the centers is to be perserved, but the extreni- 
| ties should not die 
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Wareham is an equally strong case. The reports of the engineers 
(1874, page 218; 1879, page 303) give some of the reasons which justify 























the small outlay provided for in the statute of 1882. 
have strengthened with the increase of business since 1879: 


These Teasons 


Tabulated statement of the annual commerce of Wareham, Maass., in certain enumerated articles. 

















| &&e: 
Received and shipped by water. Received and shipped by rail. | go z 
Articles. — siamiaiaiaegs aes i ea | 4 
Imports. | Exports. Valuation.| Imports. | Exports. | Valuation. 3% Be 
= — — — — i 
a number... WD Dinette! $75 OIE iititte ected $2, 745 | $2, 820 
SE TIED cccusccocnccncevesisiavessensesavoveseve quasenapeustiocsesoetvoccpusnososnnmseaupens pancuenpesenese 50, 000 | 50, 000 
Castings, iron.. , — | 48, 000 48, 000 
oa sc amieieaeebabanel barrels.. 400 4,000 20 5, 850 58,700 | 62,700 
Coal | 
earl ae ein tons... I Ec ancnmsiaiie sisi a rE 117,070 
Anthracite.... .... tons... . a 1, 400 | 8, 400 | 42, 450 
nidicateniiiietieeibiantiaaalll barrels... 4, 900 4, 452 1,000 43, 488 | 48, 388 
wniinninliy seneeanlbiediaeentennivaannieniidl bushels... 180, 000 9, 000 150, 000 143, 400 323, 100 
qutayiaiiientipeneeiammmennineneelintl number sseeeee| 1,500,000 sentengdhdnanel 6,7 6,750 
stiainbiinipaiandtesidhiieitteliianaasaiaaiaehinatald tons 185, 990 |.. ssa al eee ae 185, 990 
tons 8, 800 | 4, 000 2,200 | 389,800 | 398, 600 
Merchant.. tons mebcampibenpatliesnssectieecgnenn 5, 622 298, 000 298, 000 
BEPRED.0.rccccccscvccccoree tons 97,500 | 7 301,250 
Swedish bars BD cchcccimcnmncaes aacieeunil 102, 000 
|, eee .... tons. 77 21, 200 21, 200 
Kegs number. 15,000 32, 061 
Lumber: 
BID, .ncccccnninacssnsenecucteensestecesenmenensuomebeenioussbonperenerspaeisbancnsnesnesssonsasesen SENN Ucccnimicn-ssetens 12, 000 19,139 
Box boards........... 1, 900, 000 20,700 26, 200 
Nails hinnaninnens — 102, 000 | 382, 500 791, 400 
Oysters, seed, and she!!-fish 2, 900 4,000 13, 400 
Sand, furnace and foundery 12,040 8, 020 8. 020 
ER 2, 000, 000 5,500 11, 000 
TENGE snisiestessiesninninneeiaatineninaibienenedinainrriatenibinnttiness eemeisaninaaniliniennamenibenaniaiiintenaméamiiiaiasetl Jocccccceeesscveees | 1,101,305 1, 808,233 | 2,909,538 


There is a smaller commerce in brick, lime, hay, clay, shells, wood, boats, cem- 
ent, and similar coastwise traffic. 


Wareham is the nearest port to Sandwich and to the inland towns of Middle- 


borough, Bridgewater, and Brockton, the commerce and manufactures of each | 


of which equal those of Wareham. The railroad wharves of Wareham have 
direct railway connection with these and other tributary towns, but inadequate 
navigation facilities in Wareham Harbor oblige these towns to receive their 
water-borne supplies via Fairhaven and Somerset. 

The total tonnage of vessels hailing from Wareham is 6,002 tons, so far as 
known. The cominerce of the port is not, however, carried in these, but more 
generally is transported by water in other vessels of the United States. 

The yearly arrivals and departures at this port comprise, together, about 
three hundred and fifty sailing vessels and also occasional steamers, and nu- 
merous small craft. The supplies for the iron mills are brought in schooners of 
350 to 600 tons burden, manufacturers considering it profitable to employ larger 
vessels than formerly in freighting cargoes of coal and iron. The wharves in 
Wareham Harbor are rendered difficult of approach for such vessels by reason 
of bars in the tortuous channel. The nature of the above-mentioned industries 
of this town is such that its railway traffic is dependent upon the facilities for 
navigation. 


It is hard to see by what process of reasoning the propriety of the ap- 
propriation for Wood’s Holl can be seriously called in question. The 


smal] expenditure would be abundantly warranted by the demand for | 





| a harbor of refuge and a port for the revenue cutters which are con- 
| stantly needed for aid to the vessels which pass in our harbors over the 
foggy and dangerous navigation of the neighboring Nantucket Shoals. 
But it is demanded also to construct a basin and harbor for the United 
States Fish Commission, whose interesting work seems destined to create 
an abundant food supply for uncounted millions in the near future. 
Mr. President, there are few objects of expenditure which do not perish 

| with the using. There are fewer still which survive the generation 
| which has created them. A few works of art; a few temples and pub- 

lic buildings; a few dwellings, kept for curiosity rather than occupa- 

tion; a few great libraries are all of the possessions of our day which 
| will survive a hundred years. The money you have appropriated for 
the Army, the Navy, the Post-Office, the courts, for the cost of legisla- 
tion, for the diplomatic service, for pensions, will leave no trace behind 
when the year in which it has been expended shall have passed. But 
the works which this bill authorizes will remain, making their annual 
and perpetual returns, instruments of commerce, of union, and of peace. 
| so long as the rivers run to the sea and the sea beats upon the shore. 
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oNDIX. 


Table showing rate of earnings per ton per mile on four of the principal railroads; also, expenses and net earnings. 


[Extract from Poor's Manual of the Railroads of 


New York Central and Hudson 





s ee . 
River Railroad Company. Pennsylvania Railroad 
Year. ee = n _ 
2 . = Net > : . re 
Earnings. | Expenses. earnings Earnings. | Expenses. 
Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. 
1855 1.341 1.929 2.746 1. 662 
1856 1.542 2.707 1. 662 
1857 1. 698 2.411 1.536 
1858 1.374 2. 181 1. 289 
1s50 1, 281 2.027 1.176 
1860 1. 343 1. 957 1,176 
1861 1,345 1. 926 0.912 | 
1862 1.355 2.038 1.077 
1368 1.512 2. 185 1.147 | 
1s64 1.965 2. 463 1. 871 
1865 2. 538 2. 665 2. 281 
1866 - 2. 163 2. 282 1. 821 
.. 1,948 2.092 1.544 
1868 1, 803 1. 906 1.249 
1869 1, 397 1.718 1, 200 
1870 1, 163 1.549 0. 998 
1871. 1.014 1. 389 0. 874 
1872 .. 1.129 1.416 0. 886 
1873 ..... 1. 026 1.416 0, S57 
1874 0, 984 1, 255 0.748 
a 0. 901 1, 058 0.616 
1876 .... 0.711 0. 892 0, 582 
1877 .. 0c. 699 0. 980 0. 552 
1878 .. 0. 536 0.918 0. 483 
1879 .. 0. 551 0.796 0, 427 
1880 0.541 0. 880 0.474 
1881 . 0. 563 0.799 0. 437 
1882 0. 601 0. 817 0. 473 





Nore.—The tables from which the above table is made up will be found on pages 162, 300, 171, and 604 of Poor’s Manual. 


the United States, 1883, sixteenth annual number.] 


New York, Lake Erie and West- 


Pittsburgh, Fort Wayne and Chi- 
ern Railroad Company. 


Company. cago Railway Company. 


Net 





. : - Net * : Net 
earnings. Earnings. | Expenses. earnings. Earnings. | Expenses. earnings. 
Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents, Cents. 
1,084 2. 424 1. 155 ETP lonnssnnieseensiidibiinebehtsimapeiadinnstiesabuascnes 
1.045 2.477 1. 169 RAED. Iocncimabcpesainsiinsphtintenbiementieiemimenocee 5 
0. 875 2. 457 0. 897 1.560 2.27 1.57 0.70 
0. 892 2.316 0. 649 1. 667 1.90 1,242 0.58 
0. 851 1, 621 1.344 0.277 1.6 1,18 0.47 
1.814 1. 001 0. 813 1.67 1.18 0.49 
1.77 0. 929 0. 843 1.7 0.98 | 0.73 
1, 892 0. 956 0, 936 1.90 0.98 0.92 
2. 088 0. 964 1,124 2.01 1,20 | 0. 51 
2.335 1, 456 0. 879 2.38 1.50 0. 88 
2.761 1, O84 0.777 2.44 1.79 0.65 
2. 427 1. 64 0.77: 2.02 1.50 0.52 
2. 088 1.472 0.566 1.% 1.44 0.51 
1.809 1.339 0. 470 1.70 1.15 0.55 
1.539 1.171 0. 368 1.62 1.11 0.51 
1.333 0. 975 0. 358 1.45 0. 86 0.59 
1,442 1.013 0.390 | 1.43 0.78 0.65 
1. 527 0.979 0.548 1.40 0. 81 0.59 
1,115 0. 964 0.504 1.40 0. % 0.45 
1,311 0.913 0. 398 1, 26 0.74 0.52 
1. 260 0. 958 0. 259 Lil 0. 69 0.42 
1. 098 0. 885 0.213 0.93 0.63 0. 0 
0.955 0. 752 0. 208 1.01 0. 67 0.34 
0. 973 0. 674 0. 299 0. 88 0.50 0, 38 
0.780 0.561 0, 219 0.76 0.44 0, 32 
0. 836 0.534 0. 302 0.91 0.51 | 0, 40 
0. 362 0, 805 0.529 0. 276 0.75 0. 43 0.32 
0.344 0.749 0. 526 0. 223 0.75 0. 47 0. 28 


~ tr! 
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[From New York Produce Exchange annual report for 1882, page 508.] 
Average lake rates between Chicago and Buffalo: 
1868 to 1872, both inclusive, 7.78 cents per bushel. 
1873 to 1877, both inclusive, 4.34 cents per bushel. 
1878 to 1882, both inclusive, 3.90 cents per bushel. 
[From report on commerce and navigation, 1883, Treasury Department, page 
- Ixvii.] 
Average lake and canal rates, including Buffalo transfer charges and tolls: 
1868 to 1872, both inclusive, 23 cents per bushel for wheat. 
1873 to 1877, both inclusive, 12.4 cents per bushel for wheat. 
1878 to 1883, both inclusive, 10.7 cents per bushel for wheat. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GrorGE]. 
The amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 


were concurred in. 

‘The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I wish to submit in connection with this bill a 
statement of the aggregates. 

The aggregate of the House bill as it came to the Senate was $12,- 
086,200. The increase which the Senate Committee on Commerce added 
was $1,268,000. The aggregate of the bill as reported by the Senate 
committee was $13,354,200. Theaggregate of the bill as it is about to 
be passed by the Senate as it now stands, unless some inaccuracy has 
been made in stating the amendments, is $13,584,700. 

The bill was passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted on its disagreement to the 


amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a right of | 


way through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway 
Company, and for other purposes; agreed to the conference asked by 


the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had | 
appointed Mr. OLIN WELLBORN of Texas, Mr. RICE A. PIERCE of | 


Tennessee, and Mr. Bishop W. PERKINS of Kansas managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 


ANTWERP INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. It is desirable to have an order at this 


time. J ask unanimous consent that the vote of the Senate discharg- 
ing the Committee on Foreign Relations from the consideration of certain 
papers in relation to the participation of the United States at the inter- 
national exhibition to be held at Antwerp in 1885 be reconsidered, and 
that the papers may be referred back to the committee for further action. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenator from Californiaasks unan- 
imous consent for the consideration of the motion suggested by him. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears no objection, and the order is made. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills: 


A bill (H. R. 1246) granting a pension to the widow of Maj. Gen. | 


James B. Steedman; and 
A bill (H. R. 6092) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stip- 
ulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1885, 
and for other purposes. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning, 


immediately after the reading of the Journal and the presentation of 


petitions and reports, I shall ask to take up the sundry civil bill, and 
| wish to say to Senators that if we are to adjourn, as we hope to do, 
within the time generally understood to be implied by the bill passed 
yesterday it will be necessary for that bill to be completed to-morrow. 
The bill will be distributed early in the morning to Senators so that 
they can have an opportunity of examining it. 


I willsay that after that bill passes there will be but one more appro- 


priation bill to pass, the fortification bill, which will take but a few 


moments, so that Senators who have intervening business I trust will | 


wait until this bill has passed the Senate and in the course of its final 
passage through a committee of conference. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 
ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before putting the motion the Chair 


will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, which is the bill (H. | 


R. 7162) to forfeit the unearned lands granted to the Atlantic and Pacific 
Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast, and 
to restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. MCMILLAN]. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- | 


ation of executive business. After eleven minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, July 1, 1884. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
JOHN S. Liypsay, D. D. 

Mr. LORE. Mr. Speaker, I move by unanimous consent to dispense 
with the reading of so much of the Journal as relates to the introduc- 
tion of bills and joint resolutions. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DUNN. I demand the regular order of business. 
Mr. RANDALL. I rise to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it up. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the House will be in order and attention 
given to the report of the conference committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4716) *‘ making appropriations 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other pur- 
poses,"’ having met, after full and free conference have been unable to agree. 

WALDO HUTCHINS, 

SAM. J. RANDALL, 

W. H. CALKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


EUGENE HALE, 


JOHN A. LOGAN, 


JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 

The SPEAKER. 
panying the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 1885 submit the follow- 
| ing written statementin explanation of the effect of the action recommended in 
the accompanying conference report : 

The committee of conference found itself confronted with a disagreement 
between the two Houses of Congress upon the amendments of the Senate to 
| the House bill numbered 44 and 48. These amendments cover the following 

subjects: No. 44 is the amendment appropriating $2,500,000 for the construction 


The Clerk will now read the statement accom- 





of one cruiser of 4,500 tons displacement, one cruiser of 3,000 tons, one dispatch- 
vessel of 1,500 tons, two heavily-armed gunboats of 1,500 tons each, one light 
gunboat of seven hundred and fifty tons [and one gunboat not to exceed nine 
hundred tons, to be built on ctana died specifications to be furnished by the Ad- 
miral of the Navy]; one cruising torpedo-boat, two harbor torpedo-boats, and 
| one steel ram, under limitations and provisions making a part of said amend- 
| ment. 
Amendment 48 provides for continuing work upon the double-turreted mon- 
| itors, $2,000,000, the same to be applied toward procuring the side and turret 
| armor and armament and finishing the vessels; and the Secretary of the Navy, 

acting under the advice of the naval advisory board,in the same manner in 
all respects as in the construction of the steel cruisers, shail not,in procuring 
such armor and armament and finishing the monitors, exceed as the total cost 
| of such completion the amounts estimated in the report of the board of October 
25, 1883, and the report of the Secretary of December |, 1883; and inall purchases 
of armor or contracts for construction there shall be free and open public com- 
petition 

There were other Senate amendments to the appropriation bill where no 
agreement was reached by the conferees, but itis thought if an agreement should 
| be reached by the two Houses upon the two amendments before referred to, 
| numbered 44 and 48, the remainder of the bill could probably be adjusted satis- 

factorily to the committee of conference. 


WALDO HUTCHINS, 

SAM. J. RANDALL, 

W. H. CALKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, it is proper for me to say in the dis- 
charge of the duties of the conference we proceeded to consider the bill 
from the beginning with varying results as to agreements and disagree- 
ments until we came to the amendments of the Senate numbered 44 and 
48. Those amendments involve the insertion in this appropriation bill 
of a measure passed by the Senate authorizing the construction of certain 
vessels which have been enumerated in the report of the House con- 
ferees. 

The other point of material disagreement related to further appro- 
priations to complete what are known as theiron-clad monitors. I do 
not think I step beyond the range of propriety when I say that the Sen- 
ate seemed to have a lurking hope, which either ought to be affirmed 
or destroyed by positive action on our part, that ultimately the House 
| would recede from its disagreement to those amendments. Understand- 
ing my duty as I do, and I think I speak for my associates on this side 
of the House, I say deliberately nothing but instruction from the House 
wiJl induce the House conferees to yield on these two points. [Ap- 
| plause.] And why? Because we have not that confidence in the man 
ner of construction of these Cruisers that warrants any further expendi 
ture of public money to duplicate them. And that judgment is not 
made up from our own knowledge on the subject. The naval con- 
structor affirms his judgment as to the construction of the vessels, and 
| the highest scientific mind in the Navy of the United States, whose 
| character in reference to engineering and the construction of machinery 

is known the world over—I allude to Mr. Isherwood—both declare 
that the engines of these vessels are not such as they should be. I ask 
the Clerk to read what the naval constructor has said in reference to 
| the Boston and the Atlanta. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


The ActTiInG CHAIRMAN. You refer now to the Boston and Atlanta? 

Chief Constructor Wrison. Yes, sir; I would not for one moment be consid- 
cred as indorsing either one of those ships. 

Tne AcTING CHAIRMAN. What do you think will be the trouble with them ? 

Chief Constructor Wi1s0n. In the first place, those ships have not sail power 
enough to goanywhere. They can not work under sail. If they get ona lee- 
shore they would go ashoredespiteall they coulddo. Ina heavy seatheir speed 
will be knocked down by forcing their bow into the sea, and the sea will be 
likely to roll on board aft as they ascend into it. An ironclad might be de- 
signed in that way, but I do not believe in designing a light unarmored cruiser 
in any such manner. 

The Actine CHaArRMAN. You think they will be failures practically? 

Chief Constructor WiLson. I think these vessels will practically be failures as 
sea-going vessels. In smooth water there is no question but they will have 
speed and that they will go along very nicely, but in a sea I believe they will 
be a failure. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask now that an extract be read from a published 


letter addressed by Mr. Isherwood to Mr. HALE, of the Senate con- 


ferees, in relation to the boilers of the Chicago, and the material of the 
hull. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The boilers of the Chicago have no superiority of any kind over those in use in 
the best foreign war vessels, and in our own; and in the best and most recent 
transatlantic steamships, namely, the cylindrical boiler with internal cylin- 
drical furnaces; but they are a cheaper boilerto build. Thespace occupied, and 
the weight, including the contained water, isthesamein both. Both are equally 
accessible, but the Chicago’s boilers need, for a high rate of combustion, the 
large exposed steam-drums referred to,and they may fail even with their use 
and with a moderate rate of combustion. The objection to them is not their 
brick furnaces, but their liability to excessive priming. There are no advan- 
tages derivable from such furnaces except cheapness of construction, and that 
is an advantage for the contractor only, and nodiendventensensent the always 
possible dislodgment of the bricks by the violent rolling and pitching of the 
vessel, or by careless use of the firing-tools; but even such possibilities should 
be avoided unless a great gain is to be obtained by incurring them. 

The experiment of adopting these boilers was most injudicious; it was pure 
error of judgment and hazarded the success of the vessel for nothing; no gain 
was possible, and much loss was probable. Most certainly they should not be 
repeated in any other vessel 

The hull of the Chicago is constructed of what is conventionally called steel, 
but which is really iron—ingot iron, in contradistinction to puddilediron, This 
so-called steel has none of the properties of that metal, and is merely a partic- 
ular make of iron. The definition of steel is an alloy of iron with carbon or 
chromium, that will take a temper and cutiron. Now, the metal of which the 
Chicago is built will do neither, and the name of steel applied to it is both a mis- 
nomer and misleading, for the non-expert will naturally suppose the material of 
the vessel to really have the qualities of true steel. 





Mr. CALKINS. Who is the author of that? 
Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Isherwood, formerly Engineer-in-Chief of the 
Navy. I might rest the action which we recommend to adhere and not 


yield to the incorporation of these amounts in the appropriation bill 
upon the opinion of these two accepted authorities, one now in office 
and the other formerly at the head of the Engineer Corps of the United 
States Navy. But I am willing to go further and say if it were neces- 
sary that there are not thrown around these propositions those safe- 
guards for the expenditure of the money which circumstances known 
to the country demand ‘in reference to a Department which is now being 
investigated. 

The next question is as to the monitors. That is a subject which 
was duly considered in the last Congress, and the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of that body did not recommend to the House of Repre- 
sentatives any further appropriation of money in that connection, nor 
did the House in the passage of the original bill incorporate a dollar 
for that purpose. The bill went to the Senate, and there the amount 
was incorporated, and in a sort of coercive way, if I may be allowed 
in a parliamentary sense to use such a term, the House was compelled | 
to vield. I want to have read in that connection, that it may be still 
further impressed upon the minds of the House, the language uttered 
upon this floor by a gentleman here in debate, whose experience as a 
business man and as a manufacturer in all the forms of iron and steel 
which enter into the construction of such vessels is large, and whose 
capacity to judge of such subjects is unquestioned. I ask the Clerk to 
read from the RecoRD what was said on the floor a few weeks ago 
upon this point. This is a partof the language of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewitt]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


There are other questions behind this on which I am in full accord with the 
Appropriations Committee. I believe the monitors area total failure. I believe | 
every dollar spent on them is wasted, and I shall never vote, as I never have | 
voted, a single dollar in behalf of the monitors 

I also believe we ought not to build any new cruisers until we know whether 
those now under way are good for something or not. But we can not tell 
whether they are good or not until we put guns on them and float them and try 
what they can do in the open ocean. 


Mr. RANDALL. Now, in view of all these matters, in view of the 
general consideration of the subject in all of its bearings, I do not alto- 
gether object to these appropriations on the score of economy. I place | 
my objection upon a judgment which I would call into action were it 
with reference to a matter relating to my own private affairs. Noman 
possessed of ordinary judgment who was interested in the construction 
of a number of vessels but would first have one constructed and tested 
in every particular, both as to its speed, its sea-faring qualities, and its 
strength, and also as to the question of boilers and machinery, before 
proceeding with others. When, therefore, we areinvited by the Senate 
or by any portion of the gentlemen on the other side of the House to 


| water furnace a brick furnace. 
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| have done nothing but criticise these four vessels. 
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| expend further amounts of money in these directions, I say that we 


and the people of the United States have a right first to know whether 
these vessels are to be failures or are to be successful in construction. 

And following this I want to add in conclusion that I do not wish 
any man in this House to give a wavering vote upon this question. [ 
want him, as he will have an opportunity when his name is called, to 
render as far as he is able his final and conclusive purpose in relation 
to the matters in controversy, because, as I said before, there is noth- 
ing that will induce the present conferees or a majority of them to 
yield these two points of disagreement, except a direct vote of this 
House, and when that vote is given I trust they will select some other 
conferee than myself. [Applause. ] 

I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINs]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty-five minutes remaining. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, the question presented to the House 
in these two amendments of the Senate as they now stand is simply 
this: first, is it the judgment of this House that we should stop the 
construction of any new cruisers and delay the work for a year or more, 
or shall this House take another advance step in the direction of build- 
inga navy. That is the first proposition. The next is, shall this 
House, after having expended very large sums of money, many mill- 
ions of dollars, in building the four monitors, stop the work upon 
them altogether, leave them where they are, and expend no more money 
upon them for another year? These, sir, are the two questions which 
are presented; for I take it that no gentleman upon the floor, even 
though it be the Gladstone of the House, my honored chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, will say that the monitors, beingnow ina 
forward state of completion, must be broken up and sold for old metal. 
I say that no gentleman upon the floor, as J take it, is ready to make 
that assertion or plant himself upon that position, and therefore it is 
not necessary to discuss the question in that light. Then it followsas 
a natural sequence that the monitors at some time, near or distant, 
will be finished; and the question we are confronted with is what? 

Shall we go on and build ships now, or shall we put it off to some 
other time ? 

It is known to the House and has been iterated and reiterated on the 
floor many times during the last session of Congress that an appropri- 
ation of money was made to purchase certain armament and equip- 
ments for the four ironclads, the Puritan, the Terror, the Amphitrite, 
and the Monadnock. Contracts were made for the completion of three 
of them, and the work is now in an advanced state of progress. As to 
the Monadnock, it is upon the Pacific Slope, and out of deference to the 
wishes of the committee the Secretary of the Navy deferred making 
any contract for the completion of that monitor, and it remains now 
just as it was several years ago, upon the stocks in the ship-yard at that 
point. So that, Mr. Speaker, the question is: Shall this House stop 
now and proceed no further either in finishing the monitors or trying to 
build up a navy by the construction of these additional cruisers recom- 
mended in the amendment of the Senate? 

Now, the objection assigned by the gentleman from Pennsylvania is, 
first, that these four vessels, the new cruisers already in a forward state 
of completion, namely, the Chicago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and the 
Dolphin, will be failures when they are finished, and his remarks are 
predicated upon what was said by Mr. Isherwood and Naval Constructor 
Wilson. 

I admit, Mr. Speaker, that these two gentlemen from the beginning 
I admit that in the 
British journals some of the engineers of the English navy have criti- 
cised these steel cruisers, but I affirm that 90 per cent. of the brains of 
the American Navy have said that these vessels, in their judgment, 
will be the best of their class in the world when finished. There have 
been investigations made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. At this point, that I may understand the question 
at issue, will the gentleman from Indiana inforn me whether the criti- 
cism extends to the construction of the hull or simply to the construc- 
tion of the engines ? 

Mr. CALKINS. There are three criticisms made upon these steel 
cruisers. The first is with reference to the way in which the engines 
are put intothe vessels, someof theengineers declaring that the vertical 
position of the engines as has been recommended in these vessels will 
decrease their speed, will have a tendency to make them slow; they 
will not get the speed that was supposed would be gotten out of them 
when first adopted. The second is with reference to the furnace; the 
old way being a water furnace and these have substituted in place of a 
Those are the two principal criticisms 
made upon the construction of these steel cruisers. Theother criticism 


| is upon the hull, and may be expressed by saying that the depression 


on either end of the cruisers (if you will allow me the expression) has 
been objected to by some of these engineers. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. That is as to the Boston and Atlanta. 

Mr. CALKINS. The Boston and Atlanta—those two. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But those models have been spoken of as experi- 
ments which have never been tested. Is that true? 

Mr.CALKINS. Theyarelargely experimental. That is to say, the 
advisory board after having examined carefully the construction of like 
vessels throughout the world have added certain improvements as they 
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claim to these vessels, among which is the change adverted to. 
have changed the design in the particular I have spoken of. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But that is simply a depression in the decks and 
not in the model of the hulls. 

Mr. CALKINS. The models of the hulls are not substantially 
changed. It is in reference to the depression of the decks that the 
criticism has been indulged in by these persons. 

Then there is a further criticism in reference to the material which 
has been referred to by my chairman, the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, in which it is alleged that the steel is improperly so 
called; that it is a poor quality; that it will not answer the purpose 
for which it is used. But that is allimaginary. Itissimply the judg- 
ment and opinion of certain men with reference to the texture and 
durability of the steel used. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to come back again to the point, because I shall 
not this morning detain the House except to get before it the exact 
points of controversy. For one, and I speak alone for myself, I do not 
care whether we get further with the monitors at this time ornot. As 
I have already indicated, the time will come when they must be fin- 
ished or must be broken up and sold as old iron; and I think no one 
has intimated that that step will be taken. But shall we stop in making 
further vessels for our Navy ? 


They 


I was sorry this morning to hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 


refer to the fact that in the Navy Department there was an investiga- 
tion in progress, which in some way, as I understood the gentleman, 
militated against the further expenditure of money by that Department. 
I am sure the gentleman will not say that the investigation proceeding 
in the Navy Department to-day has anything to do with new cruisers 
or with any department connected with them. 

Mr. RANDALL. Just there I want to say we have given every dol- 
lar that was estimated for to complete these cruisers so that the test 
may be made. I do not want to enter upon the discussion pro and con 
of the conduct of the Navy Department in relation to the contracts 
made; for it is not pertinent, perhaps, to the subject. Moreover, it 
may protract debate and delay action on the bill. 

Mr. CALKINS. I was referring, Mr. Speaker, not to the contracts 
that had been made for these cruisers, or for the monitors, but to the 
reference which the gentleman made to the investigation which was 
proceeding in the Navy Department; and I said that the gentleman 
would not allege that there was any investigation now proceeding. 

Mr. RANDALL. That has no relation, perhaps, to these cruisers 
or to the monitors. But it has relation to the action of every member 
of this House when we appropriate money to Departments wherein 
maladministration has been found, that we may see that proper re- 
strictions are thrown around this expenditure. 

Mr. CALKINS. The point I was making was that the reference of 
the gentleman to the investigation now going on in the Navy Depart- 
ment was foreign to the discussion here for the reason that that had no 
reference to these steel cruisers. But I want to say one other word 
while [am upon that. I will be in possession to-day of the recom- 
mendations which put Wales in the position where he was. If it is 
necessary the distinguished names of many members of this House and 
of the other body will be shown to have been appended to his recom- 
mendation for reappointment to that place. It will appear further that 
the present Secretary of the Navy was never in favor of his reappoint- 
ment to that place. 


tary action of the present Secretary of the Navy. 

And if there has been, as the gentleman alleges, maladministration 
in that bureau, the responsibility will not rest upon the present head 
of the Navy Department, but it will rest, if anywhere, upon those who 
were instrumental in putting him at the head of that bureau. 

Mr. RANDALL. It will certainly rest on the bureau. 

Mr. CALKINS. It will rest on those who were instrumental in put- 
ting him there. I will soon have the papers, and in due time, if nec- 
essary, will have them read for the information of the House. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Was he put in there by this admin- 
istration ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes; upon the recommendation of his friends who 
were behind him and asked to have him put there. I criticise no gen- 
tleman for recommending him. It is not the first time that men have 
been mistaken in their estimate of another. The world now seems to 
be pretty full of men who are not always reliable and do not always 
come up to the highest standard of morals. 


What I want to say with reference to these vessels, leaving aside this | 
matter of investigation, is that I have no doubt that this House, under | 


the leadership of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
will refuse to build a navy. 
that refusal is the one which the gentleman has given to the House. 


My judgment is that the refusal now rests largely upon a question of 


pride. 

A MEMBER. Or temper. 

Mr.CALKINS. Yes; as a friend near me says, ‘‘ Or temper;”’ let it 
beeither way. The people of the country, without distinction of party, 
desire that this House shall take no backward step in building up a 





It will appear further that when he was placed in | 
charge of that bureau he was not placed there by reason of the volun- | 


But I do not believe that the reason for | 


navy forthis country. It was the pride and glory of the Democratic 
party when it was first on earth—— 

Mr. HORR. A great while ago. 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes; a great while ago—to have, as the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DorRSHEIMER] said, a magnificent navy and 
splendid coast fortifications and defenses. The Democratic party under 
its present leadership, however, has not only forgotten the traditions 
of the party, but have come to be simply a party of criticism. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] illustrates that this 
morning when he comes in here and bases his argument on a criticism 
made by two officers of the Navy and an English engineer as opposed 
to the judgment of almost every other officer in the Navy of the United 
States. 

Of course these vessels are largely experimental. I said some months 
ago to this House that naval architecture is not now a certain quantity. 
Ever since the combat between the Merrimac and the little Monitor, 
down in Hampton Roads, which revolutionized the navies of the world, 
naval architecture has been going forward in other countries, but we 
havestopped. This nation, having at the closeof the war the best navy 
in the world, disposed of these vessels, and, except constructing these 
few monitors, which have been the subject of so much controversy, did 
nothing while all the other nations of the world went on with their ex- 
periments. Iam not going to stop this morning to refer to the splendid 
navies of Italy, Spain, France, Germany, and England. It is enough 
to know and enough to say that the little nation of Chili, as the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania well knows, deliberately insulted this na- 
tion during the first part of the present administration, and we being 
without vessels or guns were compelled to pocket the insult and be- 
come then, as we have remained ever since, the laughing-stock of the 
world. 

But I do not care so much about that as I do about another matter. 
If one of the subjects of the British Government, no matter in what 
country he may be traveling, is molested, an instant demand is made 
by England upon that other government for redress on account of any 
injustice done one of her subjects. And the first occasion has yet to 
come when that other nation did not make instant reparation and 
apology. 

But how is it with this nation? In the room of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs of this House there lie to-day petitions and memorials 
from citizens of the United States showing that the meanest and small- 
est of the countries upon the fate of the globe have maltreated and 
misused, abused, and imprisoned our citizens, and when reparation and 
| apology have been demanded they have not been given. 

And not only that, but as Admiral Schufeldt said in his testimony 
before the committee, whenever the commerce of this country under- 
| takes to penetrate the semi-civilized countries of the world, where com- 
merce can reap its greatest gains and profits, a gunboat is first required 
| to enforce respect to our flag and regard for our sailors and merchant 
Before we can ever build upa merchant marine in this coun- 


| marine. 
| try, before we can again place our ships on the ocean and spread our 
flag in the light of heaven, we must build a navy. 

But I need not stop to discuss this subject. I understand perfectly 
well, at least I think I do, the temper of the other side of the House. 
| I understand perfectly well that under the leadership of the gentleman 
who is a prominent candidate for President of the United States, and 
who has his great State behind him urging his claims, the fiat has gone 
forth that a navy shall not be built up until after the next Presiden- 
| tial election. If that is the position which the gentlemen on the other 
side choose to assume, we are ready to meet it now and at all times in 
the future. 

But if an appeal would do any good I would like to appeal to the 
good sense of members, not as partisans but as Americans. I would 
| like to ask them now not to take a step backward in the building of a 
navy for this country. 

Two years ago we ordered the building of these four cruisers, and be- 
fore winter comes they willall be launched. There will be time before 
a dollar of this proposed appropriation can be expended to thoroughly 
| test each one of these cruisers, and not a dollar need be spent until they 
have been tested. The gentleman knows that, and if he has any fears 
on that subject he may put into this bill a clause that no more vessels 
shall be built like those we have ordered until they have been tested, 
which can be done before cold weather comes. But that will not suit 
his purpose. He knows if a clause of that kind be inserted in the bill 
these vessels, when a successful trial has been made, will be built un- 
der the present administration. He knows that contracts will be let 
immediately. He knows the work will be pushed forward; and what 
| is desirable on his part it seems to me is delay—nothing else. 

He has also intimated that he did not like to have the money ex- 
pended under the present administration. My reply to that is that it 
is too narrow an edge to plant a great party upon. With the power in 
| your hands to find where every coll this tch and 

1 its expenditure as you and may do with a majority in 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, if this amendment of the Senate be defeated and 
no appropriation be made for building more cruisers, of course it means 
delay for a year in building up our Navy. It means, in other words, 
a step backward. I say to this House, I say to the country deliber- 
ately, that I believe if the gentleman from Pennsylvania was anxious 
to build a navy, to advance the interest of the country, and not to ret- 
rogade, he could in twenty minutes draft an amendment with reference 
to these new cruisers so as to meet the judgment of both sides of the 
House—without reference to the monitors, for I am not very particular 
about them. But that is not his purpose. It seems to me that his 
purpose simply is to say to the country that no navy shall be built till 
the Democratic party has another chance to come into power. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I know what will be the final result of a vote on 
these two propositions. At the proper time I desire to test the sense 
of the House upon the propositions separately, one for the monitors 
and the other for these new cruisers. I shall ask the House (as the 
gentleman has already indicated he will do) to say decisively what it 
proposes to do. Of course I can not speak for the other branch of Con- 
gress; it would not be proper for me to undertake to do so, but I know 
what I would do if I were the controlling spirit in that body—I would 
stand by the provisions for these new steel cruisers, no matter what 
might be the determination of this House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit me a mo- 
ment? I understand him to say that the principal objection to the ap- 
propriation which is at present the subject of contention is, first, the 
fear lest the present set of cruisers may prove to be a failure, and there- 
fore the gentleman desires no others built upon those models; and, sec- 
ondly, that more safeguards need to be thrown about the expenditure 
ofthe money. I hope the gentleman will be kind enough to state to the 
House why he does not cure those objections by proposing amendments 
to the bill. : 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I have expressed myself very fully 
upon those points. In conclusion, I want to say in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKrNs] that I do not believe, as he be- 
lieves, that the dignity of the American citizen has in any part of the 
civilized world been seriously encroached upon by any nation. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman allew me 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman can perhaps indicate the instances 
to which he refers, and when he has done so I would say in reply that 
it was not the happy fortune of the people represented on this side 
of the House to be able to deal with any nation that may have shown 
a disposition to transgress in that way. As an instance of the moral 
attitude of the American people, I want to say that it was an American 
minister who was selected by the two great powers, Germany and 
France, to regulate around Paris the matters of surrender and accom- 
modation between those two countries. 

I wish to say further that my experience in traveling in foreign lands 
has shown me that where an American citizen behaves himself he re- 
ceives unbounded respect; when he utters the words, ‘‘ I am an Amer- 
ican citizen,’’ they are a passport to respect and honor everywhere. 
[Applause]. 

Mr. CALKINS. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
DALL] will allow me, I think his honored colleague [Mr. CURTIN] who 
sits near him will say that the petition of Mr. Wheelock is now in the 
hands of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, representing that he was 
arrested in Venezuela 

Mr. RANDALL. And, sir, what was your administration about? 
{Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. CALKINS. No administration can enforce the dignity of this 
Government unless its Legislature will put into the hands of the ad- 











ministration the gun-boats, the naval power, to enforce the rights of 


American citizens. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr.RANDALL. Did youradministrationever appeal to this House 
for force to vindicate the honor and dignity of the nation? 

Mr. CALKINS. Repeatedly. 

Mr. RANDALL. If I know the American heart; if I know the sen- 
timent of members of this House, whether from the North or from the 
South, I say, whenever an appeal of that kind comes from any admin- 
istration, no matter what may be our personal feeling toward it, there 
will be but one voice and one vote here in defense of our country. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. REED. 
the negative. 

Mr. RANDALL.* Why? Because you want to construct vessels 
which we believe the experience of twelve months will indicate are not 
equal to the second-class armament of other nations. 

Mr. REED. Then why did you not make the necessary amend- 
ments to build vessels that are good? [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

“y RANDALL. Your party had possession of the last Congress; 
and yet it deliberately and with intent, with light and knowledge, un- 
der the leadership of the gentleman who sits near the gentleman from 
Maine, and within my sight, refused to vote for the completion of any of 
these monitors. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 


You have that opportunity now, and your vote is in 


| 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
to yield to me for a few minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will yield to the gentleman from New York for 
ten minutes. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iam sorry, Mr. Speaker, this matter has 
taken somewhat of a partisan tinge. I regret that our Republican 
brethren at Chicago the other day made the increase in the growth of 
a navy a part of its partisan platform. For I am sure, sir, no man of 
American mind, mold, and spirit would in any way prevent a proper 
navy from being built. 

The Secretary recommended to Congress at least seven modern ves- 
sels should be built in each year for ten years, until the Government 
had acquired a new steel navy. The annual expenditure would be 
$4,000,000. That amount of $4,000,000 a year requires an expendi- 
ture for such a navy, “‘ so-called,’’ of $40,000,000. 

But we find on examination that there are four vessels already in 
progress. They are alleged to be faulty. This is sustained by the 
judgment of the experts themselves; and therefore we desire to call a 
halt until we ascertain from skillful men just what the naval and 
moneyed results of this vast expenditure may be. 

I said very feebly yesterday what I say to-day more vigorously, that | 
would rather have one good large iron-clad steamer at a cost of $4,000,000 
than your whole fleet of forty-million-dollar cruisers. These cruisers 
can not fight the present iron-clad vessels of the world. To make these 
vessels, according to Admiral Porter, able to compete with the vessels 
of the world—this is the crucial test of a navy worth having—the Ad- 
miral says: 





Iam nevertheless well satisfied that it would be most unwise to vote $4,000,000 
for the construction of seven steel cruisers next year until we have some evi 
dence that the Chicago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and the Dolphin are of th« 


proper type or types to enable our naval! officers * to keep alive the knowledg« 
of war.” 


And he asks: 


Are these the types of ships that are “‘ capable on brief notice of being ex 
panded into invincible squadrons? ”’ 

I perceive the emphasis of the recommendation of your great Ad- 
miral. I would not go back on that recommendation, nor on the testi- 
mony of your skilled and ingenious builders and engineers. I would 
not in a time when this armament is growing 

Mr. REED. Let me interrupt the gentleman for ops moment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. Is it not proposed in this amendment we are discussing 
to have vessels according to the plan of the Admiral whose testimony 
you are quoting? 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
cruisers. 

Mr. REED. But permit me; is not that one of the propositions we 
are discussing and deciding by the very Admiral whose testimony you 
quote ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
feated—perhaps unwisely. 

Mr. REED. Is it not in this particular bill? 

Mr. COX, of New York. That is not the proposition I am now de- 
bating. 

Mr. REED. Is it not in the bill? 

Mr. COX, of New York. It may be in the bill. 

Mr. REED. Is it not in the bill we are debating ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. It may be. 

Mr. REED. Thanks for that concession. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I was following what was said by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. CALKINS], namely, the points of difference between the 
Senate and the House. They have reference to two subjects: first, the 
monitors, and second, these cruisers. I think I may say that we are 
justified in refusing to concede the expenditure of these large sums when 
the monitors on the one side are regarded as useless in the opinion of 
many, and when the cruisers have not been sufficiently tested, or it 
tested, do not fill the idea of a navy revival. If the Chicago platform 
means this, some one has been wofully deficient in navigating the tem- 
pestuous politics. 

Regarding our ability to command our position in the world I know 
we were stronger in the world’s esteem, we were greater in national 
character in that old time when Democrats had a naval force respected 
abroad and commanded abroad. I refer to the time of Koszta in 
Smyrna Harbor. I refer to the ever heroic Ingraham, who in thore 
Democratic days vindicated the American rights of a semi-naturalized 
man, when pursued by Austrian tyranny, and challenged the admira- 
tion of the world in behalf of this signal defense of our citizenship and 
flag when molested in a Mediterranean port. But the way, sir, to vin- 
dicate our supremacy is not by building mere commerce destroyers. 
The way to do it is, according to the best judgment and experience of 
the best men of our age of invention, let us build ironclads, sir, one or 
more, for the present if you please, of sufficient strength and caliber in 





No, sir; I am talking about the four 
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their guns to protect our commerce and screen our harbors and coasts. 
Then we can command the respect of mankind. 

This voting of money for the construction of these fightless and flighty 
cruisers may give to our officers many a holiday under foreign skies, 
bat the work will be like pouring water in a sieve. It will have no 
possible good effect. 

My distinguished friend on the other side, the candidate for governor 
of Indiana [Mr. CALKINS], speaks well for his party. He allowed 
truth to creep unaware upon his party caution when he carelessly said 
that our side of the House was opposed to building a navy, and then 
immediately, almost in a breath, he corrected himself by saying, ‘‘ I 
mean building these cruisers.’’ For is it not clearly understood that 
there is in the judgment of this House, as well as of others, a vast differ- 
ence between building a navy of the kind that should be built for our 
credit, honor, and character, and these cruisers, that are only chasing 
vessels, trade annihilators, and not in any sense fighting vessels 

So far as building up a navy for proper defenses and strengthening 
our harbors and coasts by fortifications, I am with my distinguished 
friend from Indiana; I will vote for proper fortifications and for iron- 
clad ships; so I indicated yesterday. I may go further than some other 
members on this ‘side; but I am unwilling to vote away the public 
moneys for useless vessels, which will be utterly powerless to defend 
the nation in case of peril, and useless upon the sea, so far as defending 
our honor and protecting our citizenship and commerce abroad. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let me ask my distinguished friend from New 
York: Suppose that I should propose an amendment to build one such 
vessel as the gentleman himself suggests. could I depend upon him to 
follow me in that direction ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will vote for such an amendment, for 
the reasons I gave abundantly yesterday. I said so yesterday; I have 
said so time and again. If my friend will do me the honor to read my 
speech, which is printed carefully in this morning’s Recorp, he will 
see that I stand identically on that position now. 

What does Admiral Portersay? And I have quoted him very liberally 
in that speech. He says that vessels like the Alaska and the Oregon, 
which are capable of a speed of eighteen or nineteen knots an hour, can 
be turned into armed cruisers ina twinkling. They can not be affected 
by the cruisers we are building. He intimates that these cruisers 
would be mere popguns against the machine-guns and new ships of 
other nations. What we want to meet that kind of a ship in conflict 
are such ironclad ships of war with such equipment as the recent Bra 
zilian vessel. What we want to compete in fight with new vessels and 
armor is such a ship as Admiral Simpson has recommended, and whose 
recommendation upon the advanced engineering plans of the present 
day might in a short time amply protect the honor of our flag, and be 
useful, if not indispensable, in case of any emergency. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. Eaton]. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Speaker, three minutes will be all I desire simply 
to correct the position taken by my friend from Indiana. I wish to 
state to him and to the House that there is no case pending before the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of this House but what could be settled 
in our own way. Not only that, but there is no necessity of ironelads 
of any character to protect the great interests of American citizens, so 
far as the Committee on Foreign Affairs are aware. 

Mr. CALKINS. If my friend from Connecticut will pardon me 
that is not my position. The point was that if we had a navy and de- 
manded satisfaction for outrages upon our citizens, these countries would 
not have dared to deny us. 

Mr. EATON. It is not a case of navies or ironclads; it is a case of 
the administration of the Department. The Department of State is 
dilatory; that is all. The little trouble some time ago with the Ar- 
gentine Republic and a citizen of the United States who had not been 
properly treated in that republic did not require the presence of gun 
boats or ironclads. The State Department could manage it all \ 
canoe is all you want todetermine differences between this country and 
those little republics. I repeat, the trouble is in the State Depart 
ment; it is not any difficulty with regard to our Navy, so far as the 
American character is concerned, in any of these South American re 
publics. Let us not unnecessarily belittle ourselves here. 1 tried for 
two months to get the truth from the State Department with regard to 
an American citizen maltreated in one of these republics of the South 
and did not succeed in getting it until I said 1 would bring the matter 
before the House unless I could get that information. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I now demand the previous question upon the 
adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
of the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move, in order to test the sense of the 
House, that the House further insist upon its disagreement to the Sen- 
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ate amendment numbered 44; and upon that I demand the previous 
question 

Mr. CALKINS 
ment 

Mr. RANDALL. That motion, of course, has precedence Let us 
have the yeas and nays 

It is suggested to me to embrace the two amendments, 44 and 48. 
The question can be divided. 

Several MEMBERS. No. 

Mr. RANDALL. A separate vote will be taken on each. 

The SPEAKER. Pending the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, the gentleman from Indiana moves that the House recede 
from its disagreement and agree to the amendment of the Senate 

Mr. RANDALL. That motion has priority. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to be heard a moment on my motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ihave control of the subject and have demanded 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demanded the 
previous question. That precludes any debate according to the prac- 
tice of the House 

Mr. CALKINS. But my motion has priority, and is open to debate 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion has priority according to 
the practice of the House, but the previous question has been demanded 

Mr. CALKINS. Does the Chair hold that the previous question is 
operating on my motion ¢ 

Mr. REED. Has not the previous question been executed ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I insist on the previous question on the motion 
that the House further insist on its disagreement. I concede that the 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] is a prior mo- 
tion, but it does not take from me the control of the subject nor the 
authority under the rule tocall the previous question on both motions 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the practice of the House to 
be read as it has been settled in more than one Congress. The Clerk 

will read from page 271 of the Digest 


> = gies’ os 
he Clerk read as follows 


I move that the House recede from its disagree- 


Though the previous question may be pending on a motion to insist or toad- 
here, a motion to recede, which removes the disagreement between the Houses 
and passes the bill, may be made, but is not debatable 

The SPEAKER hat is the practice of the House. 


Mr. REED. Has there been any motion for the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman from Pennsylvania moved 
that the House further insist on dts disagreement to the Senate amend 
ment he demanded the previous question, and pending that the gentle- 
man from Indiana moved to recede. 

Mr. RANDALI lL have conceded that the motion of the gentlenran 
from Indiana has priority ; but that does not take from me the control 
of the subject 

The SPEAKER. The question Is not debatable 

Mr. CALKINS I ask that the amendment be read 

The amendment of the Senate (No. 44) was read, as follows 





$4) T é ible the President to strengthen the naval establishment of the 
































United $ Ss the st il 2,500,000 is hereby appropt ted, to be expended is 
follows it t following limitations: For the construction of one cruiser 
of 4.504 wcement, one cruiser of 3,000 tons, one dispatch vessel of 1,500 
tons, two heavily-armed gunboats of 1,500 tons each, and one light gunboat of 
\ i and ty tons, and one gunboat, not to exceed nine hundred 
it to be built on plans and specifications to be furnished by the 
Navy, and under his supervision and directions, subject to the 
ipproval of the Secretary of th Navy; one steel! ram, as recommended by the 
first ivis b 1, N ember 7, 1881; o1 cruising torpedo-boat, advo 
cate yy the same board and by the present advisory board in its memorandum 
of November 21, 1882; and twoof the harbor torpedo-boats recommended by said 
first board lin the report from the Bureau of Ordnance of November 1, 1885, 
allof which are recommended in the annual report of the Secretary of the Navy 
And, under existing law,it shall be the duty of the advisory board appointed 
con wit t making appropriations for the naval service r the 
l vear ding June 30,1883, and for other purposes, approved August 5, 18s 
» advise d assist the Secretary of the Navy,in his office or elsewhere, in 
natters referred to them by him relative to the designs, models, plans, spec 
d contracts for said vessels in all their parts, and relative to the mat« 
rials to be used therein, and to the ¢« truction thereof, and especially relat 
tothe harmonious adjustment, respectively, of their hulls, machinery, and art 
ment; and they shall examine all materials to be used in said vessels, and 
spect the work on the sam s it progresses, and have general supery 
inder the direction of said Secretary But said bo shall have no power to 
make or enter into any contract, nor to direct or control any officer of the Navy 
the chief of any bureau of the Navy, or any contractor Neither of the vess 
hereby authorized to be built shall be contracted for or commenced until full 
and complete detail drawings and specifications thereof, in all its part nelud- 
ing the hull, engines, and boilers, shall have been provided or adopted by the 
Navy Department, and shall have been approved, in writing, by said board 
by a majority of the members thereof,and by the Secretary of the Nay 
after said drawir and specifications have been provided, adopted, and 
proved as aforesaid, and the work has been commenced, or a « t ! 





it, the y shall not be changed in any respect vhen the cost of such t1 

















in the const ion exceed $)00,except upon the approval of said board 

majority of the members thereof, in writing, and upon the written order of t 

Secretary of the Navy; and if changes are thus made, the t cost tl 

and the damage caused thereby shall be ascertained, est ited d 

mined by said board; and in any contract made pursuant to tl set it sha 

be provided in the terms thereof that the contractor shall be bound by the 

determination of said board, or a majority there« is to the amount of 
creased or diminished compensation said mtractor s | be entitled to re 

ceive, if any, in consequence of such change or ng And for t ( 

tion of a which ve els the Secretary of the Navy shall invite p 

from all American ship-builders and builders of machinery who shall sl \ 

to the satisfaction of the Secretary of t Navy that w n three 1 iths 

from the date of the contract their ship-yards will be juipped ulding and 
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repairing iron and steel steamships, and constructors of marine engines, ma- 
chinery, and boilers; and the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to construct 
said vesse}s and procure their armament at a total cost for each not exceeding 
the amounts estimated by the naval advisory board; and in the event that 
such vessels, or any of them, shall be built by contract such building shall be 
under contract with the lowest and best responsible bidder or bidders, made 
after at least sixty days’ advertisement, published in five of the leading news- 
papers of the United States, inviting proposals for constructing said vessels, 
subject toallsuch rules, regulations, superintendence, and provisions as to bonds 
and security for the due completion of the work as the Secretary of the Navy 
shall prescribe; and no such vessel shall be accepted unless completed in strict 
conformity with the contract, with the advice and assistance of the naval ad- 
visory board, and in all respects in accordance with the provisions of the act of 
Aucust 5, 1882, except as they are hereby modified; and the authority to con- 
struct the same shal! take effect at once: Provided, That the Secretary of the 
Navy shall utilize the national navy-yards, with the machinery, tools, and ap- 
pliances belonging to the Government there in use, in the building of said ships, 
or any parts thereof, as fully and to as great an extent as the same can be done 
with advantage to the Government 


Mr. CALKINS 


[ desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will ask the Chair whether under the third clause 
of Rule XXVIII thirty minutes are not allowed for debate on this sub- 
ject, no debate having taken place upon it? 

Mr. RANDALL. Debate has taken place 

Mr. CALKINS Che debate took place on the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that ruleapplies. While it is 
true there has been some debate on these propositions there has been no 
debate on the pending motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the rule be read. 

The Clerk read clause 3 of Rule X XVIII, as follows: 

When a motion to suspend the rules has been seconded, it shall be in order, 
before the final vote is taken thereon, to debate the proposition to be voted upon 
for thirty minutes, one-half of such time to be given to debate in favor of, and 
one-half to debate in opposition to, such proposition, and the same right of de- 


bate shall be allowed whenever the previous question has been ordered on any 
proposition on which there has been no debate. 


Mr. RANDALL. There has been debate. 

The SPEAKER. There has been debate on these propositions but 
not on the gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that the previous question has not yet 
been ordered 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question having been ordered, under 
the rule thirty minutes are allowed for debate, fifteen minutes on each 
side. 

Mr. CALKINS 
[Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED. 
question; but at the same time it may be very desirable that the rea- 
sons which have been given by the gentleman from Pennsylvania should 
be investigated. It is not to be supposed for 2 moment that he gave 
those reasons for the purpose of influencing his side of the House. It 
is to Le supposed rather that he gave them for the purpose of conceal- 
ing from the country the true issue presented. 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Maine 


Everybody here recognizes the hopelessness of the main | 
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tothem. And the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] has to 
day advanced as tar as a canoe. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I am quite willing that the country should judg: 

Mr. CALKINS. I will now yield to the gentleman from Pennsy!}- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL], if he desiresto goon. Of course I wish to re 
serve, say, five minutes of my time to myself. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not want to go on now. 

Mr. CALKINS. Then I will yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. ADAMs]. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I would inquire how much time the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [ Mr. CALKINS] has left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eleven minutes remaining. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I simply desire to emphasize what has 
just been said by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] by specify 
ing and enumerating three or four of the objections which have been 
made to these cruisers, and it will not take more than three minutes 
to do that. 

First, it is said that the Chicago should have full sail power. I say 
that it is only fair, before this appropriation is refused, to propose an 
amendment to the bill by which any new vessel of that type shall be 
constructed on that plan. I declare that I will myself vote for such 
an amendment. 

Secondly, it is said that the Boston and Atlanta are cut down on the 
deck fore and aft in order to give a fore-and-aft range to their guns, 
and therefore they could not live in a heavy sea. If that be the case, 
then it is your duty to provide that all new vessels of that size and type 
should be constructed in the other way, exactly as Mr. Isherwood says 
they ought to be, with a high forecastle and a high poop-deck. It is 
not fair to put this disagreement on that ground unless you put in an 
amendment providing that new vessels shall be made so as to obviat 
that particular criticism. 

The third criticism that has been made is one by an English period- 
ical in regard to the engines and boilers on the Chicago, and perhaps 
| on one of the other vessels. That criticism can be obviated by an 
amendment which can easily be made, and it should be made befor 
an appropriation is passed or any attempt made to continue the build- 
ing of vessels like them. Beyond these three objections I do not know 
| of any which has been made that is entitled to serious consideration. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will now reserve the balance of my time until the 
other side has been heard. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like the Chair to rule on that point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will take the vote, unless some gentle- 
man seeks to address the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I see nothing to answer. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
means that he sees nothing that he can answer. 

Mr. RANDALL. I prefer to take the vote. 

Mr. REED. Iam glad the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. RANDALL. I have great respect for the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED], for his ingenuity, wit, and general good character; but | 
do not think he has said anything that was serious enough to require 








Among the grounds on which the gentleman from Pennsylvania in 


his speech bases his action are: First, that this bill is not surrounded | 


by the proper safeguards as to the expenditure of money; second, the 


fear lest ships shall be built upon a model that shall prove to be a dis- | 


astrous model for ships of the Navy 

Now, let us look at these grounds and see what they amountto. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is not only at the head of the conference 
committee, he is not only at the head of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, but he is the true controlling leader of the House of Representa- 
tives, and if his desire was to build a navy it is in his power to make 
the necessary modifications to remove his own objections. In other 
the only grounds on which he bases his opposition to these 


word 


I nament 


il 
noment 


Che country will judge of the sincerity of the pretext which has been 


presented here I call the attention of this House to one other occur- 
ynce which has taken place in its presence. I demanded of the gen- 
tleman, in the midst of his declamation about the willingness of his side 


ote everything that was demanded by the Administration as neces- 


sary for the preservation and honor of the country, why he did not 
’ 


s fis 


answer? His answer was that the gentleman from New York 
Hiscock } did not in the last Congress put in an appropriation to 

nish the monitors. Those are the arguments with which the gentle- 
man treats th 


M 


mate and proper to expose them 

I do not make any declarations that are injurious to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. I mean to make no reflections upon him, but only 
ipon the arguments as he presents them here to the House. And I say 
that they lead legitimately to the conjoined result of the conclusions 
of the gentleman trom Connecticut and the gentleman from Tennessee, 
who some time ago addressed this House—and I congratulate the Dem- 
party upon the advance they have made. The last declaration 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee was that the proper navy for 
the United States was a couple of logs with the Ameriaan flag fastened 


ocratic 


ire grounds which he could cut out from under it at any | 


it now when they were demanding it upon this very bill; and what | 


House and the country; and I submit that it is legiti- | 


an answer. 

Mr. REED. 
it. 

The SPEAKER. 
his time remaining. 

Mr. CALKINS. If it is not the purpose of the gentlemen on the 
other side to debate the matter further, I do not desire to take up 
further time of the House in the discussion. 

The SPEAKER. No further debate being desired, the question is 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 44, and agree to the same. 

Mr. RANDALL. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 90, nays 147, 
voting 87; as follows: 


I think tht gentleman has great respect, and he shows 


The gentleman from Indiana has nine minutes of 


not 


YEAS—9, 


Adams, G. F. Finerty, Long, Ryan, 

| Anderson, Funston, Lyman, Skinner, C. R. 
Atkinson George, McCoid, Smalls, 
Bayne, Goff, McComas, Smith, 

Belmont, Guenther, Millard, Spooner, 
Brainerd, Hanback, Miller, 8. H. Steele, 
Brewer, F. B. Harmer, Milliken, Stephenson, 
Browne, T. M Hart, Morrill, Stewart, J. W. 
Brown, W. W. Hatch, H. H. Morse, Stone, 
Calkins, lenderson, D. B. Nelson, Strait, 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson,T. J. Nutting, Struble, 
Cannon, Hiscock, O'Hara, Summer, C, A. 
Chalmers, Hitt, O'Neill, J. J. Thomas, 
Culbertson, W.W. Holton, Parker, Valentine, 
Cullen, Horr, Payne, Wadsworth, 
Cutcheon, Houk, Payson, Wait, 
Davis, G. R. Howey, Price, Washburn, 
Davis, R. T James, Ranney, Weaver, 
Dingley, Jeffords, Ray, G. W. White, Milo 
Dorsheimer, Kasson, Ray, Ossian Whiting, 
Dunham, Keifer, Reed, Wilson, James. 
Ellwood, Laird, Rockwell, 

| Everhart, Libbey, Rowell, 
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adams, J. J. Eaton, Le Fevre, Stevens, — 
\lexander, Eldredge, Lowry, Stewart, Charles 
Arnot, Elliott, McAdoo, Stockslager, 
Bagley, English, MeMillin, Storm, 
Ballentine, Ermentrout, Matson, Talbott, 
Barksdale, Ferrell, Maybury, _ Taylor, J. M. 
Beach, Findlay, Miller, J. F. Thompson, 
Bennett, Follett, Mills, T hrockmorton, 
Blanchard, Foran, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Blount, Forney, Money, Townshend, 
Breckinridge, Geddes, Morgan, Tucker, 
Broadhead, Gibson, Muldrow, Tully, 
Buchanan, Glascock, Murphy, Turner, H. G. 
Burnes, Graves, Mutchler, Turner, Oscar 
Cabell, Greenleaf, Neece, Van Alstyne 
Caldwell, Halsell, Oates, Vance, 
Campbell, J. E. Hammond, O'Ferrall, Van Eaton, 
Candler, Hardeman, Patton, Wallace, 
Carleton, Hardy, Peel, Ward, 
Cassidy, Hatch, W. H. Pierce, Warner, A. J. 
Clay. | Hemphill, Post, Warner, Richard 
Clements, Henley, Potter, Wellborn, 
Cobb, Herbert, Pryor, Weller, 
Collins, Hewitt, A. 8. Pusey, Wemple, 
Connolly, Hewitt, G. W. Randall, Wilkins, 
Cook, _ Hoblitzell, Reese, Williams, 
tox, 8.8. Holman, Robinson, W. E. Willis, 

Cox, W.R. Hopkins, Rogers, J. H. Wilson, W. L. 
Crisp Houseman, Rogers, W. F. Winans, E. B. 
Curtin, Hunt, Rosecrans, Winans, John 
Dargan, Jones, B. W. Scales, Wise, G. D. 
Davis, L. H. Jones, J. H. Seney, Wolford, 
Deuster, Jones, J. K. Seymour, Wood, 

Dibble, Jordan, Shelley, Woodward, 
Dibrell, King, Singleton, Yaple, 

Dowd, Lamb, Skinner, T. G. York. 

Dunn, Lanham, Springer, 

NOT VOTING—+%7. 

Aiken, Covington, Kean, Phelps, 
Barbour, Culberson, D. B. Kelley, Poland, 

Barr, Davidson, Kellogg, Rankin, 
Belford, Dockery, Ketcham, Reagan, 
Kingham, Duncan, Kleiner, Rice, 

Bisbee, shi Lacey, Riggs, 
Blackburn, Lawrence, Robertson, 
blade, Lewis, Robinson, J. 8. 
Boutelle, Fiedler, Lore, Russell, 
Bowen, Fyan, Lovering, Shaw, 

Boyle, Garrison, McCormick, Slocum, 
Bre.tung, Green, Morrison, Snyder, 
Brewer, J. H. Hancock, Moulton, Spriggs, 
Brumm, Haynes, Muller, Sumner, D. H. 
Buckner, Hepburn, Murray, Taylor, E. B. 
Budd, Hill, Nicholls, Taylor, J. D. 
Burleigh, Holmes, Ochiltree, Wakefield, 
Campbell, Felix, Hooper, O'Neill, Charles White, J. D. 
Chace, Hurd, Paige, Wise, J. S. 
Clardy, Hutchins, Perkins, Worthington, 
Converse, Johnson, Peters, Young. 


Cosgrove, 


Jones, J. T. 


Pettibone, 


So the motion of Mr. CALKINS was not agreed to. 


Mr. LACEY. 


| 
| 


I voted ay, and withdraw my vote on account of be- 
ing paired with Mr. Evins, of South Carolina. 

Mr. BURNES. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. CosGROVE, 
is quite ill at his hotel. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. HvuTcHIns with Mr. KetcHAM, on the fortification and naval 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. ELLIs, on this question. 

The following were announced as paired on all political questions for 
this day: 

Mr. FIEDLER with Mr. HOLMEs. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. OCHILTREE. 

Mr. CosGROVE with Mr. BELFORD. 

Mr. PAIGE with Mr. HEPBURN. 
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Mr. BLAND with Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR. 
Mr. SHAW with Mr. BRUMM. 
Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr. BOWEN. 
Mr. YOUNG with Mr. BoUuTELLE. 
Mr. CAMPRELL, of New York, with Mr. BREITUNG, 
Mr. SNYDER with Mr. PETERS. 
Mr. REAGAN with Mr. PETTIBONE. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion 
of Mr. CALKINS was rejected; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that the House further in- 
sist on its disagreement to Senate amendment numbered 44. Does the 
gentleman include in his motion a request for a further conference? 
Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir 
possible. 
The motion of Mr. RANDALL was agreed to. 
Mr. RANDALL. I now cali for a vote on the forty-eighth amend- 
|} ment; and I demand the previous question 
Mr. CALKINS. I move to recede with an amendment. 
Mr. RANDALL. I ask the previous question. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that the 
House further insist on its disagreement to Senate amendment num- 
| bered 48, and upon that motion demands the previous question. 
Mr. CALKINS. And I move to recede. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will first put the question on ordering 
the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
.. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] 


I desire to expedite matters as much as 


The SPEAKER 
moves that the House recede from its disagreement to Senate amend- 
ment numbered 48, and agree to the same with an amendment which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out amendment numbered 48, and insert in lieu thereof the following 

“That the four monitors, known asthe Puritan,Terror, Amphitrite, and Monad- 


nock, be, and they are hereby, ordered to be sold, after proper advertisement, at 
the best price obtainable at public auction, under such regulations as the Secre- 





tary of the Navy may prescribe, and after paying the « xper ses of advertisement 
and sale the residue of the money realized therefrom shall be immediately cov- 
ered into the Treasury ® 

Mr. RANDALL. I raise a point of order on the amendment, that 
the previous question was called beiore the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana was submitted. 

Mr. CALKINS hat question was ruled on a few moments ago 

The SPEAKER. But the point of order is not that the gentleman 
may not make 2 motion to recede from the disagreement to the amend- 
ment and agree to the same, but that the previous question having been 
demanded, and ordered, it is not in order for him to move to recede and 
agree to the Senate amendment with an amendment. The point of 
order is against the amendment, not against the motion to recede. 

Mr. RANDALL. The only course for the gentleman to accomplish 
his object is to get the House to vote down the previous question 

Mr.CALKINS. Then the Chair holds that at this stage the amend- 
ment can not be offered ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, after the previous question 
has been ordered 

Mr. CALKINS. Then the fact that a motion to recede takes prece- 


dence over a motion to insist does not carry with it the right to make 


a motion to recede with an amendment ? 
The SPEAKER The Chair thinks not 


has been ordered 


vhen the previous question 





Mr. RANKIN with Mr. RoBrnson, of Ohio. 
Mr. MURRAY with Mr. Evans, of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. HurpD with Mr. RICE. 
The following were announced as paired on all political questions 
until further notice: 
Mr. MOULTON with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 
Mr. BoyLe with Mr. LAWRENCE. 
Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. RUSSELL. 
Mr. HILL with Mr. HoLton. 
Mr. Evins, of South Carolina, with Mr. LACEY. 
Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. HAYNEs. 
Mr. BUCKNER with Mr. KELLoGa@. 
Mr. GREEN with Mr. KEAN. 
Mr. RoGers, of New York, with Mr. Hooper. 
Mr. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH. 
Mr. DocKERY with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 
Mr. CLARDY with Mr. JoHN S. WISE. 
Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. CHACE. 
Mr. HuTcHINs with Mr. CALKINS. 
Mr. Jones, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 
Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 
Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. BARR. 
Mr. MorRRISON with Mr. KELLEY. 
Mr. BISBEE with Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. 


Mr. RANDALI f the House concurs in the purpose of the gentle- 
nan it car te down the previous question. 

The SPEAK EI Che previous question has been ordered by a vote 

| of the House 

Mr. CALKINS Will the Chair hear ne a moment ? 

The SPEAKER rtainly, the Chair will hearthe gentleman. The 

| Cha mply stating its present impression, not deciding the point. 

Mr. CALKINS I submit to the Chair that this amendment is a 
mere incident t he motion to recede; and f the motion to recede 
which the Chair has led takes precedence n order, it carries with 
it the right to amend as an incident 

| The SPEAKER I Chair will state that the motion to recede is 
in orde d has pre len imply becaus ids to bring the two 
Houses to ar eTcement ind secure the passage ol the bill. For that 
reason l for tha eason alone, it is a privileged motion, having 
precedence ft} tion tt usist m the ais 5 ment. 

Now, the gent!eman’s motion just submitted would net bring the 
two Houses to an ag ment, but would still leave further action to be 
taken by them betor he’ could be brought in agreement 

Mr. CALKINS rhe point I make is thi that the motion to re- 
cede is not destroyed by reason of the previous question, and therefore 

| any motion which can be made as a part of the: tion to recede 1s in 
order, notwithstanding the previous questi n has been ordered, and for 
| the reason that this motion does not become imperfect in any way by 
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but I say, 


ol 


ason of the 

t onl ] 
The SPEAKER. 
recede a proper 


m has be 
Mr. SPRINGER 
Mr. CALKINS 
The SPEAKEI! 


otion to recede 


ith 
ide t 
dered. 

Mr. RANDALL 
i House 


Mr. CALKINS 


nin 


The SPEAKER 


the matter. 


Mr. RANDALL. 
The SPEAKER. 


Mr. RANDALL 
Mr. CALKINS. 
The SPEAKER 


Mr. CALKINS 
The SPEAKER 
Mr. CALKINS 


Mr 


amendment. 


irom 


an amendment 
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The reason stated by the chairman is not 
ly one which makes the motion to recede a proper one. 


It is not the only reason which makes the motion 


motion in the first instance, but it is the only reason 
which makes the motion to recede a proper motion after the other mo- 
n made and gives it preference over it 


Is the motion to recede in order after the previous 


question has been ordered ? 


The Chair has ruled that it is. 


\fler the previous question has been ordered a 

i disagreement to an amendment and agree to 
the same has always been held to be in order, and has priority over the | 
motion to insist: but the Chair does not think that a motion to recede | 


which is a motion that does not bring the two 


The object of 


to come to a direct vote. 


the 


to an agreement, can be entertained after the motion has been 
to insist and after the previous question has been demanded or | 


previous question is to enable 


Of course I do not care anything about the ruling 


of the Chair except as it may relate to a proper exposition of the rules; 
in all deference to the Chair, so far as my remembrance goes 
it has been the universal practice in this House that you may not only 
move to recede, but recede with an amendment for the purpose of les- 
gy whatever disagreement may exist between the two Houses. 


A motion to recede from a disagreement in an 


Regular order ! 
The Chair will entertain the motion of the gen- 


tleman to recede and to agree to the amendment. 


There is no objection to that. 
Does the gentleman sustain the point of order? 
The Chair does. 
Protesting against it, Mr. Speaker, I yield to it. 
Does the gentleman move to recede ? 
Yes; I move to recede from the disagreement to the 


The yeas and nays were ordered 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative 
&5, nays 139, not voting 100; as follows 


YEAS 


a 


Adams, G. E Creorge McComas 
Anderson Gott Millard 
Bavue Guenther Miller, S. H 
Belmont Hanback Milliken 
Brainerd Harmer Morrill 
Brewer, F.B Hart Nelson 
Browne, T.M Hatch, H. H Nutting, 
Brown, W. W Hender D.B ©’ Hara, 
Calkins Henderson, T. J O' Neill, Charles 
Campbell, J. M Hitt O'Neill, J.J 
Chalmers Horr Parker 
Culbertson, W.W. Houk Payne 
Cullen Howey Payson 
Cutcheon James Perkins 
Davis,G.R Jeffords Poland 
Davis, R.'T Johnson Price 
Dingley Kasson Ranney 
Dunham Keifer Ray, G. W. 
Ellwood Laird Ray, Ossian 
Everhart Libbey Rock well, 
Finerty Lyman Rowell 
Funston MeCoid Ryan 
NAYS—139. 
Adams, J. J Curtin Hardy 
Alexander Dargan Hatch, W. H. 
Bagley Davis, L. H Hemphill, 
Ballentine, Deuster Henley 
Beach, Dibble Herbert, 
Bennett, Dibrell Hewitt, A.S 
Blanchard, Dowd Hewitt, G. W. 
Blount, Dunn Hoblitzell, 
Breckinridge, Eaton Holman, 
Broadhead, Eldredge, Hopkins, 
Buchanan, Elliott, Houseman, 
Burnes, English Hunt, 
Cabell, Ermentrout, Jones, B. W. 
Caldwell, Ferrell, Jones, J.H 
Campbell, J. E. Follett Jones, J. K. 
Candler, Foran Jordan, 
Carleton, Forney, King, 
Clay, Garrison Lamb, 
Clements, Geddes Lanham, 
Cobb Gibson Le Fevre 
Oollina, Glasscock, Lore, 
Connolly, Graves, Lowry, 
Cook, Greenleaf McAdoo, 
Cox, 8.8 Halsell MeMillin, 
Cox, W.R Hammond, Matson, 
Crisp Hardeman, Maybury, 


amendment and agree to the same is allowed to have precedence over 
a motion to recede on the disagreement simply, because the effect of 
that motion is to bring the two Houses to an agreement and disposition | 
But the motion which the gentleman makes does not 
bring the two Houses to an agreement, but simply: proposes that the 
House shall recede from its disagreement on a certain amendment with 
an amendment to which the Senate has not heretofore agreed. 


Senate amendment numbered 48 and agree to the same. 
RANDALL demanded the yeas and nays. 





yeas 


Skinner, C. R. 
Simallis, 
Spooner, 
Steele 
Stephenson 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone 

Strait 

Struble, 
Thomas, 
Valentine, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait 
Washburn, 
Weaver 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilson, James 
Woodward 


Miller, J. F. 
Mills 








Morse, 
Muldrow, 
Murphy, 
Mutchler, 
Nee .. 
Oates, 
O'Ferrall, 
Patton 
Pierce, 
Peel, 

Post, 
Potter, 
Pryor, 
Pusey, 
Randall, 
Reese, 
Robinson, W. E, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rosecrans, 
Scales, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shelley, 
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| Singleton, 
Skinner, T.G. 
Springer, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stockslager, 


Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 

Tully, 

Turner, H.G 


Van Eaton, 
Wallace, 

Ward, 

Warner, A. J. 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 


Williams 
Willis, 
Wilson, W L 
Winans, E.B 
Winans, John 
Wolford, 


Storm, Furner, Oscar Weller, Yaple, 
Taylor, J. M. Van Alstyne, Wemple, York 
Thompson, Vance Wilkins, 

NOT VOTING—100. 

| Aiken, Converse, Jones, J.T. Reagan, 
Arnot, Cosgrove Kean, Reed, 

| Atkinson, Covington, Kelley, Rice, 

| Barbour, Culberson, D. B. Kellogg, Riggs, 


Barksdale, Davidson, Ketcham, Robertson, 


Barr, Dockery, Kleiner, Robinson, J.S 

| Belford, Dorsheimer, Lacey, Rogers, W.F. 

| Bingham, Duncan, Lawrence, Russell, 
Bisbee, Ellis, Lewis Shaw, 
Blackburn, Evans,I. N. Long, Slocum, 
Bland, Evins, J. H. Lovering, Smith, 

| Boutelle, Fiedler, McCormick, Snyder, 
Bowen, Findlay, Mitchell, Spriggs, 
Boyle, Fyan Money, Sumner,C.A 
Breitung, Green, Morrison, Sumner, D.H 


Brewer, J. H Hancock, Moulton, Talbott, 


Brumm, Haynes Muller Taylor, E.B 
| Buckner, Hepburn, Murray, Taylor, J.D 
| Budd, Hill, Nicholls, Wakefield, 
| Burleigh, Hiscock, Ochiltree, White, J.D 
| Campbell, Felix Holmes, Paige Wise, G. D. 
Cannon, Holton, Peters, Wise, J.8, 
Cassidy, Hooper, Pettibone, Wood, 
| Chace, Hurd, Phelps, Worthington 
| Clardy, Hutchins, Rankin, Young. 


So the motion to recede was not agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CALKINS, by unanimous consent, the reading ot 
the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pair was announced 

Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. HOLTON, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
| Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion to 
recede was disagreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconside 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that the House insist 
upon its disagreement to the Senate amendment and ask a furthe 
conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. In order to save time, I ask that the conference |} 
now appointed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as managers on the part 
| of the House the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. RANDALL, and 
in the absence of the gentleman from New York, Mr. HUTCHINS, who 
has heretofore been the manager on the part of the House, the gent! 
man from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, and the gentleman from Indiana 
Mr. CALKINS. 


QUESTION 
Mr. COX, of New York. 


sonal privilege 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I find in an article printed in the New 
York Tribune of this morning, with relation to the improvement of New 
York Harbor, it has a heading alleging that that harbor is to be ex 
cluded from all participation in the improvements on account of South 
ern resentment because the Mississippi River does not get all it wants 
This article is dated Washington, D. C., June 30, and I send it to th: 
desk, asking the Clerk to read the last paragraph only. It is brief. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of per 


A BLOW AT YORK CITy, 


This course embittered the Southern statesmen, and they sl owed their resent 
ment in a characteristic manner. Scarcely had the Senate amendment be« 
reached, providing for the protection of New York Harbor and for the appoint 
ment of a “board of superintendence,” than Senator MorRGAN objected to 
| consideration on the ground that it was new legislation, and as such was out of 
order. The point of order was sustained by Mr. Harris, who was in the chai 
| This important amendment, therefore, goes by the board, and it seems doubtfu! 
| whether anything will be done or can be accomplished for the preservation « 
New York Harbor at this session of Congress. For this failure to do anything 

New York will have to thank, amofg others, S. 8S. Cox, who is said to have rv- 
quested Senator MorGAN to make the point of order which defeated the Senat« 
amendment, for no other reason than that his feelings were hurt at seeing ! 
loosely drawn and ridiculously worded provision in the bill corrected and put 
in shape by the Senate. The business interests of the country at large, which 
are more or less interested in the preservation of the harbor of New York, throug) 
which enter three-fourths of the imports from abroad, and from which a st 
larger proportion, perhaps, of exports is shipped yearly to foreign ports, will 
also know that it was a Southern Democrat, who, on a mere point of order, and 
| probably to satisfy personal resentment, defeated legislation which is of para 
| mount importance, it may justly be said, to the entire country. 


Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, my attention was called to 
this matter a few moments since by my friend from Kentucky [Mr 
| WILLIS]. He is chairman of the River and Harbor Committee and 
was not less astonished at the flagrant and false statements than | was. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is that a privileged matter ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Ifthe gentleman will hear me I think he 
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will see that it is. Inever made a point against that member when he 
was in trouble. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks what has been read scarcely 
comes within the rule as a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Allow me to give my reason for present- 
ing this as a question of personal privilege. It contains a personal ob- 
jurgation. 

" Mr. KEIFER. Ifthe gentleman is very anxious to deny the state- 
ment, I withdraw the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Then, without objection, the gentleman from New 
York will proceed. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, it appears from this state- 
ment that from some alleged resentment Senator MORGAN made a point 
of order on the New York Harbor amendment to the river and harbor 
bill. The point made was that it was new legislation. The amend- 
ment was accordingly ruled out by the presiding officer on that ground. | 
| understand the point was properly sustained. I understand this from 
the honorable Senator MCMILLAN, with whom I conferred about it. 
It was ruled under a strict and exacting rule recently adopted in the 
Senate. I saw Senator MCMILLAN this morning. He informed me | 
that the point of order was made by Senator MORGAN, but it does not 
follow as a necessary consequence that nothing will be done or accom- 
plished in the direction of the improvement of the New York Harbor 
during thissession. It is still open for conference, and it will be I trust 
so considered under the ruling of-the presiding officer of the Senate. 

For this failure— 

Says this libeler in the Tribune— 

New York city may have to thank among others S.S. Cox, who is said to have 


requested Senator MorRGAN to make the point of order which defeated the Sen- 
ate amendment. 


And consequently, as it would appear, against my own city and its 
interests. This, sir, if it were true, charges or implies base hypocrisy, 
dereliction of duty, and most deceitful malevolence. These qualities 
could only be found in the person who utters the base and baseless 
statement. 

The man who made this libel about myself and Senator MorGan 
must have been informed of it by the Senators named or by outsiders, 
who could not know except from them. The Senators who could know 
will give the lie to it. They are honorable men, too honorable to fab- 
ricatesuch astatement about anyone. I have not seen Senator MILLER 
at all about this action of the Senate. I tried to see him last night 
and failed. 

I saw his colleague on the committee, Senator MCMILLAN, who ex- 
plained what had been done and that it might yet come into conference 
and pass. Senator MILLER has my notes and papers on this subject 
those sent me by officers and the mayor of New York. I wrote to him, 
inclosing them, with the request to add to the House bill the appro- 
priation of $30,000, which I did not offer in the House because of the 
peril of a pointof order. Senator MILLER will say that I requested 
him in writing before this base fabrication reached this city to insist, 
if possible, upon the amendment, so as to protect New York Harbor, and 
by ull means to insist upon the appropriation. 

Che Senator dropped me a note informing me that the appropriation 
was already made. He wrote this: 

SENATE UNITED STATES 

My Dear Mr. Cox: Thirty thousand has been added for the protection of 
the harbor and for a survey. 

Yours, 
WARNER MILLER 

The Tribune falsifier intimates that I killed the matter, and the ed 
itor himselt more than intimates the slander, because, forsooth, my 
feelings were hurt at seeing my ‘‘ loosely drawn’’ and ‘‘ ridiculously 
worded ’’ provision in the bill corrected and put into shape by the Senate! 
Why, sir, neither Mr. MORGAN, I presume, nor any one else, certainly 
not myself, displayed any personal resentment. I might have felt a lit- 
tle amour propreabout my amendment, but it was substantially adopted 
by the Senate committee. It was not confessed by me to be incomplete. 
It was very nearly right, lacking only the appropriation. I promised 
to have it perfected in the Senate if I could. At once I sent all the 
papers, including the amendment inserted by the Senate, to Senator MIL- 
LER. He displayed his usual alacrity and vigilance in the affair. 

The gentleman from Kentucky who had charge of the bill has told 
me that he knows that amendment would not have been on the river 
and harbor bill but for my urgency, and I may add the aid of my gal- 
lant friend from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

It is not a pleasant task to remain here in all weathers, to lose al! the 
delectations of national conventions and the comforts of home to aid 
your constituents and their interests, and then to be slandered without 
« shadow of foundation or truth or a single pretext of decency. Very 
likely I may trace this, as I have some other statements, to soine who 
do nothing here but play a base part as to the members and repeat 
falsehoods to aggrandize their own importance by derogating ‘rom the 
services of others. 

It is rather vexatious when I have done what I could here and in the 
Senate for my city and its interests to have this malignant libel uttered. 
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It is, I presume, a man who looks down on us here from the galleries. 
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He ought to look up from below. If this man be found to be a slan- 


derer, under our courtesy or that of the Senate, he ought to be removed 


in disgrace from the gallery. That is all I have to say. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to make a privileged report. I send 
to the Clerk’s desk the report of a committee of conterence. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate numbered 10, Ll, and 17 to House bill 5459 mak- 
ing appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department forthe fiscal 
year ending June 30,1885, and for other purposes, having met, after full and 


free conference, have been unable to agree 
Rk. W. TOWNSHEND 
WM.S. HOLMAN, 
KR. G. HORR, 
Managers on the part of the House 
P. B. PLUMB, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
JAMES B. BECK 


Vane m the par the Senate 


The SPEAKER. 
read. 
The statement was read, as follows 


rhe statement accompanying the report will be 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bil H. R. 
5459) making appropriations for the Post-Ofiice Department for the fis« vear 
1885, submit the following written state ent in explanation of the accompany- 
ing conterence report 

fhe conference committee hav mable to agre the bill the report 
is adopted, will be before the House for action on the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and in the same condition as when last considered by the Henes 


t. W. TOWNSHEND 





.-§ HORI 
“i part t H 
Mr. TOWNSHEND addresse 
Mr. CANNON. If my colleag llow me a moment I will sav 
I do not see the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. Horr] on the floor. | 
suggest to my colleague to allow this to be passed over till the gentle- 


man comes In 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I gave the gentleman from Michigan notice 
that I would bring it up, but if it is the desire of my colleague I am 
willing to let the report be passed over for the prsent 

The SPEAKER 
present ? t 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have brought it up partly at the solicita 
tion of the gentleman from Michigan 

Mr. RANDALL. It is the duty of 
are two bills volving 
and Post-Office appropriation bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I intimated to the gentleman from Michiga: 
that I would present this report as soon as we were through with the 
naval appropriation bill. I do not know why he is not in his seat 

Mr. RANDALL. We must go on. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I saw the gentleman from Michigan a few mo- 
ments agi He was desirous of having this report taken up. 

Mr. Horn here entered the Hall 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The points of disagreement are amendments 


Does the gentleman withdraw the report for the 


members to be present There 


the same matter of disagreement, the Army 





10, 11, and 17, being the same amendments which were voted upon by 
this House when the former conference report was presented. They 
embrace all the grounds of disagreement on this bill between the two 
Houses. The appropriation by the House for the transportation of 


mail over the railroads was $11,700,000; the amount provided by 
amendment 10 of the Senate is $12,750,000, making a difference of 
} about $1,000,000. Amendment 11 is to strike out the provision in the 
House bill reducing the rate of compensation for carrying the mail on 
all the railroads generally 5 per cent. Another amendment strikes out 
tle provision agreed to by the House that the rate for transportation 
of mails on the land-grant and bonded railroads shall be reduced 50 
per cent 

Mr. HORR. That is all in the same amendment 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Youmay call it the same amendment Chere 
are two different provisions in the same amendment. The third point 
of difference is on the compensation of railway mail clerks. Theamount 
provided by the House bill was $4,000,000. The Senate has raised 
that amount $300,000. 
mitted to the conference by the last vote of the House 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire of the gentleman from 
Illinois for his own information if these are the only amendments now 
pending? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. They.are the only amendments now pending 
between the two Houses. All the other amendments were disposed of 
in conference and a report made upon them, which was agreed to by 
both Houses. The only points of difference now are those I have men- 
tioned. They are the three points on which the House acted and by 
yea-and-nay vote decided to disagree when the former report from the 
conference committee was made 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make an inquiry of the gentleman from 
Illinois. The first amendment makes a difference in the amount to be 
paid for carrying the mails on railroads. Does not that difference grow 


These were the three points of difference sub- 
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out of the difference in the rates of compensation upon which there is 
a disagreement between the Houses, the House insisting on a reduction 
of the rate of compensation ? 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman is correct. That covers every dollar 
of the difference. 


difference pending ? 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I was about to state that the first amendment 
grows out of the reduction of the rate of compensation for carrying the 


| $150,000, shall be adopted, then all the clerks will be provided that are 


needed for the efficient performance of this service. 
Mr. KASSON. All that I ask is that the estimates of the Depart- 
ment showing what is needed should be followed. I think that is but 


| justice to the country, and especially to the West. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Then practically there are only two questions of | 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. That has heretofore been done on several occa- 


| sions. There is a difference of opinion between some of the officers of 


mails. If the rate of percentage for carrying the mails should be re- | 


duced it is admitted even by our friends on the other side that it will 
be only necessary to appropriate the sum named in the original bill, 
$11,700,000. Therefore if we sustain these two provisions in regard 
to the rates of compensation, the Senate will recede also from its amend- 
ment increasing the compensation from $11,700,000 to $12,750,000. 

I do not wish to occupy the attention of the House at any length. 
These provisions have heretofore been discussed, both when the bill 
was first reported from the Committee on Appropriations as well as on 
the last report from the committee of conference. I will simply say 
it is utterly impossible for the conference committee toagree upon these 
provisions as at present constituted. No disposition whatever is mani- 
tested by the conferees on the part of the Senate to make any reduction 
or any change whatever in the rate of compensation to the railroads; 
and so long as I am a member of this conference committee I will say 
frankly and candidly I can not, according tomy judgment of the mat- 
ter, vield the full amount of the increase demanded bythe Senate. I 
have been willing and still am willing to meet the Senate conferees in 
a spirit of compromise, with a view to coming to some basis of agree- 
ment; but as they simply demand complete and absolute surrender on 
the part of the House I could not, as one of the conferees, agree with 
them on that basis, because I believe their demand unjust. 

I do not wish to go over the argument again. I will say, however, 
that further study of this question has only the more firmly fixed me 
in the opinion that we are simply demanding what is reasonable, what 
the railroads can well afford to bear, and what justice to the people 
demands of us 


The report of the railway commission, which I have in my hand | 


here, a commission “ppointed by the Postmaster-General to investigate 
this very question, declares that the amount of compensation to rail- 
roads can and ouglit to be reduced at least $1,000,000. That commis- 
sion further reports that even if we fix the amount of compensation for 
mail transportation at about the same rates as paid for passenger traffic 
Congress can reduce the appropriation $1,000,000 without any injus- 
tice to the railroads. 

I will not discuss this matter further now, but will wait until we 
can hear from my friends on the other side of the House. I will re- 
serve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fifty minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. KASSON. sefore the gentleman takes his seat I desire to in- 
quire whether he is not satisfied that the increased mileage of railroads, 
particularly in the West, and of the minor roads, requires an increase of 
appropriation for clerical railway service. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentlemanis separating that from the other 
railroad provision. I forgot to mention in regard to the compensation 
of railway mail clerks that the conferees on the part of the House are 
willing, | may say—I think I can speak for the majority of them—to 
meet the Senate on more than half-way ground. I would be willing, 
and I think my colleague on the conference committee, the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], will agree to do that. The Senate are 
asking for $300,000 more than we appropriated. I know he is will- 
ing to agree with me to increase the appropriation $150,900, and if that 
is done | feel that we will be making ample provision for the increased 
mileage and the increased demands of the service. 

Mr. KASSON. I would like to say to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] that this question is of special interest to many of 


us in the West, including my own district, where route agents have | 


been refused upon new routes. Complaints have come to me that post- 
offices have been established along those routes, but that they can not 
get any service. If there be an estimate, as I understand there is, from 
the Post-Office Department of the number required to serve on these 
new and extended routes, then I submit that justice to the people in 
that portion of the country requires that the whole amount so esti- 
mated for should be granted. 

That is all I desire to say, because I do not believe that gentlemen 
from the West would insist on depriving the people of this service where 
routes have been extended and post-offices have been established. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman is correct in saying that we who 
come from the West have no desire to appropriate an insufficient amount 
for that service in the West or elsewhere in the United States. I will 
simply say, however, that the conferees on the part of the House, from 
their investigation of this question, believe that by yielding the sum of 
$150,000, in addition to the amount appropriated by the House, they 
will be giving enough to cover the entire increase of service demanded 
by the increased mileage of railroads. And we feel satisfied that if the 
suggestion I have just made, to increase the amount for this service 


| 





the Post-Office Department and the commission appointed to investi- 
gate this matter. I will say that it is not customary to yield the full 
estimates of tht Departments, for they are often made with a view of 
finally accepting less than is demanded. In the original bill as it 
passed the House we appropriated nearly $25,000 more than was ap- 
propriated for this service last year, and we believe that there is no 
evidence of a deficiency in that service. Yet in order to reach a har- 


| monious conclusion the House conferees are willing to increase the 


appropriation $150,000, making in all an increase over the appropria- 
tion made last year of $175,000. But we have met with no favoring 
response from the Senate, and therefore we had only to report to the 
House the result of our action and to ask its judgment on our course 

Mr. HORR. Does the gentleman make any motion ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I shall before I relinquish the floor, but I sup- 
posed that the gentleman from Michigan desired to be heard. 

Mr. HORR. I wish to say to the House that I do not propose to go 
through the lengthy argument which was made on the other report 
from the conference committee. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr 
TOWNSHEND | has stated exactly the condition of things in the con- 
ference. On this matter of railway clerks the Senate are immovable, 
and I violate no rule of the House by saying that they are unanimously 
immovable upon that question. 

Why? When we consult the Post-Office Department (as I havedone 
since the appointment of this conference committee) the officials who 
have this service in charge state that the amount carried by the bill 
as passed by the House will not pay the clerks now employed, saying 
nothing about the new service. Now, the officers of the Post-Office 
Department say that if you leave this matter as it is in the House bill 
they will execute the law; but how? They will keep the clerks as 
they now are on all the main lines of the country, but will refuse to 
put any additional clerks on any of the new roads that have been built 
during the last year. Thereare in the State of Mississippi alone about 
four hundred and fifty miles of railroad that will not get a single clerk 
if you persist in keeping the amount of this appropriation down to 
where the House has placed it. In the State of Georgia there are sev- 
eral new routes that will not be able to get any of this service. Now, 
the simple question is, whether we shall withhold this service from 
these new routes reaching out into the new portions of our country, or 
whether we shall appropriate a sum sufficient to carry this service all 
over the United States. One hundred and forty-three new clerks are 
needed on these new roads alone. Will my friend from Illinois tell 
me how we are going to get them under this proposition ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not think they are necessary. 

Mr. HORR. Itistrue. The Department says so. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is the question. 

Mr. HORR. The men whorun this service say that either they must 
have this money or the service must do without these clerks. These 
officers know more about this business than the gentleman from IIli- 
nois or myselfcan know. Not only that, but the increase ofthe mails 
on several routes requires a large number of new clerks fpr the business 
of distribution. 

Now, is the American Congress going to sit down and refuse to de- 
liver the mails to the people of this country? I submit to you gentle- 
men on the other side of the House, can you afford to do that? If you 


| can, then ride your wagon right along. { Laughter. ] Iam tired of this 


higgling over a matter which is for the benefit of the people who pay 
the postage. This money does not come out of the general Treasury. 
The people who write the letters and read the newspapers pay for this 
service; and all they ask is that you men on the other side of the House 
(for we are a unit on our side) shall deliver to them the mails that they 
pay for carrying. That is all there is of this question. If you propose 
to tie up the mails of this country just for the sake of political capital, 
do so. The Senate say they will not yield. You ought not to ask them 
to yield. 

I know my friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] undertook to help 
us out of the trouble the other day by the suggestion in his speech that 
the only way to remedy this difficulty was for the Postmaster-General 
to commence to cut down the salaries of those now in the service, and 
with the amount thus saved hire additional men. I donot misstate your 
position, doI [addressing Mr. HOLMAN]? Now, the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral says that these men are getting less than they earn. If you want 
to cut down anybody, why not cut down you and me, Brother HoL- 
MAN ? 

Mr. WELLER. I would like to do that. 

Mr. HORR. You would like to do it, because your services are not 
worth anything; but mineare. [Laughter.] I do not blame you for 
feeling cheap about the money you are taking; but I have a feeling 
that I earn my salary and am entitled to it. 

Mr. WELLER. You evidently are speaking from the standpoint 
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of a latter-day Republican and in error, as might be expected. I would 
cut all high official salaries down to the level of the working classes. 

Mr. NEECE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HORR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NEECE. I want to be correctly informed on this question, for 
I want to vote conscientieusly. 

Mr. HORR. All right. 

Mr. NEECE. Will you tell me whether you have investigated the 
expenditures of the Post-Office Department to see whether the money 
is economica¥y expended ? 

Mr. HORR. I have. 

Mr. NEECE. Has the gentleman examined the accounts of the dis- 
bursing clerk of the Post-Office Department since 1881, and can he tell 
us in what manner those accounts have been kept ? 

Mr. HORR. Lhavenot. So far as I can learn, there has been a man 
in that Department who has stolen a lot of money; and we are after 
him and intend to punish him. You want us to do that, do you not? 

Mr. NEECE. Not only that, but I want to have the accounts prop- 
erly kept and looked after. 

Mr. HORR. Well, we are trying to do that. 

Now, in regard to this postal service, think a moment! For what 
amount do we carry a letter anywhere over the United States? For 2 
cents. And for any newspaper not exceeding a certain weight we charge 
1 cent, whereverin the United States it may be carried. Some of these 


letters cost $5 to carry them to their destination, but the sender pays | 


only 2 cents. This is what led me toinvestigate the matter of railroad 
transportation of the mails. I knew that any Department that could 
do its work as cheaply as our post-office work is being done to-day must 
be run economically. No private individual could take charge of the 
post-oftices of the United States and run them as cheaply as they are 
being run to-day. 
world. 


My friend from Illinois says that Great Britain makes money out of | 


her post-offices. That is true. But Great Britain has but 121,000 


square miles over which to carry the mails, while the United States has | 
3,000,000square miles. Our Post-Office Department has about twenty | 


times as much territory over which to extend its operations. Yet a let- 
ter started from any point in the United States can be sent over the 
Sierras and the Rocky Mountains to the most distant point in the coun- 
try for 2 cents—take it everywhere; and now the Democratic party in 
this House stand up before the world and say, in the interest of econ- 
omy, ‘‘ We will not let you have your letters, we will not give you any 
clerks to distribute them. Oh, yes, we will pay enough to give to the 
big roads so Philadelphia and my friend’s district shall get their mail.’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not vote for that. 

Mr. HORR. Why? 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not vote for my own city, because I thought 
they asked what it was not right they should have. 

Mr. HORR. Probably they were right and you were wrong. 
ably they did not ask for more than they should have. 


Prob- 
You gentle- 


men say you will give these letters to you men, but you do not say | 


you will give them to the poor part of Mississippi. You men who 
live way off on the waste places and wilds of New Mexico, you shall 


mails. 

I have said, Mr. Speaker, all I want to about that. 
to me there could be any more question about it. 
points involved, and the other point of difference is the cutting down 
of railroads. I made a statement to the House the other day showing 


why 1,300 out of 1,500 railroads in the United States are getting barely | 


nothing for the work they are now doing in carrying the mails. One 
member from Mississippi tells me the mails on the roads in his district 
do not payas much for being carried on passenger roads as they pay for 
carrying lumber. I have no doubt that is true. 

It is a simple question. The Senate refused to yield. Why? They 
say we have reduced these roads beyond a living point. They are do- 
ing this work for nothing, and the simple question is whether we on 
the part of the House shall stand here and hold this Congress in session 
for what? Why, to punish the railroad companies. And my friend 
here sought the floor and made a speech, and after weeks of study h« 
has not been able to answer a single position I took. 
you a single road that got a dollar more than I said it got. Why did 
he not doso? Because he can not. That is a good reason. I have 
been in that fix myself before now where I could not make an answer; 
and the only cause was there was not any to make. It will happen toall 
men every once in a while in this country; and my friend from Illinois 
(Mr. TOWNSHEND] knows the reason he did not show to this House 
the statements I made in reference to the pay now received by these 


was because he knows very well they are getting to-day almost noth- 
ing comparatively for the service they are performing. He knows they 
are getting barely nothing for the work they are doing. I mean the 
poorer roads. There are eight hundred of them. 

_The gentleman says, why do they do it? That is a fair question. 
Simply because they can not help themselves. The land-grant roads 
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| we not at least treat them decently ? 


Our postal service is the cheapest known to the | 


| up, and nonew bond has ever been required. 


It does not seem | 
There are only two | 


| January,. 


He did not show | 


| less management in all of his accounts. 
railroad companies were wrong. The reason he did not answer that | 
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are compelled to do it, and the other reads are forced by public opinion to 
doit. Itistheircustom. Railroads live by the aid of the people along 
their lines. They can not refuse to carry the mails even if they carry 
them for nothing, because public opinion would not permit it. But is 
that any reason why weshould play the extortioner withthem’? Should 
Ought they not to get for their 
work what it isworth? Are they not entitled to pay for what they do? 
Come, now; is not that so? The gentleman says they are. If that is 


| the case, then this question is ended and I leave the House to do with 


the matter what it pleases. I move to recede. 
‘*Vote!’’)} 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ 


I will take the floor and yield for five min- 


| utes to my colleague [Mr. NEECE]. 


Mr. NEECE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote for every dollar that is 
necessary to secure every railway mail clerk that the service demands, 
but just how we are to determine that fact I am at a loss to know. I! 
fear that the House bill does not give money enough for that purpose, 
and yet Iam afraid to indorsethe Senateamendment. My friend from 
Michigan is an enthusiast; he favors the increase of every appropria- 


| tion and he seems to be more interested in etting large appropriations 
| than he is in looking after the expenditure of the money after it is ap- 


propriated. The appropriations heretofore made for the postal service 
have been recklessly managed, and those whose duty it was to see to 
the expenditure of the money for that service have failed to discharge 
that duty. 

I do not mean the present Postmaster-General, for I believe he is a 
gentleman who desires to and will discharge his duty; but the point I 
make is if the appropriations heretofore made were recklessly managed 
and wasted, now that we will have this appropriation properly ex- 
pended we probably can get along without any great increase of the 
amount; that the reckless management of the appropriations hereto- 
fore made for the postal service is pretty conclusively proven by look- 
ing into the management of Colonel Burnside’s account, who was the 
disbursing officer for the Post-Office Department, who is required to 
give bond. Allow me tosay his bond has not been renewed since 1875. 
His first bond bears date February 2, 1875,-for $40,000. His second 
and la&t bond for $40,000 bears date October, 1875. Two of the sure- 
ties upon these bonds have for years been dead and theirestates wound 
This disbursing officer’s 
account has not been settled and balanced for years. Here is a list of 


| the requisitions made by this officer to pay the employés of the De- 
|} partment. 


The following are the amounts drawn from the Treasury 
and the amounts of the pay-roll for each month commencing July 1, 


| 1881: 


Amount nec 
essary to pay 
employés. 


Amount of 
requisition. 


Date. 


July... 
August..... 
September 


October .. 
not have your mails; we will cut down this appropriation until we | 
will cripple the service and prevent the carriage and delivery of these | 


November 
Decembe 


January. 
February 
March ...... 
April 
May 


June.. 


000 
, 000 
, 000 
, 000 
000 
28, 741 
31, 168 
7,140 
i, 000 
000 
50, 000 
0, 000 
, 000 


July 

Avgust naivbeuiecmeuwe 
September.. 
October... 
November. 
December. 


000 00 
55,000 00 
60,000 00 
60,975 00 

1,133,018 98 
1,117, 436 03 


15,582 90 


February.. 
March 


1,117,436 08 


The overdrafts did not stop here, but theseamounts show how loosely 
the money heretofore appropriated has been handled, and if you will 
look into this disbursing officer’s account you will find the same reck- 
The account to pay rent was 
overdrawn; his accounts for carpets and furniture was overdrawn; the 
sales of waste paper were not accounted for. Now, all this has noth- 
ing to do with the question now under consideration, except that we 


see that if the appropriation was in excess of the amounts necessary 


to defray the expenditures of that Department, had the Postmaster- 
General done his duty and squared the accounts of this officer everv 
month it wonld have been discovered that the appropriations were 
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excess of the amounts required. Now, as we see such neglect upon the | 
part of the disbursing officer in one instance, it may be that neglect has 
crept into other branches of the service. And as I think the present 
Postmaster-General is going to do his duty I do not think that it is 
necessary to increase every appropriation unless we have clear proof that 
it 18 necessary 

Mr. HORR. What has that got to do with the question as to whether 
we shall have clerks in the railway mail service ? 

Mr. NEECE. It is not a question whether we shall have clerks in 
the railway mail service, but it is a questionof the proper execution of 
law 


the [t is a question of what we should do after a proper exam- | 
ination of the subject. I believe the gentleman from Michigan to be 
honest; I believe we have an honest Postmaster-General to-day, a man 
ill look after the money that is intrusted to him. But the ques- 
tion is, has it been done in the past? Thequestion is, whether we have | 
not already given more money than is necessary for the service ? 

Mr. HORR. For the clerical service? 

Mr. NEECE. Just let me give afew figures, and the gentleman can 
determine for himself. I have astatement here showing the payments 
by the disbursing clerk of the Post-Office and his requisitions on the 
Treasury. * About July 1, 1881, he made a requisition on the Treasury 
for $60,000 to pay the employés of the Post-Office Department. The 
pay-rolls show a disbursement of only $46,578.46. In August, 1881, he 
made a requisition for $50,000. The pay-roll only amounted to $46,- 
848.85. In September, 1881, he made a requisition for $50,000, and 
the pay-roll only amounted to forty-five thousand and some odd hun- 
dred dollars. In October of that year he made a requisition for $50,000 
and the pay-roll was only $47,000. In November the requisition was 
for $50,000, and the pay-roll was only $46,000. 

In December he made a requisition for $50,000, and the pay-roll was 
only $47,000. Now, the point I want to make is, that these appro- 
priations that we have been making from year to year have been un- 
necessarily large, and if they had been proper and correct and a strict 
account had been required, there would have been a great deal of 
money saved. I charge then that you have appropriated more money 
for every department of the postal service than is necessary. I dave a 
list here, a part of which I will publish, running down to 1883, in 
which in this one branch of the service alone, to which I have called 
attention, there have been overdrafts amounting to $15,582.90. The 
Postmaster-General, who ought to have looked after the money, neg- 
lected that part of his duty, and it never was seen to by anybody. 

This officer never made a full settlement of his accounts. 
counts have not been settled once since 1875. It has continued in that 
line down to the present time, not only on the pay-rolls of the employés, 
but wherever he paid rent or other accounts his very drafts were more 
than the money required to meet them. Wherever he paid for coal or 
carpets, wherever the money was used for any other purpose, a large 
surplus was drawn from the Treasury and the remainder stuck to his 
hands, and those having the matter in charge never looked to it until 
the present Postmaster-General took the matter in hand and made the 
investigations. 

M:. HOI Does the gentleman suppose that this amount had 
anything to do with reference to the employment or the payment of the 
railway postal employés ? 

Mr. NEECE. I propose to show that the money appropriated here 
and used under the same disbursing officer, that is the Postmaster- 
General, was not properly looked after. 

Mr. HORR. Hew does that affect the fact that you must provide 
the necessary force of employés for the railway mail service ? 
what I want to get at. 

Mr. NEECE. It is the business of the Postmaster-General to see to 
it that the appropriations are properly disbursed and the accounts prop- 
erly settled; but in this instance he failed to do it until recently. 
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Mr. HORR. But there is no money robbed by the postal clerks, is 
there ? 

Mr. NEECE. I have not any information upon that point. 

Mr. HORR. Have you heard of any being robbed ? 

Mr. NEECE. Yes, sir; many instances. 

Mr. HORR. By the postal clerks? 

Mr. NEECE. Not by the postal clerks. 

Mr. HORR. But did this clerk to whom you are now referring have 


anything to do with the postal clerks or the payment of the railway 
employés ? 

Mr. NEECE. 
tleman will see if he will listen. Iam referring to the fact that the 
appropriations for a particular branch of the office which I have exam- 
ined have not been properly applied. 

Mr. HORR. Does the gentleman think that because some one clerk 
in a disbursing office stole some money that the whole service is there- 
fore wrong, and that no money ought to be appropriated ? 

Mr. NEECE. No, sir; but if the superintendent of the Department 
has neglected the accounts of one clerk the probability is that he has 
neglected those of others. 
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| propriation of the public money. 
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His ac- 


That is | 


I am not making any reckless statement, as the gen- | 
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propriated than was necessary for an honest administration of th: 
Department. 

Mr. HORR. Will you permit me to say that position is not tru 
unless you can count one man as having stolen all that the rest had 
appropriated to them? 

Mr. NEECE. I am not saying a word about stealing. I say the 
disbursement of the money has not been properly looked after. Fox 
three years it has been neglected. And ifin one office it has been neg- 


| lected for three years the probability is that it has been neglected in 
| others. 


Mr. HORR. Look them up. 
to show us one of them. 

Mr. NEECE. Iam wanting you to assist us in doing that. 

Mr. HORR. For my part I am quite willing to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Myfriendfrom Illinois [Mr. NEECE] would hardly 


If there are a number we want you 


| find it necessary to inquire into the actual state of any of your bureaus 


to ascertain whether or no the public service was being honestly admin- 
istered, if he considered the necessary and natural effect of a lavish ap- 
Let my friend from Illinois examin 

impartially any branch of the administration of your Government, any 
bureau of it, and he will find from the necessity of the case the natural 
and legitimate outgrowth of lavish and profligate appropriations of th« 
public money. If the principle on which the gentleman from Michigan 
[ Mr. HoRR] proposes toadminister this Government should become th 

law of Congress, integrity in any Department of your Government would 
be the exception and not the rule. The history of this Government 
has established that beyond any possible question, and Congress can no 
more pretend not to know that dishonesty in the Government servic: 
is the outgrowth of its legislation, where it goes beyond the absolute 
needs of the public service, than it can pretend not to know the legiti 

mate effect of any other measure of legislation. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HoRR] comes over to this sid 
of the House and thinks it proper to lecture gentlemen here. He takes 
my friend from Illinois to task. He speaks to this side of the Hous« 
as though his utterances were final and conclusive. Now, my friend 
should bear in mind that it is because of one of those extraordinary 
events which do not occur once in half a century, no matter what party 
is administering this Government or one of its great Departments, h 
has obtained control of one of the great appropriation bills. Why, sit 
he should remember that that does not necessarily give him the right 
| to dictate to gentlemen upon this floor. I admit it was an unexampled 
achievement. Go back over the whole period since that committee 
| was organized and nothing like it has occurred before. I concede that 
| But still I do not think it entitles the gentleman to put on airs and 
come over and dictate to gentlemen here what line of policy they should 
pursue. I conceive it was a bright achievement; but the gentleman 
from Michigan should bear in mind that he that putteth on his armor 
should not boast like him that putteth it off. He has not carried his 
scheme through yet. He has not had his measure ratified by the action 
of the majority of this House; and it may be possible, notwithstanding 
he obtained control of the Committee on Appropriations on that ques- 
| tion, that that assumption of power, that leadership, may not be ratified 
when the vote shall be finally taken. So that my friend should not 
plume himself so valorously on results until the final consummation is 
reached. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, a word on the question now before the House 
You appropriated by the original bill as it passed this House $4,000,000 
for the clerks of the postal-car service. The Senate has increased that 
sum $300,000. Now I have said already to the House, and I trust I 
| may be able to say it again in such a manner that at least the idea | 
want to convey shall reach gentlemen who have not examined the sub 
ject, that the numberof persons employed by that amount of $4,000,000 
depends entirely upon the action of your Postmaster-General. The 
| salaries are not fixed except the maximum. There are different 
classes—not to exceed $800, not to exceed $1,000, not to exceed $1,200, 
and not to exceed $1,400. Inside of those limitations the Postmaster- 
Genera] is invested with absolute power to employ just as many postal 
clerks as he pleases. 

Mr. HORR. Now will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will answer a question; nothing more. 

Mr. HORR. Under that regulationthe Departments have made reg- 
ulations whereby they have promoted and fixed the salaries of these 
men according to their service. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Their salaries are fixed by law. 

Mr. HORR. According to the time of service and the value of the 
men. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Department has fixed the compensation inside 
| the limits I have named. 

Mr. HORR. Do you not think they ought to do that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly Ido. That is what I am talking about. 

Mr. HORR. Having fixed them, do you think they ought to cut 
them down ? 





Mr. HORR. Not necessarily. 
Mr. NEECE. I believe if he had thoroughly investigated the work- 
ings of the Department he would have found that more money was ap- 


Mr. HOLMAN. I say unhesitatingly the compensations are too 
high. That is the ide~ I am trying to convey all the time. 

Mr. HORR. You think the Department ought to cut them all 
down? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. With $4,000,000, the largest sum ever appropriated 
by Congress for the Post- Office service, there is not a service connected 
with your employment of clerks in postal cars that can not be efficiently 
executed. And what I complain of is this: Gentlemen call attention 
to the fact—and the public press calls attention to the fact—every now 
and then it is discovered by mere accident—that corruption is rampant 
and rioting in some bureau of your Government. Gentlemen affect to 
be astonished at it; and what is strange, the public press affects to be 
astonished at it; Congress affects to be astonished at it. And vet there 
has never been an hourin your history that the fact has not been dem- 
onstrated that the appropriation of a dollar over the absolute require- 
ments of the public service, frugally administered, was but the appro- 
priation of a dollar for the corruption of your public service. 

I grow impatient when I hear an expression of astonishment that 
corruption riots in any Department of your Government. How could 
it be otherwise, in view of the corrupting power of appropriations be- 
yond the needs of the Government? In the public service of the Gov- 

ernment, from its beginning down to the present’ hour, I do not care 
what party is in power, no matter what party is in power, the result 
is inevitable. There is no half-way ground in onr Government be- 
tween frugal expenditures and corrupt administration. If your Gov- 
ernment is frugally administered, it will be honest; if your appropria- 
tions are lavish and beyond the needs of the Government, corruption 
will riot in your bureaus—in every department of your public service. 
From the hour your Government was established down to the present 
time that simple fact has been demonstrated. 

Permit me to say that no committee of conference, no managers on 
the part of the House, can create any material delay over an item like 
this. This is but a question of how much money shall be appropriated. 
Of course the House understands that this item is not materially in the 
way of a recommendation to come to an agreement between the two 
Hotses. If the conferees on the part of the Senate and those on the 
partof the House can not agree upon one sum, they can agree upon 
another. The conferees of the one body as well as of the other are 
amemble to reason. Of course on this point, standing by itself, there 
will no delay in reaching an agreement by your conferees 

I wkh to say this much for the purpose of showing that this item is 
not to»e considered an important one; it is not at all in the way of 
your fiaal action on the matter. The real trouble, the one upon which 
the charman of your conferees desires to obtain an expression of opin- 
ion fron the House, is as tea much more important measure—one not 
simply involving a question of dollars and cents, but involving the ques- 
tion wheher or not Congress possesses sufficient power to control in any 
manner he great corporations which you have organized. It is an issue 
between your great corporations and your Government. 

The faé has been brought to the attention of the House, and gentle- 
men havehad occasion to examine the report made, that a commission 
vas orgatized by law and was appointed by the Postmaster-General 
to inquireinto a fact which was asserted eight years ago, that you 
were payilty even then, and ona basis of the reduction of the current 
expenses ofthe railroads you have been paying ever since, over 20 per 
cent. more than was reasonable for the transportation of your mails 
by the railnads of the country. The reduction has been 15 per cent. 
only, while he rate of transportation was fixed on the 3d day of March, 
1873, in themost extravagant period of the country and in a time of 
peace. 

Gentlemenwill remember the extraordinary bills which passed this 
House and beame laws on the 3d day of March, 1873, and they will 
remember wih what indignation that legislation was received by the 
people of this euntry, and how the m: ijority of this House was promptly 
transferred fron that side of the House to this side. Gentlemen are 
familiar with tis history, and the measure which fixed the rate of rail- 
road transportaion higher than it was during the war period was a 
part of that geteral system of wild and reckless legislation. 

The moment he party on this side of the House obtained the con- 
trol of this branh of Congress an effort was made upon that measure 
as well as upon he others to compel a retracing of the steps in legisla- 
tion which had jeen taken, but we only partially succeeded. Ii is 
now proposed toaccomplish what was asserted to be necessary then, 
and what is sust®med by infinitely stronger arguments now, a reduc 
tion of the cost ¢ the transportation of mails by railroads to the e= 
tent of 20 per cat. A reduction to the extent of 15 per cent. las 
already been acco\plished. This amendment embraces a reductio: of 
5 per cent. further which will cover only about six or seven hunted 
thousand dollars. Yet the commission to which I have referre has 
reported to the Pat-Office Department, and that report has coae to 
you, that you can gy the railroads all that can be justly clained for 
the transportation f your mails and reduce the amount now4ppro- 
priated for that purpse by $1,000,000. 

Mr. HORR. Righ here let me ask che gentleman what prportion 
of that amount woulte taken from tlie Union and Central Pacfic Rail- 
roads, which are not \cluded in this bill ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iyill have occasion to come down to @tails in a 
moment. s 

Mr. HORR. It woul be about $600,000, would it not? 

I st the effect of the 5 per cent. red:¢tion would 


Mr. HOLMAN. 





RECORD—HOUSE. 5865 


be to reduce the expenditures between $600,000 and $700,000 on roads 
other than land-grant roads. 

Mr. HORR. Yes; but the million dollars reduction to which the 
gentleman refers does not come out of the roads affected by this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The general statement of the railroad commission 
shows simply that the railroad system is now receiving too much. It 
is unhappily but one system. Some gentlemen do not seem to bear in 
mind, the gentleman from Michigan { Mr. Horr] forgets, that the rail- 
roads in this country are not made up of separate and independent sys- 
tems, but unfortunately your railroads are embraced in one greatsystem:; 
a few great railroad monopolists control your entire railroad sy stem. 

Mr. HORR. I think that is not so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And your Post-Office Department assures Congress 
that the railroad system of this country can well bear a reduction of 
$1,000,000 in what is paid to it for the transportation of the mails; and 
$600,000 or 5700,000 of that amount would be the result of this 5 per 
cent. reduction. 

Now that is all I shall have occasion to say in regard to the 5 per 
cent. reduction. There are gentlemen who certainly can not possibly 
lean against railroad corporations, who do not lean too much in behalf 
of your Government, who say that a 5 per cent. reduction on other than 
land-grant and bond roads will yield a saving of $600,000 or $700,000 

Then we come to apply the measure to the land-grant roads, to the 
roads which have received Government bonds, to the roads, in other 
words, which this Government has constructed and equipped and, as it 
were, presented almost bodily to an association of gentlemen who are 
now commanding and controlling the larger portion of the wealth ot 
this country 

We propose that these roads shall transport the mails for 50 per cent. 
of the compensation allowed 
has granted no subsidies. 


0 corporations to which the Government 


As tothe 5 per cent. reduction, gentlemen must see very readily that 
there is no ground for a compromise Chis House must either say di- 
rectly and squarely that .t will stand by that 5 per cent. reduction, or 
it must back down squerely at the demand of gentlemen who believe 
that the railroads ought to be fostered ; and encouraged. As to the land- 
grant roads, it will be seen there are grounds for a fair and reasonable 
compromise. If 5 )per cent. can not . agreed upon as a proper rate, 
some other amount can no doubt be adopted lf every one of the rail 
road corporations wluich have received pr iblic grants ought not to be com- 
pelled to bear the burden of transporting the mails at 50 per cent. of 
the amount paid tc roads which have received no subsidies, then apply 
the principle to these corporations that have received grants large enough 
to make it absolately certain that the principle can not operate with 
any injustice uvon them. 

Gentlemen vill see that in all this controversy the main point is 
whether or nct it is safe for Congress to act upon the recommendation 
of the Post-(flice Department, or rather upon the recommendation of 
the post-offie commission, and reduce the compensation for carrying the 
mails 5 percent. as to the general railroad system of the country. I 
repeat, as co the other question, some compromise can undoubtedly be 
reached !y further conference between the two Houses. 

[hope therefore, that this House will insist on its disagreement to 
all thre: of the amendments—the first embracing $300,000, the next 
$1,000 00, and the next, including the two propositions with reference 
to thepay for mail transportation, one for a reduction of 5 percent. upon 
the gneral railroad system, the other that the land-grant roads shall 
receive 50 per cent. of the amount allowed for similar service to roads 
wh h have received no subsidies I hope the House will insist on its 
disgreement with the Senate on this subject. If so, I have no doubt 
anagreement can be reached which will be entirely satisfactory to both 
banches of Congress. ; , 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr Speaker, as has been stated by the gen- 
leman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], the real point upon which the 
wo Houses have tailed to agree is the prov ision with regard to the com- 
pensation of railroads. As to the appropriation for railway mail clerks, 
I am inclined to think we could have reached an agreement on the 
other amendment if we could have reached an agreement on the pro 
visions reducing the compensation to railroads 

The difference between the gentlemen from Michigan and myself is 
this: He has an opinion that Congress should yi ld the full amount 
of every estimate demanded by the Departments. He goes upon the 
theory that the officers of the Department are wiser than Congress; that 
the officials of this Department would not ask any more than what 
they need; and we should without investigation vield all that these 
estimates of the Department call for , 

Mr. HORR 
estimate you state my position correctly 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


is just and proper unless we investigate the grounds upon which the 


It you say that we should grant every just and prope 


How shall we ascertain whether the estimate 
estimate is made? 

Mr. HORI That is whatI have done 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The 


Committee on Appropriations say that 


they have investigated this question, and that the amount demanded 
by the De aon 1ent for clerks in the railway mail service is more than 
the efficiency of that service requires. We have shown, as I have said, 
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willingness to increase this appropriation $175,600 beyond the ap- 
propriation of last year. But the Senate demand that we shall yield 
325,000. They say, ‘‘ You must yield every dollar the Department 
we allow you no judgment on this matter; you shall be gov- 
erned by our dictation.’’ Indeed, the Senate has increased the appro- 
priation for this service beyond the full amount recommended or asked 
by the Department. 

rhe question of difference is only as to the amount. I insist from 
the investigation we have made that when we yield the amount which 
the House conferees have shown a willingness to yield, we furnish every 
dollar that will be needed (if the money be honestly expended) to pro- 
vide clerical force for the railway mail service. Without discussing 
that question further, I leave it entirely to the House to determine. 

Now, I come to what is really the essential point of difference between 
the two Houses. It is as to the compensation to railroads. Upon that 
question, as the gentleman from Indiana has said, we confront the rail- 
road power. It isthe railroads that stand behind the Senate. It is the 
railway corporations we are struggling with to-day. Now, the first 
juestion is, what is fair and just compensation for the railroads for carry- 
ing the mail? 1 maintain we ought to pay these companies every dol- 
lar that justice and fair dealing require. If this bill did not carry an 
amount which would compensate the railroad companies fairly for this 
service, I would not stand here contesting with the Senate upon this 
proposition 

But I think we have the evidence here which fair-minded men will 
accept, because it is official, which does tully and completely answer the 
argument of the gentleman the other day when he asserted that these 
provisions do not provide as fair compensation for carrying the mail as 
the railroads are receiving for carrying freight and express matter. 

A word or two on that point and I will leave it with you. All men 
will admit, the most lucrative rate of compensation received by rail- 
roals is that for passenger traffic; the gentleman from Michigan ad- 
mitted that the otherday. Now, the commission appointed by the Post- 
Office Department to investigate this matter declared that the railroads 
are receiving 26 cents per car per mile for pasyenger travel, and that 
commission said, in reference to mail compensation to railroads, if 25 
cents per car per mile is allowed, which is only \ cent lower than the 
amount received for passenger travel, the rate would be fair and just to 
the roads and we would thereby save $1,000,000 gnnually on the cost 
this service 


1 
ie 
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o! 
give to the railroads in the aggregate the full sum which the report of 
the commission says they ought to have for this service. 


rhis commission states wuen we allow that sum we are allowing the | 


railroads nearly as much for carrying mailsas is paid for passenger traffic. 

Now, compare the accommodations furnished forthe mail service and 
the accommodations furnished for passenger travel. Oa the mail cars 
there are no brakesmen, no conductors, no expense of thatkind to be in- 
eurred. On the mail cars there are one or two postal mai] clerks and 
an amount of dead weight of mail matter to be carried. Te mail cars 
are carried on the same trains passengers are carried on. \They will 
run those passenger trains anyway, whether mai! cars are aYiached or 


not Besides, Mr. Speaker, the pay for the mail service is al yays cer- 
tain. There is freedom from the danger of liability for loss @ injury 


to the mails as there is for damage in the case of carrying pasiengers, 
express, or freight. There is complete immunity from damage w that 
account. 

Then, considering the cheapness of the accommodations furrished 
the mail-car service, the freedom from liability, and certainty of pay, 
taking all these things into consideration, I say the railroads can yell 
afford to carry the mails for a smaller sum even than we allow in his 
bill and at a far less rate than they now receive for passenger trafic. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] said in his remarks thig 
morning that he had been informed by a member from Mississippi tha 
they were receiving less rate for carrying the mails in his district thar 
was paid as freight for carrying lumber. That is not shown by the 
statistics of the Post-Office Department. They show that the rates per 
mile per ton for carrying freight are less than 1} cents, and they also 
show there is paid for a mail service from about 7 to 35 cents per ton per 
mile. There is the report of your officials of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment certifying in no instance do we pay less than about 7 cents per 
ton per mile for carrying the mails, and it goes further and shows that 
in no instance can it be found to cost more than 1} cents for carrying 
freight throughout the country. 

Mr. HORR. Now, is that fair? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Yes, it is fair. 

Mr. HORR. Why is it fair? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Why, it is fair because it is true. These Gov- 
ernment officials have so reported after investigation. It is said in 
answer to the statement of the gentleman in his speech this morning 
that in Mississippi more is paid for carrying lumber than is paid for 
carrying the mails. 

Mr. HORR. Is it fair to charge for one-third of a car—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have not time to go into that now. 

Mr. HORR. You should answer, for that is the whole of it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I really have not time to yield. Now, the 
compensation of the mail service is growing immensely every year. 


Our bill makes that reduction of $1,000,000, and we | 
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It has already reached a figure larger than the whole annual income 

under the administration of John Q. Adams. The railroad mail sery- 
ice costs the Government nearly $19,000,000 a year. It is growing 
amazingly. I have a table here, which I should like to read if I had 
time, showing that it is increasing at the rate of hundreds of thousands 
of dollars annually. It has reached, as I have said, nearly $19,000,000 
and the time will soon come, unless some check is put on the compen- 
sation paid railroads, when it will reach twice the amount of the pres- 
ent pay. 

Now, sir, when we remember that the railways have reduced the cost 
of carrying freights, express matter, and passengers they ought to stand 
a reduction upon the compensation for carrying the mails. The ex 
penses of the railroads themselves have decreased enormously in the 
last few years. The statistics all show that. The cost of the service 
to them is far less than it was a few years ago when the rate of com- 
pensation for carrying the mails was fixed. The wages of the em- 
ployés have decreased. The cost of steel rails is less, and iron and all 
other materials that enter into the construction of their roads and thei: 
working have decreased. I therefore feel that we ought in justice to 
the people demand a reduction upon the compensation for carrying the 
mails. 

I now yield five minutes to my colleague from Illinois [Mr. Can 
NON], who wishes to be heard. 

Mr. CANNON. Only aword or twoin reference to this matter, and 
I shall detain the House but a very few moments. We are approaching 
the end of the session and an adjournment is anxiously looked for by 
both sides of the House. I observed in the course of the remarks oi 
the gentleman from Indiana that he intimated there might be no disa- 
greement upon the question of the postal clerks. I am glad to hear 
that. That means, of course, $4,300,000 for this branch of the servic 
I believe that appropriation should be made, because we made an ap 
propriation the other day for letter-carriers of $4,000,000 by a deciled 
majority. That appropriation furnishes about one hundred and forty 
cities, providing the means for delivering the letters to the citizens four 
or five times a day in each of these cities. 

Now, this appropriation distributes the mails on 120,000 miles of 
railroad throughout all parts of the country. The service is already 
upon many of these roads, and needs to beextended to others. { refe: 
| specially to the roads that do a pouch service. They convey th mails 
to the people living along in the section they traverse once, sometimes 
twice, in a day; whereas in the city where they have free delivry and 
four or five deliveries a day it costs $4,000,000. If this extra $300,000 
is given we car give mail facilities along the lines of these roads to 
the great body of the people who are anxious for it. 

I do not believe the salary of the people performing this ervice on 
the railroads is adequate. ‘Their duties are very onerous. They are 
away from their homes most of the time, and have to pay ‘heir own 
expenses. The most of them get only from $800 to $1,000 gyear, and 
in my judgment they are the most poorly paid employés inche postal 
service. 

Now, as to the matter of the compensation of the railvays them- 
selves, and I ask the attention of the House upon this pot. It may 
be, and I am inclined to think it is, true that the railroad are getting 
more compensation in the aggregate than they ought to hae for carry- 
ing themails. But gentlemen must recollect that this legilation under 
which that service is performed has been on our statut-books since 
1873. In 1876 they took 10 per cent. from that compenstion through 
the efforts of my friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN],and this was 
done during the time when everything was cheap. Tyo years later, 
under the lead of my friend from Georgia, they took 5per cent. more 
off during the hard times. Now times are not so hard,money is more 
easy, prices are higher, and yet now you propose to ake 5 per cent. 
more off. There was more reason for taking 10 per ent. off in 1876 
than there is for taking off 5 per cent. now. But myfriend from In- 
diana has got used to this kind of thing, and is not hppy unless he is 
doing it all the time. [Laughter. ] 

One word more. Thereis this principle, and I wilnotsay anything 
more about the matter than this—there is this prin«ple that operates 
|between the House and the Senate when they have caferences on bills. 

\ppropriations are made according to existing law and if either the 
Feuse or the Senate proposes to change the law upa@ an appropriation 
bil and the co-ordinate branch does not agree tothat change, then 
thebody that proposes that change under the exising law must back 
dova. That is the practice in dealing with these mtters. Now what 
is tla question here? The House proposes to chage the law in this 
| Tespet. It proposes to cut down the compensatin of the railroads, 
being4 question of legislation upon an appropriatin bill. The Senate 
comes wd says ‘‘no.’’ It says unanimously, Reublicans and Demo- 
crats uliting, that it will not agree to this chage. It says we will 
join youn appropriating for the service as it is, at we will not legis- 
| late upot this bill. 
| Now, iput it to gentlemen on both sides of th House, when you get 
to that Pant of a deadlock is it not the unvaying practice that the 
| party that qoposes legislation on an appropriatn bill has to give way ? 
| I would nothave said this were it not that we ;1 want to get away from 
‘here. You Yemocrats want to get away to ths funeral to come off at 
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Chicago. We Republicans want to go home to our wives and children. 


With these facts staring us in the face I do not think there is any pro- | 


priety in the House standing out longer upon these points. The most 
sensible thing the House can do is to recede and let the bill go to the 
President for his signature before sundown this evening. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the previous question on the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference and discharging the committee. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move that the House further insist on 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 10, 11, 
and 17, and upon that motion call the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman demands the previous question 
and it is ordered it will prevent any motion to agree with an amend- 
ment. If the gentleman desires that the sense of the House shall be 
tested on those propositions it may be better not to demand the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. HORR. I move that the House recede from its disagreement to 
the two améndments of the Senate numbered 10 and 11 and agree with 
the Senate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to understand the statusof my motion, 
which is that the House further insist on its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. ‘ 
tion. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] moves that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 10 and 11 and agree to the same. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does that take precedence of my motion ‘ 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope my motion will be considered as pend- 
ing. 

Mr. HORR. I desire to state that my motion does not include the 
amendment relating to the appropriation for railway post-office clerks. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the previous question will 


be considered as ordered; and the first question is on the motion made | 


by the gentleman from Michigan that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendments numbered 10 and 11 and agree to 
the same. 

Mr. ‘TOWNSHEND. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
of an additional million of dollars for transportation on railroad routes 
and the striking out of the House provision in reference to the rate of 
compensation to railroads. 

Mr. HORR. They include all the questions which pertain to the 
railroad service. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

Amendment numbered 10 of the Senate was read, as follows: 


On page 4, line 65, strike out ‘* $11,700,000" and insert * 
will read ; 
For transportation on railroad routes, $12,750,000." 


Amendment numbered 11 of the Senate was read, as follows: 


On pages 4,5, and 6 strike out the following: 

*(L1) The Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and directed to readjust 
the compensation to be paid from and after the Ist day of July, L884, for transpor- 
tation of mails on railroad routes, by reducing the compensation to all railroad 
companies for the transportation of mails 5 per cent. per annum from the 


Upon that I demand the yeas and nays 


$12,750,000;"’ so that it 


rates for the transportation of mails, on the basis of the average weight, fixed | 


and allowed by the first section of an act entitled "An act making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post-Oflice Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1879, and for other purposes,” approved June 17, 1878: Provided, how- 


ever, That all railroad companies whose railroads were constructed in whole | 


or in part by a land grant made by Congress on the condition that the mails 
should be transported over their roads, respectively, at such price as Congress 
should by law direct, or on the condition that such railroad should be subject 
to such regulations as Congress might impose restricting the charges of Govern- 
ment transportation, or whose railroads were constructed in whole or in part 


by subsidies in bonds and lands granted and issued by the United States under | 


the provisions of the act entitled “An act to aid in the construction of a railroad 


and telegraph line from the Missouri River and the Pacific Ocean, and to secure | 


to the Government the use of the same for posta), military, and other purposes,”’ 
approved July 1, 1862, and act amendatory thereof, shall receive only 50 per 
cent. of the compensation authorized by this act to be paid to the other railroad 
companies for corresponding postal service; and the above-entitled act ap- 
proved July 1, 1862, and the sixth section thereof, and the act amendatory of 
said act,approved July 2, 1864, are hereby amended to conform to the foregoin 


provision fixing the rate of compensation to be paid to railroad companié | 


whose railroads were so constructed, in whole or in part, by subsidies in bors 
and lands, under the provisions of said acts, for the transportion of the mils, 
and said acts and each of them shall be held to be altered and amended ac« rd- 
ingly; and the foregoing provisions, and each of them, shall be subje¢ to 
amendment as in the opinion of Congress shall be just and required by th@ub- 
lie welfare ; but no right now existing in favor of the United States in retion 
to said railroads, or either of them, or in relation to said grants, or eit€r of 
them, shall be deemed impaired or waived by this act orany provision thteof 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to make a parliamentary iquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. ae 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Would it be in order to call for adivision 
of the question so as to have separate votes on the 5 percent. *duction 
and the reduction of the compensation to land-grant and boded rail- 
roads ? Z 
The SPEAKER. There are two amendments of the Sens included 
in the motion of the gentleman from Michigan. 
right to a separate vote on each. 


The Chair has not yet stated the gentleman’s mo- | 


Amendments 10 and 11 include the appropriation | 


The genman hasa | 


Mr. HORR. 


Mr. WARNE 
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That is not the point made by the gentleman from Ohio. 


R, of Ohio. 


The provision proposed to be stricken out 


| by the eleventh amendment of the Senate embraces two parts. 


The SPEAKER. 


The Chair does not think a Senate amendment can 


| bedivided. Does the gentleman desire separate votes on the two amend- 


| ments? 


Mr. WARNE 


| subject, the compensation to railroads. 


R, of Ohio. 


on the two amendments. 


motion of the gentleman from Michigan. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. HORR. 
vote upon. 
service at all. 
roads. 


| 
| The SPEAKER. 


The two amendments relate to the same 
I do not call for separate votes 


The yeas and nays have been demanded on the 


I find there is some uncertainty as to what we are to 


I wish to say that this question does not affect the clerk 


It is the question simply of the compensation to rail- 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 116, nays 103, not 
| voting 105; as follows: 


Adams, G. E 
Atkinson, 
Bayne, 
Bingham, 
Brainerd 

| Brewer, F.B 

Browne, T. M 

| Brown, W. W. 
Campbell, J. E. 
‘ampbell, J. M. 
‘andler, 
annon, 
‘halmers, 
‘ulbertson, 
‘ullen, 
Cutcheon, 
Dargan, 
Davis,G.R 

| Deuster, 

| Elliott, 

| Ellwood, 

Everhart, 

Ferrell, 

| Finerty, 

Follett 

| Foran, 

| Funston, 

George 

Goff, 


| Adams, J.J. 
Alexander, 

| Anderson 

| Bagley, 

Ballentine, 

| Barksdale, 

| Beach, 

Belmont, 

Bennett, 

| Blount, 
Breckinridse 

| Buchanan 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 

‘aldwe) 

‘lay, 

Jemerts 

Jobb 

‘fonvese, 

‘ook 

‘ox 3.8 

‘ox W. R., 

Crip, 

| Cuberson, D. B 

| Dvis, L.H 

| Pbble, 


( 
( 
( 
‘ 
( 
( 
( 
( 


siken, 

| Arnot, 
Barbour 
Barr, 

Belford, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 

| Bland, 

soutelle, 

| Bowen, 
Boyle, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, J. H. 
sroadhead, 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
Budd, 
Burleigh 
Calkins, 
Campbell, Felix 

| Carleton, 

| Cassidy, 

| Chace, 

Clardy, 

Collins, 

Connolly, 


w.w. 


YEAS—116 


Graves, 
Guenther, 
Hancoc k, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hemphill, 
Hepburn, 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hewitt,G. W. 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Horr, 
Houseman 
Howey, 
James, 
Jeffords 
Jordan 
Kassor, 
Ketchsm, 
King 

Lair«, 
Longs, 
Lynan, 

Mc oid, 
M:Comas, 
Millard, 


NAYS 


Dibrell, 
Dowd, 
Dunn, 
Eaton 
Eldredge, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Findlay, 
Forney, 
Geddes, 
Gibson, 
ock, 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hardy, 
Hatch, W.H 
Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hoblitzell 
Holman, 
Hunt, 
Jones, B. 
Jones, J 


Glas 


Ww 
H 
Lanham, 
Le Fevre, 
NOT 
Cosgrove, 
Covington, 
Curtin 
Davidson, 
Davis, R.T 
Dingley, 
Do« kery, 
Dorsheimer, 
Duncan, 
Dunham 
Ellis, 
Evans, I.N 
Evins, J. H 
Fiedler, 
Fyan, 
Garrison, 
Green, 
Hanback, 
Hardeman, 
Haynes, 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henderson, T. J 
Hill, 

Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 

Hurd, 


| ments were concurred in. 


VOTING 


Miller, S. H 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morrill, 
Morse, 
Muldrow 
Mutchler 
Nelson 
Ochiltree, 
O'Hara, 
O' Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J. J 
Parker 
Payne 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Phelps 
Poland 
Post, 
Potter 
Price 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 
Ray,G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Reed 
Reese 

» Robinson, J.S. 


103 


Lewis, 
Lore, 
Lowry, 
McAdoo, 
McMillin, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J. F 
Mills, 
Morgan 
Murphy 
Nee ce, 
Oates, 

O' Ferrall 
Patton, 
Peel, 
Pierce 
Pryor 
Randall, 
Ri : 
togers, J.H 
Scales 
Seney 
Shelley, 
Springer, 
Stockslager, 
105 
Hutchins, 
Johnson, 
Jones, J. K 
Jones, J.T 
Kean 

Ke 


Ke 


ifer 
ley 
Kellogg 
Kleiner 
Lace vy. 
Lam 
Lawrence 
Libbey, 
Lovering 
McCormick 
Morrison, 
Moulton 
Muller, 
Murray 
Nicholls 
Nutting, 
Paige 
Payson, 
Pettibone, 
Pusey, 
Reagan, 
Rice 


So the motion of Mr. HORR was agreed to, and 


Rockwell, 
Rogers, W. I 
Ryan, 

se yrmour 
Skinner, C.R 
Smalls, 
Smith, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stone, 

Strait, 
Struble, 
Sumner,C. A 
Thomas, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 

Van Eaton, 
Wait, 
Warner, A. J 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
White, J.D 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 

W ilson, James 
Woodward, 
York 


Storm 
Talbott, 
Taylor, J.M 
Thompson, 
Townshend 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
Turner, H.G 
Turner, Oscar 
Vance 
Wallace 
Ward 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
Weller 
Wemple 
Wilkins 
Willis 
Wilson, W.1 
Winans, E.B 
Winans, John 
Wise, G.D 
Wolford, 
Wood 

¥ ip 


Robertson, 
Robinson 
Rosecrans 
Rowell 
Russell, 
Shaw 
Singleton 
Skinner 


~ 


W.E. 


.G,. 
locum 
Snvder 

Sp 

Stevens 
Stewart, J. W 
D.H 
raylor, E. B 
laylor, J.D 
Valenti 
Van Alstyne 
Wadsworth, 
Wakefie id, 
Walliams 
Wise, J.S 
Worthington, 
Young 


Sumner 


rie 


the Senate amend 
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Mr. RYAN and Mr. TILLMAN asked unanimous consent that the 
reading of the names of those voting be dispensed with. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object. 


rhe names were then read 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, with Mr. NUTTING, on all political 
questions, until July 8. 

Mr. HARDEMAN with Mr. ARNOT, on this vote. 

Mr. JOHNSON with Mr. GARRISON, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. DUNHAM with Mr. LAMB, on this vote. 

Mr. CoLLINs with Mr, STEWART, of 
the day 

Mr. Pusey with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, for the remainder of the 
day 

Mr. CONNOLLY with Mr. VALENTINE, on all political questions, for 
the remainder of the day. 

Mr. BISBEE with Mr. WILLIAMs, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. HANBACK, on all political questions, for the 
remainder of the day 
Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, with Mr. PAyson, for this day. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. Hovk, on all political questions, for the remain- 
der of the day 


Mr. LAMB. I desire to state that Iam paired with Mr. DUNHAM. 


If he were present, I would vote *‘ne’’ and he would vote *‘ ay’’ on 
this proposition 
Mr. HARDEMAN (having voted in the negative). 


I desire to with- 
draw my vote. I am paired on this question with Mr. ARNOT, of New 
York. If here, he would vote ‘‘ay’’ and I would vote ‘‘no.”’ 

rhe result of the vote was then announced as above stated 

Mr. HORR moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HORR 


I now move that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the 


Senate amendment numbered 17,and agree to the same. 


Vermont, for the remainder of 





And I trust that we will not need a yea-and-nay vote to decide it. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


that. 


The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
affirmative. 
So (the affirmative being 


were 45 in the 


I think we had better have the yeas and nays on 


yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. HOLMAN 
The Clerk read the Senate 


Page 5, line 8 


rhe question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays](1, not vot- 


after the 
so that it will read 
For railway post 


I think that the amendment had better be read. 
> amendment numbered 1), as follows: 


*million,”’ 


word 


office clerks 


ing 100; as follows: 


Adams, G. E. 
Anderson 
Arnot 
Atkinson, 
Rarksdale, 
Bayne, 
Beach 
Bingham, 
Blanchard, 
Brainerd, 
Brewer, F.B 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W.W 
Burleigh, 
Campbell, J. M. 
ampbell, J. E 
‘andler, 
annon, 
arleton, 
halmers, 
ulbertson, W. W 
ullen, 
utcheon, 
Dargan, 
Davis, GR 
Davis, R. T. 
Deuster, 
Elliott, 

Ellis, 
Ellwood, 
Everhart, 


~~ 


~ 


Adams, J.J 
Alexander, 
Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Blount, 
Breckinridge, 
Broadhead, 
Buchanan, 
Caldwell, 
Clay, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Cox, 3.8 


$4.300.000,."" 


YEAS—123 


Findlay 
Finerty, 
Funston 
Goff, 
Graves, 
Greenleaf, 
Guenther, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 


Henderson, T. J. 


Hepburn, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Holton, 
Hoope r 
Horr 
Howey, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Jones, J K. 
Kasson, 
Ketcham 
Laird, 
Lewis 
Long 
Lyman, 


McCoid, 
McComas, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Miller, S. H. 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morrill, 
Morse, 
Muldrow, 
Mutchler, 
Ne lson, 
Ochiltree, 
O'Hara, 

O Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Potter, 
Price 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 
tay, G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Reed, 
Reese, 
Robinson, J.S8. 


NAYS—101. 


Cox, W.R 
Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B 
Davis, L. H. 
Dibble, 
Dibrell, 
Dowd, 
Dunn, 
Eaton, 
Eldredge, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Forney, 
Geddes, 
Gibson, 


Glascock, 
Haleell, 
Hammond, 
Hardy, 
Hatch, W. H. 
Hemphill, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Hunt, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jordan, 
Kleiner, 
Lanham, 
Le Fevre, 


more than one-fifth of the last vote) the 


insert ‘“‘ three huntred thousand ;”"’ 


Rockw@j, 
Rogers, VW. F, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Skinner, C.R. 
Smalls, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charla 
Stone, 

Strait, 
Struble, 
Thomas, 
Tillman, 
Vance 

Van Eaton, 
Wait, 
Wallace, 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 

We mple, 
White, J.D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilson, James 
Winans, John 
Woodward, 
York. 


Lore, 
Lowry, 
McAdoo, 
MeMillin, 
Matson, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Morgan, 
Murphy, 
Neece, 

O’ Ferrall, 
Patton, 
Pierce, 
Peel, 
Post, 
Pryor, 
Randal], 
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Riggs. 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rosecrans, 
Scales, 
Seney, 
Shelley, 
Springer, 
Stockslager, 
Storm, 


Aiken, 
Barbour, 
Barr, 
Belford, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 


| Bland, 


Boutelle, 
Bowen, 
Boyle, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, J. H. 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
Budd, 
Burnes, 
Gabell, 
‘alkins, 
‘ampbell, Felix 
‘assidy, 
‘hace, 
lardy, 
‘ollins, 
Connolly, 


~—_ i i i 


Cosgrove, 
| 


Sumner, C. A. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, J. M 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 

Tully, 

Turner, H.G. 





Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Ward, 

Warner, A. J. 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 

Wilkins, 

Willis, 


NOT VOTING—10., 


Covington, 
Curtin, 
Davidson, 
Dingley, 
Doc kery, 
Dorsheimer, 
Duncan, 
Dunham, 
Evans, 1. N. 
Evins, J. H, 
Ferrell, 
Fiedler, 
Fyan, 
Garrison, 
George, 
Green 
Hanback, 
Haynes, 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henley, 
Holmes 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Houseman, 
Hurd 


Hutchins, 
Johnson, 


Jones, J.T. 


Kean, 
Keifer, 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
King, 
Lacey, 
Lamb, 
Lawrence, 
Libbey, 
Lovering, 
McCormick, 
Milliken, 
Morrison, 
Moulton, 
Muller 
Murray, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
VOates 
Paige, 
Payson, 
Pettibone, 


JULY 1, 





Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Wise, G.D. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Yaple. 


Pusey, 
Reagan, 
Rice, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, W. E. 
Russell, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T.G, 
Slocum, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Sumner, D. H. 
laylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J.D. 
Valentine, 
Wadsworth, 
Wakefield, 
Williams, 
Wise, J.S. 
Worthington 
Young. 


So the motion of Mr. HoRR was agreed to, and the Senate amend 
ment was concurred in. 


The following additional pair was announced: 


Mr. DUNHAM with Mr. LAMB, on this vote. 


would vote 


If present, Mr. DUNHAM 
“‘ay’’ and Mr. LAMB would vote “no.”’ 


The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


Mr. RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had agreed to reports of committees of con 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on amendments of 
the House to bills of the Senate of the following titles: 

A bill (S. 838) to consolidate the bureau of military justice and the 
corps of judge-advocates of the Army, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1581) to provide for the disposition of abandoned and use- 
less military reservations; and, 

A bill (S. 2243) to authorize foot and carriage or railroad bridges 
across the Mississippi River at Saint Paul in the State of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the following title; 

A bill (H. R. 1246) granting a pension to the widow of Maj. Gen 
James B. Stedman. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of 
the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 4383) 
desertion ; 

A bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the location of a branch home fot 
disabled volunteer soldiers in either the States of Arkansas, Iowa, Min- 
nesota, Missouri, or Nebraska; and 

A bill (H. R. 5709) to amend article 72 of the rules and articles of 
war. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in, a bill of the following title: 

A bill (S. 183) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of William Hull. 

The message also announced that the Senate requested the House to 
eturn the bill (S. 1971) grantinga pension to Catharine H. Glick, widow 
€ Elias B. Glick. 

SOUTHERN KANSAS RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Ny. RYAN. I desire to call up from the Speaker’s table the request 
of tle Senate for a conference on House bill 4680 to grant a right of way 
throyh the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Com- 
pany,and for other purposes. 

Th&SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the message from the Senate. 

The Yerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 30, 1854. 


Resolved That the Senate asks a conference with the House of Representatives 
on the bil(H. R. 4680) to grant a right of way through the Indian Territory to 


the Southép Kansas Railway Company, and for other purposes, and the amend- 
ments of tl, Senate thereto. 


Ordered, hat Mr. INGALLS, Mr. Dawes, and Mr. CoKE be the conferees on the 
part of the Spate. 

Mr. RYAY. I move that the House non-concur in the amendments 
of the Senateand agree to the conference requested. 

The motionyas agreed to. 


to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of 
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The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. WELLBORN, Mr. 


PIERCE, and Mr. PERKINS as the conferees on the part of the House. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 
Mr. DUNN. I call for the regular order, 
Mr. ELLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour. 
Mr. ELLIS. I moveto dispense with the morning hour. 
The SPEAKER. That will require a two-thirds vote. 
The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 114, noes 8. 





LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. Moulton, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence in- 
definitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House papers in the case of N. H. Plunkett. 
ROSA VERTNER JEFFREY AND OTHERS. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the order which the Clerk 
will read will be agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That the Clerk request the Senate to return to the House the bill of | 


the House (H. R. 2185) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and others. 


TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the entry of this order? The | 


Chair hears none; and the order is adopted. 
FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the further consideration of the unfinished business— 
the fortification appropriation bill. 

Mr.RANDALL. Does thegentleman desire to limit debate? [Cries 
of ‘*Yes!’’ **Yes!’’} 


Mr. ELLIS. Ihave understood—not from the gentleman from Penn- 


sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] himself—that he and one or two other gentle- | 


men desire to speak against the bill reported by the majority. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am willing to waive my right to occupy an hour 
if we can finish the debate to-night. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move that all general debate in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the fortification appropriation bill be closed 
in an hour and a half. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Say one hour. 

Mr. ELLIS. I hope the House will vote down this motion. The 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations desires to be heard; so 
do I. 

Mr. HERBERT. Say two hours. 

Mr. COBB. I move to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. HEw11T] so as to limit debate to one hour. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I call for the previous question. 

Mr. ELLIS. I want only two hours more of general debate. 


Mr. HOLMAN. If the motion to allow one hour be adopted, will | 


the time be equally divided? 

TheSPEAKER. Thatis a matter for understanding between mem- 
bers on the floor. Under the rules the gentleman first obtaining the 
floor would be entitled to an hour. 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe I have the floor; but I will not take ad- 


vantage of the rule giving me an hour, if the House should limit de- | 


bate to an hour and a half. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment of Mr. Cops to limit debate to one hour was agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. HEwiIrt, of Alabama, as amended was adopted 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, moved to reconsider the vote just take: 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. ELLs, that the H: 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of !¢ 
Union to resume the consideration of the fortification appropri#!/? 
bill, it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the \\ liole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. BLounr in the chair), ind re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7440) making approprstions 
for fortifications and other works of defense and for the «armament 
thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other p'"poses. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this bill general debate has been !imited by 
order of the House to one hour. ‘ 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman ‘rom New 
York (Mr. Hewirr]. . 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, no subject of greater 
practical moment than the one under consideration has » before this 
Congress. Yet it has been withheld—for what cause | Know not— 
until the closing hours of the session. ; 

Mr. ELLIS. I can state. The bill has been realy or report six 
weeks. q 
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Mr. HEWITT, of New York. However long it m lave been ready. 
| the fact is it comes here in the closing hours of the sessien : 

Isympathize fully with those gentlemen who would put this country 
in a condition of defense. I sympathize more largely with those gen- 
tlemen who think that this country needs but littly defense other than 
| its moral force, and the fact that it has no entangyng alliances: that it 
has no quarrels and seeks no quarrels with the rt of the world; that 
we are 4 nation of freemen engaged in developing 2continent; that fora 
hundred years to come the energies of this yegple will be wanted fo 
peace and not for war. 

Yet there are times in the history of nations when war becomes inevita- 
ble. I sympathize with my colleague [Mr DORSHEIMER] in the view 
he took yesterday as tothe exposed conditim of the ports of this country 
in case we should be thrown into conflict with any of the great powers 
of the world. We would indeed be at heir mercy; and great indeed 
would be the humiliation if to have a@ved a few thousand or a few 
hundred thousand dollars expended a‘the right moment we were put 
| under such tribute as France was placel under at the close of the Franco- 
| Germanwar. Itis wise, therefore,'temake provision for the future, but 
| it is wiser to see that provision ) made prudently, judiciously, and 
| effectively 
It has been said, sir, we need e: thworks; that we ne¢ d guns; that 
; we need torpedoes. Earthwork: are the one phase of this question 
1 


which need give us no concern ere. They can be extemporized, as 
they often have been when nece#ary, sufficient for the prot: ction of any 
harbor. Butgunsare quite ad ferent affair. For them time is wanted 

When the gentleman from /ennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] was good 
enough to yield me the floor/ held in my hand and was looking over 
the report of the gun foumery board (Executive Document 97) sent 
to the House, in which th* whole question is discussed. On reading 
| that report two things beceue apparent. The first is that if this money 

were appropriated there ‘not knowledge enough in this country or in 
its officers to expend it. t could not be wisely expended. The very 
conclusion of this repor’s that the question is not solved but is being 
solved as to whether «vel forged under heavy hammers or whethe1 
| liquid steel compresse’ in a compressor is the better material for guns. 
Expend the money, wiich the majority propose to appropriate during 
the coming year, and ;0 far as human judgment can go it would be ex- 
| pended for ‘a hamnet; and yet, so far as the judgment of this gun 
foundery board is «acerned, it ought to be expended for a compressor 
And if expended ‘a hammer atid the compressor is the thing that is 
| wanted, the mone’ Spent for a hammer is literally thrown away. 

A year ago if / had been asked on this floor what was the first step 
to put the coun‘y in a condition of defense, I would have said it was 
a steam-hamm’ that would cost a million of dollars. And I did say 
it in the cours: of the debate on the naval bill. And now, with the light 
which is dered from this report made by the most intelligent and 
able officers ve have in this country, I may add I crossed the Atlantic 
with them /:st year, and took such part as I could in aiding them in the 
| way of gerag the information they desired -—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. RiNDALL. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes longer. 
Mr. JEWITT, of New York. I followed it up as far as possible by 
| visits ty the great arsenals abroad, and I found that the most intelli- 
gent ‘reign oflicers were as much at sea as it was possible for men to 
| be as tv the methods of manufacture to be adopted in order to provide 
prope’ Weapons of defense. The question is not one of material, but 

as t) the proper mode of using it in the construction of the weapons 
vere are three kinds of guns, in the construction of which the au- 
thorities differ; and these are the gun made of forged steel, the gun 
de of liquid steel compressed, and the wire gun. The probability is 
at the wire gun is the gun which is going to supersede the other two 
will reyuire one year to complete the tests which are now being made, 
ind made here in this country as well as abroad, of the wire gun before 
itcan be definitely settled whether that gun is to be the gun of the future. 

Now, the majority come in here and they report in fawor of a large 
immediate expenditure. I admit their patriotism. I admit the fact 

that they are governed only by the best and wisest views of what our 
policy should be, yet I see its report is not based upon knowledge. The 
committee on the whole subject I think is at sea literally. When | 
heard yesterday the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] talking 
about spending some hundreds of thousands of dollars a year for Gat- 
ling guns, I recalled the fact on that great steamer of war, the Alex- 
andria, as I was talking with the captain on the deck, coming to the 
front of the vessel he showed me the Nordenfeldt gun, and he said, ‘‘ You 
make a great mistake in building Gatling guns; this is a far better 
weapon. Wehadthem at Alexandria; and the experience there demon- 
strated the fact that one Nordenfeldt gun was worth two Gatling guns.”’ 
And yet, as I understood the speech of the gentleman on yesterday, he 
proposed to spend a part of this money for the purchase of Gatling guns. 
It shows how perfectly absurd it is for gentlemen here to undertake to 
direct the expenditure of this vast amount of money. 
Mr. ELLIS. Does not the gentleman from New York know that 
| these guns are entirely different, and for different purposes ? 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The Nordenfeldt and Gatling guns 
| are applicable to the same purposes. 
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Mr. ELLIS’ The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I saw them with my own eyes on the 
same ship on which they had been employed in the bombardment of 
Alexandria. 

The gentleman may refer to some Gatling gun with which I am not 
familiar. But I repeat, I saw these guns on the ship that bombarded 
Alexandria, and was told by the able and efficient officers that the Gat- 
ling gun had been found to be inferior. I merely take the case put by 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

Now, I am not opposed and never shall be opposed to providing ade- 
quate defenses for this country against its possible enemies, though I 
trust we shall never have to use these weapons of defense. But all the 
money that we have refrained from spending up to this time has been 
money saved to this Government. If we had spent in the last ten years 
any money for such purposes it would have been absolutely thrown 
away; and that part even of the minority bill which proposes to con- 
vert the old cast-iron guns is a mistake. 

Every dollar spent upon the conversion of these guns is money thrown 
away. What we want to do is to hold our own as we stand to-day for 
another year, and then, after that year, I believe, from what I haveseen 
in progress and what I know in regard to discoveries of new and better 
forms of material, that we shall be able to make an intelligent expendi- 
ture of the public money at the expiration of that time; and therefore, 
as between the two bills submitted, I prefer the minority bill. 1 shall 
therefore vote for the substitute at this time, and hereafter, when ex- 
periments now in progress have taught us how to spend the money 
effectively, I shall be glad to vote for such liberal appropriations as the 
best interests of the country, and, as I believe, the voice of the people, 
will require. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WoLForpD]. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Chairman, the question involved in the dis- 
cussion now before the Committee of the Whole is one of vast impor- 
tance to the people of this country. The main question is what kind 
of defenses are necessary to secure our country from insult, menace, 
and invasion from other nations? _I propose to notice in the brief 
period of ten minutes three modes of defense thatare opentous. There 
are numerous defenses that can be cited, but I propose to notice, as I 
have said, but three which I think are of paramount importance and 
all sufficient for the needs of our people. 

The first is the great and highest defense of our country, the surest 
defense it could have in time of war; it is that defense which has been 
found effective in all the ages of the world; a defense which we will have 
for all time to come; and that is in the heart and the mind and in the 
strong muscles of the people of this greatcountry. With a strong heart 
and powerful mind and frame to defend our nation, our country needs 
to fear no nation on the face of the earth. Call upon our citizens, for 
we want no standing army. Standing armies have always been dan- 
gerous and menacing and insulting to the republican system of govern- 
ment. I say we need no standing army. We need the citizen soldier 
with a strong arm to form a nucleus around which to rally to keep 
away danger and peril if any nation should see fit to invade us. We 
want the men here who are the soul of a great liberty-loving people— 
our own citizens. 

We want the people who have rallied upon every occasion when the 
emergency has arisen and offered their lives, their fortunes, and every 
thing they possessed in defense of this country. 
found wanting in the day of peril. We have the grandest country in 
existence—great in morals, great in intelligence, great inits power and 
in the devoted love of liberty; and that is a sufficient defense against 
all the nations of the earth. I will not enlarge more upon this idea; 
time will not permit me; but with the heart and the soul of the Amer- 
ican people, liberty-loving as they are, there is no power on earth that 
can alarm or make them afraid. It is the best defense that we can 
have. 

Now, there is another defense that comes next in consequence, and 
it is in my humble judgment the highest defense the American people 
have, and that is the character of the people of the United States. The 
history of the United States, in all of our struggles and complications 
and wars at home and abroad, is so well established, so well known, 
that I am satisfied no nation will ever be tempted to invade us. Not 
many nations will be tempted to insult us, for we will avenge that in- 
sult, we will defend ourselves. 

We are not an aggressive nation. 
and peace and honor. We do not propose to conquer or subjugate the 
world. But with the great heart of the American people united, as it 
now is North and South and East and West, with millions of citizens 
ready to spring to the conflict whenever it shall be invited, the other 
nations of the world knowing this and knowing our history, will be 
slow to insult or to invade us. 

Reference has been made in the course of this discussion to insults 
from abroad. It is no fault of yours if we have been insulted. It is 
the fault of a weak and puny administration that has not been ready 
to assert the rights of the American people on every occasion. There 
is where the fault lies. There never was a time and never will 


We are a nation that loves justice 


They will not be | 
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time when the great people of the United States of America will not 
vindicate their officers in protecting the humblest citizen of the United 
States anywhere andeverywhere. You talkabout aninvasion. What 
power is likely to invade us, knowing our disposition to maintain our 
rights in a peaceable, quiet way if we can and if not to maintain them 
with the blood of the nation, to maintain them with every dollar in 
the Treasury ? 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. On all sides it is conceded that this is a new de- 
parture, and we are urged to make it immediately. I maintain that 
there is no immediate necessity and that there is no prospective neces- 
sity for the armament ultimately intended by this first step as recom- 
mended to be taken by the majority of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. The bill in fact involves an expenditure of $7,000,000. And 
if it is to be taken as indicative in any degree of compliance with past 
recommendations and purposes of the Ordnance Department, it ulti 
mately means an expenditure of more than one hundred millions. | 
remember that just after the close of the war, with twenty-two millions 
of money left to the credit of the Ordnance Bureau, the Congress of the 
United States stood here and were informed that that amountof money 
was to be expended. The then Secretary of War, I think Mr. Stanton, 
stepped in and prevented it. And at a later period Congress came to 
the protection of the money of the Government and covered into the 
Treasury in 1870 the amount of money then to the credit of the Ord- 
nance Department. But within afew days between the consideration 
of that bill and its becoming law the department really did expend in 
one way or another more than three millions of money, after in fact 
the opinion of both branches of the Congress was known. 

Now, we are invited again to make such an appropriation. Is ther 
any estimate? Why, sir, the estimates of the Departments of Ordnance 
and Engineers for fortifications and armament embraced originally as 
they went to the Secretary of War $4,250,000, or thereabout. The 
Secretary of War cut down that recommendation, and we find here in 
the estimates from the Secretary only one million recommended to be 
appropriated. And yet in the face of that we are invited to involve 
the Government for this year in an expenditure of $3,000,000 for these 
purposes, and subsequently in an expenditure of $1,000,000 a year mor« 
for the steel rifled guns. 

I deny the right of this committee to make an appropriation in that 
way. I say that it is new legislation; that it is changing existing law 
and changing the policy of the Government, when Congress enacted 
that after two years these balances should be covered into the Treasury. 
And I say more on the subject of fortifications; I say that there is not 
any gun now agreed upon that will fit the casemates of the fort, and 
that there are no casemates of the fortifications to which the guns that 
are proposed to be constructed under this bill will be adapted. In this 
convection I ask leave to have read the first part of the views of the 
minority on that particular subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

VIFWS OF THE MINORITY. 
[To accompany bill H. R. 7440.) 


The undersigned, members of the Committee on Appropriations, consider tha 
$175,000 is enough to expend in one year forthe protection, preservation, and re 
pair of fortifications, if it be not too much, in contemplation of the possibility 
from the rapid changes in the character of armament that the forts may soon 
have to be rebuilt altogether. We think it would be a useless waste of publi: 
money to enter upon the construction of or alteration of fortifications in ad- 
vance of the determination of the exact character of the armament to be pro 
vided for them. Our present forts have casemates of dimensions fitting them 
for the reception of 10-inch Rodman smeoth-bores, which the Chief of Ordnance 
has said are of no earthly use against ironclads, and he has also said that mm 
larger guns than these can find room in the casemates. 

All the conditions of dimensions of the gunsand the carriages on which they 
are to be mounted must be known to the engineer before he can make the de- 
sign, even on paper, of the foundation of a single casemate, and the Chief o! 
Engineers has informed usin his last report that we have no guns of the required 
kind, nor has any type for such guns yet been adopted by the United States 
Common prudence and sagacity demand of us the determination as to the gen- 
eral character and dimensions of the guns to be accepted before we enter upon 
the almost useless building of forts and fortifications, which are likely to prove 
unsuitable for the necessities of war, if such a calamity shall come upon us. 0! 
course this is independent of the waste of public money to which we are invited 
by the bill reported by a bare majority of the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. RANDALL. Now, Mr. Chairman, in relation to what are known 
as movable torpedoes the minority recommend an appropriation ot 
$50,000, which I presume would construct or experiment in the con- 
struction of one, including the motor. The motor tothese torpedoes is 
the difficult problem as I understand it; and forthe purpose of experi- 
menting soas to find a proper motor we have added $25,000. 

As to stationary torpedoes we have not given a very large sum ot 
money, for tlie reason given in this report that there is a constant change 
and improvement of guns from year to year, and I may say from month 
to month. If we invest largely in these planted torpedoes we should 
find ourselves with a stock on hand, if not worthless, at least inferior 
in destructiveness to what will no doubt by further experiment prove 
more efficient. . 

But the policy of the report of the minority of the committee com- 
mends itself, in my judgment, to the mind of this House in this: That 


+ 





| it throws open to the skill and the genius of the American mechanic 


be a | 


the whole field, provided that these gentlemen who are engaged in 
this character of manufacture shall in the first instance make their own 
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tests; but if they shall succeed in a test of one gun of any particular 
caliber or of any material, that then the United States will consider the 
propriety of purchasing a large number of those guns 


Now, in reference to the material to be used in the manufacture of 
guns of the heavy kind, that is an open question; it has not been ce- | 


termined. The great difficulty, as I comprehend it from little reading, 


I confess, but a good deal of thought and listening to a great many who 
are well versed in this subject, the great difficulty in the manufacture 
of a gun to prevent its bursting is as to the material, the object being to 


reach a metal which will warm and chill with some degree of equality 
throughout. 7 

It is a very remarkable fact that there have been perhaps as many 
lives lost by the bursting of guns in battle as there have been lives lost 


or persons wounded by the projectiles thrown by the enemy. It isa re- 
corded fact that at Fort Fisher there were more people destroyed by the 


bursting of guns than by the projectiles thrown by the enemy. 


I had hoped that we should have an opportunity to have completed 
the reading of the minority report, but as the House has restricted the 


time for general debate I must submit. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally, and the Speaker resumed the chair. 
A message frem the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that in compliance with the request of the House the Senate 


returned the following bill: 
A bill (H. R. 2185) for the relief of Rosa Vertnor Jeffrey and others. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATON BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, and proceeded with 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7440) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, 


for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 


Mr. ELLIS. I believe that under the rules of the House, the debate 
having come over to a day different from that on which it began, I am 
entitled to one hour to close the debate upon this bill, being now in 
charge of it? WhatlI desire to ask is that I may be permitted to take 


that hour now. 
Mr. RANDALL. I ask the Chair to rule upon that point. 
The CHAIRMAN. The rule governing the matter is as follows: 


The member reporting the measure under consideration from «1 committee 
inay open and close where general debate has been had thereon; andif it shall 
extend beyond one day he shall be entitled to one hour to close, notwithstan d- 


ing he may have used an hour in opening. 


The gentleman having charge of the bill would be entitled to an 


additional hour under the rule. 
Mr. RANDALL. And,as I understand, he begins the hour now. 


Mr. ELLIS. I ask consent of the House that I may take the hour 


in Committee of the Whole instead of in the House. 


Mr. RANDALL. And the gentleman will not have an hour again 


in the House, after the previous question has been called. 
Mr. ELLIS. Certainly not. 
There was no objection. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. EL.is] is 


entitled to the floor for an hour. 


Mr. RANDALL. Gentlemen about me are asking whether the gen- 
tleman now in charge of the bill [Mr. ELLs], the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. HorR] being absent, proposes to have a vote on the bill 


to-night. 


Mr. ELLIS. I do not think the House can possibly vote on the bill 


to-night. 
Mr. CALKINS. Oh, yes; we can vote on it to-night 
Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have the vote right now 


Mr. ELLIS. Very well; if it is the desire of the House we will 


have a vote to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIs} 
entitled to an hour to close general debate on this bill 

Mr. ELLIS. 1 ask the attention of members of this Committes 
the Whole, and their calm deliberate consideration, while I attemy 
correct more errors of statement than I have ever before in all my © 
perience here heard uttered in the course of one debate. Why i 
was astonished, and the astonishment grew on me, when I hea e 
distinguished gentleman, for whose intelligence and purity of ch 
I have the highest respect and admiration, with the reportin bs!) { 

i 


make the statements which he did. in the brief time allowe! 
can not follow and correct al! the errors of statement which ] heen 
made in this discussion; but before I conclude I will endeay show 
that men have spoken on this question here who are utte ind ab- 
solutely ignorant of it. ; 
Mr. RANDALL. Itis not quite understood, Mr. Chairp vhethe 
we will have a vote on this bill to-night or not. The ge nan from 
Louisiana [Mr. ELvis] said he thought it was impossibl: 0 do se ind 
some members have gone or are about goingaway. [wo ike to hay 
a distinct understanding whether we are to have a vot aig t ; 
Mr. ELLIS. Iam williog to have a vote to-night, ‘/nUemen c 


Sire it. 
Many MEMBERS Vote to-morrow ' 





Mr. RANDALL. There is some disposition to have the vote taken 
in the morning; I have no feeling about it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Allow me to inquire how much longer 
the general debate is to run? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is one hour more of gengral debate, under 
the control of the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And then we entef upon the five-min- 
ute debate? 

Mr. RANDALL. We do. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If that is the case, it is useless to talk 
about taking a vote on this bill to-night; it an/not be done. 

Mr. RANDALL. General debate can becl&ed to-night. 

Mr. ELLIS. If no vote is to be taken on fhe bill to-night, I shall 
insist upon making my speech to-morrov, for I want members of the 
House to hear me. I therefore move th the committee now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to, there jeing—ayes 48, noes 69. 


Mr. ELLIS. I give the House notice that I shall demand a vote to- 
night. 


Several MEMBERS. All right. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, it isbut the reiteration of a mournful 
truth that has been often told to sy that our coast and seaport cities 
are utterly and absolutely defenselss. Everybody in this country and 
elsewhere knows the fact—even tle gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL] concedes it. 

Mr. iANDALL. There is aly one thing more defenseless, and 
that is the Treasury of the Unied States. 

Mr. ELLIS. Ah, Mr. Charman, the Treasury is assuredly in no 
danger, except it might be “ie danger of bursting, while the policy 


| insisted upon by the gentleran [Mr. RANDALL] prevails. He insists 
| that taxation shall not be educed, that the surplus shall not be di- 


minished at one end, and # the other that nothing shall be expended. 


| [Laughter. ] 


Mr. RANDALL. Iwi diseuss that subject when it is before the 


| House. 


Mr. ELLIS. You bud full and free opportunity some time ago to 


| meet the question of tax reduction and you declined —— 


Mr. RANDALL, ad I discussed it then. 
Mr. ELLIS. And you voted that you would not even consider the 


| question. But, Mr Chairman, when I declare our common country to 
| be in a defenseless ondition it is pot my unsupported utterance. Itis 
| the solemn and ojvicial declaration made to you again and again from 


your honest and purest soldiers, your tried and true officers charged 
with the operati«s and work necessary to the defense of the country. 


| Can you for a moment question the intelligence, the patriotism, the 


purity of purpes of that great soldierand good man, whorecently filled 
the high place of Chief of Engineers. Hear for a moment his official 


| declaration. | read from the last annual report of Maj. Gen. H. G. 


Wright : 


With old es-cmated works (than which there were none better in their day) de 
signed long ore the introduction of the 300 to 2,000 pounder rifled guns into 
modern w.ir#re; their walls pierced for guns long since out of date; without 


iron armor 0'Shieids, and but partially armed even with the old ordnance; with 
old earthworks, some of them builtin the last century ; with new ones for modern 
guusan rtars but partially built and rapidly being destroyed by the elements 
by rease -f their incompletion; with gun-batteries without guns, and mortar- 
batteri: thout mortars ; with no carriages whatever for barbette guns of large 
size, ex “pt such as require the cannoniers to load from the tops of parapets, 
from h they can be picked off in detail by the enemy’ssharpshooters; with 
an « ent defensive torpedo system developed at our torpedo school at 
Wi Point, but only partially carried into effect ; with but a very small num- 
ber ir works prepared with the torpedo casemates and galleries necessary 
for «curing the electrical apparatus from the enemy’s fire, and for conducting 
t} ctric wires to the torpedo lines which must be laid when the day of trial 

s; and with less than two hundred engineer soldiers educated for torpedo 

ther engineer service instead of the seven hundred and fifty-two men now 


prized by law, and of whom not less than five hundred and twenty ought 

e ready to supply the detachments required for torpedo service in our for 
-d harbors, we can make buta feeble defense against the powerful fleets now 
epared and rapidly increasing, which will sooner or later be brought against 
s by some of the most powerful maritime nations on the earth, or by others 


irer athand, whose offensive naval means exceed our own and whose powers 
not to be despised, 
* P de ve 


> . - 
During the year operations have been restricted to those necessary for th« 
preservation and repair of existing works. No appropriations for new works, 
nor for the modification of existing ones, have been made during the past eight 
years, and to-day the permanent fortifications of the country are in the incom 
plete condition in which they were left when operations were suspended in 
1876, and are rapidly deteriorating for lack of funds to complete them 


Do you want corroborative proof of this sad and shameful and danger- 
ous condition of affairs? Listen then to the testimony of General Q. A. 
Gillmore, whose reputation as a military engineer, sustained alike in 





war and peace, is hardly second to that of any living soldier. He 
SAVS 6 

I published records of our War Department for the last dozen years show 
with great force and clearness that we not only possess no guns capable of mah 
i z00d defense against a modern fleet, but that if we did have the guns we 
ha no places in readiness to receive them where they could be effectively used 
‘gainstarmored vessels firing sma!! missiles and case-shot at suitable ranges 

In other words, before we can hope to repel the attacks of war vessels of re 
cent type, not only will the artillery for our forts have to be procured, but the 
forts themselves will need to be tilt, or the existing forts greatly modified 

I tat is so entirely true with respect to the most valuable of our po- 
sitions on the board that they may very properly be regarded as wholly desti- 

f protection, that which has been provided for them by the stringent 
s of Congress being of little, if any, account. 
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cessibility of our harbors to the iron-clad ships of 
European ngvit 


General Gillmore says: 


There are nore than a dozen fine harbors on our Atlantic coast— Portland, 


Portsmouth, Bostun, Newport, and Hampton Roads beingamong the number— 


that are easily accessible to the largest war vessels hitherto constructed or con- | 


templated, There yre more than half a dozen other harbors—among which may 


be specified New Belford, New London, New York, and Key West—into which | 


a few of the deepest. men-of-war can not enter. But there is not one of them 


that does not possess ample depth to pass half the armored cruisers of Great 
Britain, including veseels armed with the 38-ton and 8l-ton guns; all the Ger- 
manarmored vessels @xeept more than two-thirds of those of the Italian 
vy; all belonging to\he Russian navy except two ; all belonging tothe Aus- 
trian navy except three 
and a large 
navies 


Line 


one 


propertion of those belonging to the French and Spanish 
aggregate populatiyn chistered about these twenty harbors for armored 
ssels is nearly 3,000,000, while the value of publieand private property within 
easy and destructive range of a hostile fleet can not be far short of $2,000,000,000. 
The losses that might be inficted in a few hours, in their present unprotected 
condition, would exceed mere than tenfold the entire cost of suitable perma- 
nent defenses for the whole eountry It appears, therefore, that our 
entire Atlantic and Gulf seacoast, from Maine to Texas, is peculiarly at the 
mercy of a hostile naval power, and that our largest centers of population, com- 
meree,and manufactures, where the greatest values are accumulated, and hence 
where the greatest temptations are oifered and the greatest injury could be in- 
flicted in the briefest interval of time, are within easy reach of the most destruc- 


tive enginesof war born of modern inventionandscience. The condition of the 
Pacific coast is equally defenseless 


ve 


Need I add another word or cite another authority to show that all 
of our 15,000 miles of seacoast, with its thirty cities, its 8,000,000 
of people, and its wealth amounting to one-quarter of the entire wealth 
of the Union, is at the mercy not alone of first-class powers like Great 
Britain, France, Germany, but even of smaller nations and petty states 
like Chili and Japan, Mexico or Brazi\—of any power, in fact, that 
can boast a war vessel of twelve inches of armor, bearing rifle guns 
of twelve inches caliber? This, sir, is a condition of affairs both dis- 
graceful and dangerous. It is well calculated to excite the gravest 
apprehensions on the part of those whom we represent, and to arouse 
us to such a line of action, immediate and etfective, as shall renderour 
people who dwell by the sea safe and secure in their homes, no matter 
how the breast of that may be tortured and vexed by the keels of hos- 
tile armadas. This is the mandate of the Constitution of our country, 
and this is the example that the fathers of the Republic and their im- 
mediate successors taught us from 1797 to 1860, when we were the best 
fortified nation on the face of the earth. 

But those who oppose defensive measures without a single exception 
say, ‘* There will be no war.’’ Who are these Wivgins’s that thus 
prophesy? ‘‘ Have they entered the councils of kings?’ Are they 
able to forecast the future? Can they, as Maury to the physical deep, 

0 to the shores of the political ocean and tell of its tides and winds, 
of its slumbering wrath, and when it shall be aroused? No man can 
predict the future or what it may bring forth; but we do know the 
past, and that in the century of our national life we have had five foreign 
wars, or one war to every twenty years of that life. 
ture changed so suddenly ? 


uy 
= 


Has human na- 
Are kings less ambitious? Have nations 
less of thirst for power or less of commercial greed than formerly? I 
pray for peace and that never again the Sabbath of our skies shall be 
jarred with the conflict of armed men; but looking abroad I see no 


, all belonging to Holland and Turkey without excep- | 


| measures is a new departure. 
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could do without it. The South was deluded by the insane idea of thy 
gentleman from Indiana, and dreamed that a cotton famine would com 
pel English interference. The history is written. The verdict is mad 
up, and in the light of that verdict how silly and nonsensical are t}, 
vaporings of the gentleman from Indiana. 

But again he declares that the total ruin of the American earryiy 
trade isanother reason why nations will not go to warwithus. I blush: 
to hear an American statesman founding his hope of peace in the ru 
of the American merchant marine. Butaside from that, I beg the a 
tleman to remember that nations do not draw the sword from econo) 
ical motives, and when angry they do not stop to see who may or m 
not be engaged in the carrying trade. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rx 
DALL] says that the bill providing the sum of $3,270,000 for defensiy: 


I admit that it is a new departure fro: 
the policy of latter-day statesmen, ‘‘a new departure’’ from that al) 
surb and insane policy that has slumbered and slept, that has doled 
out the royal tribute of a rich and generous people with a niggar(! 
hand, until we would not dare to accept the gage of battle with th: 
most insignificant power, no matter how grievous the occasion, for fi 
of bombarded cities and ravaged coasts and a despoiled people. 

But, sir, it is not a ‘‘new departure ’’ from that wise and just poli 
pursued so successfully and so steadily from the administration of Was! 
ington down to that of Lincoln. During the fifty-eight years of Denx 
cratic power, from 1802 to 1860, the Government constructed and arn 
five forts on the northern frontier, sixty forts on the Atlantic andGu 
seaboards, and two on the Pacific coast, at a cost of over $30,000,00 
The armament of these sixty-nine forts cost $15,000,000, or a total o! 
$45,000,000, expended in fifty years of Democratic power for coast d 


| fense, and this tooat a time when the total revenues of the Government 


s 


ranged from $8,000,000 to $80,000,000, and without a surplus in t) 
Treasury, and within that period we carried on four costly foreign wars 
The result of this policy made us so secure at home that in 1260 
would have been impossible fora foreign ship to land a hostile foot upon 
our soil. I call the attention of those intensely Democratic gentlem« 
who cry out ‘‘ new departure,’’ that all these defensive works wer 
created by Democratic administrations in obedience to declared Demo 
cratic policy. It was that policy which carried the hearts of the peop! 
During its sixty years of power it made every foreign war; resented 


| every insult to or oppression of American citizens; it felt for the hon 


spears being fashioned into pruning-hooks, no swords being beaten into | 


plowshares. No; rather while I speak the tremendousthud of Krupp’s 
hundred-ton hammer, and the hiss and growl of Whitworth’s hydraulic 
compress, and the sturdy arms of 160,000 strong men are forging steel 
and fashioning it into guns of fabulous size and power and placing 
them on board of ships whose iron walls are almost invulnerable. 
France defies the Monroe doctrine right in our own waters; England 
wants to possess and control the coming water way across the isthmus; 
$60,000,000 of American capital in Mexico may demand protection any 
day ; Ireland may soon be once again upon the dissecting board of English 
policy, and Irish-American citizens who vote and send representatives 
here and sway parties still Jove the land of their birth and would bend 
our policy toward remonstrance if not interference; Spain’s feeble grasp 
upon her West India possessions and her intense jealousy of our power 
and influence may embroil us with her at any moment; say what we 


will destiny marches on, and this Government, the representative of 


free thought and free speech, can not sulk in her tent while those ideas 
are in conflict, nor can we avoid that destiny which is to dominate the 
thought and the civilization and the commerce of this Western World. 
Are we not liable then to war? Every nation is. The history of na- 
tions is written rather with the sword than with the pen. And if so 
shall we not be prepared fordefense? I would never advocate a policy 
that looked to aggression, but every dictate of prudence and every voice 
of reason bids us prepare for defense that we may be equal to any 
emergency that may arise from the mists of the future. 

But, sir, not only does the prophet from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] say 
we will never have war, but he goes on to base his prophecy on facts. 
He takes the broad ground that nations can not go to war with us be- 
cause of our cotton and breadstuffs. The gentleman knows or ought 
to know that England is already finding a bread market elsewhere, and 
that the farmers who send him here are now suffering from the lowest 
prices that wheat has commanded for years, because Russia, South 
America, India, and Servia are supplying the bread demand. And as 


for cotton, during our civil war England showed full well that she ' away and destroy a torpedo station at leisure and drive the operators 


and cared for the glory of the country; it made it respected and honored 
abroad and secure at home; it carried the ‘‘ark of the covenant”? of our 
national glory; it was militant, progressive, liberal; it bore the flag o 
sea and on land; it became the legitimist party of the country; it dre 
to it all that was young-hearted and young-thoughted and enthusiast 
in the young republic, and the people loved and sustained it for six 
years and gave it power in the country and control over the country 
destinies. Alas! it has under modern leadership become a nigga 
and a dotard, that mumbles over an obsolete creed and fumbles over th 
money-bags of the Treasury, that seems to care nothing for nationa 
honor or national safety, and recklessly imperils these by a pseudo 
economy as false as it is contemptible. No, Mr. Chairman, it is not 
‘** new departure’’ that I advocate, but a resumption of that old D: 
cratic policy commended by the wisdom and sanctioned by the stead 
practice of Jefferson and Monroe, of Madison and Jackson, of Van 1 
ren and Polk. 


But, sir, I must forbear for lack of time to further pursue and expo 


| the fallacies of those who have inveighed against this bill. 


| a complete torpedo system. 


Mr. Chairman, the highest and best authorities are agreed that thr 
essentials enter into complete harbor and coast defense, and thes« 
modern fortifications, modern guns of great power and long range, 2 
Right here let me expose another falla 
uttered by the gentlemen from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and from Oh 
{Mr. FotLetr]. These gentlemen declared that torpedoes alone we 
requisite to the defense of our harbors. Whatstuffand nonsense! L 
Admiral Porter answer. He declared: 

An insane idea seems to prevail that we can do without guns and ships, and 
that our harbors can be protected by torpedoes. There might be something 


such an argument if we had forts that could keep out an enemy’s fleet; but t! 
party that can command the best ironclads and the heaviest ordnance will w 


Is not this declaration from our very best naval authority suffici 
to demonstrate that gentlemen who speak of the all-sufficiency of th: 
torpedo simply demonstrate their ignorance of the whole subject? Tak 
not a professional but a common-sense view of this question. Torpedo: 
are of two kinds. The one is the stationary submerged mine—thes 
are placed in the channel and so arranged as to explode when struck } 
a vessel. _ Their design is to prevent vessels from running batteries 
Aware of the presence of torpedoes, but uncertain as to their location 
the attacking fleet dare not attempt to run swiftly by shore batteries 
lest they strike the mine. Then there is the movable torpedo operate 
from shore, controlled and exploded by electricity. They can only be 
operated now one mile and a half from shore. Modern artillery casts 
a projectile weighing 2,000 pounds and has a range of from seven to ten 
miles. 

A modern ship with modern guns may lie out at sea eight mil 
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from their galleries. Then she may move up and with her torpedo- 
boat find the planted torpedo and explode it harmlessly or remove it 
from the channel. At two miles range the movable torpedo is harm- 
less, The mission of the torpedo is simply to delay the vessel while 


the shore batteries destroy her. Without guns to protect them they | 


are useless and harmless; but with guns and forts they become a most 
useful and indispensable adjunct for defense, and prevent the swift 
passage of vessels by shore batteries as was done during our civil war 


by Admiral Farragut at Forts Saint Philip and Jackson, and by Ad- | 
miral Porter at Vicksburg and Port Hudson. With the river at that 


time planted with torpedoes, the feat accomplished by those officers 
would have been attended with the utmost danger, if not rendered im- 
possible. Such, then, is the design of torpedoes; most formidable 
when protected by forts and guns, and not at all formidable if not so 
protected. 

In the next place, you must have modern forts. Your old forts of 
brick and mortar are no longer of avail. They are as obsolete in the 
art of war as the battle-ax of Richard or the spear of the crusader. 
Your strongest of these old forts is Fortress Monroe. Not long ago I 
was there. Iasked the gallant and experienced soldier who commands 
there (General Tidball) how he would defend the fort if it were at- 
tacked by a modern fleet by modern guns? His reply, in substance, 


son outside of the fort, and protect them from the flying brick and 
mortar which, under the pounding of modern missiles, would be more 
dangerous than the missiles themselves. Our largest guns would be 
of little or no use. The old fort would soon go to pieces and be un- 
tenable.’’ And as this is the case with our strongest fort, so it is with 
all of them. They are obsolete, useless; and every dollar expended on 
them is a dollar thrown away. 

As to what kind of forts we need it is useless to discuss here and now. 
The whole matter is a question for the engineers. They, together with 
theable and capable board provided for in this bill, must determine that 
question. They will solve it successfully and in favor of the security 
of the country if we furnish them with the necessary means to carry 
on the work. 

And last, and most important of all, we must have modern guns of 
the largest caliber. Mr. Chairman, these guns can not be made ina 
week, or a month, or a year. I emphasize this statement, and I call 
the attention of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that, ac- 
cording to the best and latest authority, with the most liberal appro- 
priations and with the utmost haste that can be made it will require 
three years before the first gun can be delivered. The plant is costly 
and elaborate; the capacity to produce steel of quality good enough for 
modern guns has not been developed yet in this country, for the reason 
that no inducements have been held out to our American manufactur- 
ers to embark in the requisite costly plant and experiments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But will the gentleman allow me to suggest that war 
does not come upon a nation situated like ourselves in aday? In the 
very nature of things it is a question which would necessitate time be- 
fore this country would engage init. All of the time that such ne- 
gotiations are pending could well be applied to the purpose the gentle- 
man contemplates, if it should ever become necessary. 

Mr. ELLIS. If I understand the gentleman from Indiana, he says 
that wars do not break out all of a sudden. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Especially in a country whose geographical situa- 
tion is such as ours. 

Mr. ELLIS. Why, does the gentleman remember the teachings of 





argument was new and entitled to respect it required the slow-sailing 
ship from thirty to fifty days to cross the ocean. Now theswift mod- 
ern vessel crosses in eight days, and modern naval architects say it will 
be crossed in five days before another half decade shall have passed by. 

But does the gentleman from Indiana seriously believe that we should 
wait until the quarrel begins before we proceed to the work of provid- 


| ing modern guns? It willrequire three years to produce the first gun 


Would we quarrel three years before the fighting began? Would any 
nation calmly wait three or five years while we proceeded to get ready ? 
Would not advantage be taken at once of our unarmed and unprepared 
condition? The gun-foundery board tell us that three years will be re- 
quired before we can learn to make guns. Is it not the work of prudence 
to begin now? When would the gentleman begin? Shall we wait 
till war threatens us, as the gentleman advises, or until it is upon us ? 


| Shall we wait until we can read our duty to our defenseless country 


in the light of our burning cities? Shall we wait to be told our duty 
from the steel lips of modern guns, and in the deep, eloquent, but dread- 
ful baying of the dogs of warfrom the ir»n sides of foreign men of war? 
Shall we wait until the white lips of our citizens, fleeing trom their 
homes in the seaboard cities to escape the shot and the shell or the 
exactions of the ransom remind us of our duty to them? Is this the 


| position of the gentlemen from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and from 
was: *‘ We could do nothing, sir. It would be wise to take the garri- | 


Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]? 

Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the representatives of these people to 
begin the work of preparation now while peace smiles on us, while we 
have time to work and to experiment and calmly and with judgment 
place our country in a position for defense. I know of no better peace 
measure than a careful preparation for war. 

But, sir, we are told by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hew- 
ITT] that the gun-foundery board have not agreed yet whether they 
will use the hammer or the hydraulic compresser in the manufacture 
of guns. Why, the gentleman did not read the very book he held in 
his hands. This hoard says on page 48: 

The board is unanimous in approving the use of the press for all forging pur- 
poses, and recommends it to all who may embark in the manufacture of gun 
material for the Government. 

So that the gentleman from New York, who based his entire speech 
upon the report of the gun-foundery board, which report he held in his 
hand, has not read that report. He deprecates any expenditure of the 
public moneys for the purposes of making guns until we know what 
kind of guns we want. That is a proposition upon which the gentle- 
man and I are agreed. 

But who proposes an expenditure of money ignorantly? In strict 
accordance with the recommendations of the board the majority of the 
Committee on Appropriations have agreed merely to make such appropri- 
ations as shall encourage the manufacturers of this country to undertake 
the production of adequate gun material for the purpose of making 
guns. Not a gun is to be bargained for, not a gun is to be bought, not 
a gun is to be paid for until the guns or the material shall have been 
made and fully tested to the satisfaction of the country, and this be- 
fore any contract even shall be made. In order to secure contracts the 


| manufacturers must go toan expense, according to the lowest estimate 


which has been fixed by this gun board, of $560,000 for a plant. They 


| must go to that expense for machinery before they can begin the man- 


ulacture of the necessary material forthe gun, let alone the gun itself. 
{nd then when this expense is incurred and he has experimented and 


| produced approved material and an approved gun equal to the best guns 


history ? Does he remember that it was but a few weeks that brought | 


about the whole trouble between France and Germany; that it was an 
insulted French minister down at a watering place by an offended Ger- 
man monarch, and the sky that is all peaceful and beautiful and bright 
one day may be flaming the next with the anger and discordant with 
the thunders of the war god? 

Mr. HOLMAN. And does not the gentleman know that the moment 
France laid her hands on Alsace and Lorraine that very moment war 
was inevitable, and that it was only a question of time as to when it 
would break out? 

Mr. ELLIS. I know the old cause and the hereditary hatred that 
had existed for ages. But the immediate cause was but a few weeks 
before the first gun was fired. 

Mr. EATON. The causes of the war between France and Germany 
were of long standing. 

Mr. ELLIS. True enough. But the pretext for war was the work 
only of a day. 


in the world, then and not until then can he secure a contract under 
the appropriation provided for in this bill. Knowing that we must 
have guns and that Americans should make them and that they will 
not make them unless they are paid, the committee drew this bill in 


| perfectaccordance with the recommendation of the gun-foundery board. 


I quote from the report of that board at page 48: 


A state with any pretensions to military power should provide itself with 
factory facilities on a sufficient seale to perform the work of establishing stand- 
ards, making experimental guns, and fabricating cannon on a moderate scale 
but it is not considered judicious to concentrate in the Government establish 
ments all the work of fabrication or to include within their operations the prep- 


|} aration of such material as can be provided by the private industries of the 
| country. In the case under consideration the purchase of the steel required for 


eannon will stimulate our own manufacturers and interest them in the opera- 


| tions of the Government 


rhe board is thus led to the conclusion that it is not advisable to embark in 


the establishment of a gun foundery, properly socalled, but that it is more judi 


| cious to establish gun factories, and to purchase the material from our manu 


Mr. EATON. The ill-feeling between Germany and France has ex- 


isted ever since the days of Napoleon. It was a hereditary hatred 
between the two nations. 

Mr. ELLIS. I have already stated that the hatred was hereditary, 
extending back beyond the wars of Napoleon, but I again assert that 
the immediate pretext was the work only of a few days, and history 
will bear out my assertion. And history will also bear me out in the 
general assertion that nations, like individuals, quarrel swiftly and sud- 
denly. And as to the isolation of our position alluded to by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], I can say that that argument is 
more respectable from its age than toritstruth. Inthe days when the 
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facturers. 
At present the stee] manufacturers of our country are not prepared to produce 


the material required for the larger calibers, and the important question arises, 
what means shal! be adopted to induce them to study the subject and embark 
in the manufacture on a large scale. They can not be expected to do this ata 
sacrifice of their own interests. This object can only be achieved by holding 


out a fair prospect of ultimate remuneration for the expenditures necessary to 
undertake the work, and this can only be done by the action of Cong:iess 

If, then, Congress shall conclude to arm the country, it will be necessary that 
asum of money shall be fixed asa permanent yearly appropriation to be ex 
pended for this purpose, the amount to be assigned prop« 
Warand Navy Departments. With such a guarantee against loss the board is 
satisfied that the required material for cannon will be forthcoming from our 
own steel works 

It would not be necessary for the Government to be associated with a large 
number of firms for the supply of its material, for it is probable that the private 
establishments that would take up the subject would only be those with large 
avanable funds which they would be willing to put into a special plant, and for 


rtionally between the 
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remuneration on which they would be willing to wait a reasonable time. The | know better sign it with him. 


permanent appropriation would give them surety of ultimate profit, the only 
condition being success in providing the material that would be indicated in 
their contracts. From personal intercourse with some of the leading manufact- 


urers the board is led to believe that the pian will have the effect of guiding the 


private industric 


this work 


of the country to the 
of national importance 
It may be added that although the manufacture of armor plates for ships and 
rtifications was not referred to this board for investigation, the erection of 
plant for providing modern cannon would go far toward reducing the outlay 
requisite to enable our great steel manufacturers to meet another pressing want 
of the Government 

The chiet expense to be considered by private parties is that of the forge, but 
by the substitution of the hydraulic press for the hammer economy will be con- 
sulted and better results obtained. The board is unanimous in approving the 
use of the press for all forging purposes, and recommends it to all who may 
embark in the manufacture of gun metal for the Government 


aid of the Government in developing 


fo 


Che provisions of the bill presented by the majority for the encourage- 
ment of private manufacturers to produce gun material is in the direct 
line of this recommendation. In only a single regard have we differed 
with the board, and that difference I shall note before I shall have done. 
But the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] congratulates 
himself that in the substitute offered by him for the bill he encourages 
the private manufacturers to embark in the manufacture of guns and 
gun material. Sir, it is a funny mode of encouragement. Let us look 
atit. He wants to encourage the producers of steel in this country in 
the manufacture of material for guns. 
Let his substitute answer. The gentleman can correct me if I misstate 
it He proposes to sell them our old iron obsolete guns at ‘* reasonable 
prices,’’ to allow them to go into the purchase of the enormous plants 
required for this purpose, and then, after they have paid outa great price 
for our old Rodman guns, for our old Dahlgren guns, and all this old, 
decaying, and obsolete material with which our forts are encumbered 
and which are not fit even for old metal, and after they have purchased 
it and paid us a good price forit, they may go on and experiment and 
test, at an expense of hundreds of thousands of dollars at least, without 
a guarantee that this Government will ever appropriate any money for 
the purchase of the guns when manufactured. This is beautiful en- 
couragement—lovely encouragement. I can already see the smiles of 
joy on the faces of thesteel manufacturers and hear their voices of grati- 
tude at the magnificent encouragement held out to them by their spec- 
ial friend and champion. 

But the majority of the committee, acting under the line of the advice 
given by this gun board, holds out to them this inducement: ‘*‘ We will 
make a permanent annual appropriation of $1,000,000 for five years; 
and if you will go to work and increase your plant and produce ma- 
terial for guns that will bear the test and prove equal to the best guns 
anywhere, then with the man who successfully solves this problem we 
will contract to the full extent.’’ 


But again, sir, we are told we have not agreed upon a material 
for guns. The opponents of this bill who say this did not read this 
last authority—the report of the gun-foundery board. They will 


find that they have abandoned the wire gun, the cast-iron gun with 
steel jacket; they have abandoned every other material; and France, 
and England, and Germany, and Russia, and Italy, and Spain, and 
all other civilized nations have agreed that steel is the only material 
and the steel gun the only gun that is fit for the public service. 

But the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. FoLLETT] says modern guns have 
not been tested. 
(Alexandria, where seven English vessels were engaged; where over 3,000 
shots were fired; where 131,000 poundsof powder were burned. Mod- 
ern guns were tested, and they did their work with a precision that was 
unparalleled. And yet after the action was all over and the Egyptian 


How does he propose to do it? | 


He declares in his minority report, 
pages 4 and 5: 


And ever since that time the result of every trial of guns which have burst 
and of which steel formed a component and principal part, it has been noted 
that it was the steel part of the construction which most disastrously ruptured 
The last venture of the Army Ordnance Department was “the four improved 
breech-loading 12-inch rifle guns"’ provided for in the act of June 13, 1881, know: 
as the Crispin patent guns, in which the principal part relied upon to 
strength was a heavy steel breech-block “receiver and reinforcer.” 
strong guns, as to the success of which the Chief of Ordnance had ** not the suy- 
gestion of a doubt,’ and upon the success of which he was “ willing to stak« 
his reputation,”’ and the same guns,which it appears it was the intention of th 
department to introduce into service without any trial, and go on and produc« 
more of the same kind before the first lot, costing $61,000 each, had been tested 
failed most disastrously. The contractor said of the result 

“499. We made a P2-inch breech-loading cannon and an 8-inch one 
made after what is known as the Crispindesign. * * * 
ported steel for the work that was obtainable. The rifled tube made of wrought 
iron. And yet, when the 12-inch gun was taken to the proving-grounds at 
Sandy Hook, after the firing of only a few rounds, the steel breech broke off at 
its thickest part and blew out The inch gun, made in the same way 
broke, and its breech blew out after firing a few rounds gu 
making is a very expensive one, the steel breech costing enormously.’ ‘ © 

And in continuation he said 

“496. A series of ominous incidents have occurred in the gun tests: The mo 
or less free opening of welds in every gun tested, and the demoralization of the 
material at the seat of the charge; the cracking from breech to muzzle of th 
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steel tube and jacket in one of the early converted guns 7 3 the blow- 
ing out of the tube of the 10-inch heavy muzzle-loading rifle at the fourth or 
fifth fire through the opening of a defective weld, * * to say nothing of 


the friction and the enormous power required to tear off the muzzle of the gui 
the body of the gun sustaining no apparent injury 
the new 12.25-inch rifle after thirty rounds through fear of a simiiar accident 

the complete cracking through necessitating early repair of the tube of the 1! 

inch breech-loading rifle near the seat of the gas-check (this gun has since burst 
after a few additional rounds, rupturing the steel by blowing out the breech, but 
without injury to the cast-iron ' the destruction, a few days since, of 
the new 8&inch converted breech-loader by rupturing at the third fire the heavy 
steel jacket in its thickest part, the gun body, as usual, being unimpaired. Such 
a series of accidents or failures can not certainly by any ingenuity of reasoning 
be interpreted as complimentary to either the steel or the wrought iron, sep- 
arately or in combination.’’— Boston Herald interview wtth Mr. William P. Hunt, 
president South Boston Iron Company, November 20, 1881, 


; the discontinued proof of 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania was and is utterly incorrect in 


| this whole statement, unintentionally ne doubt, but nevertheless in- 


correct. 

Mr. RANDALL. Did not three out of the four guns burst ? 

Mr. ELLIS. The four guns not only didnot burst, but in fact they 
were never made. 


Mr. RANDALL. There were four guns that Mr. Benét staked his 


| reputation on, and three of them burst. 


Why, sir, here is the report of the bombardment of | 


detenses had been battered down and their defenders put to rout, this | 


report says, and it is an official report of the engagement: 
Not a gun was disabled nor the fighting qualities of a single ship affected. 


So it seems, then, that this modern artillery has been tested by bat- 


tering charges, tested by actual engagements, tested by the emergen- 


cies of a bombardment that required the guns to be fired as fast as the 
charges could be placed in them for the purpose of breaching the walls 
of the fort before them, and not one single gun was injured or disabled 
throughout the bombardment; and thus that argument of the gentle- 
man from Ohio that modern guns have not been tested falls to the 
ound 

In his extreme opposition to this bill the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] warns us of the waste of money in fruitless ex- 
periments by our ordnance officers. The Ordnance Office of the War 
Department needs no defense at my hands. If it has failed to supply 
guns and material the fault rests not with that department, but with 
the niggardly action It has never had money enough 
within my term of service, now nearly ten years, to do anything with. 
It has di for the best, and if some of its experiments in trying to 
make something out of nothing have failed who can wonder ? 

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] in his as- 
ilts upon that department makes a blunder, the only excuse for 
which is that it was unintentional. Not content with going back be- 
fore the flood and citing Rodman’s evidence given in 1868, he makes 
this declaration and signs it, and six other gentlemen who should 


of ¢ ONYTESS, 


me 


Mr. ELLIS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; the guns were neve 
constructed. They were ordered; they were to have been of cast-iron 
tubes with jackets of steel and steel breech, but General Benét con 
demned the steel that was imported for them and the guns were never 
made; and the guns which the gentleman says burst were, one ot! 
them, a 12-inch gun converted from a 15-inch smooth-bore by inserting 
a steel tube, and the other wasan 8-inch rifle converted from a 10-inch 
Rodman. These old iron gunsconverted did burst, and the four which 
the minority report declared to have burst never were made. The 
gentleman should certainly correct his statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will either correct it or give my authority. 


Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman will have to correct it, then. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not know about that. 

Mr. ELLIS. I do know about it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will the gentleman from Louisiana 
allow me right here a moment? I understood him to say that the wir 


gun had failed. 

Mr. ELLIS. I said that it and all other kindsof guns had been aban- 
doned except guns of steel, and that these had been adopted by the 
civilized world. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Perhaps the gentleman misunderstands 
my question in that particular. Wire guns are steel-wire guns. 

Mr. ELLIS. I understand that; but the gun I refer to is a built-up 
gun, a steel tube with a steel jacket, entirely of steel throughout. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. 
that the wire gun was a failure 

Mr. ELLIS. I did not say it was a failure; 


I understood the gentleman to say 


[ said that it had been 


abandoned, together with other guns, and the steel gun had been 
adopted. 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York Allow me to refer the gentleman to 


page 31 of the report of the gun-foundery board, where it says 


Recently, however, the matter has been taken up by Sir William Armstrong, 
who has manfactured several wire guns 


And the report goes on to state: 


The royal gun factory has taken up the f 
for experiment on a la In its longitudinal strength is ob- 
tained by means of stee gmental hoops | layers of wire 

The following is the present state of the wire-gun question in England : 

Manufacture of Sir William Armstrong 
Under trial, 10.2-ineh breech-loading gun 
To be tried, 6-inch breech-loading gun, 6 
Manufacture of royal gun factories 

Under manufacture, 10-inch breech-loading howitzer 

Recommended for manufacture breech-loading gun of sixty-three 

tons. 
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So that the wire gun is now the gun with which the Woolwich 
arsenal is making its great experiment. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will state again, and I will be borne out by the asser- 
tion of the report of this board which I hold in my hand and which 
can not be gainsaid or denied 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. And [ hold it in my hand. 

Mr. ELLIS. That steel has been adopted by every nationin Europe 
as the material of which guns are made; and that to-day in France and 
in Germany, in England and in Russia, 160,000 men in private estab- 
lishments and government establishments are engaged in making steel 
guns. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. 
gentleman and myself. 

Mr. ELLIS. Then why does the gentleman consume my time use- 
lessly ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The gentleman said that the wire 
gun had been abandoned or given up. _ I call the attention of the House 
to the fact that it is the gun now under experiment in the Woolwich 
arsenal. 

Mr. ELLIS. In one shop. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. In a government shop in England. 

Mr. ELLIS. In one government shop. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. England has only one government 
shop, the Woolwich arsenal. 

Mr. ELLIS. And the onlyshopin England in which it is under ex- 
periment. In fact England, after expending millions upon its shop at 
the Woolwich arsenal, is getting its guns to-day from Armstrong and 
Whitworth. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. She has given her first order within 
the year to those two. 

Mr. ELLIS. Nowas tothe waste of money, as to embarking in reck- 





There is no difference between the 


less speculation, I desire to ask the cool, calm, considerate attention of 


this House to the provisions of this bill: 


For the protection, preservation, and repair, and for the construction of work 
on fortifications already begun, and for the construction of new works for the 
defense of the following-named ports: 


Giving the six deep-water ports of the United States— 

joston, New York, Philadelphia, Hampton Roads, New Orleans, and San 
Francisco, $1,000,000, 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania says there was no estimate for that. 
The estimate as prepared by the engineers was $4,000,000; but Secre- 
tary Lincoln, hopeless of obtaining that appropriation, hopeless of get- 
ting it all, as long as the policy which had prevailed for six or eight 
years continued, cut down the estimate, but sent in a supplemental es- 


timate asking for $1,000,000 for fortifications, and that is allowed in | 


this bill. Then we have in the bill— 


For the care, preservation, and improvement of fortifications, and for the 
commencement of the erection of such new worksas may be deemed necessary 
by the Secretary of War at other ports of the United States, $500,000. 


The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], probably witha view 
of exciting sectional jealousy and making members who represent Mo- 
bile and Galveston and other shallow-water harbors of the United States 
a little bit jealous, endeavored to make them believe that we had only 
sought to take care of our home harbors, and asked why we did not ap- 
propriate for other harbors of the United States. Sir, it was for this 
reason, because nearly every shallow-water harborof the United States 
has already a fort of some kind. It is true they are obsolete. But by 
the conversion of 10-inch smooth-bore Rodman guns into 8-inch rifled 
guns we have produced a gun which has been thoroughly tested, and has 
been found capable of penetrating ten inches of armor at 1,000 yards. 

Now, the majority of the light-draught armored vessels of the world 
have less than ten inches of armor. We have, therefore, in these 8- 


inch rifled guns, already converted from the 10-inch smooth-bore Rod- | 


man guns, a weapon which will enable us to defend these shallow-water 
harbors or to make some adequate defense of them. Only the light- 
armed cruisers, with light armor and light draught, can get into these 
harbors, while vessels bearing eighteen, twenty, twenty-four, and 
thirty inches of armor, like the Lepanto and other heavy vessels, can 
not ride into the shallow harbors. We have enough of these 8-inch 
guns to provide a few for each shallow harbor, and with hastily con- 
structed earthworks a tolerable defense could be made. Not so with 
those harbors whose depth of water allows the heaviest armored ves- 
sels to pass in and ride in safety. It was deemed necessary that the 
deep-water ports should be fortified, because in case of war they would 
he the harbors of refuge for the pent-up commerce of the country. It 
was deemed necessary that attention should be paid at once to the arma- 
ment of these great ports, especially New York city and the other rich 
und powerful cities, because of their great wealth, their vast population, 
and their necessity to the business of the whole country. 

‘Mr. Chairman, what would be the financial condition of this country 
if New York were under bombardment or in the hands of a foreign foe ? 
Even as the human body, when fierce congestion grasps and binds the 
heart and paralyzes the flow of the warm blood to brain and muscle and 
nerve, sinks and faints to death, so would this great country feel the 
pang and the distress of financial ruin if its great financial heart were 
erasped and wrung by hostile hands. 








And as with New York so in less degree with the other great cities 
that are built upon deep water. Their wealth amounting to more than 
one-fifth of the entire wealth of the Union; their population, aggre- 
gating nearly 5,000,000 of souls; the commerce with which they 
would be choked in case of war would make these cities the first and 
chief objects of attack, and hence the necessity of providing for their de- 
fense as swiftly and effectively as possible. 

In providing for the purchase of torpedoes preference was given to 
the movable torpedo, propelled and operated from shore. We believed 
that it was far superior to the submarine mine, that waits to be struck 
by the enemy before it explodes. The movable torpedo is guided toits 
mark by electricity and then exploded against the bottom of the hos- 
tile vessel. The one is operated intelligently and the other by chance, 
and hence the preference of the committee for the movable mine. 

The next paragraph provides for ‘‘the armament of seacoast fortifi- 
cations.’’ This is the bugaboo provision; and I desire to call the at- 
tention of the House especially to its language. It will be seen that 
not one dollar is to be expended, not one dollar of expenditure is to 
be contracted for, not a single voucher upon the Treasury is to be drawn 
until the manufacturers have increased their plant, have made the ma- 
terial, have produced the guns, the best in the world—not till then will 
any manufacturer receive acontract. Linvitethe attention of thecom- 
mittee to the language in which this provision is drawn; for if human 
ingenuity has ever been taxed, it was taxed in this instance to throw 
around the Government every safeguard which could be provided in 
the way of legislation: 

For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including the manufacture and 
conversion of heavy guns and carriages, projectiles, fuses, powder, and imple- 
ments, high explosives, their trial and proof, and to test the maximum velocity 
of projectiles, and purchase of material, and all necessary expenses incident 
thereto, including the purchase of machine-guns, &., $600,000 

In the expenditure of this appropriation discretion is to be left to 
the wisdom and experience of men who are in charge of this branch 
of the service. The machine-guns to be purchased will be the Gatling, 
the Hotchkiss, or the Nordenteldt, as the Department and the board 
may think best 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I concur in the propriety of the pro- 
vision leaving that question to them. 

Mr. ELLIS. Certainly. We can pursue no other safe course 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. But I was referring to the argument 
of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr], who in his remarks spoke 
of the provision as if it were confined to the Gatling guns 

Mr. ELLIS. That is not the prov ision of the bill. I believe, how- 
ever, the gentleman from Michigan is right in the belief that there is 
no gun like the Gatling gun. _ I know no arm in the world to be com- 
pared with it as aninfantry arm. Now, listen 


For the procurement of heavy steel rifle guns and carriages for the armament 
of the deep-water ports of the United States a permanent annual appropria- 
tion of $1,000,000 is hereby made, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 


wise appropriated, for and during the term of five years from the 30th of June, 
1884 


Remember, gentlemen of the committee, that before a manufacturer 


| can prepare himself for the purpose of entering upon this work he must 


expend between $500,000 and $700,000 for his plant 

Provided, That in so far as practicable said sum shall be so expended as to induce 
some private manufacturer or manufacturers of the United States, who may be 
best prepared and who will agree to increase their plant to meet the require- 
ments of the Government and to undertake the work, to furnish steel tubes, 
jackets, plugs, and other necessary material, or sample blank guns of cast or 
wrought steel, which material or blank guns shall be taken and thoroughly 


tested by the United States. 


In other words, the manufacturer must increase his plant, and must 
make material and guns which, when subjected to adequate tests, 
shall be found to be equal to the best material and the best guns in the 
world, and not until then shall the Government contract with him; 


| and if he does all this, then he should have the contract and reap the 


| reward of his outlay of capital and energy. 


Then away with the idea which has been so assiduously circulated 
that it is proposed to squander this money of the people upon useless 
and senseless experiments. The bill is most carefully guarded. Not 
the ingenuity of the gentleman from Indiana nor yet the artful asser 
tions of the gentleman from Pennsylvania can unmake or mar one word 
which I say in regard to the safeguards thrown around the expenditure 
of the appropriation. 

But I read again from the bill: ‘‘Said guns to be rifled steel guns.’ 
That is the united opinion of the last and best authority in the world 


of our own and foreign authorities. It then goes on, and I am glad to 
see in all the balance of the amendment the minority and the majority 
agree. It is provided that these tests shall be at the expense or the 
manufacturer. No test is to be paid for by the Govern t of the 
United States; but the manufacturer himself is to go to work, increas« 
his plant, make material, make his guns, bring them to the officer at 
his own expense, and then when tested and found equal to the best in the 
world we propose to contract with him under the restrictions that the 
price of the guns shall not exceed by more than 10 per cent the cost of 
similar guns in Europe. I defyany member of this committee then to 
say that this is an extravagant bill or that the interests of the Govern 


ment have not been perfectly guarded by its provisions, o1 that this 
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Congress should not here and now under this bill or one like it begin 


the too long-neglected work of providing for the perfect armament of 
our coasts and harbors. 


The committee has differed, 


Mr. Chairman, with this gun-foundery 
board in one particular. 


The board was composed of the following offi- 


cers: E. Simpson, rear-admiral, United States ns president of the 
board; E. O. Matthews, captain, United States Navy; T. G. Baylor, 
colonel of ordnance, United States Army; Henry L. Abbot, lieutenant- 


colonel of engineers, brevet brigadier-general, United States Army ; 


ao 
uel 8S. Elder, major, Second Artillery, United States Army; W. H. 
Jaques, lieutenant, United States Navy, member and secretary of the 
board. They recommend that the United States in providing its arma- 


ment should adopt the principle which the Government of France has | 


adopted; that is, to encourage private manufacturers to produce steel 


and other material necessary for gun construction, and then to provide 
two gun-factories—one for the Army and one for the Navy—where the 
material might be taken and fabricated into guns. And the reason they 
urged was this, that in case a private manufacturer in the United States 
solved this problem of gun construction and the Government contracted 
with him it would be at his mercy, as Germany is to-day at the mercy 
of Krupp. They themselves point out instances of attempted imposi- 
tion by contractors upon France in which I find our safety. Ido not 
want to see the Government embark in the expense of a great Govern- 
ment plant. I do not care toseethat. I believe in the encouragement 
of our own manufacturers. I believe i 


laborers. I believe in the encouragement of our own steel producers. 


I believe everything pertaining to the defense of the country should 
come from American soil and be fabricated by American hands. 

The board says that a manufacturer like Krupp may force a monop- 
oly upon the Government, and hence they would have us procure our 
steel from private manufacturers, and then in Government gun facto- 
ries make the guns. They recite one instance where the French Gov- 
ernment brought a contractor to terms by sending an order abroad to 
be filled. Our Government could under similar circumstances do the 
same thing. HenceI see no necessity whatever for the ( 
to embark in the work and expense of gun factories. Let the manu- 
facturer do the whole work. Before the war we made the best guns 
in the Previde the money, letour American manufacturers see 
work and emoluments ahead, and the +y will give you guns equal, yes, I 
believe superior, to any in the world. 


rovernment 


world 


But, Mr. Chairman, as an additional safeguard for the Government, 
the committee has in this bill provided for an advisory board to advise 


with the Secretary of War in regard to the expenditure of the moneys | 


herein appropriated. As I have asserted before, harbor-defense must 
embrace forts, guns, and torpedoes, and these must be constructed and 
devised with reference to each other in order to insure harmonious and 
homogeneous action. And so this board is to consist of the General of 


the Division of the Atlantic, an officer of all arms; of the Chief of Ord- 


construction of the great guns; of the Chief of Engineers, who will 
build the forts; and of the commandant of the Willet’s Point torpedo 
school, who is authority on torpedoes. The hands, then, into which 
the money herein appropriated is to go are those of Secretary Lincoln, 
aided and advised by General Winfield S. Hancock, General 8. V. 
Benét, Colonel Baylor, General John Newton, and General Abbot. 

Mr. Chairman, the opponents of this bill have whispered itabout on 
this side of the House that if the large sum of money were appropri- 
ated now a portion of it would be devoted to partisan purposes in 
the ensuing Presidential election. To the honor of this House I will 
say no such charge has been publiclymade. But it has been privately 
whispered about. If said at all, it was meet that it should be whis- 
pered, and then not in the honest day, but in the sinister night. Sir, 
if any impression was made by statements so inexcusably groundless, 
it must be removed at once upon hearing the names of hens into 
whose hands this appropriation is to go—hands as pure, as devoted, and 
as stainless as any that were ever uplifted here toward yonder hon- 
ored desk or rested in service upon the altar of country. 

Sir, in the study I have given to this subject, in the labors that I 
have performed in seeking to guard the Government from useless ex- 
penditure and at the same time to begin the work of arming our de- 
fenseless seaboard, I have sought only security at home, the restora- 
tion of our lost prestige, and the ability to preserve the peace by that 
moral force which is the child of the consciousness of power abroad and 
security at home. I desire to see once more the title of American citi- 
zen honored abroad, a shield and a guarantee against wrong or insult, 
and our ability to maintain peace no longer measured by our capacity 
to apologize or to submit to disgraceful treaties. 

Mr. Chairman, in my brief service in this House how many times has 
the blush of shame come to our cheeks because of unavenged insults 
upon land and sea? Why, not many years ago an American ship was 
run down upon the high seas by a Spanish cruiser and her crew capt- 
ured and taken to Santiago de Cuba and shot to death with musketry, 
while the flag of the Republic was trampled under the Spaniard’s foot in 
the mire and dust on the deck of the outraged ship; and we submitted 
to this burning disgrace and humiliation, admitted an apology and the 


in the encouragement of our own | 
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acceptance of $500 a life for the lives of each of our American citizens 
sacrificed ! I was ashamed some time ago when there came an inter- 
ruption in our relations with Germany. When the matter came before 
this House, and a member, whose temper was regarded as swift, and 
whose tongue contained none of the oiliness of diplomatic deceit, rose 
to speak, there was a commotion, a tremor, an effort to suppress his 
utterances, a cry of ‘* Regularorder,’’ the hissof ‘‘ Hush’’ and ‘‘ Whist,”’ 
as if a boding fear dwelt in each heart that something might be uttered 


to offend the German Emperor or his stern chancellor. It seemed to 


| me that the trepidation could not have been greater had we known 


that the chancellor at the head of one of his iron regiments was charg 
ing along the corridor to arrest and incarcerate the members of this 
House. 

Again I declare if we would preserve peace we must prepare for war 
if we would emulate the works and carry out the policy of our fathers 
we must make every city by the sea and every flag where floats our 
commerce safe and secure. In our later provisions for a navy nothing 
has been done looking to the creation of strong battle-ships capable of 
meeting modern naval power in conflict upon the seas. Our cruisers 
now in course of construction and those contemplated by the Senate 
amendments are mere commerce-destroyers, to prey upon the peaceful 
trading-ship. It is not pretended that they can ever meet and with- 
stand the battering of modern guns that are now borne by armed ships 
of war. Our defenses must then beon shore. Economy! Why, not 
four days ago the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and 
all his associates of the minority gave their sanction to an appropria- 
tion of $24,500,000 for the support of the Army. 

Back of the Army is a possible American militia force of 5,000,000 of 
men. No one dreams of invading us. There is no prospect of war; 
no, not even of an Indian war. We will never be attacked in the in- 
terior by any nation. Why, then, this vast appropriation of nearly 
$25,000,000 for a mere pay-roll, a mere parade? Again, these seven 
economical gentlemen approve an appropriation of $14,300,000 for a 
Navy without battle-ships, fora mere show and a pay-roll, that can 
not attack andcannotdefend. Economy! You gentlemen had better 
rise up and tell this country why you approve of an expenditure of 
$39,000,000 for defense and attack when you never will be called upon 
to defend and never can attack, and then refuse, under the false pre - 
tense of economy, to expend $3,250,000 for defense of your only weak 
points, the points at which you will assuredly be attacked sooner or 
later; in fact, the only points that can ever be : assailed by a foreign foe. 
Such pretended economy is as farcical as it is false. 

But the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FoLLErt] declares that we need 
no other defense than that which is afforded by American manhood. 


| Mr. Chairman, no one shall go before me in lofty appreciation of Amer- 


ican manhood. With me it is nut a mere sentiment evolved from na- 


tional pride, but a living realization from my own experience. In our 


| civil war I fought with the one section against the other, and I saw 
nance, and the president of the ordnance board, who will supervise the | 


such feats of valor performed by the soldiers of the one section beneath 
the flag that floats above you, sir, that in the fierce glow of the battle 
fires its silver stars seemed to burn with an inspired splendor, and its 
stripes seeméd baptized with a new and holier light [applause], while 
those with whom I fought under their storm-born banner did so cover 
its meteoric lifeover and over with martial glory until it did sometimes 
seem the bravest battle-flag that ever floated over heroic hosts or waved 
along the fire-fringed front of battle. [Applause. ] 

But grand and heroic as it is, tell me, ye wise men of the minority, 
of what avail would American manhood be to meet and resist walls of 
iron and guns of steel of one hundred tons hurling projectiles of two 
tons’ weight a distance of ten miles, unless the manhood had guns and 
walls of equal power? Could American manhood, without the appli- 
ances of modern warfare, defend New York, or your own city, sir, with 
its hundred thousand homes, or imperial San Francisco, that sits by the 
beautiful Golden Gate on the Western sea? Can flesh withstand iron? 
Is muscle harder than steel? One single Italian vessel (the Lepanto) 


could destroy all of American manhood in one day if pent up within 


one city, and yet her iron sides would not be scarred and not one drop 
of blood would stain her decks. Give to American manhood the guns 
and the forts and it is invincible. Without them, and against modern 


implements of destruction, they would be but as lambs led to the 
slaughter. 
Away, then, with this silly prattle about American manhood. It is 


as silly as it is to expend $39,000,000 for defense when we will never 
be attacked, and for attack when we can never assume the offensive, 


| and then refuse to give $3,000,000 to defend the only points at which 


we ever can be 
upon to defend. 
ship as this ? 
of economy ? 

Representatives of the American people, I beg you to awake to a truc 
realization of the defenseless condition of your great cities, of you! 
entire seaboard, and to pass, if not this bill, then some other that wil! 
be adequate to the beginning of the great work of rendering impreg: 
nable and invulnerable our common country, for whose honor ‘and glory 
and security alone I have spoken. [Great applause. ] 


attacked, and which sooner or later we will be called 
How long will this House tolerate such statesman- 
How long shall our patience be abused by such pretenses 
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APPENDIX. 


A bill making appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, and 
* for the armament thereof. forthe fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 
purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That out ofany money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated the following sums are hereby appropriated for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, the same to be expended under the direction of the | 
Secretary of War, as hereinafter provided, for the following purposes, namely: 

For the protection, preservation, repair, and for the construction of work on 
fortifications already Rigun. ond for the constructlon of new works for the de- | 
fense of the following-named ports: Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Hampton 
Roads, New Orleans, and San Francisco, $1,000,000. 

For the care, preservation, and improvement of fortifications, and for the com- 
mencement of the erection of such new works as may be deemed necessary by 
the Secretary of War at other ports of the United States, $300,000. 

For the purchase of such submarine movable torpedoes, propelled and con- 
trolled by power operated from shore stations, as may be recommended by the 
board of engineers of the Army of the United States and approved by the Sec- 
retary of War, $100,000; for purchase of adopted pattern of submarine mines for 
harbor defense, $50,000; for continuation of torpedo experiments and for prac- 
tical instruction of engineer troops in the details of the service, $20,000; in all, 

170,000. 

' For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including the manufacture and 
conversion of heavy guns and carriages, projectiles, fuses, powder, and imple- 
ments, high explosives, their trial and proof, and to test the maximum velocity 
of projectiles and purchase of material, and all necessary expenses incident 
thereto, including the purchase of machine-guns, and compensation of draughts- 
men on gun construction while employed in the Ordnance Bureau, $600,000. 

For the procurement of heavy steel rifle guns and carriages for the armament 
of the deep-water ports of the United States a permanent annual appropriation 
of $1,000,000 is hereby made, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
ques for and during the term of five years from the 30th of June, 1884: 
Provided, That in so far as practicable said sum shall be so expended as to in- 
duce some private manufacturer or manufacturers of the United States, who 
may be best prepared and who will agree to increase their plant to meet the 
requirements of the Government and to undertake the work, to furnish steel 
tubes, jackets, plugs, and other necessary material, or sample blank guns of 
cast or wrought steel, which material or blank guns shall be taken and thor- 
oughly tested by the United States; and if found in all respects satisfactory, 
then the Secretary of War shall contract with the manufacturer who is best pre- 
pared to execute the work, and who has furnished the most satisfactory ma- 
terial for guns or the best sample blank guns, for the necessary material or 
unfinished guns to the full amount of the appropriation herein made. Said 
guns to be rifled steel guns of not less than ten inches caliber, or in lieu thereof 
the materials to be suitabie for making such guns: Provided, That enough 
money shall be reserved of this appropriation to provide the necessary carriages 
for said guns and for their thorough test: And provided further, That the Secre- 
tary of War may, out of the first annual appropriation of $1,000,000, expend not 
more than $500,000 for such 12-inch rifle mortars or guns as immediate exigen- 
cies may seem to require: And provided further, That the cost of the steel guns 
or material herein provided for shall not exceed by more than 10 per cent. the 
cost of similar guns and material in England or Europe. 

It shall be unlawful, from and after the approval of this act, to construct more 
than one rifle cannon, of any particular material, caliber, or kind, at the cost of 
the United States, until one or more of such cannon of the required caliber has 
been publicly subjected to crucial test for the determination of its endurance, 
and shall have stood such test to the satisfaction of the board provided for here- 
inafter, and demonstrated to be equal to the best guns known to any military 
service. 

And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to cause the various calibers, 
lengths of bore, greatest and least admissible weights of guns, together with the 
weights of projectiles for each caliber of allof the various calibers required for 
the service, together with the number of each caliber required, to be determined, 
and to make the same known to the public without unnecessary delay, by pub- 
lic advertisement, so as to encourage private manufacturers of cannon and ma- 
terial to produce, test, and offer cannon and material of established endurance 
and power for sale to the Government. 

And it shall be the further duty of the Secretary of War to devise liberal and 
fair regulations regarding the proof and purchase of guns, and upon receiving 
due notice that any projector or maker has agun ready for proof, to promptly ap- 
point officers to be present to wiiness the firing and report the facts with regard 
to all trial guns so offered for proof by private manufacturers who desire to pro- 
duce armament by conversion of obsolete guns on hand or according to special 
designs, and to secure for service only the best and most effective kinds, and at 
the lowest prices of those kinds which best meet the requirements of service, 





of whatever material they may be made, whether such cannon shall be pro- | 


duced by private manufacturers or otherwise. 
But in all cases, except where the trial guns are projected by officials and com- 


pleted in Government establishments, the guns and all the expenses of the test | 


must be provided and borne at the cost of the manufacturer of the guns, and are 
not to become chargeable against the United State unless it shall be established 
by the proof that the cannon of each kind and caliber, of whatever material they 
may be made, shall fully meet all the requirements of the service. 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose ofaiding the Secretary of War inthe expenditure 
and application of the sums hereby appropriated, an advisory board of five mil- 
itary officers is hereby created, consisting of the general commanding the di- 
vision of the Atlantic, the Chief of Ordnance, the Chief of Engineers, the presi- 
dent of the ordnance board, and the commandant of the Willet’s Point torpedo 
school; and should any vacancy at any time occur in said board, the same shall 
be filled by the Secretary of War, who shall detail the officer succeeding to the 
vacancy for service upon the board. Said board shall examine and report to 
the Secretary of War the different ports where fortifications are most needed, 
the kind and character of fortifications best adapted at each point, and the amount 
of said appropriation to be expended at each place ; also the kind and character 
of guns, torpedoes, and torpedo approaches, and other means and appliances 
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the same to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, as here- 
inafter provided, for the following purposes, namely: 
For the protection, preservation, repair,and for the construction of work on 


} fortifications already begun, and for the construction of new works for the de- 


fense of the following-named ports: Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Hampton 
Roads, New Orleans, and San Francisco, $1,000,000, 


Mr. RANDALL. I raise the point of order against the language— 
And for the construction of new works for the defense of the following-named 


ports: Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Hampton Roads, New Orleans, and San 
Francisco. 


But before entering upon that I want to know from the gentleman 


| from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] whether he wishes to perfect his bill in 


any way and then allow a vote to be taken between the bill reported 


| by the majority and the substitute proposed by the minority. I would 


like also to have the sense of the committee whether they desire to sit 
now till the bill is completed. For my part I am willing to obey the 
wish of the committee. 

Mr. ELLIS. Iam entirely willing to accommodate myself to the 
wishes of the House. It is now half past 5 o’clock, and I do not think 
there will be anything to-morrow that will prevent us from considering 
this bill. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote !’’] 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman gave notice he meant to insist on 
a vote to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theonly question pending is the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ELLIS. I propose to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
to-morrow, immediately after the reading of the Journal, these bills 
shall be read and that a vote be taken on the substitute. If itis carried, 
there isan end of it. If it is not carried 

Mr. RANDALL. That isa fair proposition. But I want to reserve 
the right to make the point of order on that portion of the bill which 
relates to a permanent appropriation for five years. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 1 think the better course would be to take a 
vote on the substitute as a whole. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. RANDALL. It is apparent that the House desires to go on with 
the bills now, and Iam ready todoso. I make the point of order against 
the language I have read. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam quite willing not to take any advantage on 
that point of order, but to proceed to vote on the substitute. 

Mr. ELLIS. I think that will be best. It is a difference between 
two ideas, two systems. 

Mr. RANDALL. Itis the new departure on which we seek to test the 
sense of the House. I am willing to havea vote taken on the substitute. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it understood that when the vote is taken we 
will have the right to go on and perfect whichever bill may be adopted 
as a whole, and that there will be the same right to make points of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not waive the right to make the point of 
order against the permanent appropriation for five years. It is only 
the first point of order that I propose to waive. 

Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman agreed a moment ago it was a conflict 
between two systems. 

Mr. RANDALL, On the appropriation for five years I do not waive 
the right as to the point of order; on the otherI do. I now submit, 
with the concurrence of the gentleman from Louisiana, the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say the proper course under 





| the rule would be, in the first place, to perfect the original bill. 


Mr. RANDALL. I think I did not hear objection to a test-vote on 
the substitute. 

Mr. ELLIS. I agree to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the committee gives unanimous consent, it 
may come directly to a vote upon the substitute; but if there is objec- 
| tion, it can not be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to occupy the attention of the House just 
| fora moment. I desire to strike outin the substitute, on page 2, lines 
23 and 24, *‘ for the purchase of machine-guns of the latest improvement, 
$20,000,’’ and to insert that same matter in the following paragraph, of 
course increasing the appropriation there from $300,000 to $320,000. 
I presume there is no objection to that. The words stricken out would 
be inserted in the paragraph beginning in line 25 just as they appear in 
| the preceding paragraph. 

| Mr. ELLIS. Is the gentleman from Indiana proposing to amend the 
substitute? 

| Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 





necessary for the defense of the country; and shall examine and report to the 


Secretary of War upon any subject pertaining to the expenditure of any money | 


appropriated by this act which said Secretary may at any time require of them 


in writing. The Secretary of War is authorized to detail to act as secretary to | 


said advisory board a commissioned officer of the Army; and all expenses of 
said board incurred in the line of duty imposed by this act may be paid out of 
moneys herein appropriated. 

Sec. 3. That section 3709 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so that its 


provisions which require that purchases shall be made from the lowest bidder | 


after advertisement shall not apply to ordnance and their carriages, projectiles, 
gunpowder, and other war explosives, nor to the materials entering into the 
manufacture thereof, and whatever is requisite in military experiments with 
them. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the bill by paragraphs for amendment, 
and read as follows: 


That out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated the fol- 
lowing sums are hereby appropriated for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 


Mr. ELLIS. All right. 

| Mr. HOLMAN. My amendment merely throws the two paragraphs 

| into one. ° 

|} Mr. RANDALL. Of course I desire to secure a vote in the House 
by yeas and nays, so that there may be a record of the vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to taking a vote on the sub- 
stitute as a whole? 

Mr. CALKINS. I wish to make an inquiry as to how the vote is to 
be taken, whether in the Committee of the Whole by tellers, or in the 
House by a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will consent to take it by a yea-and-nay vote in 
the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. There must be some agreement by which the 

' bill is to be reported to the House. 
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Mr. RANDALL. 
to recommit 

Mr. CALKINS. There is no way of getting the bill into the House 
except by unanimous consent 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to the modification of the 
substitute suggested by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 

There being no objection, the modification was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move the substitute as modified. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition that a vote 
be taken upon the substitute as modified? [After apause.] The Chair 
hears none 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make a verbal change in the substi- 
tute. On page 4, in line 11 of section 2, strike out the word ‘‘if’’ and 
insert the word ‘‘unless;’’ and at the end of the section add the words 
‘‘the guns shall not be purchased for the United States;’’ so that it 
will read 


I do not want to be cut off from my right to move 


And unless it shall be demonstrated that such cannon is equal as in power and 
endurance to the best guns known to any military service, the guns shall not 
be purchased for the United States 

Mr. ELLIS. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 80, noes 70. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suggest tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL] that we had better adjourn now. It is nearly 6 o’clock, 
and we have made an arrangement which is perfectly satisfactory and 
will iacilitate action. 

Many MEMBERS. Vote! Vote! 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to the substitute. 

The question was taken upon the amendment; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 80, noes 8. 

Mr. DUNHAM and others. No quorum! 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. RANDALL and Mr. ELLIs were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that there 
were—ayes 104, noes 22. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

Mr. STEELE. 
place when he raises the point of no quorum 

Mr. CALKINS. We will come to a vote where a quorum will be re- 
quired. 
is no use in our staying here and punishing ourselves. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When there is no quorum it is the duty of the Chair 
to direct the roll to be called. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
that there is no quorum, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk began the calling of the roll, but was interrupted by 

Mr. THOMPSON, who said: I have consulted with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. ELLis}; and I ask consent to make a proposition which I think 
will obviate all difficulty. 

The CHAIRMAN. The call of the roll must be completed. 


The Clerk resumed and concluded the call of the roll, and the fol- | 
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I make the point that a gentleman must rise in his | 


If there is a quorum here, then let us goon; if not, then there | 


From the announcement of the tellers it appears | 


lowing members failed to answer to their names. 


Adams, J. J. 
Aiken 
Anderson, 
Atkinson, 
Barksdale, 
Barr, 
Bayne 
Beach 
Belford 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
slackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Boutelle, 
Bowen, 
Boyle, 
Brainerd, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brewer, J. H. 
Broadhead, 
Browne, T. M. 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
Budd, 
Burleigh, 
‘abell, 
ampbell, Felix 


‘ampbell, Jas. E. 


( 

( 
Cannon, 
Chace, 
Clardy, 
Collins, 
Connolly, 
Cook, 
Cosgrove, 
Covington, 
Cox, S. 8. 
Davidson, 
Davis, L. H. 
Deuster, 


Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Duncan, 
Eldredge, 


Evins, J. H. 


Ferrell, 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Fyan, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
George, 
Green, 
Guenther, 


Hammond, 


Hanback, 


Hancock, 


Hardeman, 


Harmer, 
Hart, 
Haynes, 


Henderson, 
Henderson, 1 


Hepburn, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holmes, 
Holton, 
Hopkins, 
Horr, 
Houk, 
Hunt, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 


Jeffords, 


Johnson, 


Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J. T. 


Kean, 
Keifer, 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 


Ketcham, 
Lacey, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morrill, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Muller, 
Murray, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
Oates 
Ochiltree, 
O'’ Ferrall, 
O’ Neill, Charles 
Paige, 
Parker, 
Payson, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps 
Poland, 
Price, 
Pusey, 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 
Reagan, 
Reese, 
Rice, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, J. 8S. 


Robinson, W. E. 


Rockwell, 


Rowell, 
Russell, 
Ryan, 

Scales, 

Seney, 

Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 

Strait, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Throckmorton, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
Valentine, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
White, Milo 
Williams, 
Winans, John 
Wise, J. 8. 
Wood, 
Worthington, 
York, 

Young. 





JULY 1, 


The CHAIRMAN. On the call of the roll one hundred and fifty-five 
members have answered. 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask consent that the substitute as modified at the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] be reported to the House, 
and that to-morrow, upon resuming the consideration of this bill, a 
yea-and-nay vote be taken on the substitute. If it be adopted, that 
will end the matter; if it be not adopted, then the House shall in Com- 
mittee of the Whole resume the consideration of the majority bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. The vote to be taken at what hour? 

Mr. ELLIS. When we resume the consideration of this bill to-mor- 
row. I would not want to interrupt the consideration of conference re- 
ports. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want to yield any point of order there 
may be against the majority bill. 

Mr. ELLIS. Certainly not. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to that arrangement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the proposition to the 
committee, as it requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Is it in order, when it has been ascer- 
tained that there is no quorum present? 


The CHAIRMAN. It requires unanimous consent. Does the gen- 


| tleman from Kentucky make the point that there is no quorum pres- 
ent? 


Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. 
Chair to that fact. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the proposition of the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIs] to the committee. It is that 
the substitute as modified and offered by the gentleman from Pennsy]- 


I simply called the attention of the 


| vania [Mr. RANDALL] be reported to the House, and that a yea-and- 


nay vote be taken thereon; if the substitute shall not be agreed to, then 
the House shall again go into Committee of the Whole for the purpose 
of considering the bill reported by the majority of the Committee on 
Appropriations. Is there objection ? 

Mr. O'HARA. I desire to ask whether that arrangement includes 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN ] ? 

Several MEMBERS. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. It does. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is included. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposed arrangement ? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 


| 7440) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- 


fense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiseal year ending June 
30, 1885, and for other purposes; end had directed him to report the 


| same back with an amendment in the form of a substitute. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Imove that the House adjourn. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, the following business was transacted 
by unanimous consent: 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Committeeon Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a 
bill of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1246) granting a pension to the widow of Maj. Gen. 
James B. Steedman. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6092) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes. 


CATHARINE H. GLICK. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 


| Senate: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STaTes, July 1, 1884 
Resolved, That the House of Representatives be requested to return Senate 


| bill 1971, grantinga pension to Catharine H. Glick, widow of Elias P. Glick, de- 
| ceased, said bill having passed the Senate June 27, 1854. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request of the Senate 


| will be complied with and this bill returned. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. WARD, for to-morrow. 
To Mr. NUTTING, for six days, on account of important business. 


The motion to adjourn was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 6 
o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of Post No. 59, Grand Army of the 
Republic, McKeesport, Pa., relative to pensions, &c.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Memorial relating to the claim of Rebecca Wil- | 
ber—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. 8. S. COX: Memorial relative to the claim of Augustus P. 
Green—to the same committee. 

Also, the memorial of the national convention of the chiefs and com- 
missioners of State bureausof statistics of labor—to the Committee on 
the Census. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the trustees of the College of 
Christian Brothers, Saint Louis, Mo., for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. FOLLETT: Petition of Samuel E. Smith, administrator, for 
relief—to the same committee. 

By Mr. HARDEMAN: Petitions of merchants, manufacturers, plant- 
ers, and citizens of Columbus, Ga., favoring the passage of the Mc- 
Pherson Senate bill—to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of Rev. 8. D. Burchard, D. D., and 13 
others; of Rev. J. C. K. Millington, pastor, and the membership of 
the Reformed Presbyterian church; of Rev. L. W. Sampson, D. D., 
and 7 others of the Fifty-third Street People’s church; of Rev. Nor- 
man Fox, pastor of Seaman’s Baptist church, and the congregation, 
and of Rey. John Hall, D. D., pastor, and 1,500 members of the Pres- 
byterian Church, New York city, relative to common schools, &c., for 
Indians—severally to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petitions of 703 posts, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, asking for the passage of an act granting a pension of $8 per 
month to all officers, soldiers, and sailors who served sixty days or more 
during the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 30,000 citizens and ex-soldiers not members of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, asking for the passage of House bill No. 
6463 on the same subject—to the same committee. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Petition of John B. Fay, asking Congress to grant 
him one month’s extra pay—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WELLER: Petition of John H. Murtha and 43 others, for 
the reduction of the salaries of the President and other public officers, 
and to place lumber, salt, &c., on the free-list—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, July 2, 1554. 
Prayer by Rev. W. I. MCKENNEY, of Washington, D. C. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore announced his signature of the follow- 
ing enrolled bills which had previously been signed by the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives: 

A bill (H. R. 1246) granting a pension to the widow of Maj. Gen. 
James B. Steedman; and 


A bill (H. R. 6092) making appropriations for the current and con- | 


tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling ti eaty stip- 
ulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1885, 
and for other purposes. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
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Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate further insist on its amendments 


| and agree to the further conference asked by the House. 


The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HALE, Mr. 
LOGAN, and Mr. BECK were appointed. 

AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

Mr. RANSOM submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Petitions and memorials are now in 
order. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I present a petition of citizens of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the passage of House bill No. 100 for the relief of cer- 
tain pre-emption and homestead settlers in California on what is called 
the Moquelamos grant. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and I call the especial attention of that 
committee to it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LAPHAM presented the petition of E. S. Justh, of Washington, 
D. C., praying for the amendment of a bill entitled ‘‘An act relating 
to police regulations in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses;’’ which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens and soldiers of Eliza- 
beth, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation by Congress in ac- 
cordance with the recommendations of the Grand Army of the Republic 
in relation to pensions; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
2414, making bills of lading conclusive in certain cases; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
| Mr. VOORHEES. I present the petition of Joseph C. G. Kennedy, of 
Washington, D. C., praying Congress to repeal the twenty-second section 
of the law tor taking the tenth and subsequent censuses, which section 
provides tor intermediate State enumerations, and for other purposes. 
While I have not carefully examined the petition, I think it is one of 
importance and perhaps contains useful information. I move, there- 
fore, that it be printed and referred to the Committee on the Revision 
of the Laws. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT WATER SUPPLY. (~* 

Mr. VANCE. Iam directed by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4651) to amend an act 
| approved July 15, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act to increase the water supply 
of the city of Washington, and for other purposes,’’ to report it with- 
out amendment, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. VANCE. A word of explanation, I think, will remove any ob- 
jection that could possibly be made to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
that the bill be read tor information. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the Senator allow me to explain it? 





Mr. HALE. I present the conference report on the naval appropri- 
ation bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
IN THE Houses OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 1, 1884. 


Resolved, That the House further insists upon its disagreementto the amend- | 


ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4716) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; and asks 
4 further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 


Ordered, That Mr. RANDALL, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. CALKINS be the managers 
of the said further conference on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the conferees will be 
read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4716) making appropriations | 


for the naval service for the fisea! year ending June #0, 1885, and for other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have been unable to agree. 
EUGENE HALE, 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 
JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WALDO HUTCHINS, 
SAM J. RANDALL, 
W. H. CALKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore The bill will first be read for infor- 
mation. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill? 
Mr. ALLISON. I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 
Mr. VANCE. I think if I could be permitted to explain it, the 
Senator would withdraw his objection. 
| Mr. ALLISON. If there is no explanation made about it, and the 
| bill goes right through, J shall not object. 
Mr. VANCE. It is a House bill—— 
Mr. SHERMAN. I would not make any explanation. It is not 
necessary. 
| Mr. VANCE. Very well. 
The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. Is there objection to the present 
| consideration of the bill? 
| By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 


Is there objection to the present 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to , 


| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. GARLAND, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
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referred the bill (H. R. 5442) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to 
secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
purposes,’ approved July 1, 1862,’’ approved July 2, 1864, 
ported it with an amendment. 


ovune!l 


re- 


Mr. BUTLER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Territories to 
make a favorable report on the bill (H. R. 6409) to validate and cure | 
defects in certain acts of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Ter- 
ritory, and I ask that the bill be immediately considered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object 


The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. 


unanimous consent 


The Senator from South Carolina asks 





Mr. ALLISON. I object 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senator from Iowa will withdraw his 
onpjection 

Mr. BUTLER. I trust the Senator from Iowa will not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not debating the bill; lam simply appealing 
to the Senator from Iowa to withdraw his objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that is in the nat- 
ure of debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. If we are to pass the appropriation bills 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore Debate is notin order. Objection is 
made, and the bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to state that the Committee on the Judiciary 


reported adversely the bill (H. R. 7034) to increase the salary of the 
clerk of the Court of Alabama Claims, and the bill is now on the Cal- 
endar. Iam authorized by the committee to say that they now recom- 
mend the passage of that bill with an amendment, aad I had proposed 
to ask to take it up at the present time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Iowa does not wish to have any 
interference with the appropriation bills 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not made the request; Iam merely stating why 
I should not make the request at present. 

Mr. BUTLER. I want to anticipate a request of that sort, if neces- 
sary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope my friend from South Carolina will vent his 
wrath on the right man and not on me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 





Debate is not in order. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2297) to authorize the construction of a bridge 


across the Saint Croix River at the most accessible point between Still- 
water and Taylor’s Falls, Minn., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 257) for the relief of John 
P. Gregson and Francis H. Ellison, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration and that it be referred tothe Committee on Naval 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 387) for the relief of David Waldo & Co., submitted an 
aiverse report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 506) for the reliefof Claude H. Mastin, 
surviving partner of the firm of Le Vert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala., and 
the children of Octavia Le Vert, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
768) for the relief of the National Bank of Western Arkansas, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1607) for the relief of the administrators of the 
estate of Isaac P. Tice, deceased, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 

630) for the relief of Cora A. Slocumb, Ida A. Richardson, and 
Caroline A. Urquhart, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. ° 

Mr. CONGER. From the Committee on Commerce I report back 
the bill (S. 1661) for the relief of George C. Tanner, United States con- 
sul at Liege, Belgium. The bill provides an appropriation of $200 to 
pay for the rent of a house, paid out by the consul, when the amount 
should have been paid by the United States. With the bill I report a 
letter from the Secretary of State recommending the payment by the 
Government. The committee recommend that the bill be placed as an 
amendment upon the sundry civil bill. I ask that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it lie on the table. 
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Mr. CONGER. The chairman of the committee suggests that the 
bill and papers lie on the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill and accompanying papers 
will lie on the table, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. And given to the chairman at the proper time. 

Mr. LAMAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 629) to attach the parishes of Saint Mary’s and Iberia, 
| in the State of Louisiana, to the western judicial district of Louisiana, 


| reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 91) prohibiting the Secretary of 
the Interior from certifying or patenting any lands to railroad corpora- 
tions until Congress shall have acted upon any bill or report from com- 
mittee declaring forfeiture of same, reported it with amendments. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. LAPHAM, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the pension claim of Isabella J. Ramsdell, now 
on file in the Secretary's office, be returned to the Committee on Pensions, there 
having been no adverse report. 


NORTHERN CHEYENNE INDIANS. 


Mr. INGALLS submitted the following resolution; which was co 
| sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to report to the Senat 
the facts relative to the condition of the Northern Cheyenne Indians on th 


Tongue and Rosebud Rivers who are alleged to be without rations and con 
mitting depredations upon settlers for subsistence. 


TARIFF REPORT. 
Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following concurrent resolution: which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report of 
Joseph Nimmo, jr., Chiefof the Bureau of Statistics in the Treasury Department, 
on the operations of the tariff act of March 3, 1883, be printed ; and that there hx 


printed 6,500 additional copies, of which 2,000 shall be for the use of the Senat« 
4,000 for the use of the House, and 500 for the use of the Treasury Department 





MARIA G. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Monday I gave notice that at this hour I should 
ask to take up Order of Business 787, being a resolution to pay Maria 
G. Underwood $5,000 in full compensation for the time and expenses 
of her husband in prosecuting his claim to a seat in the Senate, with a 
view of submitting some remarks upon the resolution. I stated at th 
same time that I would not ask to antagonize an appropriation bill. |! 
state now that when the sundry civil appropriation bill is concluded, 
if there be time to-day, I shall ask that privilege, and if not I shall ask 
it to-morrow. 


BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Houseof Representatives be requested 
to return to the custody of the Senate the bill (H. R. 4696) to authoriz« 
the location of a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers and sailor 
in either of the States of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, lowa, Minnesota, 
Missouri, or Nebraska. The bill was passed by the Senate yesterday 
with amendments. 
The motion was agreed to. 
CATHARINE H. GLICK. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill 
(S. 1971) granting a pension to Catharine H. Glick, widow of Elias B. 
Glick, deceased. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Lappeal to the Senator from Iowa to allow me to 
have the pension bill which has just been returned from the House of 
Representatives postponed and the House bill pensioning the widow of 
Dr. Elias B. Glick taken up and passed. It will not take two minutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I regret to be compelled to object, for the reason that 
the sundry civil bill must be finished to-day, and then there will be 
ample time, I will say to the Senator from Indiana, to pass all these 
other matters. 

Mr. VOORHEES. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
| tion of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. lI ask unanimons consent that the bill be read for 
| amendment at this time, and that the amendments of the Committee 

on Appropriations be first considered, and that they be considered as 
the reading proceeds. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill be read as in Committee of the Whole by 
| paragraphs for amendment, and that the amendments of the Commit 














tee on Appropriations as reported and others that they may propose as 
the bill goes on be considered in connectiou with the reading of the 
bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let me inquire of the Senator from Iowa whether 
that will permit amendments other than those offered by the commit- 
tee before the reading of the bill is through ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It will not permit amendments unless they are 
offered as amendments to the committee amendments until after the | 
reading of the bill isthrough. Then, of course, the whole bill will be | 
open to amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa with reference to the reading of the bill and ac- 
tion on the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations? The 
Chair hears none. The reading will be proceeded with. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations ‘‘ under 
the State Department,’’ in line 11, after the word ‘‘State,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘two’’ and insert “‘ eight;’’ and after the words ‘‘ eighteen hun- | 
dred and,”’ in line 15, to strike out ‘‘ eighty-three’’ and insert ‘‘ eighty- | 
two;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For expenses of the international conference for fixing a common zero of 
longitude and standard of time reckoning, including cost of printing and trans- 
lations, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of State, $8,000; and | 
the President is hereby authorized to appoint two delegates to represent the 
United States at said international conference, in addition to the number au- 


thorized by the act approved August 3, 1582, and who shall serve without com- | 
pensation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 25 to 30, in the follow- 


ing words: 


The commission may also conduct such special investigations, both at and 
subsequent to the international electrical exhibition, as may conduce to the | 
progress of electrical science in this country, and may prepare and submit re- 
ports of the results of the conference and investigations. | 

So as to make the clause read: 


That said commission may invite scientific men, native and foreign, to par- 
ticipate in the conference, and may, in general, determine the scope and char- 
acter of its work. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 31, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to | 
strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ten,’’ and in line 36, before the word | 
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 


Chat the sum of $10,000 be appropriated to meet the expenses of the commis- 
sion in conducting the conference and investigations and to meet the expenses 


of preparing reports of the same: Provided, That the whole amount of the ex- | 


pense incurred by said commission shall not exceed the said sum of $10,000; 
and the .members of said commission shall not receive any compensation for 
services. 

fhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 38, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of State to pay expenses already incurred for the 
Siamese embassy, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 41, to insert: 

For payment, under the final award made by the late French and American 
Claims Commission against the United States,of the claims of French citizens 
against this Government, under the treaty of January 15, 1880, between this coun- 
try and France, $625,566.35. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 48, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of State to obtain dies of the obverse and reverse of 
the seal of the United States, and the appliances necessary for making impres- 
sions from and for the preservation of the same, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 52, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of State to appoint from time totime, for such period 
as is absolutely necessary, medical inspectors to be attached to the United States 
consulates in countries where yellow fever, cholera, or plague exists in epi- 
demic form, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was. after line 57, to insert: 


That the sum of $559.11 of the unexpended balance of the appropriation for | 


contingent expenses for foreign missions, 1882, be, and the same is hereby, reap- 
propriated and made available to pay the widow of General Judson Kilpatrick, 
late United States minister to Chili, the amount found due him on the settle- 
ment of his accounts for contingent expenses of the legation of the United 
States in Chili in 1882 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out lines 67 to 70, inclusive, as 
follows: 

That the work of the commission shall be completed within three years after 
the passage of this act; and any balance remaining unexpended at the expira- 
tion of that time shal! be covered into the United States Treasury 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ under the Treasury 
Department,’ ‘‘ public buildings,’’ in line 74, to increase the appro- 
priation ‘‘ for post-office and court-house at Baltimore, Md.: For con- 
tinuation of building,’’ from $100,000 to $150,000 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 
rhe next amendment was, in line 80, after the word *' 





for,’’ 
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out ‘‘ continuation ’’ and insert ‘‘ completion of building,’’ and be- 
fore the word ‘‘hundred”’ to strike out *‘ one’’ and insert ‘‘ three;”’ 


For custom-house and post-office at Cincinnati,,Ohio: For completion of 


building, $300,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 92, to increase the appropriation 


‘for court-house and post-office at Columbus, Ohio: For continuation of 
building,’’ from 3 





0,000 to 5100, 000. 
The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was, in line 102, to increase the appropriation 
=f 


‘for court-house and post-office at Denver, Colo.: For continuation,”’ 
from $50,000 to $75,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 105, to insert: 


For custom-house and post-office at Dubuque, lowa: For purchasing lot im- 
mediately north of the custom-house lot, Dubuque, lowa, $5,000: Provided, That 

| no part of the purchase money shall be paid until the Attorney-General of the 
United States shall be satisfied that there is a good title to said premises in the 


United States, free from all incumbrance. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 112, to insert: 


For court-house and post-office at Fort Wayne, Ind.: For continuation of 


building, $40,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 116, to increase the appropriation 


‘* for court-house and post-office at Galveston, Tex.: For continuation of 
building,’’ from $25,000 to $30,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 117, to insert: 


For court-house and post-office at Harrisonburgh, Va.: For completion of build- 


ing, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 131, to insert: 


For court-house and post-office at Lynchburg, Va For continuation of build 


ing, $25,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in line 141, to 


strike out the following proviso: 


Provided, That the Attorney-General is hereby authorized and directed to 
- damages against said raglway companies, if in his judgment a re 





covery can be had against them 





So as to make the clause read: 





For ct m-house, court-house,and post-office at Memphis, Tenn.: For com- 


lilding and approaches, $50,000; and forthe construction of a support- 


has been cut away along the river front thereof by certain railway companies 


$50,000: in all, $100,000 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 146, after the word *‘‘ for,’’ to insert 
‘extension of site and;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
__For post-office at Minneapolis, Minn. : For extension of site and continuation 
$70,000 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I wish to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriationsa question. I observe that the bill appro- 
priates $70,000 for the post office at Minneapolis, Minn., ** for exten- 
sion of site and continuation.’’ The act providing for the erection of 
a public building at Minneapolis was approved on the 11th day of April, 
1882. The amount which the site and building should cost is limited 
by the act to $175,000. What 1 wish to ask the chairman is whethe1 
in making these appropriations the committee limits itself to the amount 
limited in the act authorizing the construction of the building 

Mr. ALLISON As | understand this particular appropriation, the 
limit fixed for the cost of the building is $175,000. I think $100,000 
has already been appropriated, certainly not more; so that the $70,000 
appropriation is within the limits. But theSupervising Architect says 
that it is necessary to add about thirty feet of ground to the building 
and we therefore inserted the words which are found in line 147. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 147, to insert 





For court-house and post-office at Montgomery, Ala. : Forcompletion of build 
ing and approaches and inclosing grounds with an iron fence, $5,000 


The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was, in line 152, after the word ‘* plumbing 
to insert ‘‘including sewerage;’’ and in line 153, before the word 
‘*thousand,”’ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five’? and insert ‘* forty-seven; 


so as to make the clause read: 


For custom house at New Or] 
and for completion of repairs, $47,000 


eans a For plumbing, in« i mt erage 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was 


Court-house and 
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work of j 
for the heat 





rations and repairs as may be needed for the building proper and 
ig apparatus and elevators therein 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, after line 163, to insert: 


For court-house and post-office at New Haven, Conn.: For extension and re- 
pairs of building, $50,000 
The amendment was agreed to | 
The next amendment was, after line 166, to insert: 


For public building at Norfolk, Va For introducing heating apparatus and 
improving grounds, $15,000 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, after line 185, to insert 


For the new custom-house 
building, $9,900 


at Saint Louis: For paving streets adjacent to the | 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, in line 190, before the word “ thousand,”’ 


to strike out ‘‘ fifty’? and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ and in line 192, after | 
‘* New York,’’ to strike out j 

Provided, That the stone can there be procured as cheaply as elsewhere, all 
things being equal | 


So as to make the clause read 


For post-office and court-house at Syracuse, N. Y For continuation of build- 
ing, $75,000; stone used in the construction of said building to be procured from 
quarries in the State of New York 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 210, after the word ‘‘ buildings,”’ 
to strike out ‘“‘including marine hospitals;’’ and in line 212, before the 
word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out “ fifty’’ and insert *‘seventy-five;’’ so 
as to make the clause read 
For repairs and preservation of public buildings: Repairs and preservation 
of custom-houses, court-houses, post-offices, and other public buildings under 
control of Treasury Department, $175,000 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, after line 212, to insert 

For repairs and preservation of marine hospitals, $25,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 220, to insert: 

For the repair of the United States mint building at Denver, Colo., $20,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 222, to insert: 


For hydraulic passenger-elevator for building at corner of Seventeenth and F 
streets, known as Winder’s building, $6,500 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 225, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to employ a suitable person to in- 
spect all public buildings and examine into their requirements for furniture and 


other furnishings, includiog fuel, lights, and other current expenses, $3,000; and 
for necessary expenses, not exceeding $3,000; in all, $6,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. | 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Light-houses, beacons, 
and fog-signals,’’ after line 255, to insert: 


For the purpose of erecting a light-house on the north end of Conanicut Island, | 
Narraganset Bay, Rhode Island, $15,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 262, to insert : 


For lease of ground for electric light at Hell Gate, $400; and the Light-House 
Board is hereby authorized, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, 


to lease such parcel of land as is required for the establishment of said electric 
light at Hell Gate 


The amendment was agreed to. | 
The next amendment was, alter line 267, to insert: 
For the establishment of lights on Hudson River, $5,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, alter line 269, to insert: 


For the establishment of lights on Cape Fear River, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 271, to insert: 

For the establishment of lights on Saint John’s River, Florida, $10,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 280, to insert: 


Croatan light station, North Carolina: For removing the Croatan light-house 
to a point where it will be of more value to navigators, $15,000. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 294, to increase the appropriation | 
for ‘‘ Mosquito Inlet light station, Florida: For continuing the light- 
house at Mosquito Inlet, Florida’’ from $15,000 to $70,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 298, to increase the appropriation 


for ‘‘ Rebecca Shoal light station, Florida: For completing the erection | 
of a light-house on Rebecca Shoal, Florida Reefs, Florida’’ from $15,000 
to $20,000. 


lhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 304, to increase the appropriation 
or ** Northwest Seal Rock light station, California: For continuing 
¢ construction of a light-house on the Northwest Seal Rock, off Point 
int George, California,’’ from $30,000 to $75,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. i 


pn 


| tor from Iowa that after the word ‘‘one,’’ 
‘the word ‘‘on’’ should be inserted and the word ‘‘on’’ before ‘ 


the Secretary of the Treasury may determine; pay of volunteer crews for drill 
| and exercise ; fuel forstations and houses of refuge 


| to strike out 


The next amendment was, after line 305, to insert: 


Gray's Harbor, Washington Territory: For the establishment of a light at 
the entrance of Gray's Harbor, Washington Territory, $15,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 313. 

Mr. CONGER. In line 310, I move to strike out ‘ 
and insert ‘‘completing,”’ 
‘*thousand’’ and insert * 


‘commencing "’ 
and in line 311, to strike out ‘‘ten’’ before 
‘twenty;’’ so as to read: 


For completing the construction of a light-house at or near Port Sanilac, Lak« 
Huron, Michigan, $20,000 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


That amendment is not now in or- 
der. 


Under the order of the Senate, on the first reading through of the 
bill only the amendments proposed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions will be considered, after which the amendment will be in order. 

Mr. CONGER. Very well; I shall move the amendment subse- 
quently. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line 
343, in the appropriations for *‘ life-saving stations.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sena- 
in line 343, to make sense, 
*one’’ 
of” 
And of one on the coasts of Lakes Ontario and Erie, $1,800. 

Mr. ALLISON. That should be done. 
The PRESIDENT The amendment will be made if 


changed to ** so as to read: 





I pro tempore. 
there be no objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘* Life-saving 
stations,’’ in line 371, before ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘eighty ’’ and 
insert ‘‘ eighty-seven;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of crews of surfmen employed at the life-saving and life-boat stations 
during the period of actual employment; compensation of volunteers at life- 


saving and life-boat stations, for actual and deserving service rendered upon 
any occasion of disaster, at such rate, not to exceed $10 for each volunteer, as 
; repairsand outfits for sam« 

rebuilding and improvement of same; supplies and provisions for houses of ref 
uge and for shipwrecked persons succored at stations; traveling expenses of 


| officers under orders from the Treasury Department; for carrying out the pro 


visions of sections 7 and 8 of the act approved May 4, 1882, and contingent 
expenses, including freight, storage, repairs to apparatus, medals, labor, sta 


tionery, advertising, and miscellaneous expenses that can not be included un 


der any other head of life-saving stations on the coasts of the United States 
$687,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Revenue-cutter serv- 
ice,’’ in line 399, after ‘‘ Richard Rush,’’ to strike out ‘‘(and for the 
construction of the steam light-house tender herein provided for 


se 


so 


as to read: 


For rebuilding the revenue steamer Richard Rush, including a new hull, 
boiler, and outfits, but retaining the present engines, $80,000; and a sum not ex- 
ceeding $10,000 to be obtained from sale of the old hull and materials: Provided, 
That the same shall be sold only after due appraisement and advertisement, and 
at a price not less than the appraised value. The Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized and required to advertise for bids for the rebuilding of the 


| Richard Rush, according to the plans and specifications, which shall be open for 
inspection by persons proposing to contract. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Engraving and print- 
ing,’’ in line 426, after the word ‘‘ destroyed,’’ tostrike out *‘ four hun- 
dred and seventy-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ five hundred and fifteen; ”’ 


so as to 
make the clause read: 


For salaries of all necessary clerks and employés, and for labor (by the day, 
piece, or contract), including labor of workmen skilledin engraving, transfer- 
ring, plate-printing, and other specialties necessary for carrying on the work of 
engraving and printing notes, bonds, and other securities of the United States 
and national-bank notes, the pay for such labor to be fixed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, at rates not exceeding the rates usually paid for such work; and 
for other expenses of engraving and printing notes, bonds, and other securities 
of the United States and national-bank notes; for materials other than distinct- 
ive paper required in the work of engraving and printing; for purchase of en- 
gravers’ tools, dies, rolls, and plates, and for senchinet and repairs of same ; 
and for expenses of operating macerating machines for the destruction of the 
United States notes, bonds, and other obligations of the Un'ted States author- 
ized to be destroyed, $515,700; and from said sum work may be executed by the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing for the following purposes, namely. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 436, to increase the appropriation 
‘* for engraving (except face-plates), printing, and finishing circulating 
notes for national banking associations’’ from $110,000 to $150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Light-House Estab- 


| lishment,”’’ in line 450, to increase the appropriation ‘‘ for supplies of 


light-houses *’ from $350,000 to $375,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 470, to increase the appropriation 
‘“‘for expenses of light-vessels: For seamen’s wages, rations, repairs, 
salaries, supplies, and incidental expenses of thirty light-ships’’ from 
$230,000 to $240,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, before the word ‘*‘ thousand,’ 
‘**twenty-live’’ and insert ** forty-five;’’ 


For expenses of buoyage: For expenses of raising, cleaning, painting, repair- 
ing, removing, and supplying losses of buoys, spindles, and day-beacons, and 


in line 477, 
so as to read: 
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for the maintenance of whistling buoys and bell-buoys, and for chains, sinkers, 
and similar necessaries, $345,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 481, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ sixty;’’ soas to make the clause 
read: 

For expenses of fog-signals: For establishing, renewing, duplicating, and im- 


proving fog-signals and buildings connected therewith, and for repairs and 
incidental expenses of the same, 360,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 487, after ‘‘Ohio,’’ toinsert ‘‘and;’’ 
in line 488, before the word ‘‘ rivers,’’ to strike out ‘‘ Hudson and Cape 
Fear;’’ and in line 493, before the word ‘‘thousand,”’’ to strike out 
‘‘ninety-eight’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


For lighting and buoyage ofrivers: For maintenance of post lights and buoys 
on the Mississippi, Ohio, and Missouri, and at the mouth of Red River, Louisi- 
ana, the Light-House Board being hereby authorized td lease the necessary 
ground for all such lights and beacons as are used to point out changeable chan- 
nels, and which in consequence can not be made permanent, $175,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 496, to increase the appropriation 
‘‘for survey of light-house sites: For examination and survey of sites 
for proposed light-houses, and preparing plans for proposed structures’? 
from $5,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Coast and Geodetic 
Survey,’’ in line 503, after ‘‘Gulf Stream,’’ to insert ‘‘and Japan 
Stream;’’ and in line 506, after *‘ North America,’’ to insert ‘‘ and the 
compilation of data for a general map of the United States;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For every expenditure requisite for and incident to the survey of the Atlantic 
Gulf, and Pacific coasts of the United States, including the survey of rivers to 
the head of tide water or ship navigation ; deep-sea soundings, temperature and 
current observations along the coasts and throughout the Gulf Stream and Japan 
Stream flowing off the said coasts ; tidal observations; the necessary resurveys; 
the preparation of the Coast Pilot; a magnetic map of North America, and the 
compilation of data for a general map of the United States; and including 
compensation not otherwise appropriated for of persons employed on the field- 
work, in conformity with the regulations for the governmeat of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey adopted by the Secretary of the Treasury, and including al- 
lowance for subsistence to officers of the Navy attached to the survey, not ex- 
ceeding $1 per day, as allowed by act of Congress approved June 12, 1858, and 
also including the repairs, outtit, and equipment of vessels used in the survey, 
to be expended under the following heads. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 521, to increase the appropriation 
‘for continuing the survey of the unsurveyed portions of the coast of 
Maine eastward from Chandler’s River toward Quoddy Head”’ from 
$6,500 to $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 524, to increase the appropriation 
‘for examination of reported dangers and changes on the eastern coast 
and Vineyard Sound ”’ from $1,500 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 526, to increase the appropriation 
‘for continuing resurvey of Long Island Sound ’’ from $10,500 to 
$15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 529, to increase the appropriation 
“‘ for completing resurvey of Delaware Bay, including current observa- 
tions ’’ from $6,000 to $9,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 531, to increase the appropriation 
‘for continuing examination of changes and resurveys on the seacoast 
of New Jersey ’’ from $1,800 to $2,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 536, to increase the appropriation 
“‘for survey of estuaries of Chesapeake Bay, including Chincoteague 
Bay, Maryland, and of sounds and tide-water passages in North and 
South Carolina not heretofore surveyed ’’ from $1,200 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 538, to increase the appropriation 
“* for continuing the survey of the sounds on the eastern coast of Florida, 
including the Saint John’s River’’ from $2,500 to $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 542, to increase the appropriation 
“‘for continuing the survey of the western coast of Florida from San 
Carlos entrance southward, and from Bayport southward, and hydrog- 
raphy of same’’ from $4,000 to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 546, to increase the appropriation 
“*for examining the changes in Mobile Bay, and surveying around the 
Chandeleur Islands and the waters on the east coast of Louisiana’’ 
from $1,400 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 552, to increase the appropriation 
‘‘for continuing the survey of the coast of Louisiana from Bayou La 
Fourche westward and between Vermillion Bay and Mermenteau Pass, 





including hydrography on the coasts of Texas and Louisiana west of 


| the Mississippi River ’’ from $5,500 to $6,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 555, to increase the appropriation 
“‘ for making the requisite verification of the work and for re-examina- 
tions of entrances on the coast of Texas ’’ from $1,800 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 558, to increase the appropriation 
‘“*to make off-shore soundings along the Atlantic coast and current and 
temperature observations in the Gulf Stream ”’ from $6,000 to $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 560, to increase the appropriation 
‘for continuing the researches in physical hydrography relating to 
harbors and bars’’ from $3,000 to $3,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 563, to increase the appropriation 
‘‘for determinations of geographical positions (longitude party) ’’ from 
$2,000 to $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 565, to increase the appropriation 
‘“*to continue the primary triangulation from Atlanta toward Mobile’’ 
from $2,000 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 568, to increase the appropriation 
‘*for continuing an exact line of levels from the Gulf to the transcon- 
tinental line of levels between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans’’ from 
31,000 to 32,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 570, to increase the appropriation 


‘ 


| ‘‘to continue tide observations on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts, and re- 


searches relating thereto ’’ from $2,000 to $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 574, to increase the appropriation 
“to continue gravity experiments ’’ from $3,000 to $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


| The next amendment was, in line 578, to increase the appropriation 


‘*to continue the compilation of the Coast Pilot, and to make special 
hydrographic examinations for the same’’ from $2,000 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 578, to insert: 

For continuing the compilation of data for a general map of the United States, 
$2,000. 

The amendment was agreed td. 

The next amendment was, in line 585, to increase the appropriation 
‘* for topography from San Luis Capistrano toward San Diego, from Point 
Piedras Blancas to Cape San Martin, and supplementary surveys near 
San Francisco ’’ from $5,500 to $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 590, to increase the appropriation 
‘for primary triangulation from San Luis Obispo northward, from 
Santa Clara southward, and from Trinidad northward, including a line 
of precise levels from Saucelito to the transcontinental line of levels ’’ 
trom $11,000 to $16,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 592, to increase the appropriation 
‘* for hydrography of the same coast’’ from $5,000 to $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 599, to increase from $7,000 to 
$10,000 the appropriation ‘‘for continuing the survey of the coast of 
Oregon, namely: Survey from Umpqua River southward, and includ- 
ing such river mouths as may be specially called for, and off-shore hy- 
drography, and the survey of Columbia River and Willamette River to 
the head of navigation.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 603, to increase the appropriation 
‘for continuing the survey of the coast of Washington Territory, 
namely: For continuing the triangulation, topography, and hydrog- 
raphy of Fuca Strait, of the estuaries of Puget Sound, and of Posses- 
sion Sound, from $9,000 to $14,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 610, to increase the appropriation 
| ‘‘ for continuing explorations in the waters of Alaska; the preparation 
for and making hydrographic surveys in the same’’ from $3,550 to 
$4,850. 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 616, to increase from $1,400 to $2,000 
the appropriation ‘‘for miscellaneous work and contingencies of all 
| kinds, including traveling expenses of officers and men of the Navy on 
duty, not specified in the above, and ‘for any special surveys that may 
be required by the Light-House Board or other proper authority.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 623, to increase the appropriation 


‘*for traveling expenses of the Superintendent and his party on duty of 


inspection *’ from $800 to $1,200. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 626, to increase the appropriation 





DSA CONGRE 


for objects not hereinbefore named that may be deemed urgent’’ from 
$1,000 to $1,500 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 630, before the word ‘‘ dollars,”’ 
to strike out “‘eighteen thousand”’ and insert ‘‘sixty-four thousand 
eight hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read 


d 10 per cent. of the foregoing amounts shall be available interchangeably 
expenditure on the objects named; in all, for party expenses, $164,800. 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
rhe next amendment was, after line 630, to insert: 
For furnishing points for State surveys, $16,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Che 


torce 


next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ pay of office 
of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, in line 663, after the word 
thousand,’’ to insert ‘‘ two hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read 


In office of disbursing agent, three persons, from $1,400 to $3,000 per annum, 


SH AK 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 670, before the word *‘ hundred,”’ 
o strike out ‘‘ four’’ and insert ‘‘ two;’’ 


t so as to make the clause read: 


I office of the Coast Pilot, thre« 


Che amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ miscellaneous objects 
under the Treasury Department,’’ in line 746, after the word ‘* stamps,”’ 
to insert ‘‘ for the Bureau of Internal Revenue; in line 747, before the 
word ‘* thousand,’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘fifty,’’ and in line 
751, after the word *‘Treasury,’’ to strike out 
P 


shall be found after an advertisement for proposals it would cost to have it done 
elsew here 


ovided 


So as to make the clause read: 


For paper and stamps for the Bureau of Internal Revenue, $450,000; the en- 
graving and printing of said stamps to be done in the Bureauof Engraving and 
Printing of the Treasury Department, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 762, after the words ‘‘in the,”’ 


to 
out ‘‘division’’ and insert ‘‘ Bureau;”’ 


ke so as to make thie clause 


read 


str 


For detecting and bringing to trial and punishment persons guilty of violat- 
ng the internal-revenue laws, or conniving 


at the same, including payments 
or information and detection of such violations, $0,000; andthe Commissioner 


of Internal Revenue shall make a detailed statement to Congress once in each 
year as to how he has expended this sum, and also a detailed statement of all 
niscellaneous expenditures in the Bureau of Internal Revenue for which appro- 
priation is made in this act 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 769, after the word “‘ dollars,’’ 
strike out 


And hereafter contracts for the transportation of all moneys, bullion, coin, 
notes, bonds, and other securities of the United States, and paper, shall be let to 
the lowest responsible bidder therefor, after due legal advertisement 


So as to make the clause read 


For contingent expenses under the requirements of section 3653 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the U nited States, for the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and 


disbursement of the public money, and for transportation of notes, bonds, and 
other securities of the United States, $55,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 775, to increase the appropriation 
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| strike out 


persons, from $720 to $1,500 per annum, | 
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=? 


useful food-fishes, including lobsters, oysters, and other shell-fish, and for con- 
tinuing the inquiry into the causes of the decrease of the food-fishes of the 
United States, including salaries or compensation of all necessary employés 
$125,000; and 10 per cent. of the amounts appropriated for the service of the 
United States Fish Commission shall be available interchangeably for expendi 
ture on the objects named 

The amendment was agreed to. ¥ 


The next amendment was, in line 814, after the word 


‘* rooms,’ to 
strike out 


‘‘and other necessary office expenses’’ and insert ‘‘in the 
city of Washington;’’ and in line 815, after the word ‘‘ thousand,”’ to 
** five hundred’’ and insert ‘‘ three hundred and eighty ;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

For expenses of the office of the United States Fish Commission: For rent of 
rooms in the city of Washington, $1,380. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 831, after the word 
to strike out ‘‘three thousand’’ and insert 
dred; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 


equipment,”’ 
four thousand five hun- 


sc 


For the completion of the car for the distribution of carp and other useful 


food-fishes to distant portions of the United States, authorized by act approved 
March 3, 1883, and its equipment, $4,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. ,/ 

The next amendment was, in line 843, to increase the appropriation 
‘for completion of the necessary constructions at Wood’s Holl Harbor, 
Massachusetts, and their equipment, for the propagation of and investi- 





| gation in regard to useful sea-fishes and other marine animals’’ from 


That the cost of doing it there shall not hereafter exceed what it | 


to | 


> 


$15,000 to $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. WV 

The next amendment was, under the head of *‘ current expenses, pub- 
lic buildings,’’ in line 860, to increase the apppropriation ‘‘ for pay of 
assistant custodians and janitors: For pay of assistant custodians and 
janitors, including all persenal services in connection with all public 
buildings under control of the Treasury Department outside of the 
District of Columbia’’ from $300,000 to $360,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 865, to increase the appropriations 
‘* for heating apparatus for public buildings, including new buildings: 
For heating, hoisting, and ventilating apparatus, and repairs to the 
same, for all public buildings, including marine hospitals, under con- 
trol of the Treasury Department’’ from $125,000 to $150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

ARMY 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. lIask the Senator from Iowa having charge of the 
bill to yield to me while I make a report from a conference committee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair Will 
the Senator from lowa yield to the Senator from Kansas ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield for the purpose of receiving the report of 
the committee of conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be received and read. 
‘The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 35 to the bill (H. R. 6861) making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend anddo recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


| lows 


‘* for freight on bullion and coin: For freighton bullion and coin between | 


the mints and assay offices’’ from $15,000 to $20,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 788 and 789 


, in the fol- 
lowing words 


For repair of the United States mint building at Denver, Colo., $10,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, after line 789, to insert: 


That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Department be, and are 
hereby, authorized and directed to examine the claim of the State of Massachu- 
setts for expenses incurred and paid, at the request of the President and Secre- 
tary of State, during the war, in protecting the harbors and strengthening the 


| the House 


fortifications on the coast, now on file withthe Third Auditor, and to audit the | 


same 


, under the act of July 27, 1861 (12 Statutes at Large, page 276), and report 
the amount found due to Congress 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the word ‘‘audit,’’ in line 796, and inserting *‘ adjust;’’ 


And to adjust the same 


so as to read: 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Qommittee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations *‘ under the 
(Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries,’’ in line 809, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ to insert: 


| morning 


And 10 per cent. of the amounts appropriated for the service of the United 


States I 


ish Commission shall be available interchangeably for expenditure on 
the obje« 


ts named 
So as to make the clause read: 


For the propagation of food-fishes 


For the introduction by the United States 
sh Commission into, 


and to increase in, the waters of the United States of ! 


I 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the said amendment num- 
bered 35. 


P. B. PLUMB, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


WILLIAM H. FORNEY, 
J. WARREN KEIFER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move the adoption of the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
adoption of the report. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state for the information of the Senate that 
from its disagreement to the Senate amendment. 
The Senate amended the Army bill by striking out so mach of the bill 
as related to the prices paid for Army transportation. The conferees 
of the House have now agreed torecede from their disagreement to the 
Senate amendment, leaving the bili as it passed the Senate in that 
particular. 

Phe report was concurred in. 


The Senator from Kansas moves the 


recedes 


REMOVAL 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the House of Representatives he re- 
quested to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain 
soldiers from the charge of desertion, which was passed yesterd: 

I desire it returned in order that I may ask the Senate to 
appoint a committee of conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri, to request the return of the bill from the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


OF CHARGE OF DESERTION. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
Mr. MORGAN. I desire to be relieved from further service upon the 
Committee on Fisheries. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Alabama asks to be 
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excused from further service upon the Committee on Fisheries. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SLATER. I ask to be relieved from further service upon the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of | 
the Senator from Oregon? The Chair hearsnone, and the order will be 


made excusing him from further service upon that committee. 
Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Chair fill the vacancies upon the 


Committeeson Fisheries and on Indian Affairs occasioned by the resigna- | 


tion of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER] and myself this morn- 
ne. 
fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent that the Chair be authorized to fill the vacancies 


occasioned by the resignation of the gentlemen named on the Commit- | 


tees on Fisheries and Indian Affairs. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears no objection. The Chair appoints to be a member of the Com- 
mittee on Fisheries the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER], and upon 
the Committee on Indian Affairs the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. Mor- 
GAN]. J 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 
and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘Alaskan seal- 
fisheries,’ after line 921, to insert: 

For the protection of sea-otter hunting-grounds and seal-fisheries in Alaska: 
To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to use revenue steamers for the pro- 


tection of the interests of the Government on the seal-islands and the seal- 


otter hunting-grounds, and the enforcement of the provisions of lawin Alaska, 
$25,000. / 


The amendment was agreed to. “ 


The next amendment was to strike out lines 941 to 943, inclusive, as 


follows: 
That all laws or parts of laws authorizing the appointment of a National 
Board of Health be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 
(nd in lieu thereof to insert: 


For pay and expenses of the members of the National Board of Health, 
$10,000. 


For the investigation of questions affecting the public health, $8,000 

Mr. HARRIS _ I would suggest to the Senator from Iowa in charge 
f the bill to strike out in the first paragraph ‘‘ten,’’ in line 945, and 
nsert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to read: 

For pay and expenses of the members of the National Board of Health, $8,000. 

And in line 947, to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to 
read: 

For the investigation of questions affecting the public health, $10,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HARRIS. It does not change the amount of the appropriation, 
but changes the items. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change will be made if there 
be no objection. The question is on the amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 947, to insert: 


For rent, fuel, postage, telegraphing, printing, and all other miscellaneous 
expenses, $2,500. 

For clerks and messenger, $4,500; amounting, in all, to $25,000. 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized, in case of threat- 
ened or actual epidemic, to use the unexpended balance of appropriation made 
by act approved August 7, 1882, and act approved March 3, 1883, not to exceed 
$100,000, in aid of State and local boards, or otherwise, in his discretion, in pre- 
venting and suppressing the spread of the same and maintaining quarantine at 
points of danger. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 963 to 965, inclusive, 
as follows: 

United States quarantine buildings, Marine Hospital Service: Gulf quaran- 
tine: For building wharf, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 979, to increase from $10,000 to 
$50,000 the appropriation ‘‘to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 
establish and maintain quarantine stations, and to provide proper shel- 
ter for and care of neat-cattle imported, at such ports as he may deem 
necessary.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 970, to insert: 

For amount necessary to pay direct-tax purchasers the amount paid by said 


purchasers for real estate sold under the direct-tax laws, and from which they 
have been evicted by judgment of a United States court, $2,414. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ United States Execu- 
tive Departments at the World’s Industrial and Cotton Centennial Ex- 
position at New Orleans, La.,’’ in line 986, after ‘‘ State Department,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ ten ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ in line 987, after ‘‘ Treasury 
Department,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and insert ‘‘ fifteen;’’ in line 988, 
-after ‘‘ Interior Department,’’ to strike out ** (notincluding the Bureau 


5SSSD 


of Education in line 989, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out 
** twenty-five’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in the 
same line, to strike out ‘‘ for the Bureau of Education, Interior Depart- 
ment,.$40,000;’’ and in line 1000, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert 


To be disbursed under the direction of the board on United States Executive 
Departments appointed under executive order of May 13, 1884; and no expenses 


|} of any kind beyond the amounts herein provided for shal! be incurred by any 
| of the said Departments, or any officer thereof, on account of said exposition 


So as to make the clause read: 


lo enable the several Executive Departments, the Department of Agriculture 
and the Smithsonian Institution to participate in the World’s Industrial and 
Cotton Centennial Exposition to be held at New Orleans, La., under act of Con- 
gress of February 10, 1883,as follows: For the War Department, $80,000; for the 
Navy Department, $60,000; for the State Department, $20,000: for the Treasury 
Department, $15,000; for the Interior Department, $150,000; for the Post-Office 
Department, $10,000; for the Department of Agriculture, 40,000; for the Depart- 
ment of Justice, $3,000; for the Smithsonian Institution (including the National 
Museum and Commission of Fish and Fisheries), $100,000; for necessary inci- 
dental expenses of administration by the board, including office-rent, fuel, gas, 


| stationery, telegrams, and expressage, $22,000; in all, $500,000; to be disbursed 


under the direction of the board on United States Executive Departments ap- 
pointed under executive order of May 13,1884; and no expenses ofany kind be- 
yond the amounts herein provided for shall be incurred by any of the said De- 
partments, or any officer thereof, on account of said exposition 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to give notice that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations instruct me—that is their last instruction—to move to 
strike out, from line 979 to 1005, all that provision and insert what 

| I send to the Secretary’s desk. I think the whole situation may as 
well be understood now. The proposition is to strike out the whole 
paragraph relating to this World’s Industrial and Cotton Centennial 
Exposition and insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from lowa moves to 
amend the amendments proposed by the committee to the paragraph 
from line 979 to 1005 inclusive by inserting in lieu of the whole para- 
graph an amendment which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


ro enable the several Executive Departments of the Government, including 


the Department of Agriculture and the Smithsonian Institution, to participate 
in the World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition to be held at New 
Orleans, La., under act of Congress of February 10, 1883, to be expended under 
the direction of the President, $250,000. 

Mr. BECK. I ask the chairman of the committee if he has any ob 
jection to allowing this amendment to be passed over until the othe 
amendments of the committee are disposed of, to be considered as one 
of the committee amendments, put after the other amendments have 
been acted on? I will state my reason for the request. A great many 
gentlemen were induced to believe by the printed bill—the chairman 
of the Committee on Education and Labor is one of them, who is now 
absent—that the amendment as printed in the bill would be the one 
the committee would adhere,to. If the proposed amendment is read 
and the attention of the Senate called to it, I think there will be less 

| trouble, and it will be fairer to allow it to be passed over until gentle- 
| men objecting to the amendment have time to look at it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that if the Senator thinks 
gentlemen have been misled by this printed bill. 

Mr. BECK. Ithink so. I believe it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to passing it over for the time 
being, but I give notice now of the amendment as proposed by the 
committee and ask Senators to give their attention to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that the question on the amendments from lines 
979 and 1005 be passed over informally to be resumed at a later stage. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the items ‘‘ under the Navy De- 
partment,’’ after line 1008, to insert: 

For repairing the dry-dock at the Brooklyn, N. Y., navy-yard, $140,954. 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1011, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to continue the improvement of the cob- 


dock at the navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. Y., the unexpended balance of the appro- 
priation made by 





act of March 3, 1883, (22 Statutes, page 620), amounting to 
$47,362, is hereby reappropriated and made available for expenditures during 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1022, to insert 

For the erection of a new derrick at the Mare Island navy-yard, $40,000 

‘he amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1024, to insert: 


For Coasters’ Harbor Island, Rhode Island: For completion of wharf, dredg- 
ing, heating apparatus, water supply for drill-hal!l and training-ships, repairs to 
old building and main causeway, and for lighting thoroughfares, houses, and 
vessels at Coasters’ Harbor Island, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1030, to insert 

For incidental expenses of conducting a post-graduate school for naval officers 
$5000. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee instructs me to ask the Senate to 
disagree to that amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1032, to insert: 

For the publication of information from abroad, Bureau of Navigation, $5,000 

The amendment was agreed to 

rhe next amendment was, after line 1034, to insert: 

For altering and refitting one 


y-yard as a barrack for marines stationed there, $12,350 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendmendment was, after line 1038, to insert: 
} 


For completing the repairs to the Superintendent's house at the Naval Acad- 
emy Annapolis $5,000 


Mr. ALLISON The committee 
disagree to that amendment 
The amendment was rejected. 


instruct me to ask the Senate to 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1041, to insert 


ro pay the owners of the schooner Druid in full satisfaction of their claim for 
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of the Government buildings at the Norfolk 


lossand damage to said vessel and cargo resulting from collision with the United 


States steamer Powhatan, on the Lith day of October 
fax, $11,201.43 


Mr. MORGAN. 
claim has been ascertained in any way for the schooner Druid’ Has 
the amount of this claim been in any way lawfully ascertained and the 
indebtedness of the Government for it established ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It has been ascertained by the usual method in 
similar cases—that is, a board of naval officers was designated to ex- 
amine the schooner Druid and ascertain the damages and report upon 
them, and they have reported this amount 


1883, off the coast of Hali- 


Mr. MORGAN Has it been audited and allowed by any Depart- 
ment? 
Mr. INGALLS Is not this a private claim? If so, | object to it 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas make 
point of order that this is a private claim. 
point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. lam glad the Chair does; but I should like to have 
put on record the reasons for the proposition. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to have the letter that the Senator from 
lowa refers to read before the Chair decides the question Ido not 
think the Chair will hold that it is a private claim when he hears the 
communication, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
until the letter is read 

Che Secretary read as follows: 


the 
The Chair sustains the 


The Chair will reserve his decision 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 25, 1884 


I have the honor to present for the consideration of the Committee on 
Appropriations the following facts 


On the 15th of October a collision occurred at sea, off the coast of Hali- 


Sik 


1883 


JULY 2, 


were some negotiations between this Government and Canada relative 
to the action of the Secretary of the Navy and his officers; and we did 
not regard it on the papers as being a private claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks in the form in 
which it stands it is clearly a private claim. 

Mr. HALE. It raises a question that ordinary claims do not, some- 
thing of international comity, it being an outside matter entirely from 
a claim of one of our own citizens. That is, as the Senator from Ken- 
tucky says, the reason why the committee gave it a place on the bill 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senate has refused to agree to 
the amendment contained in lines 1039, 1040, and 1041, at the request 
of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 1 was recently 
at Annapolis and I saw the house mentioned in this proposed amend- 
ment. It is partially completed; the walls are up and it is inclosed, 
and it would not require a greatdealof money tocompleteit. Ishould 
like if the chairmanof thecommittee would state why he recommended 
to the Senate to not agree to that proposed amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I stated that I was instructed by the committee to 


| so recommend. 


I ask the chairman of the committee whether the | 


fax, between the schooner Druid, of and from Lunenburg, N. S., bound for a port | 


in the West Indies, and the United States steamship Powhatan, bound for the 
port of Boston, Mass 


On the 23d of October a court of inquiry was ordered to investigate and report 
the circumstances attending the collision and where the blame, if any, should 
rest. On the 30th of November the court reported that the officer of the deck of 
the Powhatan, Lieut. Charles A. Stone, United States Navy, was responsible for 
the collision. On the 23d of November a general court-martial was ordered for 
the trialof Lieutenant Stone, and also of Capt 


A. W. Johnson, the commanding 


officer of the Powhatan 


in the performance of duty while navigating the Powhatan at the time of the 


collision 

Lieutenant Stone was tried first, found guilty of the charge, and sentenced to 
suspension from rank and duty for two years, on waiting-orders pay, and to be 
reprimanded in general orders by the Secretary of the Navy. Captain Johnson 
was pext tried and acquitted, but the finding of ‘ 


not guilty in his case was 


disapproved 


On the 19th of December the owners of the Druid filed their claim for $11,519.88 
as the aggregate amount of loss and damage to vessel and cargo resulting from 
the collision On the 


lith of January, 1884, a board of officers was duly ap- 
pointed to examine the claim in detail, together with the proofs and vouchers 
connected therewith, which board, after such examination, reported a total al- 
lowance of $11,201.43 in favor of the claimants Being satisfied that such allow- 
ance is just and proper, I have the honor to request that the amount in ques- 
tion be inserted in the sundry civil bill now pending in your committee 
Very respectfully, 

W. E, CHANDLER, 


Secretary of the Navy 


Hon. Wm. B 


Chairman Comm 


ALLISON 


itlee ¢ 


t Appropriations, United States Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is still of opinion that 
this is a private claim, and that on the principle of its not being such 


| same, the building went on and was almost completed. 


upon a charge of culpable negligence and inefficiency | 


| building should now be finished. 


| quarters. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
the Senator? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the idea of the committee was that the 
expenditure, so far as made on this building, has been in violation of 
law, and they thought it hardly worth while now to authorize the 
completion of the building when the expenditure thus far made had 
been in violation of law. That is the reason the committee gave for 
its instruction to me 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the chairman state what stat- 
ute has been violated in the erection ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. DAWEs] is 
more familiar with the sublect 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ceed 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
there was a statute forbidding any of the appropriations made for the 
naval service being used for the repairs of the superintendent’s house. 
The superintendent, as I understand it, instead of making repairs there, 
tore down the old building and constructed a new one without any au- 
thority of law. That is my understanding and recollection. I have 
not the statute before me, or I should point the Senator to it. 

Mr. HALE. I have looked into matters connected with the Navy 
Department. A general statute forbids the use of any appropriations 
for a distinctive purpose, for any other purpose. Under the statute and 
against its spirit and terms, the superintendent went on and under the 
head of ‘‘ repairs,’’ which was not intended to comprehend anything 
but repairs of old buildings and other buildings, took funds enough to 
practically build a new structure. The committee thought that it was 
done in defiance of law and admonished him by special clauses put 
upon the appropriation bills that it should not be done; but, all the 


Why did the committee so instruct 


The reading of the bill will pro- 


The commit- 
tee was not willing, that having been done, that any further money 
should be appropriated, but preferred that it should stand as it is, I 
suppose, as a monument of the attitude of Congress on that position. 

[ will say that so far as I am concerned I am entirely willing the 
I think it has stood there long 
enough and we had better finish it up and have it done with, but the 
committee has thought otherwise, and so I do not make any point. 

Mr. DAWES. I donot think the Senator from Maine does complete 
justice in this case. The superintendent of the academy submitted an 
estimate to rebuild his headquarters. When that estimate came before 
the committee the committee, instead of making an appropriation to 
rebuild his headquarters, made an appropriation to repair the old head- 
In the face of that appropriation and enactment he went on 
and tore down his old headquarters and took that money as far as it, 
would go to tear them down and make the underpinning of new quar- 
ters. Then the next year he came for an appropriation to complete the 


| erection of his new quarters, and Congress put in this provision 


every claim sent to the Committee on Claims might be inserted in this | 


bill. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. BECK lam not able 


to lay my hand on the papers, and I do 
not propose to dispute the 


decision; but this was a foreign ship and 
there was some arrangement between the Government of this country 
and the colonial government of Canada whereby this commission was 
had under the authority of the two countries; but that perhaps would 
not alter the case on the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ke ntucky will 
understand that thereis nothing for the Chair to decide but that under 
the rules this is a private claim. The justice of it is quite a different 
The Chair thinks this is clearly a private claim in the form 
in which the proposition stands 

Mr. BECK I only desire to add that we were so careful about in- 
serting private claims that we looked into this and found that there 


question 


For necessary repairs of public buildings, pavements, wharves, and walls in- 
closing the grounds of the Naval Academy, and for improvements, repairs, and 
furniture and fixtures, $21,000: Provided, That no appropriations provided for 
in this act shall be construed to authorize or be applied to a new building for 
the use of the superintendent or other officers of the academy. 


Nevertheless he went on till he has the building erected and covered, 
in the face of this provision. Then there came in this bill this item for 
money to complete it, and the committee thought that on the whole it 
would be well enough to have it remain in its present position at least 
for a while in festimoniam rei 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It has remained in its present con- 
dition for nearly one year, and it seems to me it would be for the in- 
terest of the Government to goon and complete it now. A certain 
amount of money appropriated by Congress has gone into the erection 
of the building. Itis of no use as it nowis and all the money invested 
in it isadead investment. Five thousand dollars, as I understand, will 
complete it. Then if the Committee on Appropriations are of the 
opinion that the superintendent ought not to be allowed to occupy it 
they can put cadets in it or they can put some inferior officer in it 
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The investment already made, whether made strictly in accordance | 
with law or not, can only be utilized by completing the building. 

Mr. DAWES. Congress was of opinion that the old headquarters | 
should not be taken down and new ones put in theirplace. Itseemed 
to Congress to be a very valuable old building. It was built before the 
tevolutionary war, and was a relic which seemed to Congress of great 
value. It seemed to the superintendent, however, not to be of much | 
value. He differed from Congress, and he tore it down in violation of 
an express enactment, and he has resolved that he will have his quar- 
ters new instead of this venerable old edilfice. 

Chere is one more such edifice left there which was occupied by the 
covernor of the province before the Revolution.. Those who saw this 
pbuilding, who were outside of the Naval Academy, seemed to think and 
enacted that it should not go down. 

Now, I do not care anything about it. If Congress does not care 
about having its enactments regarded by the officers, 1 am but one 
member of Congress and I shall try and reconcile myself to it. So far 
as I am concerned, for one, whenever Congress declares that a thing 
shall be done and an official says it shall not be done, I am not one of 
those who will say, ‘‘ Well, it is done and we will accept it and make 
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the best of it;’? I am not one of that kind. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I inquire of the Senator if this was done in 
defiance of law how was it possible that the accounts came to be audited 
by the Treasury ? 

Mr. DAWES. ‘I do not know anything about that. 
the accounts; I read the law. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President, there is no doubt that 
the law has been violated in this case; but there is a question now of 
how far we are going to punish this superintendent. The method 
adopted in this bill is the punishment of the United States instead of 
the punishment of the superintendent. He has a good house to live in, 
which he is now occupying; and it does not matter to him whether this 
building is completed or not; but it stands there partially completed; 
it is covered, but without windows, and subject to deterioration from 
the elements. The question is whether we shall go on and complete it 
and have it ready for the occupancy of somebody. 

I do not think itis wise to let the building go to decay. - What has 
heen done has been done; you can not undo it at this time; and youare 


I did not audit 


only punishing the people of the United States by such enactments as | 


this refusing to appropriate the requisite money to go on and finish 
the building. 


is some way to get at him besides refusing to do a thing which ought 
to be done for the best interests of the United States in respect to this 
building. 
committee striking out the clause will not be agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The committee proposed the amend- 
ment, and I think the question has been already taken; but I have no 
doubt the chairman will gonsent that it be taken again. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Whatever is necessary to be done to 
have the building completed should be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The readingof the bill will proceed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate refused to adopt the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope there will be unanimous consent to put the 
question over again. <A discussion grew up and the matter was merely 
put formally by the Chair, nobody attending to what was going on, 
and the debate happened after the vote. I hope by unanimous consent 
the question will be put again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
being again taken on agreeing to the amendment on lines 1039, 1040, 
and 1041? The Chair hears no objection. 
to the amendment inserting those lines. 

Mr. PLUMB. Itisnot very often we get as plain a case as this where 


we can assert what little is left of the legislative authority of this Gov- | 


ernment. 
here. 


We have the least possible control over the money we vote 
We vote sums of money to our Executive Departments, and sa) 
by positive laws that they shall not spend any more than we vote, and 
they go right on and spend in such a way that we have to make ap- 
propriations of seven, ten, or even twenty-five millions a year to make 
up the deficiencies they themselves create in violation of law. It may 
he, perhaps, that this is not the most wholesome point at which we can 
assert our authority, but it is a very good one, I think, 
can be no more flagrant violation of the law, no more flagrant contempt 


because there 


of Congress, no more flagrant assertion of the power of a naval officer | 


to have things his own way, irrespective of written statutes, than is 
presented here. 

I submit that if we are to have any legislative independence what- 
ever, if we are to assert the power of the law over the creatures of the 


law and over the control of the expenditure of the public money, we 


can afford at least to pause long enough to make an example of this | 


kind, however trivial it may be, because after all to a certain extent it 


ls going to be conspicuous, because the violation of the law has been of 


If any officer of the Navy Department, whether the su- | 
perintendent or any other officer, has violated an act of Congress, there | 


That is my view of it; and 1 hope the amendment of the | 





Is there objection to the question | 


The question ison agreeing | 


the most conspicuous possible character; and we can afford to do that | out, and therefore it is not a committee amendment 
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in this case because it does not involve anything of importance to any 
Department of the Government. It is simply a question as to whether 
there shall be so many rooms more or less at the Annapolis Academy 
during the next fiscal year. If it were going to arrest any of the great 
functions of the Government, if it were going to stop some bureau of 
the Treasury Department or some other Department of the Government 
in the discharge of its duties in such a way as to cause difficulty, I 
would say we had better pocket this as we have pocketed all the other 
things of which I have spoken and with which we are constantly con- 
fronted in our relations with the Executive Departments 

But here is a case where an officer came before the Appropriations 
Committee and sought to have an appropriation made for the purpose 
of erecting a building, and he was told then and there, in the first place, 
that it was not the purpose of Congress to have a new building but to 
repair the old building and keep it; and in the next place that it was 
deemed proper to keep that particular building, as it was an old build- 
ing and the only one practically there was about the academy that it 
was thought well to retain, a building connected with the present and 
the far past. Thereupon an appropriation was made to repair that old 
building; and in direct defiance of the terms of the law and of the 
admonition of the committee in response to his importunities for ap- 


| propriations, he tore down the old building which it was designed to 


have remain there, and constructed the foundation of a new one, and 
then came in and asked for an appropriation to complete that build- 
ing. Congress then, after debate in the Senate, enacted that there 
should be no reconstruction of that old building, but that its bricks 
and foundation should stay there as a monument of the displeasure of 
Congress with this violet and wholly inexcusable act on the part of 
this executive officer. But he simply laughed at the enactment, as he 
had done before, } have no doubt, but as officers do every day of the 
year, and took the money we said he should not use for that purpose 
and proceeded to use it for that purpose. 

Now, the Senator from Vermont asks how did these accounts escape 
the scrutiny of the Treasury Department. I answer by saying that the 
Treasury Department does not scrutinize these accounts. The Treas- 
ury Department practically does not scrutinize the accounts of either 
the Army or the Navy. ‘These accounts are paid by the Pay Depart- 
ment of the Navy, and the only scrutiny which practically the Treasury 
exercises over accounts of the Pay Department is to see that the sums 
total are correct. - Scrutiny is applied to the statements of the accounts 
of the Indian Bureau and the Land Office and things of that kind, but 
practically the Army and Navy get the sums of money we give them 
and they spend them in their own way. An illustration of that has 
been furnished by some peculations which have turned up in the Navy 
Department, showing with what utter lack of scrutiny accounts aré 
passed in that Department. 1 do not speak of it particularly as char- 
acterizing that Department as against other Departments, but as simply 
a naked fact. 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will 

Mr. JONES, of Florida. For information I wish to know if the offi 
cer in this case exceeded in expenditure the amount of the appropria- 
tion for this work? 

Mr. PLUMB. There was no appropriation made for the work. It 
was expressly stated that it should not be expended for this work; but 
notwithstanding that provision the money was taken and was expended 
The total amount expended did not exceed the total amount appropri 


Will the Senator yield to me 


ated by the bill; but there was just as plain a provision of the statute 
|} as could be put into language that no part of the money should be 
taken to complete that building, and yet it was taken and the money 


used as far as it would go toward the completion of the building which 
Congress said should not be built out of that money. That is the way 
the thing stands to-day. The Senator from Wisconsin and 
Senator from California says, that while the law has been violated by 


the 


Savs, 


this particular man, who is there now seeking the comforts and conven 
iences of this building might as well let it go and complete t 
building. I do not look at it in that way It we do thing 1 
we might as well advertise at once that notwithstanding the limitation 
we put in the statute the money may be spent according to the ve 
will of the executive officer who happens to get his hand upon it lf 
I had it to do, I would never complete that building | ould |e 
stay there as long as Annapolis remains, as a monument the 
pleasure of Congress at the action of the executive officer violatit 
the law in two open cases in regard to one subject-matt 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the ! 
question is on the amendment of the Committee o7 \ppropriati 
insert what will be read 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 

For completing the repairs to the superintenden house the N \ 
emy Annapolis, 95,00 

Mr. PLUMB i hope that will be voted down 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin I hope it will not be 

Mr. PLUMB. In the first place the committee do not report it | 


went to the committee, but the committee itself in full session struck it 


cna ina SMO TAN 


i ae atin 





OSS 


Mr. BE 
Vir. ( 


roriitt 


K It is not 

(MERON 
i and it is in that 

Mr. BECK But the committee does like every other committee 

ets and revises its action 


Mr. CAMERON 


1 committee amendment 
Wisconsin Here is the bill reported by the 


ol 


I of Wisconsin It did not meet and revise its action 

this case, so far as I know, until after this bill was reported to the 

vate 

Mr. BECK It met this morning and struck out this clause. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The bill was reported last evening, 
printed, and placed on our desks 

Mr. BECK There need not be any dispute about the fact. That 
is so, but the committee met this morning and reversed the former 
action 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to know, then, who 


noves this amendment ? 


Mr. EDMUNDS 
ported, but on reconsideration they think it ought not to be adopted. 


Mr. ALLISON. I stated that the committee instructed me this morn- 
ng to ask the Senate to reject the amendment, and I so asked the Sen- 
ate to do 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question before the Senate is on 
adopt this amendment 


The amendment was rejects d. 


Che The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1048, to insert 


reading of the bill was resumed 


For mileage of officers of the Navy, being for payment of accounts audited 
ind allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury, $29,357.75 
The amendment was agreed to 


Che next amendment was, in line 1054, to increase the appropriation 
navy-yards and stations’’ from $125,000 to $140,000. 
Che amendment was agreed to 


Che 


next amendment was to strike out lines 1055 to 1062, inclusive, 
as follows 
Naval Observatory 
Po enable the President to appoint a scientific commission, composed of scien- | 
tific men, to inquire into the organization, work, expenses, and reconstruction | 
of the Naval Observatory, and to report to Congress 


the best system for its fut 


the 


management 
Nav ‘ 


$700, to be expended under the 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ under the Inte- 
rior Department,’’ to strike out from line 1064 to 1066, 


inclusive, 


as 
oOws 


ro complete the improvement of the Hot Springs Creek 
Springs, Ark., $75,000 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that when the committee first examined 
this question they could find no papers relating to this matter, but 
since that we have fully examined the case and find from the report 
made to the House and also from a letter of the Secretary of the In- 
terior that this sum is necessary. 


. in the town of Hot 


the committee will be rejected. 
rhe amendment was rejected. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1066, to insert: 
f Labor 

For salary of Commissioner of Labor, $3,000; salary of chief clerk, $2,000; rent 
of rooms for of bureau, and for fuel, light,and stationery, $3,000; and for 
other necessary expenses of said bureau, to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, and as provided by law, $17,000; in all, $25,000 


Bureau o 


us 


The amendment was agreed to 


Che next amendment was, after line 1099, to insert 
For constructing terraces north and south of the Capitol, sections marked A 
nd M,as shown on printed plan accompanying the letter of the Secretary of 


the Treasury (Executive Document No. 9, first session Forty-eighth Congress), 


115,000, including wages of mechanics and laborers: Provided, That the work 
under this appropriation shall be confined to the north and south fronts of the 
Capitol building, and shall not extend westward beyond the line of the west 
fronts of the Senate and House wings of the Capitol 


The amendment was agreed to 


Che next amendment was, in line 1112, after the word “‘ gas,”’ to in- 


sert ‘‘ electric lighting:’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For lighting the Capitol and grounds: For lighting the Capitol and grounds 
ibout the same, including the Botanic Garden and Senate and House stables 
For gas, electric lighting, pay of superintendent of meters, lamp-lighters, gas- 


fitters, 
200 000. 


and for materials for gas or electric 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1121, to insert: 


New Pension building: For completion of the new Pension building, as per 
estimate contained in Senate Executive Document No, 188, present session, 
PLH6 o00.02 


The amendment was agreed to 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 1147. 

Mr. ALLISON. Imove, in line 1145, tostrike out ‘‘ Minnesota and,’’ 
before ** Dakota,’’ and in line 1147, after the word ‘‘thousand,’’ I move 
to strike out ‘five hundred;”’ 


For contingent expenses of the office of the surveyor-general of Dakota 


80 as to read 


For 
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It is anamendmentof the committee that was re- | 


direction of the Secretary of 


Therefore I hope the amendment of 


lighting, and for general repairs, 


JULY 2 


rent of office for the surveyor-general, fuel, books, stationery, and other inci- 
dental expenses, $2,000 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. After line 1147, 


Office of surveyor-general of Minnesota: For contingent expenses of the offic 
of the surveyor-genera! of Minnesota, for fuel, books, stationery, pay of messen- 
er, and other incidental expenses, $1,000. 


I move to insert: 


These are all amendments of the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Ought that not to be $2,000? 
Mr. ALLISON. One thousand dollars was the appropriation last 
year 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of th« 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘*‘ Expenses of the 
collection of revenue from sales of public lands,’’ in line 1210, to in 
crease the appropriation ‘‘ for incidental expenses of the several land 
offices ’’ from $140,000 to $200,000. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1212, to increase the appropriation 
‘for expenses of depositing money received from the sale of public 
lands ’’ from $12,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1219, after the word **lands,’’ to 

| strike out “‘ fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five; ’’ and, in line 1220, afte: 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert: 

Provided, That agents and others employed under the three preceding para 
| graphs, while traveling on duty shall be allowed per diem in lieu of subsistenc: 

at a rate to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, not exceeding $3 per day 
| and for actual necessary expenses for transportation 

So as to make the clause read: 

For expenses of agents employed in adjusting for swamp landsand for indem- 
nity for swamp lands, $25,000: Provided, That agents and others employed under 
the three preceding paragraphs while traveling on duty shall be allowed pe: 
diem in lieu of subsistence at a rate to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior 
not exceeding $3 per day, and for actual necessary expenses for transportation 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1230, to insert: 


To enable the Commissioner of the General Land Office to prepare and pub 
lish a new map of the United States, $5,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of *‘ Surveying the public 
| lands,’’ in line 1235, after the word ‘‘ lands,’’ to strike out ‘‘ three hun- 
| dred’? and insert ‘‘four hundred and fifty thousand;’’ so as to read 


For surveying the public lands, $450,000, at rates not exceeding $9 per linea: 
mile for standard and meander miles, $7 for township, and $ for section lines, & 


| The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE 
\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the resolution of the 

| Senate to print extra copies of the report of the Commissioner of Fish 


| and Fisheries for the year 1884. 


HOUSE, 


The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re 
quest, the following bills: 

\ bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of de- 
sertion; and 

A bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the location of a branch home for 
disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in either the State of Arkansas, 
| Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska. 


HOME. 
I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate House 


BRANCH SOLDIERS’ 

Mr. HARRISON. 
bill 4696 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Chair will lay before the Senate 
| a bill from the House of Representatives which has been returned at 
| the request of the Senate. The title of the bill will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the location of a 
branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in either the 
| State of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, lowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or 
| Nebraska. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
| the House on the amendments of the the Senate to the bill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Senate request aconference with the House of Representatives 
upon the amendments of the Senate to the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
| appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HARRISON, 
| Mr. MILLER of California, and Mr. CocKRELL were appointed. 
REMOVAI CHARGE 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
| other House bill which has been returned at the request of the Senate 

The Secretary read the title of the bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain 
soldiers from the charge of desertion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate ask aconference with the 
| House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
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that the Senate request a conference with the House of Representatives | 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill last reported. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to | 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CoCKRELL, Mr. 
HARRISON, and Mr. SEWELL were appointed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. Y 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, | 
and for other purposes. ' 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 1254. 

Mr. ALLISON. At the end of line 1284 I move to add: 

Provided, Thatallappropriations herein under public lands shall be expended | 
inder the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after the word ‘‘ therein,’’ in line 
1295, to strike out ‘‘ the balance of the sum appropriated to’’ and insert 
‘Provided, That of the foregoing sum $27,000 shall; ’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For the protection and improvement of the Yellowstone National Park: For 
every purpose and object necessary for the protection, preservation, and im- 
provement of the Yellowstone National Park, including compensation of super- 
intendent and employés, $40,000, $2,000 of said amount to be paid annually toa 
-uperintendent of said park, and not exceeding $900 annually to each ten as- 
sistants, all of whom shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
reside continuously in the park,and whose duty it shall be to protect the game, 
timber, and objects of interest therein: Provided, That of the foregoing sum 
$27,000 shall be expended in the construction and improvement of suitable roads 
and bridges within said park, under the sypervision and direction of an engi- 
neer officer detailed by the Secretary of War for that purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1301, to insert: 

INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
Forthisamount, to pay the Creek Nation of Indians for 151,870.48 acres of land, | 


being the amount taken by the United States in excess of the estimate made in | 
the third article of the treaty with said Indians proclaimed August 11, 1866, at 30 | 
ents peracre, with interest thereon at5 per cent. per annum from the date of | 


the proclamation of said treaty, $86,313.04. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1312, to insert. 


For this amount, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to enable the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to appoint and pay the expenses of a commission of three 
persons to examine and report what changes should be made inthe boundary 
lines of Indian reservations and the location of Indian agencies in Northern 
Montana, and to confer with the Crows in reference to a reduction of their res- 
ervation, and also to report, upon examination, what changes are necessary in the 
location ofthe Rosebud, Lower Brulé, and Cheyenne River agencies, in Dakota 
rerritory, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1323, to insert: 

lo pay amount found due N.C. Smith, as per certificate of Second Comptroller 
numbered 1848, dated June 9, 1884, under appropriation made by the act of Au- 
gust 15, 1876, for “ payment of indebtedness incurred by Silas H. Sweetland,”’ 


S100 
Mr. ALLISON. In line 1324, I move to strike out ‘‘C”’ and insert 
‘J;" so as to read: 

To pay amount found due N, J. Smith, &c. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ United States 
Geological Survey,’’ after the word ‘‘States,’’ in line 1336, to strike 
out ‘for furnishing points for State surveys; and to continue the col- 
lection of statistics of mines and mining;’’ in line 1341, after ** In- 
terior,’’ to strike out ‘‘ four hundred’ and insert ‘‘ three hundred and 
eighty-four;’’ and in line 1343, after the words ‘‘ by the,’’ to strike 
out ** Director ’’ and insert ‘‘ Secretary of the Interior;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the United States Geological Survey : For the Geological Survey, and the 
«lussification of the public lands, and examination of the geological structure, 
mineral resources, and products of the national domain, and to continue the 
preparation of a geological map of the United States; including the pay of tem- 
porary employés in the field and office, to be expended under the direction of 
the Seeretary of the Interior, $384,000. And the scientific employés of the Geo- 
logical Survey shall be selected by the Secretary of the Interior exclusively for 
their qualifications as professional experts. 

The amendment was agree: to. 

rhe next amendment was to strike out lines 1365 and 1366, as fol- 
lows: 

For salary of one general assistant, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

rhe next amendment was, in line 1363, to reduce the total amount 


ployés,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ten ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventy-five;’’ so as tomake 
the clause read: 


For the work of taking the Tenth Census and closing the bureau on June 30, 
1885, including the salary of the superintendent and of all clerks and otherem- 
ployés, $75,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1375, to insert: 


And in addition to the number of printed copies of the reports of the tenth 
census authorized by the act entitled “An act to provide for the publication of 
the tenth census,”’ approved August 7, 1882, there shall be printed 25,000 copies 
of the Compendium of the Tenth Census, of which 8,000 copies shall be for the use 
of the Senate, 16,000 copies for the use of the House, and 1,000copies for the use 
of the Department of the Interior; and there shall also be printed and sepa- 
rately boundin paper covers an edition of each of the following-named mono- 
graph reports, the number of copies of each edition to be as follows, namely: 
Of the reports on the seal islands of Alaska, on ship-building, on the cereals, on 
the manufacture of glass, on the resources of Alaska, on tobacco culture, onthe 
factory system, on wages paid in manufacturing industries, 3,000 copies each ; 
ef the reports on the newspapers and publishing interests, on silk manufact- 
ure, on chemical products and salt, on flour-milling, on meat production, on the 
production of petroleum, on the manufacture of coke, on the manufacture of 


| tobacco, on the manufacture of shop-tools, 2,500 copies each ; of the report on cot- 


ton culture in the United States, including reports on cotton fiber and cotton- 
seed oil, 3,000 copies ; of the reporton cotton culture in Louisiana, in Mississippi, 
in Tennessee, and Kentucky, in Missouri, in Arkansas, in Texas,in Alabama, 


| in Georgia, in North Carolina, in South Carolina, in Virginia, in California, and 


in the Indian Territory, 2,000 copies each: Provided, That of the above-named 
separate editions one-fourth shall be for the use of the Senate, one-half for the 
use of the House, and one-fourth for the use of the Census Office: Provided also, 
That the copies of the compendium and monograph reports herein provided for 
shall be distributed through the Interior Department according to the provis- 
ions of existing Jaw: Provided further, That the changes or corrections necessi- 
tated by errata in former editions of the reports herein referred to shall first 
be made by the Superintendent of Census; and the sum of $60,000, or so much 
thereofas may be necessary to defray the expenses of printing and binding the 
publications herein provided for, shall be paid out of the appropriation made 
by the act of August 7, 1882, entitled “An act to provide for the publication ofthe 
tenth census.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ miscellaneous ob- 
jects,’’ in the appropriations for the ‘*Government Hospital for the 
Insane,’’ after line 1436, to insert: 


And in addition to the persons now entitled to admission to the Government 
Hospital for the Insane, any inmate of the Soldiers’ Home who is now or may 
hereafter become insane shall, upon an order of the president of the Board of 
Commissioners of the Soldiers’ Home, be admitted to said hospital and treated 
therein; and if any inmate so admitted from said home is or thereafter becomes 
a pensioner, and has neither wife, minor child, nor parent dependent on him, 
in whole or in part, for support, his arrears of pension and his pension-money 
accruing during the period he shall renfhin in said hospital shall be applied to 
his support in said hospital, and be paid over to the proper officer of said insti- 
tution for the general uses thereof; and the expenses of maintaining any such 
person shall be paid from the Soldiers’ Home fund 


Mr. HARRISON. I move to strike out from the word ‘‘therein,’’ in 
line 1442, down to and including *‘thereof,’’ in line 1450, in the fol- 
lowing words: 


And ifany inmate so admitted from said home is or thereafter becomes a pen- 
sioner, and has neither wife, minor child, nor parent dependent on him, in 
whole or in part, for support, his arrears of pension amd his pension-money ac- 
cruing during the period he shall remain in said hospital shall be applied to his 
support in said hospital, and be paid over to the preper officer of said institution 
for the general uses thereof 

This provision undertakes to take from the soldier, while he is being 
treated for a mental malady, not only his pension during that time but 
any arrears of pension. The law regulating the Soldier’s Home passed 
at the last Congress provides that his pension shall be paid to him 
while in the home, in such amounts as the managers of the home think 
consistent with good order and discipline, and the remainder is paid 
over to him when he leaves, or to his heirs in case of death. I can see 
no reason why, if he is sent toa Government hospital, his pension should 
then be taken from him. It seems to me that including the provision 
that the expenses of his maintenance shall be paid from the Soldier's 
Home fund is all that is needed, especially in view of the fact that they 
have a very large fund, and these old soldiers who are there have con- 
tributed to the fund themselves by a tax assessed upon their pay dur- 
ing their whole term of service. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana to the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
| Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1456, to insert 


For building one wooden cottage at the cemetery, $800 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1450), to insert 


To continue the work of protection Yrom fire, $5,000 
The amendment was agreed to. 





of the appropriations for the ‘‘ United States Geological Survey ’’ from 
$67,700 to $64,700. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
_ The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Tenth Census,’’ in 
line 1372, after the word ‘‘on,’’ to strike out ‘‘ November 1, 1884,”’ 
and insert ‘‘ June 30, 1885;’’ and in line 1374, after the word ‘‘em- 
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The next amendment was, in line 1462, to increase the appropriation 
** for building and to complete a barn for stock and the storage of farm 
| products ’’ from $3,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of *‘ Howard University,” 
in line 1478, before the word ‘‘ thousand”’ to strike out ‘‘fifteen’’ and 
insert ‘‘eighteen,’’ and after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ at the end of the 
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same line, to strike out ‘‘ $1,000 of which shall be paid to the in- | 


structor of logic, history, and English literature;’’ 
clause read 


so as to make the 


For maintenance of the Howard University : To be used in payment of partof 
the salaries ofthe officers, professors, and teachers, and other regular employés 
of the university, a portion of which will be paid from donations and other 


sources, $18,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1480, to insert: 
For genera) repairs, $5,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1481, to insert: 
For increase of library and of philosophical and chemical apparatus, $3,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Freedmen’s Hospital 
and Asylum,’’ in line 1487, after the word ‘‘ subsistence,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘twenty-four’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-two;’’ in line 1491, before 
the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ thirteen ’’ and insert ‘‘ fourteen; ”’ 
in the same line, after the word *‘dollars,’’ to insert ‘‘of which sum 
$3,500 shall be paid as salary to the surgeon-in-chief;’’ in line 1497, 
after the word ‘‘ expenses,’’ to strike out ‘‘nine’”’ and insert “‘ eleven;’’ 
and in the same line, after the word “‘all,’’ to strike out “‘ fifty’’ and 
insert ‘‘ fifty-one;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For subsistence, $22,000; for salaries and compensation of the surgeon-in- 
chief, two assistant surgeons, engineer, clerk, matron, nurses, laundresses and 
cooks, teamsters, watchmen, and laborers, $14,000, of which sum $3,500 shall be 
oe as salary tothe surgeon-in-chief ; for rentof hospital buildings and grounds, 


000; for fuel and light, clothing, bedding, forage, transportation, medicines 
and medical supplies, repairs and futniture, and other absolutely necessary ex- 


penses, $11,000; in all, $51,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next an.endment was, after line 1498, to insert: 


For building four bath-rooms and water-closete, relaying floors, and repairing 
porches, $1,500; the same to be paid from any unexpended balances of appro- 


priations for the said hospital for the fiscal year 1884, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ National Museum,”’ in 


line 1510, before the word ‘‘thousand’’ to strike out ‘‘ninety-one’’ 
and insert ‘‘ ninety-five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For the preservation of collections of the National Museum: For the preser- 

Pexhibition and increase of the collections received from the survey- 
ing and exploring expeditions of the Government, and other sources, including 
And the director 
of the National Museum is hereby directed to report annually to Congress the 


vation anc 
salaries or compensation of all necessary employés, $9,000. 


progress of the museum during the year and its present condition. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 1529, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘ forty ’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ soas to make the clause read: 
For furniture and fixtures of the National Museum : For cases, furniture, and 


fixtures required for the exhibition of the collections of the United States Na- 
tional Museum, and for salaries or compensation of all necessary employés, 


$50,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Smithsonian Institu- 
tion,’’ after the word ‘‘ stories,’’ at the end of line 1537, to insert ‘‘ in- 


cluding liabilities already incurred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For finishing, heating, gas-fitting, plumbing, and completely furnishing the 
netitution, and for finishing the fourth and 


eastern portion of the Smithsonian 
fifth stories, including liabilities already incurred, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 35 to the bill (H. R. 6861) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the Presi- 


dent pro temporg of the Senate. 


VYSUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 


and fer other purposes. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 


‘*thousand ’’ to strike out ‘‘ten 
make the clause read: 


For general care, preservation, and improvement; for building new roads; 
for care and preservation of the water-power; for painting and care and pres- 
ervation ow epee buildings, bridges, and shores of the island ; for building | 

i 


fences, grading grounds, and repairs and extension of railroad, $26,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘armories 
and arsenals’’ under the War Department, in line 1562, before the word 
and insert ‘‘twenty-six;’’ so as to 






JULY ? 


’ 


The next amendment was, after line 1564, to insert: 
To further deepen the water-power canal at Rock Island arsenal, $28 4 


| Provided, That before said sum shall be expended the Moline Water-Power Com. 


| pany shall bind itself, upon the expenditure thereof for the purpose aforesaid 
to release and discharge the United States from all further liability or obligation 

| gee contract between said company and the Secretary of War of August 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 1585. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChairsuggests to the Senator from 
Iowa that after the word *‘ vicinity,’’ in line 1584, the word ‘‘of’’ 
be inserted, so as to read ‘‘in vicinity of officers’ quarters.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; that correction should be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be made 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out lines 1617 to 1625, in- 
clusive, as follows: 


should 


That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to sell at public auc- 
tion, after due advertisement, and at prices not less than those fixed by a 
board of appraisers in each case, the following arsenals, to wit: Allegheny ar- 
senal, Pennsylvania; Augusta arsenal, Georgia; Indianapolis arsenal, Indiana 
Kennebec arsenal, Maine, and Watertown arsenal, Massachusetts; and th¢ 
money so received, after paying necessary expenses, to be covered into the 
Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of uildingsand grounds 
in and around Washington,’’ after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 1629, to 
insert: 

Said site to be selected by and said pedestal to be erected under the supervis- 
ion of the Secretary of War, the chairman of the Joint Committee on the Li- 


brary, and the chairman of the Garfield monumental committee of the Society 
of the Army of the Cumberland. 


‘ip 
> 


So as to make the clause read: 


For the preparation of a site and the erection of a pedestal for a statue of the 
late President James A. Gartield, $30,000; said site to be selected by and said 
pedestal to be erected under the supervision of the Secretary of War, the chair- 
man of the Joint Committee on the Library, and the chairman of the Garfield 
monumental committee of the Society of the Army of the Cumberland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1634, to insert: 

To defray the expenses attending the unveiling of the statue of the late Rear- 
Admiral Du Pont, to be erected in Du Pont Circle, in the city of Washingto: 
District of Columbia, $500, or so much thereof as may be required, to be ex 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1644, to increase the appropriation 
‘* for improving, care, and maintenance of grounds south of the Execu- 
tive Mansion’’ from $3,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1678, to increase the appropriation 
‘* for improving, care, and maintenance of various reservations’’ from 
$5,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1684, after the words ‘‘ repair of,”’ 
to insert ‘‘and refurnishing;’’ and in line 1685, before the word ‘‘ thou 
sand,’’ to strike out “‘ten’’ and insert ‘fifteen ;’’ so as to make th: 
clause, read : 

For care and repair of and refurnishing the Executive Mansion, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ military posts,’’ in 
line 1722, after the words ‘‘ enlargement of,’’ to strike out ‘* military 
posts at San Antonio, Fort D. A. Russell, Fort Niobrara, Atlanta (Ga. ), 
Fort Snelling, and at;’’ in line 1724, after the word ‘‘ such,’’ tostrike 
out ‘‘ other;’’ and in line 1725, after the word *‘ hundred,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ and fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the construction of buildings at and the enlargement of such military 
poste as in the judgment of the Secretary of War may be necessary, $200,000 

Mr. MAXEY. Lask the careful attention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to what I shall say in regard to this amendment 
I have no objection whatever to striking out the military posts at San An- 
tonio, Fort D. A. Russell, Fort Niobrara, Atlanta, Fort Snelling, and so 
on, but in line 1929 the sum allowed by the House, $250,000, is reduced 
| to $200,000. At the request of General Sheridan I visited his office, and 
went with him through some of the proposed im provements of those posts 
I know personally that the policy which General Sheridan proposes to 
| pursue in enlarging the posts at railroad centers and drawing in th: 
smaller posts iseconomical. Todo that the amount appropriated by the 
House is required. Indeed I know that a larger amount than $250,000 
was thought to be proper. ButI make no point on that. All I ask is 
that $250,000 shall be appropriated. About the post at Atlanta, Ga., 
I know nothing, but I am willing to let the General of the Army take 
the amount of $250,000 and put that amount down wherever he thinks 
it is to the best interest of the country to expend it. My opinion is 
that every dollar of it could be successfully put down, without saying 
a word against Atlanta, upon the frontier posts. 

In view of the recommendations of the General of the Army and the 
investigation which I made carefully with him—and I think I know 
| something about these things—I ask that the amount given by the House, 
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¢950,000, shall remain in the bill, and that the Senate non-concur with 
the recommendation of the committee in reducing the amount. 

Mr. BROWN. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee why it 
was that the names of the different posts were stricken out of the bill 
by the committee? 

“Mr. ALLISON. Last year we appropriated, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of War, for the posts most needing the expenditure. We 
found that the policy worked very well, and we concluded to adopt it 
in this particular appropriation bill. 

Mr. BROWN. Why is the amount reduced $50,000? Does the Sec- 
retary of War say to the committee that he can get along properly with 

200,000? 

’ Mr. ALLISON. We appropriated last year $200,000, and we heard 
of no complaint with reference to it. There are very large appropria- 
tions relating to these posts for barracks and quarters in the Army bill, 
amounting to nearly a million dollars, and we thought that for the class 
of permanent improvements that is usually included in this appropria- 
tion $200,000 would be ample. Indeed, some of the members of the 
committee thought $150,000 would be ample. 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator will permit me, I know that since last 
year the architect of the War Department has brought in his plans for 
the improvement of various posts. It was only a short time ago that 
General Sheridan called upon me to come upandexaminethem. Those 
plans were not before the committee the lasttime. I think the $250,000 
appropriated by the House is right. 

Mr. BROWN. I wish to ask the chairman whether the committee 
conferred with the General of the Army or the Secretary of War on 
the subject of reducing the amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. We did not confer in the sense that the Senator 
trom Georgia would expect us to do so. We examined every paper 
connected with the matter of these posts, the letters of the Secretary of 
War and the letter of the General of the Army. Of course, if we fol- 
lowed out the recommendations of the General of the Army and the 
Secretary of War we should appropriate a very large sum for the Army. 
They submit every year very large estimates for appropriations for this 
purpose. The Committee on Appropriations of the Senate and House 
of Representatives hitherto have endeavored to keep down this class of 
appropriations to the absolute needs of the service. I think there will 
be no trouble about it. 

I think I see the trouble in the mind of the Senator from Georgia. 
He dislikes of course to have Atlanta, Ga., stricken out of the bill; but 
the committee thought there was no special necessity at this time for 
enlarging upon the present requirements of the service in that direc- 
tion. That was our idea. 

Mr. MAXEY. I make no point on the first amendment striking 
out the names, but I should like to have the vote so divided that a 
separate vote shall be taken upon the two propositions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question will be taken upon 
each amendment separately. 

Mr. BROWN. The only reason why I was unwilling to see Atlanta, 
Ga., stricken out is that the late General of the Army, General Sher- 
man, after having gone through this whole matter very carefully, rec- 
ommended -at the last Congress—and he was very open in his state- 
ments—that there be an appropriation made to locate barracks at At- 
lanta, Ga., because, he said, it was the strategic point of the whole 
South, and was a very healthy location for troops in sammer; that, 
everything considered, they conld be thrown from that point to any 
point in the Southern States or along the coast more rapidly and with 
better railroad facilities than any other point. On account of the rail- 
road connections of that city with all the Southern coast and on account 
of the great healthfulness of the climate he very strongly advocated 
that course. 

However, if the appropriation is large enough to cover the actual ne- 
cessities of the service, I think we can very well risk that matter on 
the position Atlanta occupies, and I believe she will get what is right 
from the present General of the Army and Secretary of War; but I 
should oppose the reduction of the amount. In other words, I shall 
vote with the Senator from Texas against reducing the appropriation 
from $250,000 to $200,000 


Mr. PLUMB. There is an item in the regular Army appropriation | 
bill for this same general purpose of about $900,000; I think exactly | 


$900,000. That, added to the amount which the committee propose, 
makes $1,100,000 for the purpose of barracks and quarters and the en- 
largement of military posts, &c., which is a very large appropriation for 
a single year, and the committee thought it was enongh. 

A somewhat extended illustration of the vice of dividing up appro- 
priations is furnished by this very item. We appropriate what seems 
to be a small sum for a purpose of this kind, $200,000, oblivious to the 
fact that a very much larger sum has been appropriated in another place. 

By striking out the names of the posts the Secretary of War is in- 
vested with the full discretion to put the money which is to be appro- 
priated, whatever the sum may be, where he thinks it will best answer 
the needs of the public service. That seemed to be wiser than naming 
the number of posts, and thereby seem to discriminate perhaps against 
other posts, snd then compel him to make allotments for these various 
posts notwithstanding they might be of greatly differing need. Pos- 
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sibly at the moment when the money came to be spent there would be 
no need at all, because, as it happens very often, posts are abandoned, 
or by reason of some shifting of Indian tribes or something of that kind 
the necessity for keeping a large garrison at a-post entirely disappears. 
It is the vice of our appropriations for this purpose that we have spent 
large sums of money in places where there was no reasonable presump- 
tion that the posts would be continued, or at all events that they would 
continue to be of pressing importance. Take AtlantaortakeSan Antonio, 
those two places will remain undoubtedly depots of supplies by reason 
of their central location, and no doubt the Secretary of War will have 
that in mind in making allotments of funds for those particular posts. 

Mr. MAXEY. Ifthe Senator from Kansas will permit me, I have 
made no point on that. I am perfectly willing to risk the General of 
the Army putting the money at those posts which are best. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was not making my speech for the benefit of the 
Senator from Texas; I was speaking for the benefit of other people who 
had not got that far along. I think that $200,000 for the next year 
with an economical expenditure would be far better than $250,000 in 
the terms in which the bill came from the House; and I believe that 
there will be a fuller recognition for all purposes of San Antonio and 
of Atlanta, Ga., if the appropriation shall remain as recommended by 
the committee. 

Mr. BROWN. I know how hard it is to fight the committee or to 
prevent an amendment recommended by the committee in any bill 
where the committee reduces the amount of the appropriation. I trust, 
however, that this amendment will not be agreed to. I do not care to 
argue the question further. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLatt in the chair). The Sec- 
retary will report the pending question. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1722, after the word “ of,’’ the commit- 
tee report to strike out ‘‘ military posts at San Antonio, Fort D. A. Rus- 
sell, Fort Niobrara, Atlanta (Ga.), Fort Snelling, and at.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be re- 
ported. 

The SEcRETARY. In line 1724, afterthe word ‘‘ such,’’ the commit- 
tee report to strike out ‘‘other;’’ so as to read: 


Such military posts as, in the judgment of the Secretary of War, may be nec- 
essary. 





T a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment in the para- 
graph will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. In line 1725, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’ the 
committee report to strike out “‘ and fifty;’’ so as to read ‘‘ $200,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes 22, noes not counted. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1726, to insert: 

For the addition of two stories to the public building for a quartermaster and 
commissary depot in process of construction at Saint Paul, Minn., to be used as 
offices for officers of the Department of Dakota, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Signal Service,’’ in 
line 1748, after the words ‘‘ general service,’’ to insert ‘‘ connected 
therewith;’’ in line 1749, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out 
‘*five’’ and insert ‘‘fifteen;’’ in the same line, after the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,’’ to insert ‘* Provided, That such connections, in the opinion of the 
Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service and the Light-House Board, 
shall be deemed necessary;’’ and in line 1761, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out “‘forty-one’’ and insert “‘ fifty-one;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the observation and report of storms: For expenses of the meteorological 
observation and report of storms by telegraph and signal or otherwise announc- 
ing the probable approach and force of storms, for the benefit of commerce and 
agriculture throughout the United States; for manufacture, purchase, and repair 
of instruments, $5,500; for telegraphing reports, $136,000; forexpenses of storm, 
cautionary, off-shore, and other signals on the sea and lake coasts of the United 
States, announcing the probable approach and force of storms, $10,000; for cot- 
| ton-belt reports, $7,000; for continuing the connections of stations at life-saving 
| stations and light-houses, including services of operators, repairmen, materials, 
and general service connected therewith, $15,500: Provided, That such con- 
nections, in the opinion of the Superintendent of the Life-Saving Service and 
the Light-House Board, shall be deemed necessary ; for manufacture, purchase, 
and repair of instrument-shelters, $2,000; for rent, hire of civilian employés, 
furniture, and other expenses of offices maintained for public use in cities and 
ports receiving reports outside of Washington, D. C., $40,000; for river and flood 
| reporte, $10,000; maps and bulletins to be displayed in chambers of commerce 
and boards of trade rooms, and for distribution, $25,000; in all $251,000: Provided, 


That the work of no other Department, bureau, or commission authorized by 
law shall be duplicated by this bureau. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1765, to reduce the appropriation 
“*for maintenance and repair of military telegraph lines ’’ from $34,000 
| to $24,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1765, to insert: 


For the establishment of signal stations upon the island of Nantucket, and of 
submarine telegraphic communication from such stations to the mainland, 
$40,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, in line 1777, after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ to 


insert ‘‘one commissary sergeant, $408, and one hospital steward, 
$360, to be detailed from the Army;’’ in line 1786, after the word 
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘one hundred and fifty-eight’’ and insert 
**nine hundred and twenty-six ;’’ in line 1790, after the word ‘* exceed,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘six’’ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ and after the word ‘“‘law,’’ at 
the end of line 1791, to insert ‘‘and of the three officers serving in the 
Arctic seas;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For pay of one brigadier-general and fourteen second lieutenants, $26,500; 
for longevity pay to officers, to be paid with current monthly pay, 4,000; for pay 
of one hundred and fifty sergeants, thirty corporals and three hundred and 
twenty privates, including payment due on discharge, $200,000; one commissary 
sergeant, $408, and one hospital steward $360, to be detailed from the Army; 
for mileage to officers when traveling on duty under orders, 35,000; cost of tel- 
egrams in regard to discharged men, $2530; for pay of contract surgeon, $1,200; 
for commutation of quarters to commissioned officers at places where there are 
no public quarters, $8,208; in all $245,926. And the Secretary of War is author- 
ized, in his discretion, to detail for the service in the Signal Corps not to exceed 
eight commissioned officers, exclusive of the second lieutenants of the Signal 
Corps authorized by law and of the three officers serving in the Arctic seas. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 1312, before the word ‘‘ horses,’’ 


Pay 


to strike out ‘‘ six’’ and insert ‘‘ eight:’’ in the same line, after the 
word *‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘one’’ and insert ‘‘ three; ’’ in line 
1813, before the word *‘ animals,’’ to strike out “‘ thirty-one ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘thirty-three;’’ in line 1817, before the word ‘* dollars,’’ to strike 
out ‘seventeen ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-one; ’’ and in line 1824, after the 
word ** thousand,’’ to strike out *‘ six hundred and fifty-one’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘ eight hundred and sixty-five;”’ 


so as to make the clause read: 


For the subsistence of Signal Service enlisted men, and for com- 
mutation of rations of Signal Service enlisted men, including $9,090.90 for sub- 
sistence stores, authorized articles for sales to officers and enlisted men and 
company messes, as allowed by paragraph 2199, Army Regulations, 1881, $155,000. 

Regular supplies: Fuel, authorized allowance for officers and enlisted men 
at Fort Myer, Virginia, and for various offices at Fort Myer, Virginia, and on 
the United States military telegraph lines, $6,200; commutation of fuel for two 
hundred and twenty enlisted men of the Signal Corps, at $9 each per month, 
$23,760; commutation of fuel for two hundred and forty-thre® enlisted men of 
the Signal Corps, at $8 each per month, $23,328; forage for twenty-five mules and 
eight horses, $3,300; straw for thirty-three animals, at $7 each per annum, as 
allowed by paragraph 1898, Army Regulations, 1881, $231; straw for forty en- 
listed men at post of Fort Myer, Virginia, and for hospital at that post, asallowed 
by paragraph 1896, Army Regulations, 1881, $46.08; stationery, $100; stoves and 
repairs to heating apparatus, $600; lights, $300; in all, $57,865.08 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1832 
For interment of officers and men, $200. 


Subsistence 


, to insert: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1833, to insert: 

For apprehension of deserters, $120 

The 

The 
insert 
insert * 


amendment was agreed to. 

next amendment was, in line 1839, after the word ‘‘ namely,’’ to 
‘* four horses and;’’ in line 1841, after the word *‘ thousand,’’ to 
‘eight hundred;’’ and in line 1845, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘ thirty-five thousand five’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-six thousand three;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


Transportation; For transportation of material and funds, $25,000 ; for trans- 
portation of men, $8,875; means of transportation, namely, four horses and five 
mules, at not exceeding $200 each, $1,800; one set six-mule harness, $35; one set 
four-mule ambulance harness, $45; for leather, iron, and timbers for repairs to 
means of transportation, $500; in all, $36,305 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1878, after the word ‘‘ pay,’’ to in- 
sert ‘and allowances; ’’ so as to make the clause read: 


And there shal! not be expended from any moneys appropriated by the act en- 
titled “An act making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes,’ any money for the support 
of the Signal Service or Corps, except the pay and allowances of such commis- 
sioned officers as the Secretary of War may detail for service in that corps, and 
except the appropriation of 8,000 therein contained for expenses of the Signal 
Service of the Army, and excepting also the pay and allowances of fourteen en- 
listed men detailed from the line of the Army serving with Lieutenant Greely 


in the Arctic regions 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 1894, after the words ‘‘ Houses 


on,’’ to strike out ‘‘ the first’’ and insert ‘‘ or before the third;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

That a joint commission, consisting of three Senators, to be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, and three Members of the House, to be appointed by 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, shall consider the present organi- 
zations of the Signal Service, Geological Survey, Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
and the Hydrographic Office of the Navy Department, with the view to secure 
greater efficiency and economy of administration of the public service in said 
bureaus; and said joint commission shall report to their respective Houses on 
or before the third Monday in December, 1884, their conclusions, by bill or re- 


port 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ National cemeteries,”’ 
after line 1916, to insert 


For purchase of additional landfor the Cypress Hills National Cemetery, near 


Brooklyn, New York, $15,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 1920 to 1925, inclusive, 
as follows: 


For the completion of the road from yeeneee | 


to the national cemetery 
near that city, $2,500: Provided, That said work s 


ll be first advertised and 


let to the lowest bidder; and no part of this sum shall be expended for anything 
except for labor and material on said road. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Iowa, the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, to allow this amendment recommended 
by the committee to be disagreed to. I hold in my hand a statement 
from my colleague in the House, the immediate Representative of that 
district, in which he says, among other things, that the road leading 
from the city of Chattanooga to the national cemetery is almost im- 
passable. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator repeat that language? 

Mr. HARRIS. The language he uses is that the road is almost im- 
passable; and this sum of $2,500 will finish it. The Government has 
expended large sums to beautify the grounds and has nearly finished 
the road. It should now finishit. The Quartermaster-General’s est 
mate was $3,500, but the Representative says the sum of $2,500 wil 
complete the road. I think about $12,000 have already been ex 
pended upon the making of the road from the city to the cemetery 
yet the road is not completed. Twothousand five hundred dollars mor 
will complete it; and the Government has expended already $12,000 
on the roads, with certain other amounts expended in beautifying the 
cemetery. I hope the chairman of the committee will consent that 
this amendment may be disagreed to, and the appropriation of $2,500 
absolutely necessary to complete it, may be made. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations struck this out 
for the reason that we had already appropriated $12,500 for this macad 
amized road and we have twice appropriated for itscompletion. Last 
year we were told that it would not require $2,500, and therefore we in- 
serted in the appropriation of last year a provision ‘‘that the sum of 
$2,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be appropriated.’’ Ws 
were determined that for once this road should be completed, because 
we supposed it would be completed with the appropriation made two 
years ago, and last year we provided that only so much as was necessary 
to complete it should be expended. Now the Senator reads a letter say- 
ing that this road isalmost impassable. If $12,500 expended have made 
it impassable, I should like to know how much money it would take to 
complete the road so as to make it a proper macadamized road. That 
is the trouble with this Chattanooga affair, and that is the reason we 
struck it out. We have twice before appropriated for the completion of 
this road. 

Mr. HARRIS. Twelvethousand five hundred dollars have been here- 
tofore appropriated, and as the Senator from Iowa states the last year’s 
appropriation contemplated completion, but it is not completed. The 
$12,500 have made a good road for the greater partof the distance, seven 
miles I believe it is from the city of Chattanooga to the cemetery; but 
there is yet a gap wholly unimproved, that is, according to the state- 
ment of my colleague in the House, which is perfectly reliable, almost 
if not quite impassable. It remains for the Senator from Iowa and the 
Senate to determine whether we shall appropriate the additional $2,500 
to complete that part of the road that is wholly incomplete and almost 
impassable, or leaye it impassable with the $12,500 already expended 
upon it without the accomplishment of the object. The error has been 
in the estimates of the officers of the Government, not the fault of that 
locality or that people. If they have underestimated it, if they have 
found the appropriations heretofore made inadequate to the work, the 
question for the Senate to determine is whether we shall make the nec- 
essary appropriation or turn our backs upon the $12,500 already ex- 
pended and leave the road impassable, as I am assured it is, or nearly 
80, in its present condition. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think the fault can be entirely with the 
officers who make these estimates, as I find the House has put in a 
provision here, ‘‘and no part of this sum shall be expended for any- 
thing except for labor and material on said road,’’ from which I infer 
that a portion of the appropriations hitherto made has gone to some 
superintendent or some officer there who was supposed to be expend- 
ing the appropriation upon himself rather than upon the labor neces- 
sary to complete the road. But inasmuch as I now have the assurance 
of the Senator from Tennessee that this road will be completed with 
this $2,500, and being now impassable will be very good after the 
money is expended, I shall make no further objection to his sugges- 
tions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 1926, after the word *‘ con- 
struction,’’ to insert ‘‘ and completion;’’ in line 1928, before the word 
‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ ten’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ and after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,’’ at the end of the same line, to insert ‘‘and none of 
said money shall be expended until contracts shall be made for the 
completion of said road for the sum hereby appropriated;’’ so as to 
make the ¢lause read: 


For the construction and completion of a macadamized road from Springfield, 
Mo., to the national cemetery near that city, $20,000; and none of said money 
shall be expended until contracts shall be made for the completion of said road 
for the sum hereby appropriated. 


Mr. ALLISON. 




































I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
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tions, so that we may not have a repetition of this trouble, to move to 
insert $22,500 instead of $20,000, in line 1928. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the | 


Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘* miscel- 
laneous objects,’”’ in line 1952, after the word ‘‘ with ’’ to strike out 
‘the Providence Hospital by ’’ and insert ‘‘such institution as;’’ and 
in line 1953, after the word ‘‘Army,’’ to insert ‘‘ may select;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For the support and medical treatment of transient paupers: For the care, 
support, and medical treatment of seventy-five transient paupers, medical and 
surgical patients, in the city of Washington, under a contract to be made with 
such institution as the Surgeon-General of the Army may select, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 1972. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am instructed by the committee to offer a pro- 
viso to come in at this point, and it being in the nature of legislation, 
I ask unanimous consent. It is a proviso to the item as to the publi- 
cation of the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion. 

The SECRETARY. After line 1972 it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That the time fixed in said act be, and the same is hereby, extende4 
from July 1, 1884, until July 1, 1885, and any act or joint resolution tothe con- 
trary be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
line 1986. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out the word “legislation’’ and 
insert ‘‘ Legislature ’’ in line 1986; so as to read: 

In accordance with the action of the Legislature of Kansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made if there 
be no objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1988, to insert: 

For payment of the expenses of a board of three officers of the Army to be de- 
tailed to assist the Secretary of War in examining and reporting upen the claims 
of the States and Territories named in the act of June 27, 1882, while on said 
duty, including clerk-hire and hotel, traveling, and such other necessary ex- 
penses as may be approved by the Secretary of War, $25,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary : Provided, That said officers shall, before proceeding to the 
discharge of said duties, be sworn that they will carefully examine said claims, 


and that they will, to the best of their ability, make a just, true, and impartial 
statement thereof, as required by said act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 2001, to insert: 


Bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs: For payment of 
amounts of bounty to volunteer soldiers who served in the war of the rebellion, 
and their widows and their legal heirs, which may be certified to be due by the 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department, $150,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 2007, to insert: 


Bounty under act of July 28,1866: For payment of amounts of additional 
bounty under the act of July 28, 1866, which may be certified to be due by the 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 2013, to insert: 


Pay of two and three year volunteers: For payment of amounts to two and 
three year volunteers who served in the war of the rebellion which may be cer- 
tified to be due by the accounting officers of the Treasury Department, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 2018, to insert: 


Army and Navy hospital at Hot Springs, Ark.: For supplying bath-house, | 


main building, and annex with hot and cold mineral waters, $8,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that amendment will be disagreed to. It 
was inserted under a misapprehension. 

Mr. GARLAND. What is the reason of the opposition to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment is: 


For supplying the bath-house, main building, and annex with hot and cold 
mineral waters, $8,000, 


The building is not yet completed and probably will not be com- | 
pleted until we meet again next winter, and there is no appropriation 


for the furnishing of the building. 
priate for supplying the building until after we have completed it in 
such a way as to get it ready for occupancy. 

Mr. GARLAND. 
building will be completed in the time the Senator from Iowa indicates. 


There is no proof that it will not be; and before the committee yester- | 


day I understood it was unanimously agreed that this amount should 
be appropriated. The truth is an appropriation of $25,000 is needed, 


but the committee reduced the amount to $8,000 and I certainly see | 


no reason why it should be rejected. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I had intended to invite the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa to thiscase. The hospital building, Iam authoritatively 
informed, will be finished in October; and if itis desired to occupy the 
buildingas a hospital, a further appropriation ought to be made. There 
onght to be at least the furtherappropriations estimated by the Surgeon- 


It is hardly worth while to appro- | < 


It is a mere matter of conjecture whether the | 


| General and approved by the Secretary of War; and if they be made, 
| the building can be ready for general use and occupation next March; 

but if nothing further is done than is proposed by the Committee on 
Appropriations the work can not be resumed until after the Ist of July, 
1885, and the building will be ready for occupation perhaps in October, 
November, or December of that year. It is just a question of whether 
we wish to go straight along and finish the building. Furnishing a 
bath-house and furnishing hot and cold water will be of no use unless 
| you proceed with the other estimates sent in by the Secretary of War 
| for grading and improving the grounds. The gentlemen familiar with 
that place tell me it is exceedingly rough and that considerable grading 
is absolutely necessary. In the next place, you will need hospital ap- 
pliances, necessary office and other furniture for a hospital, $15,258.10 
by the estimates. 

Mr. ALLISON. How much for the grading ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. For grading and improving grounds—this is the 
Surgeon-General’s estimate—$27,673; for hospital appliances, furni- 
ture, and bedding, &c., $15,258; for means of transportation required 
for the use of the hospital, includingambulances, wagons, horses, mules, 
stable equipments, forage, and pay of teamsters, $5,438.26. Then, for 
expenses of maintenance for one year—for you must have some doctors 
and employés to support it—including subsistence of patients, pay of 
employés, fuel, gas, stationery, ice, tools, farming implements, $3,400.70. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I will withdraw my 
suggestion and let this amendment goin. I would rather allow this 


to remain than to carry out the suggestions of the Senator from Con- 
necticut. 





Mr. HAWLEY. Did the Senator propose to strike out the $8,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. I did; but after hearing the Senator as far as I have, 
I am quite willing to allow it to go in. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to give the inexperienced and youthful 
Senator from Iowa notice that if he is about to allow this to be a Gov- 
ernment hospital, something more is necessary than a building and a 
bath-house. He must have an ambulance and a doctor at least. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was rather of that impression myself; but it will 
take a considerable sum of money to carry out the suggestions made by 
the Surgeon-General, and inasmuch as the committee believed that it 
was not necessary to do that at this time, they only inserted this one 
provision, which we supposed was for the ®rection of a bath-house, 
and not for the supplying of water to it. Therefore I am quite will- 
ing to leave this out or in, just as the Senate prefers. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is $8,000 toward the completion of the build- 
ing, and the Senate must give the other $80,000 now, or next winter, 
or let the building stand idle. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 7440) mak- 
ing appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, and 
for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
for other purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 4651) to amend an act approved July 
15, 1882, entitled ‘‘An act toincrease the water supply of the city of 
Washington, and for other purposes: ”’ 


and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


| The bill (H. R. 7440) making appropriations for fortifications and 


other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
| its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 





SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. “ 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the considera- 
| tion of the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
| penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
| for other purposes. 
| The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending question ison the amend- 
| ment recommended by the Committee on Appropriations to insert lines 
| 2019 to 2022, inclusive. 
| Mr.GARLAND. The Senator from Iowa withdrew his objection to it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
| Committee on Appropriations was, after line 2084, to insert: 


Far the construction of a fire-proof building for headquarters and library at 
the Artillery School, Fortress Monroe, Va.,as per plans submitted to Congress 
December 6, 1880, and printed in Senate Executive Document No. 2, Forty-sixth 
| Congress, third session, $30,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers,’’ after line 2096, to insert: 

For addition to hospital at the Central Branch, at Dayton, Ohio, $63,350. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2116, to increase the appropriation 


— Sima mA 
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‘‘for Southern Branch, to build and complete new hospital,’ 


: from 
$87,000 to $125,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2120, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation for ‘‘ National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers’’ trom $1,299,134 to $1,400,484. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
rhe next amendment was, after line 2127, to insert: 


UNDER THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT 


For rent of an additional building or additional rooms for the use of the money- 
order oflice of the Post-Office Department, and of the money-order division of the 
auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department, $1,300, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. 

For gas, $400; stoves, $400 
all, $1,300 


To enable the Postmaster-General to carry out the provisions of the law passed 
at the present session allowing fifteen days’ leave of absence with pay to letter- 


carriers, 350,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
**law,’’ the words 
sary. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. I do not rise to oppose the amendment, but to call at- 
tention to a fact. We have allowed the letter-carriers fifteen days leave 
of absence, and that means to allow everybody from fifteen to twenty 
days. The Bureau of Engraving and Printing is now urging it. We 
are doing it everywhere else, and we are advised that it will require 
from $100,000 to $150,000 to employ temporarily persons to do this 
work and to do it satisfactorily, during the fifteen days that we are al- 
lowing the letter-carriers to leave their work. One hundred thousand 
dollars was asked, $50,000 is allowed, to bridge it over until Decem- 
ber, when we can make a further allowance. 

I only rose to say that while we appear to be doihg very fine things 
in a small way we are required to pay immense sums of money to do 
them, and injuring the public service by temporarily employing people 
who know nothing about the business during the days the regular per- 
sons are not employed. So it will be in every department of the Gov- 
ernment; the moment you give it to one you must give it toall, because 
all insist that they have the same rights. 

There are several other hundred thousand dollars that will have to 
go very soon if this is doge now. It might as well be understood that 
the smal! things we are appearing to do as mere matters that amount 
to nothing really involve hundreds of thousands of dollars, and some- 
times millions. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 2143 I think the ‘‘i’’ had better come out; 
so as to read ‘‘electoral.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter ‘‘i”’ 
the word ** electorial’’ if there be no objection. 
ceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘* District of Co- 
lumbia,’’ to strike out from line 2154 to 2157, as follows: 


For the construction of an addition to the building known as the Home of 
the Little Sisters of the Poor in the city of Washington, D. C., $25,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. I am instructed by the committee not to insist 
upon that amendment. 

Mr. BECK. I believe the chairman of the committee said he was 
instructed this morning by the whole committee not to insist on strik- 
ing that out. The subcommittee struck it out. The whole commit- 
tee have inserted it, not I think because they want it, but because the 
Garfield Hospital and a number of other items of the same class are 
sought to be added. I believe I am correct in that. 


and for furniture for money-order office, $500; in 


I move to strike out, in line 2140, after the word 
‘ passed at the present session.’’ That is notneces- 


‘ 


will be taken from 
The reading will pro- 


Mr. ALLISON. I am instructed to offeran amendment for the Gar- 
field Memorial Hospital. 
Mr. BECK. It is just as well to begin here to state the situation. 


We sought to divorce, if I may use the word, the District of Columbia 
matters from the sundry civil bill, and in the District of Columbia 
bill we have madé provision for a great many of these charities. I 
hold it in my hand. 


by very clever people and very generous people and Christian people 
for all sorts of amendments to be added to the sundry civil bill. We 
are not getting clear apparently of the difficulties of mixing up the 
charity system of the District of Columbia as it was before by having 
a separate bill for the District of Columbia. I hold in my hand a num- 
ber of other amendments which the committee have not agreed to, 
quite as meritorious as the Garfield Hospital item and those now being 
inserted, all of which, if we are going into that business, I shall endeavor 


aid all these institations. 
the time being, and let them be content with the aid which has been 
given in the District of Columbia appropriation bill, and not open the 
door to all the amendments which will be suggested to this bill by the 
various charities in the District of Columbia. 

That is all I eare to say. This is just as good as any of the others, 
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which will be offered. Iam not yet prepared to say that a point of 
order can be sustained when the other amendments are offered. | 
think they are private matters. At least I shall ask the Chair to rule 
upon that point when the occasion arises. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon the amend 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. In view of what the Senator from Kentucky has 
said I hope this amendment will be passed over until we see what we 
do with the Other items to which he has referred. 

Mr. BECK. If the amendment fails to prevail, the item having been 
inserted by the House will still be in the bill; and we are going through 
this anomaly all the time under the rules of the Senate, that matters 
which are ruled out of order because they are legislation can not be con- 
sidered here because they are new legislation; but once being inserted 
in the House bill they are open to a committee of conference, and that 
committee of conference, composed of three men from each House 
can put on what they like, irrespective of the rules of either House, and 
the Senate and the House have to pass upon the conference report as a 
whole. No point of order can be made upon that, I suppose. 

The Chair smiles as though I was wrong there. I am so apt to be 
wrong on points of order that perhaps I am; but that will be the prac- 
tical result; that is the way it always works, law or no law. I have 
referred to the tariff conference of last year before; we know something 
about that. The result is going to be that when a thing is once in the 
bill and the conferees get together they will do pretty much as they 
please. The Little Sisters of the Poor are in the bill by the action of 
the House. I admit that; and refusing to agree to the motion to strike 
out does not take out the item. I think we had better begin with it 
now and strike out all the items of this class. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it proper to say 
for the information of the Senate, although the question is not at this 
moment presented for his decision, that he has examined the question 
as to the power of conferees that has arisen on the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill, and is of opinion that it is not within the power of 
the Senate conferees to report in favor of the Senate agreeing to an 
amendment to a House bill that would not be in order if recommended 
by any other committee of the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. But allow me to ask for information—suppose they do 
it, their report has to be acted on as a whole, and I suppose the Chair 
could not strike out that part of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair could not strike it out; 
but the Chair, if the point were made, would be obliged to hold, after 
having investigated the subject, that such a report wasirregular. That 
would leave the Senate to do what it chose with the other amend 
ments or to overrule the Chair. The question is on agreeing to this 
amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Some of the Senators did not hear precisely what was 
the ruling of the Chair with reference to the power of conference com- 
mittees upon amendments. I did not myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has made no ruling, but 
he thought it right for the information of the Senate to state his opin 
ion, formed upon investigation in respect to the power of conferees 
The Chair is of opinion that it is not within the power of the conferees 
of the Senate to put into a bill anything that any committee of the 
Senate could not put in or that members could not put in. 

Mr. HALE. As an amendment toa House proposition coming to 
the Senate from the Honse ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Precisely the same point of orde1 
can be made, the Chair thinks, against the report of a committee of 
conference in respect to putting legislation on a bill that could be made 
against a report from any committee of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Butsupposing that in conference of the two Houses the 
conferees on the part of the House of Representatives propose an amend- 
ment to a provision that the House has inserted in an appropriation 


| bill, an amendment entirely germane under the rules of the House, and 


It provides for eight or ten of them; but not con- | 
tent with that and with what has been inserted here, a pressure is made | 


modifying a proposition that has passed the House, and the conferees on 
the part of the Senate agree to that amendment and report as a con- 
ference committee the original proposition that came from the House 
with an amendment in order under the rules of the House, would the 
Chair, I will not say rule, but intimate that the ruling would be that 
there was no power on the part of the conferees to do that ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will say that in his opin 
ion, formed after study and investigation, the conferees on the part ot 
the Senate are merely its agents, that they are not governed or affected 


| or instructed by any rule of the other body but by our rules, and there- 


fore if anything that the conferees of the Senate recommend to the Sen- 


| ate to be concurred in in the House bill is a proposition which if pro- 


| posed in this Chamber from a committee would not be in order, it 
to have inserted, because there is no use of giving aid to one unless you | 


I think the Senate had better stop now for | 


and Iam not sure but a little more meritorious than many others | 


would not be in order if recommended by a committee of conference 

Mr. HALE. That would revolutionize all the practice as to confer- 
ence reports. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That may be. 
what he thinks the law of the Senate is. 

Mr. HALE. Then when a proposition comes from the House origi- 
nally, under their rules, objectionable, offensive as it may be to the 
Senate, the Senate can not say or do anything, because the House, 


The Chair only states 
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under its rules, has sent a proposition here To hold that in a joint | disagreed to by the House and agree to the conference thereon asked 


conference of the two bodies, represented by conference committees, 
there can not bean amendment to that original proposition of the House 
that is according to their rules adopted and sent to this body, I think, 
as I have said, introduces an entirely new practice. 

| am not prepared to argue that question, but I think that the Senate 
should take notice that it is an absolute change of what has been the 
practice with reference to conference reports. I may say here that I 
do not believe in extending the power of conference committees. That 
power is enormous at present. It is a power that ex necessitate rei is 
not much questioned; but whenever any question does arise, I believe 
it is the duty of conferees, largely on the appropriation bills made up 
from members of the Appropriations Committee, where there is any 
doubt about it to give the decision in favor of not extending their 
power. I do not think anything ought to be done by the conferees 
appointed from the Committee on Appropriations that under any cir- 
cumstances should raise a question in the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to make a 
suggestion to him? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. This question, however grave and important, is not 
now before the Senate. The Chair has notified the Senate as to the 
opinion that the Chair entertains, which I think is precisely correct; 
but I beg that we do not undertake to debate the question now, because 
it isnot pending. When it becomes practical, we can then talk about 
it. 

Mr. HALE. I do not propose to do so, but the days and hours are 
waning, and I wish to call attention to the matter now, as some guid- 
ance for the conference reports that may come in for the rest of the 
session. Let the intimation made by the Chair be regarded and con- 
sidered with reference to conference reports. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I agree with the Senator from Tennessee that it 
may not be profitable to discuss this question from the purely hypo- 
thetical standpoint: There is a matter pending now before the Senate, 
or liable to be called before the Senate at any time, the conference re- 
port upon the District of Columbia appropriation bill, which will raise 
the practical point whenever that conference report is under considera- 
tion, and I should like to have it called up as soon as this bill is dis- 
posed of so that the question may be practically settled by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thought it right to men- 
tion in reply to the Senator from Kentucky what the views of the Chair 
are upon the subject. The Chair will take the liberty of saying, in 
addition, to the Senator from Maine, that the Chair thinks the Senator 
from Maine is under a misapprehension as respects the nature of a con- 
ference. The conferees of each House, the Chair thinks, are entirely 
independent of the other, and merely represent the views of their own 
House. They, in their conduct, are governed by the rules of their own 
House, and not by the rulesof the other. A conference report may be 
properly made, the Chair thinks, by the Senate conferees upon any bill, 
whether the gentlemen of the other House should sign the report or 
not. The only object, the Chair supposes, of the report being signed 
by the conferees on both sides is to identify with absolute certainty 


by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. McMILLAN, 
Mr. ConGER, and Mr. RANSOM were appointed. 

FOURTH OF JULY. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I beg leave to submit a resolution which I will 
ask to lie over until to-morrow morning, unless the Senate by unani- 
mous consent see proper to adopt it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation, if there be no objection. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate will meet at the usual hour on Friday, the 4th day 
of July, instant, and after the reading of the Journal, and before other business 
ts done, the Secretary of the Senate shall read the Declaration of American In- 
dependence and Washington's Farewell Address. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentle- 
man from Ohio to ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it lie over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there is any objection, let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed, and 
go over. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. i“ 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1835, 
and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 
2157, to insert: 

For repairs to the police-court building, District of Columbia, $1,500 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2161, to insert: 

To paytothe Church Orphanage Association of Saint John’s church for the 
erection of a building for the use of said orphanage, of Washington, D. C., $6,000 

Mr. ALLISON. I move toinsertat this point the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is itan amendment to the paragraph 
just read ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It isan indepegdent amendment. 

Mr. BECK. [rise for the purpose of asking the Senate to strike out 
the clause just read in order to prevent so many others from coming in. 
I do not believe there is any serious objection to this item. The build- 
ing in which those people now keep, and have done so for fourteen years, 
some fifty-odd children and have taken care of them, is in such a dilap- 
idated condition that it has been condemned by the commissioners as 
unsafe and dangerous; but I really feel that in doing it we are opening 
the door to too many applications and we ought not to aid those people 
in building an additional building or one that shall be safe, as they 
have been ordered to do by the commissioners. In ether words, the 


what they have agreed to recommend to their respective Houses as of | house is condemned and we ought to aid them to get one in which they 


their own right. 

The Chair begs to apologize for having suggested the question now, 
although he thought it right to do so in view of what the Senator from 
Kentucky had said. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
striking out the words which have been reported. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments of 


the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on riversand 
harbors, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. A. 8. WILLIs of Kentucky, Mr. N. C. BLANCHARD of Louisiana, 
and Mr. T. J. HENDERSON of Illinois managers at the conference on 
its part. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the message from the House be laid 
before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes. The bill passed the Senate with sundry amend- 
— and is returned from the House with a message, which will be 
real. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, July 2, 1884. 


. Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 
ill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preser- 
vation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Ordered, That Mr. Wiuuts, Mr. BLANCHARD, and Mr. T. J. HENDERSON be the 
Managers of the said conference on the part of the House. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate insist on itsamendments 


can safely take care of the children; but if it is going to open the door 
to all the others, I think the paragraph had better go out. 

Mr. HARRISON. [notice that the committee has recommended us 
to strike out, and the Senate has agreed to strike out, a special appropri- 
ation for the Little Sisters of the Poor. Itseems to me we ought to ob- 
serve some uniformity with reference to this sort of appropriations. For 
one, I can see how the burdens:of taxation in the District and the obli- 
gation of the District government to take care of the unfortunate classes 
here may be relieved by these private charities. I have no doubt the 
institution of the Little Sisters of the Poor and this Church Orphanage 
Association both do a great deal toward relieving taxation, and in that 
view it may be proper to make some annual appropriation for the main- 
tenance of the dependent ones who would otherwise fall upon the Dis- 
trict for support. But if we once go into the business of putting up 
orphanages and homes under the supervision of the different churches in 
the District, it seems to me we are entering upona pretty wide field ot 
operation. I would not make adistinction between the churches. No 
doubt’in each of these instances they are doing a good work, but I think 
if we start into the business of building houses for the different churches 
we shall run through the whole list and we can not stop. I think we 
had better stop now and not agree to this amendment 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will now he reported. 

Mr. ALLISON. In view of the vote just taken with reference to these 
charities in the District of Columbia, I feel instructed by the committee 
| to withdraw the amendment I was about to offer a few moments ago. 
The reading of the bill was resamed. The next amendment of the 
| Committee on Appropriations was, after line 2165, to insert: 

\ 


That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Department are hereby 
directed to allow and pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
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propriated, to each of such persons, or their legal representatives, who were offi- 
cers, clerks, and employés of the metropolitan police force of the District of Co- 


lumbia on the 28th of February, 1867, a sum equal to 20 per cent. on the salary | 


of such persons as fixed by law, for the time stated in said resolution of the 28th 
of February, 1867 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 2175, to insert: 


Phat the sum of $85,000 appropriated for the Boundary street intercepting 
sewer by the act approved July 1, 1882, is hereby reappropriated and made im- 


mediately available for work done and to be done under the contracts hereto- | 


fore made for its expenditure 


Mr. PLUMB. I should like to call the attention of the Senator from 
lowa to the fact that the last two appropriations inserted are appropria- 
tions out of the Treasury entirely, and there is no clause attached to 
them which requires one-half to be taken out of the treasury of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. I therefore move to add 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand the last item is simply reappropriat- 
ing the interest paid, one-half by the District and one-half by the 
United States, under a previous law passed some years ago. 

Mr. PLUMB. That may be, but that would not be the case with 
reference to the preceding paragraph, at all events. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see now what the Senator alludes to specially, to 
the paragraph from line 2166 to line 2175. For myself, I do not father 
that amendment in any sense, and I leave it to others to promote it. 
The Senate passed at this session a separate bill requiring the payment 
of this money. 

Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I move a reconsideration of the vote by which 
that amendment was adopted. I had not observed its terms. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks that 
the vote agreeing to the amendment reported from the committee in- 
serting the paragraph from lines 2166 to 2175 be reconsidered. It will 
be reconsidered if there be no objection. It is reconsidered. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. The 
Senate has acted upon the measure, but not the House, and it is proper 
to leave it until the other branch of Congress shall have acted upon the 
subject-matter. 

Mr. VANCE. 
to reconsider. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote was reconsidered, and the 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. VANCE. On thatI wish tosayaword. Thisisaclaim founded 
upon a joint resolution of the two Houses passed seventeen years ago, 
paying 20 per cent.—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I feel under the circumstances, after the statement of 
the Senator from North Carolina, constrained to make the point of order 
on the amendment that it is a private claim. 

Mr. VANCE. The Chair will see that it is in pursuanceof an exist- 
ing law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Kansas to make a point of order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I raise the point of order on the paragraph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would be glad to be in- 
formed whether there is any existing law which requires the payment 
of this sum of money. 

Mr. HARRIS. In 1867 there was an act passed allowing certain 
extra pay to certain officers. The accounting officers of the Treasury 
held that the act did not apply to the class of persons provided for in 
this amendment and declined to pay them. Some one of that class 
made a test case. It went to the Supreme Court of the United States 
and the court decided that it did cover this classof persons. A private 
bill for the relief of this class has been introduced from session to ses- 
sion for many sessions and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, at the present session as well as at former sessions. The 
committee reported at this session of Congress in favor of the passage 
of that private bill. 


or such future contracts as shal! be made therefor. 





Has it passed ooth Houses? 


I understand a vote is to be taken on the proposition 


Mr. BECK. It was passed. 
Mr. BUTLER. It passed the Senate. 
Mr. HARRIS. It has passed the Senate, but it has not yet passed 


the other House. That is the exact history of the case. 

Mr. BECK. The act of February 28, 1867, Statutes at Large, vol- 
ume 14, page 569, contains the language referred to by the Senator 
from Tennessee, which is in these words: 

An additional compensation of 20 per cent. on their respective salaries as 
fixed by law, or, where no salary is fixed by lw, upon their pay respectively, 
for one year from and after the 30th day of June, 1866. 

That has been construed by the Senate by the passage of the bill re- 
ported by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], and which 


MORGAN | and had a unanimous report of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary of the House by the Representative from Vermont [Mr. PoLanp]. 
I suppose there is no doubt under all the constructions given that there 
is an existing law for the payment. It was upon that theory that we 
proceeded vesterday in considering the amendment. 
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Mr. HARRIS. The Supreme Court decided the case. 

Mr. BECK. The Supreme Court has decided that these policemen 
were embraced in the law. I had all those reports, but I can not lay 
my hand on them now. I thought the clerk of the committee had them 
with him. They were lying on my table this morning, and gave 
the facts. The report of the Senator from North Carolina contains the 
decision of the Supreme Court in 28 Wallace, 588, and the authorities 
are referred to where they sustain the claims and say they come within 
the provisions of the act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairremembersthe case. The 
Chair understands that this is a provision for the payment of overdw 
salaries to a class of officers who according to this decision are entitled 
under a former law to asalary that has not been paid them. The Chai: 


| therefore overrules the point of order, thinking that if Congress has 


| failed to appropriate for general salaries toa class of officers that in point 


of law they were entitled to, the amendment does not fall within th: 
provision in relation to private claims. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. Inowmove to add at the end of line 2182 these words 

One-half of said sum appropriated by the two preceding paragraphs to be paid 
out of any money in the Treasury of the United States and the other half to be 
paid out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that amendment will not be adopted 
The system of intercepting-sewers is very expensive. Work was wu 


‘dertaken by the Government of the United States in the first instance 





| trict one-half of the other appropriation. 


without respect to the District authorities. It is really a system ot 
conveying water from the outlying regions off into Rock Creek and 
into the Eastern Branch, and originally was not designed to be charged 
upon the District of Columbia. It seems to me it is not right that it 
should be charged to the District of Columbia. At the last session of 
Congress, if I remember aright, or perhaps at this session, there was a 
provision made that the District government should pay interest at the 
rate of 3 per cent. upon one-half of the cost of these intercepting sewers 
If the Senator would confine his amendment to that provision it would 
be all right, but to load the District government with this $40,000, to 
come out of their current revenue, would probably prevent them from 
availing themselves for general city purposes of the District revenues 

I should have no objection if the Senator would make his amend- 
ment requiring that one-half of this should be paid in the same mod: 
and manner directed by existing law for the other appropriations for 
intercepting-sewers, and I think that requires them to pay at the rate 
of 3 per cent. interest. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator is I think mistaken. This originally 
was appropriated to be paid in just the way I propose now to pay it; 
but by reason of the construction of the First Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury in regard to the contract under which the money was to be ex- 
pended, it could not be expended. The commissioners came down and 
asked us to put it in the District of Columbia bill. It was put in that 
bill; but when the matter came into conference the House conferees 
objected to the last part of the amendment on account of its referenc« 
to a former contract, and after some conference it was left out in orde: 
to ascertain exactly how the law was. The commissioners asked that 
it be put in this bill in the same way. It only went out of the forme: 
bill for the reason I stated a moment ago. It will not impair their 
funds at all. It is entirely proper that one-half of this expense should 
be paid by the District. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am informed by a member of the District Com- 
mittee that the provision I spoke of applied only to the aqueduct. Ii 
the ordinary disposition of this money is that one-half of it is charged 
to the District, I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think itis. I know there was a 3 per cent. prop- 
osition such as is referred to by the Senator from Ohio applied to the 
appropriation for extending the aqueduct, but I do not remember any 
such proposition in respect to any other matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think so far as the last item is concerned, under 
the District act of 1882, without any such amendment as is proposed by 


| the Senator from Kansas, one-half of this item would be paid by the 
| District of Columbia, because this is simply a reappropriation of money 


appropriated in 1882 when the District was obliged to pay one-half. | 


do not think they ought to pay out of the current revenues of the Dis- 
That appropriation is for 
the Metropolitan police of 1867. At that time the entire Metropolitan 
police was paid by the Government of the United States. It seems to 
me it would be wrong to put upon the expenditures of the District for 
1885 an expense that was incurred by the Government of the United 
States itself in 1867. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


That was before the District government was 


| formed. 
had been reported two years ago by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. | 


Mr. ALLISON. Long before the District government was formed. 
I think it is not a wise thing to do. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well; I have no objection to making the amend- 
ment apply simply to the latter section. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That is, the last paragraph, the one contained in 
line 2176 to line 2182? 
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Mr. PLUMB. Yes; the last paragraph. 
Mr. HARRIS. So far as it applies to sewers I think it is entirely 
right; but I think it ought not to be applied to the other item. | 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAIS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had ap- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment | proved and signed the following acts : 
| 


proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLuMB]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the ‘‘ miscellaneous’’ appropria- | 
tions ‘‘ under the Department of Justice,’’ after line 2193, to insert: 





For the expenses of Territorial courts in Utah Territory: For defraying the | 
contingent expenses of the courts, including fees of the United States district at- 
torney and his assistants; the fees and per diems of the United States commis- 
sioners and clerks of the court; and the fees, per diems, and traveling expenses 
of the United States marshal for the Territory of Utah, with the expenses of sum- 
mouing jurors, subpeenaing witnesses; of arresting, guarding, and transporting 
prisoners; of hiring and feeding guards ; and of supplying and caring for the 
penitentiary, to be paid under the direction and approval of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, upon accounts duly verified and certified, $26,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2213, after ‘‘ Court or Claims,’’ to 
insert ‘including the pay of one assistant, at a salary of $3,000; and, 
in line 2215, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out ‘‘ten’’ and 
insert ‘‘sixteen;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For defending suits in claims against the United States: For defraying the 
necessary expenses incurred in the examination of witnesses and procuring of 
evidence in the matter of claims against the United States and the District of 
Columbia pending in any Department, and for necessary expenses incurred in 
defending suits in the Court of Claims, including the pay of one assistant, at 
a salary of $3,000, to be expended under the direction of the Attorney-General, 
$16,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2237, after the word ‘‘agents,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For the prosecution of crimes: For the detection and prosecution ot crimes 

inst the United States, preliminary to indictment, and for the investigation 
of official acts, records, and accounts of officers of the courts, including the in- 
vestigation of the accounts of marshals, attorneys, clerks of the United States 
courts, and United States commissioners, under the direction of the Attorney- 
General, and for this purpose all the records and dockets of these officers, with- 
out exception, shall be open to the examination of his duly authorized agents, 
$50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2238, to insert: 

For compiling and printing two hundred copies of the compilation of laws 
applicable to the duties of the governor, attorney, judges, clerk, marshals, and 
commissioners for the district of Alaska, provided for by section 11 of the act 
approved May 17, 1884, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2244, to insert: 


To defray the actual and necessary traveling expenses of the oflicers to be ap- 
pointed for the civil district of Alaska from their homes to their stations in 
Alaska, at $300 each, $1,500. 


Mr. CONGER. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee if that 
is the title of ‘‘ the provisional government for Alaska?’’ Are these the 
judicial officers? I did not understand that it was called the “ civil 
district.’’ 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator will allow me to answer, | will 
state that it includes all the officers to be appointed, and the descrip- 
tion is correct here. It is called in the Alaska act ‘‘ the civil district 
of Alaska.”’ 

Mr. ALLISON. We supposed we had it right, but I am not certain. 

Mr. CONGER. I supposed it referred to the judicial district, and | 
not the Territorial government. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 2249, to insert: 


To pay the amount of nee potent rendered in the suit of Hallet Kilbourne 
against John G. Thompson, former Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, $20,000, 








The amendment was agreed to. 
rhe next amendment was, after line 2253, to insert: 
To pay the costs of court in said case, $143.17. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 2255, to insert: 
To pay Shellabarger and Wilson counsel fees in said case, $2,000, 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out the words, ‘‘Shellabarger and 


Wilson.’’ I do not know of any other counsel, but it is intended to | 


pay the counsel fees on the part of the Government. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio who will 
have the distribution of the fund then; the Attorney-General ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Department of Justice. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


An act (S. 1861) for the relief of the Atlantic Alcohol Company, of 


| Atlantic, State of Iowa; and 


An act (S. 534) for the relief of J. T. Pickett. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced thatthe House had concurred in the amendments ot 


| the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1682) providing for two additional associate 


justices of the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed tothe report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a nght of way through the 


| Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Company, and for 
| other purposes. 


The message further announced that the House had passed a con 
current resolution for the printing of 9,000 copies of the report of the 
Director of the Mint on the production of the precious metals in the 
United States for the year 1883. 

ROSA VERTNER JEFFREY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Yesterday the House requested the 
Senate to return a certain bill to the House for consideration. That 
bill was in the hands of the Committee on Claims. I now report back 
the bill, being the bill (H. R. 2185) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jef- 


| frey and others, and ask that the committee be discharged from its 
| further consideration. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 
desire to be made of the bill? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The bill is not on the Calendar. 
The House yesterday requested the Senate to return the bill to the 
House for further consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order to discharge the commit- 
tee will be entered. The Chair understands that the order to return 
the bill has already been made. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not know whether the order 
was made yesterday or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It had better be made anyway. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If it has been made, it is not neces- 
sary to make it again. ® 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The Chair understands that the or- 
der was made yesterday on motion of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar}. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore subsequently said: The Chair begs to 
-all the attention of the Senate to House bill No. 2185. A message was 
received from the House of Representatives yesterday asking that the 
bill be returned. The REcorD shows that it was ordered on motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] that the bill be returned 
to the House of Representatives. The Chair finds that the Journal 
does not contain an entry of the order that was made. The Chair asks 
unanimous consent, therefore, that the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings be corrected so as to show the fact that the Secretary was directed 
to return the bill to the House of Representatives. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears nore, and it is so ordered. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. , 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 
and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 2270. 

Mr. ALLISON. In view of the fact that the committee recommend 
the striking out of the legislative sections of the bill, I move to amend 
by striking out from line 2271 to 2280, in the following words: 

For salaries of United States marshals, $219,000. 

For salaries of marshals’ clerks and chief deputies, $110,000. 

For expenses of marshals, namely, for transportation to attend courts, postag 
on process, and for fees and expenses of deputies, and of sheriffs and constables 
acting as deputies as provided by law, and for pay of special deputy marshals 
under title 26 of the Revised Statutes, $300,000 

And to insert: 

For payment of the fees and expenses of United States marshals and deputies 
$629,000. 

Mr. COKE. I suppose that this amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Texas will allow me, I wil! ask 
that the amendment I suggest-be passed over for the present until we 
settle the question of legislation. 

Mr. COKE. I was going to suggest that we pass it over and settle 
| the succeeding clauses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the question on this amendment 

Mr. ALLISON. On all the matter down to line 2287. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the paragraphs un page 93 
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from the top of the page to the end of line 2287 be passed over inform- 
ally to be resumed later. Is there objection? The Chair hears nore, 
and it is so ordered. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of **Judicial,’’ in 
the appropriations for the ‘‘ United States courts,’’ in line 2289, after 
the words ‘‘ for fees of clerks, $160,000,’ to insert: 


Provided, That the clerk of the Supreme Court of the United States shall, on 
the lst day of January next, or within thirty days thereafter, and annually there- 
after, make to the Secretary of the Treasury a return of all costs collected by 
him in cases disposed of at the preceding term or terms of said Supreme Court; 
and, after deducting his compensation as provided by law, and the incidental 
expenses of his office, including clerk-hire, said expenses to be certified by the 
Chief Justice or a justice of said court, shall pay any surplus that may remain 
into the Treasury of the United States at the time of making said return. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. INGALLS. If section 2 is to be stricken out the provision in 


lines 2327 to 2329 would be superfluous. I call the attention of the 


chairman of the committee to that fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know there is no requirement for such an appro- 
priation now; but still the committee thought there would be no special 
harm in having a uniform system of accounts among all the marshals 
and clerks. If the Senator objects to it 

Mr. INGALLS. No, I do not object to it, except that it is not a pro- 
vision of existing law. The Senator will observe that it depends upon 
that clause of the provision proposed to be stricken out on page 98, be- 
tween lines 2402 and 2412. 

Mr. ALLISON. So it does, butstill in itself it is not a bad provision 
to have a uniform system of bookkeeping for United States marshals 
and clerks. However, I have no objection to striking it out. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 2330 to 2753, inclusive, 
as follows: 


Spc. 2. That United States marshals shall hereafter receive annually for their 
services the following salaries, payable monthly: Southern district of New 
York, $%,000; Northern New York, Massachusetts, Eastern Pennsylvania, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, Southern Ohio, and California, $5,000 each ; Maryland, Western 
Pennsylvania, Eastern Missouri, Kentucky, Northern Ohio, Northern and 
Southern Illinois, Eastern Louisiana, Kansas, and Western Texas, $4,000 each ; 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, Delaware, Nevada, Southern Florida, 
Connecticut, Northern Mississippi, and Southern Mississippi, $2,000 each; and 
all other marshals shall be paid a salary of 33,000 a year. 

All money collected by marshale on process in behalf of the United States, 
and all costs for fees and expenses of marshals taxed against parties other than 
the United States, shall be collected by the marshals and be paid into court; 
and at the end of each quarter the marshal shall render a return of the moneys 
so collected te the Attorney-General, with receipts from the clerks of the courts 
for the sums paid as herein required, which returns shall be verified by the oath 
of the marshal; and if this statement is not received by the Attorney-General 
within thirty days from the close of the quarter, no further payments shall be 
made the marshal on account of salary until such statement is received. Upon 
application to him for service, the marshal, before service is made, shall exact a 
deposit for the costes thereof in all cases not brought by the United States, ex- 
cept in suite brought under chapter 3 of the Revised Statutes, for wages of sea- 
men, wherein the costs, if not collectible from the parties to the suit, shall be 
charged by the marshal, clerk, and district attorney in their accounts against 
the United States, and shall be adjusted and paid by accounting officers in the 
same manner as costs in cases brought by the United States. If he shall fail to 
exact such deposit he shall be responsible for the amount to the United States, 

It shall be the duty of the marshal to scrutinize the bills of the deputies, sher- 
iffs, or constables, or whoever may be employed to serve process,and when he 
finds the same to be correct and in accordance with law he shall pay the same; 
but in cases where he deems it advisable for his own protection he may with- 
hold 25 per cent. of the amount until the said bills have been audited and al- 
lowed at the Treasury; and when so allowed he shall pay the amount found 
due each in full. Atthe close of each term of court the marshal shal] make up 
his account for all fees and disbursements and submit the same to a circuit or 
district court, in accordance with the provisions of the act regulating fees and 
costs, approved February 22, 1875, which shall be examined and passed upon 
by the court at each term before its adjournment. 

Spec, 3. Thatthere may be allowed each United States marshal one clerk and 
one chief deputy, whose salaries shall be paid as provided in section 2 for the 
payment of marshals. The salaries shal] be $1,800 a year in each of the follow- 

ng districts: Northern New York, Southern New York, Massachusetts, Eastern 
Pennsylvania, District of Columbia, Southern Ohio, Kentucky, Northern IIli- 
nois, and California 

In other districts the salary shall be determined by the Attorney-General, but 
shall not exceed $1,200 per annum in any case. No clerk or chief deputy shall 
be appointed in any district unless the Attorney-General shall deem such ap- 
pointment necessary for the efficient performance of the public business. 

In all districts where courts are held at more than one place at which grand 

urors are impaneled, the Attorney-General may, in his discretion, allow the 
marshal a clerk or chief deputy (but not both) at such place, in addition to the 
one hereinbefore authorized, if the business of the office requires it, at a salary 
not to exceed $1,000 a year 
rhe Attorney-General shall provide a uniform system of bookkeeping and 
returns, and furnish books and blanks for this purpose to the United States 
marshals. It shall be their duty to keep all the accounts, books, and papers of 
their respective offices in such manner as may be required by regulations pre- 
scribed by the Attorney4ieneral, and to perform such other duties as such reg- 
ulations may require. All books, papers, and accounts relating in any way to 
official business shall remain in the office of the marshal and be transferred by 
him to his successor in office, and shall be open at all times to the inspection of 
parties interested. 

Any person who steals, takes away, falsifies, mutilates, or otherwise alters, 
destroys, or conceals any book, record, or paper by law required to be in the 
custody of the marshal, or who counsels, aids, or abets such stealing, takin 
away, altering, falsfying, mutilating, destroying, or concealing of any such 
book, record, or paper,shall be guilty of a felony,and,on conviction thereof, 
shall be fined not exceeding $1,000, or imprisonment at labor not exceeding three 
years, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

It shall be the duty of the chief deputy marshal to assist the marshal in attend- 
ing upon the sessions of the court, and to perform all other duties required of 
him by the marshal of the court 





| spective districts 


| and 3689 of the Revised Statutes, nor of any other of the 
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No officer of the court shall require payment from any juror or witness for 
stating his account for expenses of transportation or for administering oath to 
the same; and it shall be the duty of the marshal to examine said bills before 
paying the same, and to strike out improper charges if any are made therein 

The marshals’ clerks, the chief deputies, and other deputies shall be appointed 
by the Attorney-General, upon the recommendation of the marshals of the re- 
; and their oaths of office shall be filed in the Department of 
Justice; and they shall be of good character and be able to read and write 
in the English language,and be subject to removal for cause by the Attorney- 
General, by the court,or marshal: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be 
construed as in any way repealing or modifying sections 2021, 2022, 2023, 2024 
rovisions of title 
26 of the Revised Statutes, nor of any acts amendatory thereof or supplementary 
thereto. F 

Sec. 4. That deputy marshals shall be appointed in the manner provided i; 
the foregoing section for such localities in the district as the judge of the dis 
trict or circuit courts may authorize and require for the efficient transaction of 
of the business of the United States courts of such districts in each locality, but 
their powers shall not be limited by the locality for which they are appointed 
No person shall perform the duties of a deputy marshal unless appointed and 
qualified in the manner herein provided, but district or circuit courts may ap 
point, upon the recommendation of the marshals, any sheriff or constable, hold 
ing commission as such under Stat authority, to serve the writs or execute th: 
processes issuing out of the courts in such district, after having been duly con 
missioned a deputy by order of the court. Inall cases where practicable it sla! 
be the duty of the marshal to send writs and processes of court by mail directed 
to the deputy marshal residing in the locality where writs are to be served o 
processes to be executed, or to the sheriff or constable appointed to serve the 
same in such locality, whose duty it shall be, after service,to return such writ 
or process by mail to the marshal; and in no case shall fees be charged or 
allowed for traveling between points where writs or processes were sent by 
mail, or where it was practicable to send them by mail. The fees now allowed 
by law for marshals for serving writs and processes shal! hereafter be allowed 
to the officers serving the same, except for committing and discharging pris- 
oners; and the clause in section 829 of the Revised Statutes prescribing 50) cents 
for the same is hereby repealed. No fee for serving process shall be paid to a 
chiefdeputy. Guards, when actually necessary, may be employed to assist dep- 
uty marshals, sheriffs, or constables in charge of prisoners and witnesses before 
commissioners or justices of the peace, but not more than two before the same 
officer shall be employed on any one day. 

Sec.5. That deputy marshals, sheriffs, and constables, while serving court pro 
cesses, shall be allowed for transportation by public conveyances the amount 
actually paid therefor, which shall be stated in an itemized account, and shal! 
not exceed the usual amount charged for such transportation. For traveling 
where there is no public conveyance they shall beallowed 10 cents per mile each 
way, and for serving writs and processes the fees provided by law. The costs 
shall in each case be indorsed in items on the back of the writ when the retur: 
is made. 

Sec. 6, That the circuit or district courts of the United States may, in cases of 
emergency where the necessary processes of the courts can not be promptly ex 
ecuted by the marshal or his regular deputies so as to secure the ends of justice 
enter an order of record requiring the marshal or one of his deputies, or a per 
son appointed as special deputy marshal by the court for that purpose, to per- 
form a particular service or execute a particular writ; and for such service there 
shall be allowed such compensation as may be just and reasonable, but not ex 
ceeding $2.50 a day, and actual and necessary traveling expenses, in lieu of fees 
and mileage. All accounts for such service shall be stated in items and veritied 
by the person performing the service, and approved asa separate account by 
the judge who may make the order requiring the same. 

Sec. 7. That district attorneys of the United States shall hereafter be paid 
monthly for their services the following annual salaries, in lieu of all fees, al 
lowances,and salary now authorized by law: Southern New York, $8,000 
Northern New York, Massachusetts, Eastern and Western Pennsylvania, Dis 
trict of Columbia, Northern and Southern Ohio, Eastern Missouri, Northern and 
Southern Illinois, and California, $5,000 each; Maryland, Kentucky, Kansas 
Eastern Louisiana, Northern Georgia, Western Arkansas, and Western Texas 
$4,000 each; New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, Delaware, Nevada 
Southern Florida, Connecticut, Northern Mississippi, and Southern Mississippi 
$2,000 each ; and all other United States district attorneys shall be paid each a 
salary of $3,000 a year. 

In all proceedings, civil or criminal, including prizes and revenue cases, where 
fees or compensation of any kind are now by law authorized to be taxed against 
and paid by the United States for services of district attorneys or their assistants 
no fees or percentages or commissions shall be charged or allowed on that ac 
count. In all cases, civil or criminal, including prize and revenue cases, where 
services are performed by district attorneys or their assistants, and the costs are 
taxed against other parties than the United States, the amount of such costs or 
fees for such service shall be collected and paidinto court. United States district 
attorneys shall, under the direction of the Attorney-General, attend to the in- 
terests of the United States in every suit or proceeding in which the United 
States is concerned, in any of the courts of the United States or in the courts of 
any State, or attend to any other interest of the United States in their respective 
districts. 

Sec. 8. That the district attorneys, marshals, and clerks shall be allowed, once 
for each term of court, the actual amount paid by them for transportation in go- 
ing to and returning from the place where the court may be held in the dis- 
trict, the itemized accounts for such transportation to be made out and verified 
as hereinafter provided in other cases where transportation is allowed. Dis 
trict attorneys shall also be allowed the actual amount paid by them for neces 
sary transportation to and from their places of abode to places where criminal! 
examinations are held, or from one such place to another. 

Sec. 9. That the fees earned by the clerks of United States courts, the supreme 
and district courts of the Territories, and the courts of the District of Columbia 
for services in civil and criminal cases and in naturalization cases, and for nak- 
ing out, certifying, or authenticating all papers, and in bankruptcy proceedings, 
and for duties of masters in chancery, or as special commissioners or referees 
by order of the court, or taking or authenticating depositions, issuing certificates 
admitting attorneys to practice, and in all matters of any name and character 
incident to their office or by virtue or authority of the court, and as United 
States commissioners, if holding said office, shall be included in their semi-an 
nual returns to the Attorney-General; and it shall be the duty of the Attorney- 
General to decide what expenses may be paid by such clerks out of the surplus 
emoluments of their offices. At the end of each quarter they shall make outan 
itemized statement of al! costs paid into court in United States cases, showing 
what dis ition has been made of the sameand in what cases they accrued, and 
submit the same to the district court, who shall examine the same, and cause 
such clerks to subscribe an oath to the correctness of each and every item in 
such statement. Ifthe judge approves such statement as correct, he shal! indorse 
his approval thereon in writing, and the clerk shall thereupon transmit said 
statement to the Attorney-General. The clerks of the circuitand district courts, 
of the supreme and district courts of the Territories, and of the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia shall not receive annually exceeding $2,500 each for 
their services; and where one person is clerk of both the circuit and district 
courts, such clerk shall not receive for services in both capacities a sum exceed- 
ing $3,000 per annum, except the clerks of the district and circuit courts for the 
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southern district of New York, who may each receive $3,500 annually for their | 
services. From the fees and emoluments earned and so reported by such clerks | 

i » one of them shall be allowedan amount exceeding the maximum herein pro- | 
: vided; and after deducting the payment of deputy clerks, of office expenses, and | 
° inv other allowances authorized by the Attorney-General, the balance of such 


fea and emoluments, if any, overand above the said maximum amount, shall 
: om paid into the Treasury of the United States according to the provisions of sec- 
; tion 44 of the Revised Statutes ; which payments shall be ascertained at the 
freasury Department upon quarterly returns to the First Auditor of all fees 
earned during each quarter, to be made under oath and approved by the court; | 
and upon failure to make said quarterly and semi-annual reports within thirty 
davs thereafter, the clerk shall be summarily removed by the judge upon the 
request of the Attorney-General. — oe 
sec. 10. That the judges of the circuit and district courts of the United States | 
° and the judges of the Territorial courts shall divide each district into commis- 
~oners’ districts, consisting of one or more counties or parishes, and they shall 
ppoint one or more United States commissioners in each commissioner's dis- 
trict, as may be required for the efficient and economical execution of the laws. 
<yeh commissioner shall have jurisdiction only of such offenses as are com- 
tted in their respective districts, except in cases of change of venue or where 
, qualified commissioner resides in the commissioner's district where the 
offense was committed, who is in the district and physically able to perform his 
duties, and except also in cases of offenses against the postal laws of the United 
States, in which the jurisdiction shall remain as now provided by law. 
United States commissioners shall receive for their services such fees as are 
, now allowed by law, except that in all criminal cases heard by them they shall 
only be allowed $1 for issuing process to arrest and $1 for a recognizance or 
; bond for court, including affidavits of justification of sureties and acknowledg- 
, ments and for all other writs and processes issued, for all oaths administered, 
i for docketing, hearing, and trying the same, and for all services performed the 
i sum of $5, and no more, for each case; but where two or more charges not re- 
" 
. 


quiring separate trials are preferred against any person at the same time, the 
commissioner shall be allowed only for a fee in one case. In preliminary ex- 
aminations, where there is probably cause of guilt, the commissioner shall bind 
over the accused, if he shall give the bail required, to appear for trial before the 
court in his district which may be held nearest the place where the offense was 
: committed having jurisdiction thereof; and if he can not give the required bail, 
the commissioner shall commit him for trial to the nearest jail where such pris- 
oners can be safely and economically kept, and shall in both cases transmit all 


thereof, to be heldin said district nearest the place where the offense was com- 
mitted, at which court grand juries are impaneled; and the clerk shall notify 
the district attorney thereof; but any accused person who may be committed 
in default of bail may, upon the order of the judge, on the application of the ac- 
cused, be removed to and tried at that place in the judicial district where the 
court will be held next after his commitment: Provided, That all such prelim- 
¢ inary examinations shall be held and conducted by the officer authorized to 
hold and conduct such examinations who resides nearest the place where the 
offense is alleged to have been committed. 

Justices of the peace shall receive the same fees as United States commission- 
ers for services in criminal cases. Their accounts shall be verified by oath and 
. forwarded to the United States attorney of the district, to be submitted to the 
court for approval; but no commissioner or justice of the peace, acting as such, 
shall demand or receive from any accused party any cost or fee in any crimi- 


i nal procedure until after the final conviction of the accused, when such fees may 
be taxed as costs. 

* It shall be the duty of commissioners and justices of the peace to examine 

i and certify to the marshal for payment bills of witnesses for transportation 


and attendance. 

The judges of the Territorial courts, United States district attorneys, and United 
: States marshals and their deputies, when required to use any public convey- 
i ance in the discharge of their respective duties, shall be allowed the actual 
amount paid for transportation, not exceeding the usual fares on such public 
conveyance, and no more. All accounts rendered for such transportation shall 
be verified by oath of the person making the same; and he shall state in such 
oath that he did not use for any part of such transportation a pass or pay a less 
fare than that stated in the account. 


Accounts for the transportation of prisoners and guards by public convey- 
. ; ances shall be rendered for such sum as was actually paid for such transporta- 
t tion, not exceeding the usual fare, and vouchers verified by oath shall in all 


cases accompany such accounts, 

Sec. 11. That United States marshals shall bereafter be allowed their actual 
. expenses in the following cases, namely : 

For transporting prisoners in any State or Territory, orfrom one State or Ter- 
ritory to another, on any public conveyance, the amount actually paid for the 
transportation of themselves and for each prisoner and necessary guard, but 
not exceeding the usual fare. Where free transportation is used no charge 
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The Secretary having begun the reading of the matter proposed to be 
stricken out, 

Mr. ALLISON. The sections from line 2330, on page 95, to line 
3733, on page 111, are all legislative sections relating to one topic, and 


| as I presume Senators are familiar with them as relating to a change in 


the system of payment of marshals and clerks of courts, it is hardly 
worth while to spend the time of the Senate in reading them. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. WhileIam up, if the Senator from Texas will allow 
me one moment, I think the debate on these sections will not occupy a 
great deal of time, and I move that the five-minute rule be applied to 
debate on all amendments now till the bill shall be concluded. I do 
not know of any seriously controverted questions that will arise. Does 
the Senator rise to speak to this amendment? 

Mr. COKE. For a few minutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it will not interfere with the Senator, I will 
move now to apply the five-minute rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa to postpone the 
motion until the Senator from Texas has had an opportunity to ex- 
press himself. 

Mr. ALLISON. I doit only with the consent of the Senator from 
Texas. Will it be agreeable to the Senator from Texas if I now move 
to apply the five-minute rule? 

Mr. COKE. I have yielded for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Texas, I understand, consents to 
it I move that the five-minute rule be applied to the remainder of 
the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
debate on amendments to the bill be limited to five minutes, in pur- 


the papersin the case to the clerk of the United States court having jurisdiction | snance of a standing order of the Senate applying to that subject 


| Mr. HOAR. Can that be done by a majority, or does it require unan- 
imous consent ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may be done by a majority vote. 
There was a standing order adopted the other day which provides that 
it shall be in order at any time to move to limit debate on appropria- 
tion bills to five minutes by each Senator. The question is on agree- 
ing to the motion of the Senator from lowa. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I wish toinquire if theamendment 
frem section 2 to section 12, inclusive, is regarded as one amendment ? 
| Mr. ALLISON. It is so reported as one amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ® The Senator from Iowa asks that 
the reading of these sections, section 2 to section 12, inclusive, be dis- 
pensed with on the motion to strike out. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the recommendation 
of the committee to strike out these sections. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the sections stricken out by the Senate 
committee contain a change of the laws with reference to the payment 
of the fees of marshals and district attorneys and other Federal judicial 
officers in the different States. I hope the Senate will not concur in 
the amendment of the committee, which proposes to strike these pro- 
visions out for the reason that the change made by the bill in existing 
laws, as the bill came from the Honse, is exactly one that is demanded 
by the public sentiment of the State in which I live and which I have 
the honor in part to represent here, and so far as I know in all the 
States of the South. I can not speak for States not in that section. 

I have introduced twice in the Senate and had them referred to the 





whatever shall be made or allowed. If reduced transportation is secured this 
fact shall be stated and the actual amount paid shal! be charged in the account 
and no more. 

The amount actually and necessarily paid for meals of themselves, prisoners, 
and necessary guards while in transitu, not exceeding 50 cents per meal. 

The amount actually paid deputy marshals and guards for their services, not 
exceeding $2 per day. 

i For travel in going to serve or returning from serving any process, warrant, 
attachment, or other writ, including writs of subpoena in civil or criminal cases, 
the actual amount paid for transportation on all public conveyances, and no 
| more, the account to be stated as in case of transporting criminals; and for each 
3 mile actually traveled to serve any such process as aforesaid where there is no 
public conveyance, 10 cents per mile going and returning. 
. For all travel required of them,by law on any public conveyance they shall be 
: allowed in all States and Territofies the actual amount paid, as herein provided, 
and no more; and for every mile actually traveled where there is no public 
conveyance, 10 cents per mile each way. 

All allowances for travel by public conveyance and meals are not to be con- 
strued as compensation, but as reimbursement for actual and necessary expendi- 
tures in the discharge of official duties; and all transportation provided for in 
this act shall be computed by the nearest practicable route 

All allowances for mileage and transportation on public conveyances in ex- 
cess of the amount actually paid are hereby declared illegal ; and no credit shall 
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Committee on the Judiciary bills looking to the payment of salaries 
to district attorneys and marshals instead of fees, and that was the last 
ever heard of them. Bills to the same effect have been introduced re- 
peatedly in the House and referred to the Judiciary Committee there 
and it has been the last ever heard of them. 

The reform provided for by the proposed law as it stands in the sec- 
tions sought to be stricken out is universally demanded. Every othe 
effort to procure it which has been made has proved absolutely futile 
and fruitless, and if we can not get it as it is in this bill past experi- 
ence shows that we will never get it at all. 

I will read from the report of the Attorney-General. For seven years 
the length of time I have been a member of this body, annually the 
Attorney-General of the United States has recommended the change 
made in the sections of this bill which the Senate committee seeks to 
strike out. Every gentleman who has occupied the position of Attor- 
ney-General of the United States during that period has recommended 
it. I hold in my hand the latest report from the Attorney-General’s 
Office, and will read from it on this subject. He says 








s 1 

4 be allowed to any of the disbursing officers of the United States for payments ; = : : 

: or allowances in violation of the provisions of this act. An affidavit that the _ The practice of compensating the United States marshal by fees is an expen- 
; i account is just and true in all respects, and that the expenses charged therein | Sive one. Examiners of the Department of Justice who have been detailed t 

i were actually and necessarily incurred, must accompany each bill. Inall cases | ©xamine their accounts report that; in order to make the maximum fees of 

. q the account must contain the items of expenditure. The Attorney-General shall | Office $6,000 per annum, unscrupulous marshals in some instances through their 
. , prescribe forms, rules, and regulations for presenting all accounts of court offi- deputies have encouraged frivolous prosecutions, outraging the rights of citi 

i ri cials, to all of which forms shall be attached the oaths taken and subscribed. zens, and involving the United States in unnecessary and excessive expenses 

) Sec, 12. That hereafter jurors and witnesses in all of the States and Territories Now. I ask the: ’ the Sen hi . ws 

{ shall receive their actual and necessary expenditures for transportation when Now, | ask the attention of the Senate to this sentence 

: using any public conveyance, in lieu of mileage, but not exceeding the usual It is estimated that it costs the Government $10 expenses for every dollar's 
‘ fares; and when there are no public conveyances they shall receive the mileage | emoluments of the marshal. Thus it will appear that it would be to the inter 
c on allowed by law for travel to and from court; and witnesses shall receive | est of the Government to give the marshal a fixed compensation, so as to re- 
: 31.) a day, and jurors shall receive $2 a day during actual attendance at any | move all inducements to practice frauds upon the Government on the one hand 


court or courts, and for the time necessarily occupied in going to and returning | or wrongs upon the citizens on the other. If the deputy were to be paid fees 
from the same. , 





for executing process, it would insure the same efficiency as the present fee sy 
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tern. and at the same time relieve the Department of the extraordinary expense 


lained of, as the marshal would have no interest in encouraging such 


Ices 
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Che same reasons, in favor of salaried‘officers,apply with even more force to 


he United States attorney. By law he is required to examine the accounts of 

arshals, clerks It is, therefore, clear that the emolu- 

8 of his office ought not to be contingent upon the amount of business done 
fficers upon the correctness of whose accounts he must pass 


and commissioners 


of marshal and attorneys by taking as a basis an estimate of the business 
ysacted during the past ten years. To protect the Governmentagainst pay - 


nterests of the Government would be protected in fixing the compensa- | 


excessive salaries in districts where the business has heretofore been worked | 


by the institution of frivolous cases, for the sole purpose of increasing fees, 
espectfully recommend that Congress give the Attorney-General the author- 
at his discretion, to adjust salaries of marshals at the close of each fiscal 
ear, increasing or diminishing the snme for the next fiscal year, upon some 
isis to be fixed by law. In this manner justice could be done both to the United 


States and its officers 


Here is a recommendation by the law oflicer of the Government, 
not made this year only but for seven years past, that the very thing 
be done which is proposed to be done in the clauses sought to be stricken 
out by the Senate committee. 

It is said that these matters should be in an independent bill and it 
should come from the Committee on the Judiciary. Such bills have 
been repeatedly sent to that committee, and have been ignored. I 
know that such bills have been repeatedly proposed in the other House 
and nothing has come of them. 

Shall we never have a remedy for the admitted evils of the present 
fee system? The Government through its proper officer cries aloud 


for a remedy, and the people clamor for it, yet the Judiciary Commit- | 
. - ; i 
tee turns a deaf ear to their appeals; and when the popular branch 


of Congress propose a remedy the Senate is asked on a technicality to 
destroy it—not amend it, but simply strike it out. 

In addition to what the Attorney-General says in this report every 
man in my section of country knows that the unpopularity of the Fed- 
era] judicial tribunals is to be attributed solely to the reasons given by 
the Attorney-General in his report for making the change proposed, and 
that is that for the purpose of making fees the marshals and the dis- 
trict-attorneys foment and instigate and bring about frivolous and vexa- 
tious prosecutions for the sole purpose and no other of making money 
for themselves. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The time of the Senator from Texas 
has expired. 


Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator will be allowed to proceed. 
Mr. COKE. I only desire a minute or two more. 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope the presiding officer will allow the Senator 


trom Texas a minute or two more. 
the motion to limit debate. 

lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senator from Texas be allowed to proceed. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COKE. While instigating these frivolous and vexatious prosecu- 
tions against. the citizen they are at the same time piling up costs against 
the Government, for the Attorney-General in the report just read de- 


lares that every dollar of the marshal’s emoluments costs the Gov- 
ernment $10. 


country. 


I did not intend to cut him off by 


I have no hesitation in saying that while the salaries fixed 
for all the officers in the bill are ample, there could not be a measure 
passed through this Congress which would to a greater degree popularize 
the Federal judiciary than would this. 
could be passed that would meet with so much popular favor as this 
would. 
marshals, the only motive they have for instituting any other thana 
ust prosecution, that is the fees, and you will have no other than just 
ones, and the public sentimentof the whole country will sustain the 
courts whenever a prosecution is instituted. But, as the Attorney-Gen- 
eral says, as long as you offer a premium through the fee system to the 
district attorneys and to the marshals you will have oppressive and vex- 
ations litigation, which will be outrageous upon the rights of the citizen 
while inflicting heavy damage in the way of expense on the Govern- 
nent 

Why should not the bill as it came from the House be passed with 
these sections in it? Why should they be stricken out? It issaidit is 
new legislation on a general appropriation bill, which is forbidden by 


our rules. 
lation. If gentlemen want to know where they are I have just selected 
a few samples. On page 56, under the head of ‘‘ Tenth Census,’’ two- 
thirds of it is new legislation. On page 59, from line 1437 to line 1452, 
s new legislation. On page 72, from line 1766 to line 1770, inclusive, is 
w legislation. On page 79, from line 1926 to line 1931, inclusive, is 
legislation. 


new 
of new legislation, some of it puton by the Senate committee and a great 
deal more of it in the bill as it came from the House. If the Senate 
committee make no objection to new legislation as it stands in the bill as 
already adopted, why stickle over these sections which simply give 
what the Attorney-General has seven times recommended, what the 
public sentiment of the country demands, and what common justice 
ought to concede? 
| see nothing in the objection that it is new legislation. If the Sen- 
an take the new legislation which has already been adopted in this 


They are rendering the courts unpopular throughout the | 


I do not know of one that | 
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bill, it surely ought not to object to a little more that 
manded. 

I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations struck out t} 
legislation because it is wholly new legislation, and for the reason th 
it was not within its province or duty to examine into the details 
twelve sections of a new measure reported not from the regular 
mittees of either House, upturning and oversetting legislation fron 
foundation of the Government to this time. We did not feel that 
the few waning days and hours of this session we could do justice 
great question like that, especially when such subjects are committ 
to the Judiciary Committee of this body, because we are not dispos: 


is 80 much de- 


| to draw into the meshes of the Appropriations Committee room 


} 


i 





The bill, although a general appropriation bill, is full | 


just as it came from the House. 


legislation of the Senate. Yet here are questions involved which 
pose to repeal and change laws passed from the foundation of the G 
ernment to this moment of time. 

In the next place, I do not believe there are three Senators, certa 
not fifteen Senators, on this floor who did not in one form or other s 
gest amendments to these sections, saying that injustice had been d 
to this district and that district, that anomalies exist here with 
ence to compensation and with reference to other questions involve: 
these sections. So the Committee on Appropriations, knowing t 
the bill must be reported within a few days and having this large m 
of business to look after, concluded that, however wise a general | 
vision of the fees and compensation of marshals and clerks and dis 
trict attorneys may be, asystem which had existed from the foundati 
of the Government could not be so wrong as to require us to remai! 
here during the month of July to correct it. That is the explanatio 
of the action of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BECK. I onlydesire toadd to what has been said by the chai: 


| man of the committee, that while I looked with great care over these 


provisions and believed that there were many of them that ought to lx 
adopted, I endeavored to see whether we could not take the legislatio: 


I took pains to consult leading mem- 
bers of the Committee on the Judiciary. They pointed out diffi 
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| after difficulty and amendment after amendment that ought to be added 


Members of the Senate and members of the House protested against 
some of the items in these sections, until it became painfully apparent 
in the Committee on Appropriatious that if we undertook to correct al! 
that they said was wrong the bill could not be reported for two weeks 
tocome. Indeed, if we had done nothing else but work on these lezis- 
lative sections from the day the bill was submitted to us till the pres- 
ent time we should not have been through considering the propositions 
submitted to us by Members and Senators. It wasa question whethe1 
we would let the bill go, or whether we would report it to the Senate 


and confess in moving to strike out these clauses that we had not tink 


to consider them and that the Senate must deal with the subject. 
We were advised and we knew the rule to be that we could not 
amend the legislation of the House; that any amendment suggested 
would be legislation, and therefore could be stricken out. We wer 
told there were many things here that were wrong, and when we found 
we could not amend them we could not afford to report them back 
We were told to-day from the chair that even in conference we can not 
amend House legislation by putting new legislation upon it to correct 
errors or rectify what was admitted by the House to be defective. 
Mr. COKE. If the Senator will allow me, is it not competent 


tor 


| these House provisions to be adopted by the Senate without amend- 
Take away from marshals, from districtattorneys, from deputy | 


ment? 

Mr. BECK. That is justthe trouble. On an appropriation bill th: 
decision of the Chair is, and the Senate has sustained the Chair in 
its decisions, that we can not amend legislation that comes to us 1 
the House. If we could dothat it would present a very different ques 
tion. We can adopt but can not amend. That is the decision o! 
Chair, and I believe all parliamentarians are agreed upon it. I know 
I consulted with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], the Sen 
ator from Arkansas [ Mr. GARLAND], and others, who I believe are good 
parliamentarians, and I consulted the President of the Senate himse!! 
I was so anxious to consider this question, believing with the Senat 
from Texas that there were very many good things in these sections 


roy 
I 


| and the advice I got from all of them was that we could not am 
I can turn to fifty places in the bill and point out new legis- 


them; and so what could we do? 

We can not consider the proposition; we can not amend it. We were 
told by the Chair to-day that even in conference we can not amend 
However important it may be, however desirable it may be, there was 
nothing left for the Committee on Appropriations in view of al 
difficulties except to report to the Senate that they could not conside! 
the proposition, and move to strike it out. 

Having done my duty, as I think, as a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, finding we could not amend it, I do not know whet! 
I may not vote for the House proposition, right or wrong, hoping that 
if there is anything wrong in it it may be corrected hereafter; hut as a 
member of the committee I could not do otherwise than to contess that 
we could not agree to it. 

Mr. GARLAND. Mr. President, I sympathize with what the 
ator from Texas has said and agree with him in the main; but the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary,who have had this matter under consideration 


Ser- 
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since an early day of the session, have not been neglectful of it. A 
subcommittee has had the subject in charge and it has heard many of 
the officers of the United States who are affected hy the measure, and 
they are collecting information on the subject in order to frame a bill 
to remodel and reshape a system that has been in vogue ever since the 
foundation of the Government; and the Senator from Texas will find 
that the more he considers it the more difficult it is to frame a bill on 
the subject. 

[| think I assert a fact when I state that a majority of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary concur in the idea of fixing salaries for these offi- 
cers: but when it comes to graduating the salaries and comparing them 
and adjusting them properly, it is one of the most serious jobs any 
committee of this body has ever had. 

When a bill of the character embodying general legislation has been 
passed in one House under a suspension of the rules, if such be the 


fact, and then goes to another House where it can not be corrected, I | tions in order to get fees will only be scratched by putting the marshal 


think it is asking too much of the Senate to adopt it. Rule XVI of 
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this body prohibits amendments of this kind, because they are general | 


legislation. No gentleman can examine this proposition without see- 
ng at once, when he compares it with existing laws, that amendments 
should be made to it. I have heard from two officers affected by this 
meusure in Arkansas, a marshal and a district attorney, each one writ- 
ny a letter of eight or ten pages, complaining of the distinction in this 
measure as against him. 

My hands are tied. I can not offer amendments and have these let- 
ters read here, because to do so would be out of order; and yet in good 
faith to these gentlemen I can not see this measure pass through with- 
out attempting to improve it so far as it affects them. One of these 
gentlemen, the marshal, was once a member of the other House of 
Congress, a gentleman who stood high there and stands high in the 


state of Arkansas; and the tone of bis letter is very proper. He does | 


not make a ground of complaint, but he submits facts deserving of 
consideration. 

Chat is the attitude we are in. However just is the complaint of 
the Senator from Texas, with much of which I sympathize and agree, 


Senator; and it is imposssble I think for the Senate to agree that this 
shall go forward on a sundry civil appropriation bill, being general leg- 
islation, and that character of legislation which affects very materially 
the interest of the country. 

The Committee on the Judiciary have done all they could and are 
still investigating the subject, and a subcommittee still has the matter 
ncharge. Ido think under thecircumstances that these clauses should 
be stricken out of this bill. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I fully concur in what has been so forci- 
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has said, in the Committee on the Judiciary carefully, almost in season 
and out of season, for the whole session. Westudied the reports of the 
Attorney-General, although the subject was not new to usin his reports; 
we got information from all parts of the country; and while it is true, 
as the Senator from Arkansas and the Senator from Texas say, that 
in some districts of the United States there have been abuses for the 
sake of making fees and unjust profits, I think it is safe to say that in 
three-quarters of the States of the Union any such charge or imputation 
would be unjust. 

But more than that, even this House provision, or any that could be 
named, only provides for a salary for the marshal. He, in his district 
be it great or small, does and must do nine-tenths of his business by 
deputies who are still to be paid by fees, and those deputies receive 
process not directly from him, but from the courts, the clerks, and the 
commissioners; and therefore the abuse of heaping up unjust prosecu- 


on a salary and leaving the deputies on fees. There is no help for it 

The more the committee investigated it the more difficult it appeared 
to us it would be to make a change which would cut out all temptation 
to make fees in the way that is proposed; and if you put them all on a 
salary you must have an enormously graduated civil list with appro- 
priations for it, and find it almost impossible to graduate the salaries 
according to the necessities of the case, and then hold out to the ofticer 
the contrariwise temptation of pocketing his money and not exercising 
any duty as a conservator of the peace and as an executor of the law 
Those are the considerations. The committee could not come to a con- 
clusion about it, because we found the subject one of such great diffi- 
culty to deal with in the broad aspect of the question as affecting all 
the United States and all its interests. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator will allow me to say that the Judiciary 
Committee can continue their investigation and make the needed im- 
provements hereafter 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a very extraordinary way to me from the far 
up north part of the country where I live to legislate first and conside1 


| afterward. We have been taughtin our region of country, and I think 
I can not now offer amendments to this measure, neither can any other | 


it is soin most of the rest of the United States, to consider first and leg- 
islate afterward, and not to plunge into an unknown sea of difficulties 
and dangers until we know where our footsteps are to lead. So it has 
appeared to us that it was far better to consider the subject until we 


; could mature a plan, if it were possible to mature one, which would 


correct whatever evil exists without creating a greater one; and soit ap- 
pears to me, with great respect to evérybody else, that it would be enor- 


| mous, if [may say so, to put on an appropriation bill a provision which 


bly stated by the Senator from Texas with reference to the evils of the | 


existing law. The personal knowledge of Senators, the report of the 
\ttorney-General, and the testimony taken by what is known as the 


Springer committee in the other House have demonstrated that under | 
the existing law the offices of district attorney and marshal are prosti- 
tuted to personal gain. These evils are universally admitted to exist, 


and they have been known to be in existence for many years. These 
evils ought to be remedied, and it can only be done by legislation. 
Now | undertake to say that a large majority of the Senate concur in 
the statement of the Senator from Arkansas, that the salary system is 
preferable to the fee system for rewarding these officers. If that be so, 


then I think I can safely say that the essential feature of the provisions | nearly all the States of this country, and I do not know but in all of 
of this measure as it came from the House we all sanction. I do not | 


suppose that we can make any improvement in the general provisions 
of the measure making a change in the existing law. Now why not 
adopt this change that the House has sent us to remedy the evils, uni- 
versally recognized evils, that have been spread all over the country 


throughout every State of the Union? Why not adopt these provisions | an appropriate fee for that particular service instead of hiring the offi- 


as they come to us trom the House and, in respect to the mere amount 
of salary to be apportioned according to the labor of each of these ofti- 


as my friend from Arkansas says can not be amended and modified. I 
have probably fifty letters before the committee now from various parts 
of the Union asking changes in this provision. It seems to be safer to 
let the Committee on the Judiciary continue to consider until! the next 
session what system can be devised. 

Mr. PUGH. I would suggest to the chairman of the committee that 
any bill or report hereafter will meet with just as many objections in 
its details as the one now proposed. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not believethat the Senate on full 
consideration would adopt on the merits the proposition that has been 
made or the principles which lie at the bottom of that proposition 


| Whatever difficulties or evils or abuses may exist in having officers 


cers in the different States, remedy hereafter any inaccuracy that there | 


may be? 

There is a pressing wrong and evil under the existing law. Great 
good will result from a change of the existing law in regard to the re- 
ward of these officers by fees, by fixing for them salaries. That is the 
essential proposition and purpose of the House measure sent to us in 
this bill. 

Now, let us take the House bill as it is. It is only four months ora 
little longer before we meet again, and after having gone home and 
thought about this matter and hearing the complaints that may be made 


stimulated by fees to make criminal prosecutions, it has been found in 


them, and in England, that the only practicable way is to allow fees 
at least in part; and in no case is the officer paid simply by a salary 
There are cases where the fees beyond a certain sum are paid over 
They are now in the case of United States marshals and district attorneys 
jut having a system of fees, by which the particular service is paid by 


cer by the year, has been found in the experience of England and ot 
this country to be on the whole the best scheme, and I suspect very 
few of the gentlemen who have complained of the present arrangement 


| as to United States marshals represent States where such is not the 
| practice. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in private litigation between indi- 
viduals the fee system»is entirely proper, because that enables the court 


| to apportion the costs for the service in each particular case according 


in reference to the operation of the measure, we shall come here next | 


session prepared to make proper changes in reference to these non-essen- 
tials. Knowing as I do personally the oppressive character of the 
practices of these officers under the existing law and the great public 
demand and public necessity for this change, I do hope that, although 
it may be irregular and hasty according to the opinion of some Sena- 
tors, we shall take this bill in its substance and remedy these imma- 
terial matters at the next session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think it right for me, as the 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, to ask the indulgence of 
the Senate to say a word upon this subject. 


The matter has been under consideration, as my friend from Arkansas | rules upon that proposition. 


to the actual service rendered; but where the State is the prosecutor, 
where the State employs counsel to represent it either in civil or crim 
inal actions, but particularly in criminal procedure, the salary system 
is very preferable. The distinction lies in the difference in the char- 
acter of the employment and the nature of the service to be rendered 


| The salary system will be found to be, I think, the only one under 


which we can control the officets of the Government of the United 
States so as to prevent them from abusing the powers of their offices in 
order to make money for private gain 

The Senator from Vermont, who of course is a great parliamentarian 
and is our honored presiding officer, and for whom we have the highest 


| possible respect in every regard, takes the ground, as I understand 


him, that if we should vote this part of the bill which the committee 


| recommend shall be stricken out into the text of the bill, after that we 


can not amend the text. I must take issue with the Senator under our 
If we refuse to strike out the subject- 
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matter which the House has sent us as section 2 to section 11, inela- | 
then that becomes a part of the text of this bill, and in committee 
or in Senate is open to amendment as any other part of the text of the 
bill, and under the same rules which control any other part of the text 
of the bill. It is very true that if the committee had suggested amend- 
ments as a substitute for this part of the text of the bill which involved 
new legislation, those amendments would be open to a point of order 
and could not be received or considered. But now we are considering 
this notwithstanding our rules. This is received, although it is general 
legislation. We are considering it, because we are compelled to do it 
in order to legislate. Therefore the House, it appears, can send us 
original matter which is general legislation upon an appropriation bill 
and force us to the consideration of it. The question now is before the 
Senate, shall we consider or shall we not consider this, shall we strike 
it out or shall we consider it? If we decline to strike it out and agree 
to consider it, then it is a part of the text of this measure and is open 
to amendment. 

It may take too much time toget this bill intoa shape to suitevery- 
body during these latter hours of the session, but the subject is one of 
such great importance that I concur entirely with my colleague that it 
were better that we should have some crudities or imperfections in the 
measure than not to have any measure atall. What the country re 
quires at our hands, and I believe the country almost universally, is 
to change the system from fees to salaries in respect of several of these 
officers, particularly the attorneys and the marshals. Why, sir, the 
country, I know, must be pained and shocked at the reports made here 
by the Attorney-General in respect to the frauds that have been com- 
mitted upon justice and upon the United States Government under this 
system of fees. The officers of the Government have been going about 
making investigations, and they have made reports which are very pain- 
ful in their nature, showing the abuses of the fee system by the differ- 
ent marshals, and sometimes by the district attorneys of the United 
States, and, as was remarked by the Senator from Texas, Attorney 
General after Attorney-General has been asking and beseeching Con- 
gress that we should make this change. 

Now, inasmuch as we have not introduced this subject inte the bill, 
can there be any harm in our allowing it to remain in the text of the 
bill and amending it according to the suggestions made by the Senator 
from Arkansas and the Senator from Vermont, or whoever else may 
desire to amend it? 

Sir, we are under no necessity for the adjournment of this body which 
is half as important to ourselves and the country as we are under to 
give to this country a good system of law and to prevent abuses. I do 
not wish to protract the session, but it does seem that we shall never 
get to this question. I do not wish to make any complaint of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, for I admire the conservatism with which 
they proceed in the consideration of measures like this. At the same 
time we have got to take some steps forward very soon or else—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEy in the chair). 
time of the Senator from Alabama has expired. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I donot care to participate in the dis- 
cussion of this subject at this time, but I have received within the last 
day or two a letter from a United States marshal that is somewhat 
peculiar, and inasmuch as officers of that class have been not a little 
denounced in connection with thissnubject, I ask that this letter may be 
read as part of my remarks, giving the opinion of at least one United 
States marshal concerning the proposition now pending before this body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be read if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

OrFice or UNITED STATES MARSHAL, 
Keokuk, Iowa, June 26, 1884. 

My Dear Senator: I see that Congress has passed a bill to pay a fixed salary 

to the United States marshals and district attorneys. This bill as passed the 


House cuts down the marshal’s salary one-half at least, for under the fee system 
the marshal was allowed $6,000, provided he made it in fees, after all expenses 
were out. 

Now, Senator, I believe the bill ought to pass the Senate for the reason that 
by salarying the marskals and district attorneys it will do away with a large 
number of prosecutions that are brought under the old system. There is no 
disguising the fact that marshals, deputy marshals, and district attorneys bring 
all the cases of violations of the revenue laws that they can find to be brought, 
as it is the only way they can make their maximum, $6,000. Of course the dep 
uty works up the cases and they are submitted to the law officer of the Govern- 
ment, which is the district attorney, and he of course orders or permite the 
prosecution of them all, as he knows that it depends on the amount of casesand 
convictions he can get in the courts by the deputies to make thie salary. You 
can plainly see that the gate is wide open for deputy marshals to bring a large 
number of frivolous cases and harass good citizens where they unintentionally 
violate the laws, for nearly all these cases of violation of the revenue laws by 
the class of men such as doctors and druggists, they do it in ignorance of the 
law. But nevertheless they are guilty, and as a general thing plead guilty, and 
it makes a bitter feeling against the Government. 

Now, you may think it strange for a United States marshal thatcan make af 
least five thousand dollars out of his office to advocate the passage of a bill cut- 
ting down his salary to three thousand ; but knowing, as I do, that the Govern- 
ment can save thousands of dollars by the salary system and that it will stop a 
large number of frivolous prosecutions, and believing it is for the best interest 
of the Goverament and the people, is the reason why I do so. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 


a1 ve 


The 


R. ROOT, 
United States Marshal Southern District Iowa. 
Hon. James F. WiLson, 


United States Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 
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Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, on looking at the provision which 


| is proposed to be stricken out I ascertained that in the crudeness with 


which it has been framed the eastern district of New York is entirely 
unprovided for. The southern district is provided for, but the eastern 
district is not named. Both the marshal and district attorney of the 
eastern district have been here in person to inquire what it meant that 
no provision had been made for that important portion of our judicial 
system. They bring me the figures, which show that in the eastern 
district of New York there are a larger number of causes, civil and 
criminal and in admiralty, than in any other district in the United 
States. The facts in relation to this were all spread outand submitted 
to the Committee on Appropriations with an amendment which I offered 
and had referred to the committee correcting thiserror. I learned from 
the Committee on Appropriations that in their opinion they had no 
power to propose amendments to this provision of the bill and there- 
fore no remedy could be furnished which would help out the eastern 
district of New York by way of amendment. If this be so, certainly 
I must rejoice at its having been stricken out by the committee and [ 
must sustain the action of the committee in doing so. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I have no doubt that if the measure 
proposed by the House and now pending should become a law detects 
would be found init. I have equally no doubt that if the Judiciary 
Committee, intelligent as that body is, were to present a bill on the 
subject we should find defects in that. I remember very well a bill 
in respect to the Pacific railroads coneerning avast sumof money, 
amounting at that time to about $97,000,000, was reported by the very 
able and distinguished jurist and statesman Mr. Thurman from the 
Judiciary Committee, and that bill has hadto beamended. I remember 
another bill reported by the distinguished chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee to correct the evils in Utah, and that bill has been found 
by experience to be so defective that we have spent days and weeks 
during the present session in an effort to amend that bill. So it would 
be with any great matter like this revolutionizing a system. What- 
ever bill we may adopt we shall find, as time rolls on, that we can 
amend its defects; but in this case the point is to start on the right 
road, and the right road beyond all question is the road by salaries 
and not by fees. 

As was stated by my colleague, in my own State the unpopularity of 
the Federal judiciary system there has resulted alone from the petty 
prosecutions brought about for the purpose and with the design and 
intent of making fees. In the northern district alone in one case blank 
warrante were signed by a United States commissioner and sent hun- 
dreds of miles up into the Panhandle of Texas; men were arrested 
and brought to Dallas, and the very able and firm and upright judge 
who presides there upon the discovery of that wrong dismissed the 
deputies who had executed those writs. I speak of that only as one 
instance. There are many others I could speak of. 

Not only has the Attorney-General recommended this, not only has 
the Attorney-General stated that every dollar of fees that the marshals 
get costs $10 in the way of emolument, but the President of the United 
States has recommended that the fee system should be changed and 
the salary system adopted. Insending to Congress the report of the At- 
torney-General the President says in his message: 

They (district attorneys and marshals) should be paid wholly by salaries in- 
stead of in part by fees, as is now the case. The change would prove to be a 
measure of economy, and would discourage the institution of needless and op- 


sressive legal proceedings, which, it is to be feared, have, in some instances, 
en conducted for the mere sake of personal gain. 


When I make a statement as to the arbitrary, dictatorial, illegal, 
fraudulent persecution of the people, I am indorsed by what was said in 
perhaps better language by the Attorney-General and the President of 
the United States. 

Let us start in this system. We have been in session for more than 
seven months, and during those whole seven months no bill on this sub- 
ject has been formulated or presented by the Judiciary Committee. 
The time has come, in my judgment, when we shou'd do something; 
and if we adopt this system, then whatever amendments may be needed 
to it can be made hereafter. I admit that amendments are necessary; 
I have examined it enough myself to see that amendments will be nec- 
essary. Whatever amendments may be necessary time will develop, 
and we can go on and amend it hereafter. But let us start in theright 
direction, and the right direction is to abolish the opportunity for this 
oppression of which the people now complain. Let us start on a line 
in which there can be no oppression. 

Now, in respect to fees which the chairman of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee says must be paid in the way of taxed costs in the case of deputy 
marshals, that is a matter which can be hereafter looked into. Perhaps 
a marshal can not look into all these matters; he has deputies all over 
the district whose accounts are brought up. The records of the courts 
in Alabama and in Texas and elsewhere show the wonderful amount of 
fraud which is practiced on the United States Government by the pres- 
ent system, and it costs not less than ten times as much as a good and 
righteous system ought to cost. For that reason I am in favor of adopt- 
ing the plan proposed by the House. 

If the Senate could amend it I should propose amendments, for the 
examination of the measure shows that they are necessary; but we are 
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told by the President of the Senate, who is perfectly competent and | 
infinitely better qualified than I am about the rules, for I know nothing | 
about them, that we can not amend this provision. If we can not | 
amend it now we can amend it at the next session of Congress. Let 
that be done, and let it be now adopted. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the great difficulty about this meas- 
ure is the manner in which it is presented to the Senate. It comes to 
us upon an appropriation bill. It proposes in the closing hours of the 
session to change entirely whole sections of the law relating to the du- | 
ties, the powers, and compensation of the clerks, commissioners, and 
marshals of the United States courts. 

Mr. President, not once but many times during my service here I 
have sought to impress upon others the danger, the inconvenience, of 
attempting in this way to deal with general laws by ingrafting them 
upon appropriation bills. It must be perfectly obvious to Senators that 
if the system is to continue there will be no use whatever in the crea- 
tion of the various committees of the Senate, and that that committee 
which was intended to deal only arithmetically with the estimates for 
the expenses of executing existing law will become one grand commit- 
tee, absorbing every function and every authority in the exercise of leg- 
islative powers. 

Now, sir, it so happens that I am a member of one of the commit- 





tees of this body, the Judiciary, that have been considering this sub- 
ject, but have not yet been able.to mature a proper substitute for ex- 
isting laws. I do not propose here to recite the difficulties of dealing 
with this question of affixing stated salaries for various officials in dif- 
ferent parts of the country when their labors and their duties are so 
unequal. Ican onlysay that the attempt has been made, and it has not 
resulted in a bill placed before either House of Congress. 

The measure itself as it comes to the Senate is not the result of the 
action and of the consultation of what may be called the appropriate 
committee of the House of Representatives. It is ingrafted in the last 
hours of the session upon a bill intended merely to find money to exe- 
cute existing laws. To whom is it committed? To the appropriate 
committee of the Senate? Notsoatall. The Committee on the Ju- 
diciary never saw this provision until it was brought back here by the 
Committee on Appropriations. It is @ very multifarious provision, and 
it proposes large and sweeping changes. I believe many of those changes 
would be reforms. Both the Senator from Texas and the Senator from 
Alabama have not in the least overstated the gross oppression, the ex- 
tortion, and the outrage executed under existing law by the commis- 
sioners and marshals in many of the States. 

I do not quite agree with my friend from Alabama that the only 
remedy is legislation. It seems to me that a judge under whose snper- 
vision these accounts are to be allowed has it in his power and it is 
manifestly his duty to put his hand upon these gross abuses, and I be- 
lieve in many of the States of this Union and those which lie farther 
north the judges would not permit for one moment the abuses which ave 
reported and testified to by the Department of Justice and by every 
one here in this Chamber and elsewhere who has knowledge of the facts. 
There should be and there could be a judicial disallowance of these ex- 
cessive fees. There should be and there could be a removal from office 
of commissioners who have abused their powers under existing laws 
and a removal from office of marshals and of their deputies. 

I could myself contribute some facts to show the great abuses under 
existing law that marshals of the United States have perpetrated in 
other States than those that lie far south of us. The publication of 
yesterday by a committee now sitting of the other House shows that 
the pruning hand of reform is badly needed in this Department. But, 
Mr. President, how can we wisely move in this reform upon an appro- 
priation bill? Our rules forbid amendments, and can it be that we 
should adopt that which is palpably faulty trusting for some future 
Congress to reconsider our action ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, while the evils of the fee system 
have undoubtedly been extremely exaggerated, it can not be denied that 
it offers temptation to irregularity and extravagance not easily resisted. 
When an officer is salaried at a minimum and is permitted to have a 
maximum to be realized out of fees, there is unquestionably in the or- 
(inary mind an inducement which may result in frivolous and harass- 
ing prosecutions and in the attempt to secure emoluments that per- 


haps under other circumstances would not exist. But on the other | 


hand the fee system has been approved by the experience of a great 
many generations as being the most effective method of securing honest 
zeal in the prosecution of offenders. If we are to assume that the ad- 
ministration of justice is to be confided to men who are qualified to exer- 
cise those functions, I think it can not be denied that human nature 
must change before we can make a radical transfer upon this subject 
with regard to the method of paying our officials. 

There undoubtedly have been in some of the Southern States excesses 
that require to be remedied; but obviously the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware is the correct one. These difficulties can not be 
cured by legislation. The method would be to remove an officer who 
was detected in improper and excessive charges. The difficulty that 
is complained of will not be cured by simply transferring this account 
from one side of the ledger to the other, by saying that instead of fees 
there shall be a fixed and stated salary. 








ure of men. That will not affect the administration of justice if the 
fountain-head is impure and corrupt. 

Therefore it appears to me that the argument upon which this change 
is demanded is fallacious. It is based upon something that is sporadic 
and temporary and transient, and is in violation of the convictions and 
of the experience that have resulted from generations in which the other 
system has prevailed. 

One point further, Mr. President, on this general subject. I doubt 
very much if there are five Senators who know what this vast measure 
contains. The bill itself, if I am correctly informed, passed the House 
of Representatives without debate under a suspension of the rules. 
The subjects in it received no consideration there whatever. I do not 
believe that one Senator who has spoken is competent to say what this 
part of the bill contains, or that it will be effective if we adopt it. 
But we are called upon under an application of our rules that forbids 
amendment and compels us either to accept this provision as it came 
from the House with all its defects upon its head absolutely as pre- 
sented or else to reject it, to pass upon a subject that has been before one 
of the committees of this body for months with patient consideration, 
and a subject in which the difficulties were found to be so enormous 
under the proofs presented from different portions of the country that 
they have been unable to formulate a bill in regard to it. 

It appears to me that a mere statementof the situation in which this 
“ase presents itself, no matter how great may be the difficulties that 
are to be corrected, is sufficient to justify us in agreeing with the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out these 
provisions. 

I should like, if my time has not expired, to say one single word 
further upon the rule of the Senate to which reference has been made 
to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator has expired. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us have the vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations striking out from line 2330 to line 
2733 inclusive. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
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Committee on Appropriations was, after line 2755, to insert: 


SENATE, 


To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay to Mrs. Mary Ross, widow of 
James Ross, deceased, late an employé of the Senate, the sum of $51, due him 
for services rendered in the folding-room of the Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2761, to insert: 

To reimburse Benjamin Durfee for money advanced by him and to compen- 
sate him for labor bestowed in the compilation of the tariff statistics of the 
United States (Senate Report No. 12, Forty-eighth Congress, first session), in 
pursuance of Senate resolution of March 3, 1883, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2768, to insert: 

To enable the Joint Committee on Public Printing to complete the prepara- 
tion, proof-reading, and indexing of the classified, analytical, and descriptive 
Catalogue of Government Publications, and of publications of public interest 
purchased by the United States for use or distribution, $4,500, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary for the final completion of the work, which may be ex- 
vended as additional pay or compensation to any officer or employé of the 

Tnited States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ House of Representa- 
tives,’’ in line 2792, after the word ‘‘ the,’’ to insert ‘‘ Secretary of the 
Senate and the;’’ in line 2794, before the word ‘‘ House,’’ to insert 


| ‘*Senate and;’’ and in line 2796, after *‘ 1884,’’ to insert ‘* including 
| the Official Reporters of the two Houses and the Capitol police; ’’ so as 


to make the clause read: 


To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House to pay to 
the officers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives borne on 


| the annual and session rolls on the 30th day of June, 1884, including the Official 


Reporters of the two Houses and the Capitol] police, one month’s extra pay, at 
the compensation then paid them by law, which sum shall be immediately 
available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

REPORT OF DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 9,000 copies 
of the report of the Director of the Mint on the production of the precious met- 
als in the United States for the year 1883 be printed ; 4,000 copies for the use of 
the House of Representatives, 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate, and 3,000 
copies for the use of the Director of the Mint. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is here by reason of a misunderstanding. 
The report of the Director of the Mint has already been ordered to be 
printed by both Houses. I suggest that the resolution be laid on the 
table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be laid on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose that course will be perfectly respectful. 


RAILROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 


That does not change the nat- | action of the House of Representatives on the conference report upon 
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the bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a right of way through the Indian Ter- 
ritory tothe Southern Kansas Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Che Secretary read as follows: 

In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 2, 1554. 

Resolved, That the House concur in the reportof the committee of conference 
n the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a right of way through the Indian Territory to 
the Southern Kansas Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
the Senate. 

The report was read, as follows 


| 


I present the report of the conferees on the part of 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4680) to granta right of way 
through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Company, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- | 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2,3, 4,6,7, 10,11, and 13, and agree to the same 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5,8, and 9 
sent that the same may be stricken out 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 12, and agree to the same with the following amendment, namely : 
Amend the said Senate amendment by adding after the word “ Interior” the 


and con- 





words “in accordance with said intercourse laws;’’ and the Senate agree tothe | 
same 

JOHN J. INGALLS, 

H. L. DAWES 


RICHARD COKE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
OLIN WELLBORN, 
RICE A. PIERCE, 
B. D. PERKINS 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. HARRISON. I should like to know what the amendments are 
of the Senate from which it is recommended that we recede. There | 
seem to be two or three amendments from which we are advised to | 
recede. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the Senate from 
which the conterees recommend that the Senate recede will be read. 
Che Corer CLERK. Amendments numbered 5, 8, and 9are receded 
Irom 
Amendment No. 5 was on page 5, line 18, to strike out 
insert ‘‘ twelve;’’ so as to read 
Provided further, That if the genera! council of either of the nations or tribes 
through whose lands said railway may be located shall, within twelve months 
after the filing of maps of definite location, as set forth in section 6 of this act, 
dissent from the allowances provided for in this section, and shall certify the | 
same to the Secretary of the Interior, then all compensation to be paid to such 
dissenting nation or tribe under the provisions of this act shall be determined 
is provided in section 3 for the determination of the compensation to be paid 
to the individual occupant of lands, &« 
Mr. HARRISON. 
other amendments. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
committee of conference 
The report wgs concurred in. 


** four’? and 





I withdraw the request for the reading of the 


The question is on the report of the 


¥ SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 
and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the | 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2800, after the words *‘ of 
the,’’ to insert ** Senate and;’’ in line 2801, after the word ‘* House,’’ 
to insert ‘‘including the Capitol police;’’ in line 2803, atter the word 
‘*who,’’ to insert ‘* have ceased, or who shall:”’ 


so as to read 


That all officers and employés of the Senate and House, including the Capitol 
police, who were employed on the 3d day of December, 1883, and who prior to, 
AK 


The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was, in line 2804, before ‘‘day,’’ to strikeout 


**tifteenth’’ and insert *‘first;’’ and in the same line, after the words 
**day of,’’ to strike out ‘‘ February’ and insert ‘*May;’’ so as to 
read: 


The Ist day of May 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to leave 
out the amendment to insert *‘ first;’’ 

The 15th day of February 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amend the amendment of the committee in line 2804. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwant the line to read *‘ after the 15th day of May,”’ 
striking out **first’’ and ‘‘ February.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa to make line 2804 read ‘‘ after 
the 15th day of May, 1884”’ ? 

The ( nair hears no objection, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I move to insert after the word ‘* 1883,’’ in 


1384 


the word ‘‘ fifteenth ’’ 
so as to read: 


and strike 
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The Senator from Iowa moves to | 





JULY 2, 


Mr. PLUMB. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa if 
that includes the temporary employés in the folding-room. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not. 

Mr. PLUMB. All the other employés? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have another amendment to propose. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam opposed to this whole proposition. I do not 
care to make any dissent here; but if it is applied at all 1 want it to be 
applied to everybody who was employed by the Senate or by the House 
at the time named, and especially those persons who were in temporary 
employment. We pay our annual employés a great deal more than is 
paid anywhere else in the wide world for similar service; and if we are 
to do something to raise the wages of the people we have about us by 
giving to the temporary employés something more, I shall not specially 
object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of th 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2085, to strike out the word 
‘*cease’’ and insert ‘* ceased.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the 








| committee to line 2808, and ask him whether in view of the amend- 
| ment which has been adopted in line 2803 there should not be an 


amendment in line 2808. In line 2803 an amendment was adopted 
saying ‘‘ who have been subsequently employed,’’ and then line 2808 
speaks of the 3d day of December, 1583, as the time when they were 
receiving pay. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think we shall have to insert ‘‘or subsequently ”’ 
there. I will say in reference to this clause that the Committee on 
Appropriations heretofore and two or three times have reported against 
these extra allowances and have always been overruled in both Houses; 
and this time the committee desired once for all to make these allow- 
ances apply to everybody in the employment of either House in this 
Capitol. 

Mr. INGALLS. Why not apply it to Senators and Representatives ? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator makes that motion we shall con- 
sider it. I moved to insert the words ‘‘or subsequently by resolution 
of either House,’’ in line 2803, and I think the words “‘ or subsequently 
as above provided *’ should be inserted in line 2809. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves to in- 
sert after “‘1883,’’ in line 2809, the words *‘ or subsequently as above 
provided.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after the word ‘‘ available,’’ in line 
2812, to insert: 

Provided, That but one month's allowance shall be paid in any case, and the 
same shall not be paid to any person who shall receive one month's extra pay 
under the preceding paragraph. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, I ask unanimous consent to go back to line 
2797, after the word ‘* police,’’ to insert: 

And the temporary employés in the folding-rooms of the Senate and House 
of Representatives 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a 
question about what occurs in lines 2796 and 2797: 

Including the official reporters of the two Houses. 


Will the Senator from Iowa explain to me what that means and to 
whom it means to apply ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will do so with great pleasure. Under this pro- 
vision of the bill as it came to us from the House of Representatives 
the official reporters of the House would be paid this extra month’s 


| pay, because they are borne upon the annual rollsof the House of Rep- 


resentatives, but the reporters of the Senate would not be, because they 
are not borne upon the annual roll; and we supposed that whatever 
applied to the reporters of the House should be applied to our reporters, 
and the committee inserted those words. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now,I understand that the reporting of the two 
Houses is done upon an entirely different basis. The Senate makes a con- 
tract with one person to do its reporting at $25,000 a year, which gives 
to that person a very large annual compensation, perhaps three times 
| as large, taking it altogether, as any Senator receives on this floor 
The House, on the contrary, pays to five different persons $5,000 
each. Itis a totally different proposition. I am opposed to the whole 
thing myself in regard to any of these persons, because, in the first place 
it is giving to them, already sufficiently paid, what we practically 
have no right to give. Wecan only give a gratuity on the assumption 
that there is some foundation for it which is in the nature of an emer- 
gency or an exceptional condition of things prevailing at the moment. 

I am opposed to that, and I am opposed to it for this reason: I have 
observed for some years a competition existing between the two Houses 
of Congress as to which shall pay the more to their employés. If the 
House raises a messenger the Senate goes to work pell-mell to raise a 
messenger also and have it understood it can spend as much money as 





line 2803, the words: 
Or subsequently by resolution of either House 


The amendment was agreed to. 


the House can; and there has been no branch of the public service of 
which this has been more true than the reporting of Congress. When- 
ever the House gives a sum of money to Mr. McElhone or somebody 
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else as extra compensation the Senate rushes in ai once and gives some- | sideration. I do not in any way whatever speak in derogation of them 
thing to its Reporter for the reason that it wants to get its elbows into | or their serv ice, but Ido denounce this false and vicious and pernicious 
the Treasury just as deep as we allow the House to get theirs in. system that is growing here year by year of paying for service that is 
So far as I am concerned I do not want to enter into any compensa- | not rendered and that can not be rendered until the number of months 
tion of that kind. It is wrong. Weare paying now a large sum for | in the year is increased. We give, for instance, to an employé here 
this service. I have not the slightest doubt inthe world we could have | who receives $1,200 per annum $1,300 by the fiction of saying that he 
this service rendered as well as it is rendered now—I speak with no | shall have an extra month’s pay. An extra month’s pay for what? 
disrespect of the style in which it is done now—for a less sum of money; | He does not render an extra month’s serv ice. If we do not give him 
and if those who are doing this service in either House of Congress | money enough for twelve months’ service, then we ought to increase 
will submit themselves to competition, and be willing to go before | his salary 
Congress and say, ‘‘ We will throw up our contract and submit this to But that is not the worst of it. It does not apply to men who have 
stenographers who are competent to do this business,’’ I have no | an annual compensation alone, but under the amendments which have 
doubt it can be done for a great deal less than is now paid. been adopted here a man who works for thirty days, a man who works 
I do not want to cisturb the extraordinary condition of things, but | for a fraction of a month, receives an additional month’s compensation, 
I am opposed to this-constant crowding for a month’s extra wages. | exactly the same as he who has borne the heat and burden of the day 
What is a month’s wages to a man whois getting $25,000 a year, as our | and works for twelve months in the year, if that amount of labor is 
Reporter is to-day? Is it one-twelfth ot $25,000 a year? It is one- | required of him. 
twelfth of $25,000 a year in gross to the reporters of the House un- It is unjust, Mr. President; it is inequitable; it is dealing with the 
doubtedly, but is it one-twelfth of $25,000 to one man to whom we are | funds of the people as no man who votes for it would do with his own 
now paying $25,000? Then it is about $2,500 to be paid him asa gra- | money. 
tuity for what? Upon some theory that he is not getting enough ? The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator has ex- 
As I said, I am opposed to it. We are doing these things. Theyare | pired. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
pleasant, of course, to do every year, but we are doing that which we | Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
can not justify ourselves in doing. The employés of the Senate and of | in line 2796 and 2797 was agreed to. 
the House, and especially of the Senate, are paid more than any sala- Mr. ALLISON. I only desire to say one word in response to the 
ried people in the world, I believe. There are more of them than there | Senator from Kansas. The Senator must remember that this is not a 
ought to be, and yet we constantly increase them; and they are paid | thing that originated with the Committee on Appropriations, nor @id 
larger salaries than they ought to have, more than we in decency and | it originate in this Chamber. It is an affair that comes to us from the 
fairness to those we represent ought to consent they should receive. | House of Representatives on this bill, as it has come to us many times 
Now, we attempt to piece the thing out at the end of the session by a | from the House of Representatives, and we are obliged to deal with it. 


liberality that is begotten of that demoralization which comes at the So far as our Official Reporter is concerned, it is true that instead of 
close of a long and weary session. I do not think we can justify our- | paying five official reporters we have one, but he has four assistants, 
selves in doing it. and whatever sum is paid to our chief Official Reporter of course is 
Mr. President, I move to reconsider the vote by which the amend- | divided among his regular assistants as the sum is divided in the House 
ment in lines 2796 and 2797 was inserted. of Representatives among five chief reporters. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the Senator Mr. INGALLS. But I understand the Official Reporter pays his 


from Iowa to amend as has been reported, the Senator from Kansas | own assistants, and they are not paid by the Government or by the 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the amendment in lines 2796 and | Senate. 


2797 was adopted. Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not agree with the Senator from Kansas that Mr. INGALLS. He hires his own assistants and pays what he 
there are too many employés of the Senate. I do not think we have a | sees fit. . 
service here even equal to the public wants. I think those who are here Mr. ALLISON. And they will be paid out of this fund, of course, 
do their duty faithfully and well, and I believe that they are insuffi- | in proportion. 
ciently paid. I shall not only not vote to reduce any man’s pay con- Mr. INGALLS. Does this give his assistants an extra month’s pay ? 
nected with the Senate, but I will vote for the most liberal construc- Mr. ALLISON. His four regular assistants will be included in what 
tion for paying men here who are doing their duty. I will vote with | we allow to him for an extra month’s pay. 
the committee on this question with great pleasure. Usually it gives Mr. PLUMB. Not necessarily. 
me pleasure to concur with the Senator from Kansas, but in this in-| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


stance I will not, and I shall vote with the Senator from Iowa. motion to reconsider. [Having put the question.] The noes appear to 
Mr. INGALLS. It would be interesting to know how this venerable | to have it. 


abuse grew up. Weare doing with the public money what no man Mr. PLUMB. I believe I shall call for a yea-and-nay vote on that 
would do with his own. I think it is a very safe rule in dealing with | question. 


funds that belong to other people to do with them as we would if they The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays are demanded 
belonged to us individually, and I do not hesitate to say that no em- | Is there a second? [Putting the question.] Not a sufficient number 
ployer would give a servant, no matter how faithful he might be, thir- | of Senators second the call, and the yeas and nays are not ordered. The 
teen months’ salary for twelve months’ compensation. | motion to reconsider is not agreed to. 
Several SENATORS. Service, you mean. Mr. PLUMB. I give notice that I shall reserve that particular 
Mr. INGALLS. Ido not mean service, because I should say that | amendment for a separate vote in the Senate. 


one half the time they are employed but three months out of the year | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
and the other half of the time not over six or seven; and yet we present | amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa to the same paragraph 
here year after year the astounding and inexplicable anomaly, when| Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say that it so happens that the Sergeant-at- 


the service one year is three months and the next year six or seven, of | Arms of the Senate hasemployed men for a week and discharged them; 
paying men who have annual compensation thirteen months’ wages. | that he hasemployed men for two weeks and discharged them; that he 
If they are not paid enough by the month or by the year, they ought | has employed men for a month and discharged them, and has accom- 
to have more; but there is no sense, there is no reason, and there ig no | modated himself to the varying circumstances and situations, the con- 
justification for this method that we adopt of increasing the salaries of | tingent fund included, until we shall be giving by this vote an extra 
our servants and agents here when we refuse to increase our own. If | month’s pay to men who served a single week. Of course when we 
this is ‘‘sauce for the goose’’ it ought to be ‘‘sauce for the gander.’’ | come to give it away, and when it is money that does not belong to 
If our servants and agents and clerks and messengers and pages are en- | us but to somebody else, it is a very easy thing to do, but it only illus- 
titled to thirteen months’ pay for twelve months’ engagement, then we | trates the utter viciousness of this entire system, and the Senate ought 
are entitled to it. We do as much work as they do, and if they do not | to understand what it is doing. 

receive what they are entitled to, we ought to increase their annual Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the amendment I offered. I offered it 





compensation. chiefly on account of the Senator from Kansas, to meet his idea that 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let me ask the Senator a question at that point. | these employés were not included on the regular roll 
Does the Senator from Kansas believe that we do pay the employés of | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa withdraws 
the Senate enough, a sufficient amount for their labor? his amendment 

Mr. INGALLS. I believe that we pay more than the private em- Mr. PLUMB. It was brought here’by a member of the House, and 
ployers of this country in any of the business affairs of life pay those | I presented it to the Senator from Iowa. It only illustrates the vicious- 
who serve them. That is my honest conviction about it. | ness of the system. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Is that an answer, when you consider the char- The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
acter of the service rendered ? Committee on Appropriations was, after line 2337, to insert 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Indiana will not misunderstand | __ Forthe assistant to the person preparing the general index to the Jc urnals of 
me. Iam not speaking in disparagement of our service. I think our | Congress, authorized under the resolution of May 22, 1882, $2,000 
service is of a very high grade. I think that our officers, our clerks, The amendment was agreed to 
our messengers, all those who render service to us are entitled to con- The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Public printing and 
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in line 2853, after 


the word ** million,’ ‘tive hun- 


the clause read 


to Insert 


so as to make 


printing 

uding the cost 

1¢ CONGRESS 
oth He 


reme court 


for the public bir and for paper for the public 
of printing the debates and proceedings of Congress 
Recorp, and for lithographing, maping, and engraving 
suses of Cong the Supreme Court of the | nited States, the su- 
of the Districtof Coli the Court of Claims, the Library of Con- 
ess,and the Departments uding salaries or compensation of all neces- 
ks and empl by the day, piece, or contract),and for all 
ssary materials which mn needed the prosecution of the work 
2000 ithe said sum hereby appropriated printing and binding may 
Printer to the amounts following, respectively, namely 


Ming 


ONATI 
ress 
imbia 


labor 


via for 


av ie in 


WO: andiror 


done by the P 
The amendment was agreed to 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
Senator from lowa 


misspelling t 


The Chair calls the attention of the 
2846, a typographical error, probably, in 
mapping It will be spelled correctly if there 


to line 


he 
be no obj. ction 

Mr. ALLISON. I move 
ping’’ instead of ** maping.’ 

Che motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT 

sa mistake in 
clerk for services 
for ten days’ service 

Mr. ALLISON. 
uary 1, 1884 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to correcting the 
paragraph by striking out after the word ‘‘ January,”’ in line 2821, the 
word ‘‘twenty-first’’ and inserting ‘‘first’’? The Chair hears none, 
and it is agreed to. 

Che reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2858, after the word ‘* million,’’ 
tostrike out ‘‘one hundred and twenty-one thousand six’’ and insert 

two hundred and eighty-one thousand three;’’ in line 2862, before the 
word ‘‘hundred,’’ to strike out ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ in line 
2863, before the word ‘*thousand,’’ to strike out thirty-six ’’ and insert 

seventy-five;’’ in line 2866, after ‘‘ Navy Department,’’ to strike out 
‘forty’’ and insert ‘‘seventy;’’ in line 2868, before the word ‘‘ thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert ‘‘eighty;’’ in line 2871, after 
‘* Department of Justice,’’ to strike out ‘‘eight’’ and insert ‘‘ten;’’ in 
line 2872, after ‘* Post-Office Department,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one hundred 
and twenty’’ and insert ‘“‘two hundred;’’ in line 2873, after ‘‘Agri- 
cultural Department,’’ to strike out 
lve; 
and insert *‘one thousand and five;’’ 
Claims,’’ to strike out ‘‘ six thousand four hundred ’’ and insert ‘‘ ten 
thousand ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


word 


to insert a *‘ p’’ there, so as to read *‘ map- 


Although we have passed over it, it seems to me there 
line 2821. Ido not suppose it is intended to pay a 
clerk to the subcommittee on accounts ’’ $180 


as 


That is a typographical error. It should be Jan- 


For printing and binding for Congress, including the proceedings and de- 
bates, $1,281,300; for the State Department, $12,000; for the Treasury Depart- 
ment, $300,000; for the War Department, $175,000 (of which sum $12,000 shall be 
for the catalogue of the library of the Surgeon-General’s Office); for the Navy 
Department, $70,000; for the Interior Department, $880,000 (of which sum $10,- 
000 is appropriated for rebinding tract-books for the General Land Office); for 
the Department of Justice, $10,000; for the Post-Office Department, $200,000; for 
the Agricultural Department, $25,000; for the Supreme Court of the United 
States, $20,000; for the supreme court of the District of Columbia, $1,500; for 
the Court of Claims, $10,000; and for the Library of Congress, $15,200. Andno 
more than an allotment of one-half of the sum hereby appropriated shall be ex- 


pended in the two first quarters of the fiscal year, and no more than one-fourth | 


thereof may be expended in either of the two last q uarters of the fiscal year, 
except that, in addition thereto, in either of said last quarters, the unexpended 
balances of allotments for preceding quarters may be expended 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2892, before the word ‘‘ necessary,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘absolutely;’’ and in line 2896, after the word ‘‘law,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘or that is contained in any other report made by an of- 
ficer of the Government so as to make the clause read: 

Phat it shall not be lawfu. for the head of any Executive Department or of any 
bureau, branch, or office of the Government to cause to be printed, nor shall the 
Public Printer print, any document or matter of any character whatever except 
that which is authorized by law and necessary to administer the public busi- 
ness, nor shall any bureau officer en:brace in his annual report to be printed 


any matter not directly pertaining to the duties of his office as prescribed by 
law 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. lLask the Senator from Iowa if he would object to 
amending this clause by inserting in line 2894, after the word ‘‘ annual,’’ 
the words ‘‘or other.’’ There are plenty of cases where the reports 


‘sixteen ’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty- | 
in line 2876, after ‘* District of Columbia,’’ to strike out ‘‘ eight’? | 
in line 2878, after ‘‘ Court of 
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| annually. 


JULY » 


129. I ask if that can not be all treated as one amendment, instead of 
having the question put twenty times ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is one amendment, as it relates to one subject 
to wit, the redistribution of all the public documents. 

Mr. HOAR. Can not the reading be omitted ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope by unanimous consent that may be done 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks that 
the reading of sections 2 to 13, at the top of page 129, be omitted on 
the recommendation of the committee to strike them all out. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to make an inquiry before that ques- 
tion is put, in regard to what occurs in lines 2898 to 2903, inclusive. 
That evidently was inserted on the idea that it would work some re- 
striction on the printing done for the First Comptroller. [ask the Sen 
ator from Iowa if he knows how many volumes of decisions of th: 
First Comptroller are printed now annually as the law stands ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not know the number of volumes now printed 
I think the number varies from time to time, depending 
upon the industry and energy of the Comptroller. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that is a proper provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the provision to which the Sena 
tor calls attention; nor do I think the committee would object to it, 
omitting the last clause, which is: 

And to furnish to him not more than one hundred copies of each volume 


Mr. PLUMB. This is either a public document or it is not. If it 
is a public document, of course the Comptroller is supplied with it 


| liberally, I think, being given one hundred copies more than is given 


| to any other officer. 





other than the annual report embrace matters that are required to be | 


printed, and are printed by other bureaus. 
‘or other’’ after the word ‘‘annual,’’ in line 2894. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves, in 
line 2894, after the word ‘‘ annual,’’ to insert ‘‘or other.’’ Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

rhe reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out lines 2898 to 2903, in- 
clusive, as follows: 


I move to insert the words | 


That hereafter the Public Printer is required to a not more than one vol- 


ume each year of the decisions and opinions of the First Com 
Treasury Department, with such explanatory matter as he may furnish, and to 
furnish to him not more than 100 copies of each volume 


Mr. HOAR. I see the whole bill is to be stricken out down to page 


troller of the | 


| wheat to a stack of chaff. 


I am informed from a very good source that the 
Comptroller now gets for his personal use 2,000 copies, and if that is 


so, there is certainly an abuse that ought to be corrected. 


Mr. ALLISON. There is here a letter among the papers which 
shows exactly how the Comptroller distributes the 2,000 copies. In 
form he does receive 2,000 copies, but they are distributed under the 
ordinary methods of distributing public documents. If the Senator 
thinks there is an abuse, it isa matter which I care nothing about, but 
on examination of the letter of the Comptroller, which I can not lay 
my hands on at this moment, I am satisfied so far as the latter clause 
is concerned that it ought to be stricken out. Iam perfectly willing 
that the first part of the provision should stand. One volume is enough 


| in a year. 


Mr. INGALLS. 
law? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe it is directly authorized by law. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ifthe printing of the decisions is authorized by law 
he can very readily circumvent the intent of this section by enlarging 
the volume, and the result of this may be that you will have a volume 
larger than the Revised Statutes of 1878. 

Mr. PLUMB. That would be obviated by striking out the words in 
line 2901, ‘‘ with such explanatory matter as he may furnish.’’ The 
observation I have given to these volumes is that there is a grain of 
I would suggest to the Senator from Iowa 
that so much of the amendment as goes down to the word ‘‘ Depart- 
ment,’’ in line 2901, should remain, and the words ‘‘ with such explan- 
atory matter as he may furnish, and to furnish to him not more than 
one hundred copies of each volume,’’ should be stricken out. 

Mr. INGALLS. Unless more definitely advised, I should very much 
doubt whether these decisions were printed by any authority of law. 
I question that very much indeed, and I should regret to see any cus- 
tom grow up here by which the decisions of all our Comptrollers, and 
all our Auditors, and all our heads of bureaus, and all our chiefs of di- 
visions are to be printed as public documents and distributed. There 


Is the printing of one volume now authorized by 


| fore, unless the printing of these decisions has the sanction of statute, 


I hope the Senator from lovva will insist upon his amendment striking 
out this provision. 
Mr. HALE. It is recommended as a restriction, not as an extension. 
‘Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the recommen- 
dation of the committee to strike out lines 2898 to 2903, inclusive. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the reading of what follows line 2903, on page 118, 


| to and including the word ‘‘ repealed,’’ at the end of section 13, on page 


129, be omitted, the committee recommending that it all be stricken 
out. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLUMB. Does that include the first paragraph? 

Mr. HALE. That has just been voted on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It includes what follows line 2903 
to and includingsection 13, on page 129. Isthere objection that the read- 
ing be dispensed with? The Chair hears none. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment of the committee to strike out all the 
matter referred to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The matter stricken out is as follows: 


Sec. 2. That whenever the printing of a document is ordered by Congress, or 


| by either House thereof,the regular and authorized number of copies of the 


same shell be 1,440, except as hereinafter provided, nor shall a larger number be 
printed except upon the special order of Congress. 
Src. 3. That of the regularand authori number of documents nine hun- 










1884. 





dred and sixty-nine shall be bound in sheep, as soon as practicable after the 
close of each Session of Congress, and when bound shall be distributed by the 
Publie Printer as follows: 

To the Secretary of the Senate, seventy-eight copies, of which he shall deliver 
to the Vice-President one copy, to each Senator one copy, and to the office of the 
secretary of the Senate one copy; 

lo the library of the Senate, twelve copies ; 

To the Clerk of the House of Representatives, three hundred and thirty-four 
copies, of which he shall deliver to each Representative and Delegate one copy 
and to the office of the Clerk of the House of Representatives one copy 

To the House library, sixteen copies; 

And the Public Printer shall deliver to the Secretary of the Senate or to the 
Clerk of the House an additional copy for each Senator, Representative, or Del- 
egate added to the present membership of Congress ; 

lo the Library of Congress forty-five copies, of which two shall be for the Li- 
brary, and shall not be taken therefrom, and forty-three copies shall be for ex- 
change with foreign governments, under the direction of the Joint Committee 
on the Library, as provided in the joint resolution of March 2, 1867 

To the President of the United States, one copy ; 

lo each of the Executive Departments, one copy ; 

To the Department of the Interior, for depositories of public documents, four 
hundred and seventy-five copies; and one additional copy for each Senator 
Representative, or Delegate added to the present membership of Congress ; 

The remainder of the regular and authorized number shall be delivered as 
follows: 

To the document-room of the Senate, of Senate documents and reports, one 
hundred copies, and of House documents and reports, eighty-five copies ; 

To the document-room of the House, of Senate documents and reports, three 
hundred and thirty-five copies, and of House documents and reports three hun- 
dred and fifty copies; 

To the Department of State, for transmission to the legations in the capitals 
of foreign governments, and to the legationsand consulates of the United States 
abroad, twenty-five copies; 

To the President of the United States, one copy ; 

To each of the Executive Departments, one copy; 

To the Library of Congress, one copy ; 

lo the Smithsonian Institution, one copy ; 

To the Public Printing Office, one copy ; 

And, in addition, there shall be printed four hundred copies of reports of com- 
mittees, which shall be delivered as follows: 

To the Senate document-room, of Senate documents and reports, one hundred 
copies, and of House documents and reports seventy-five copies each ; 

And to the document-room of the House of Representatives, of Senate docu- 
ments and reports, three hundred copies, and of House documents and reports 
three hundred and twenty-five copies each. 

Sec. 4. That of the papers and testimony in contested-election cases there 
shall be printed only as many copies as will suffice to supply the members of 

g the House in which the contest may lie with one copy each, and one additional 
copy for each member of the Committee on Elections, and two copies each for 
contestant and contestee ; and, in addition thereto, fifteen copies, which shall be 
bound in sheep and delivered as follows: To the Library of Congress, three 
copies; to the library of the Senate, six copies; and to the library of the House 
of Representatives, six copies, 

Sec. 5. That reports of committees of a private nature, relating to pensions, 
patents, claims, reliefs, and desertions, shall be termed private reports ; and there 
shall be printed of each and delivered as follows : 

ro the Senate document-room, for the use of the Senate, one hundred copies ; 

To the House document-room, for the use of the House of Representatives, 
three hundred and fifty copies; 

To the President of the United States, one copy ; 

And, in addition, there shall be printed twenty-six copies of each, which, at 
the close of each session of Congress, shall be bound in sheep, and shall be de- 
livered as follows: 

ro the President of the United States, one copy ; 





To the Library of Congress, three copies: 

To the Library of the Senate, six copies; 

To the Library of the House of Representatives, six copies; 

Toeach of the Executive Departments, one copy; 

fo the Public Printing Office, one copy ; 

lo the Smithsonian Institution, one copy. 

Src. 6. That of the public journals of the Senate and of the House of Repre- 

F sentatives the regular number shall be printed and distributed. 

Sec. 7. That there shall be printed of the following documents, namely, the 
documents accompanying the annual reports of the Executive Departments, 
pers relating to foreign aflairs accompanying the annual message of the Presi- 
dent, the Report on Commercial Relations, and the Report on Commerce and 

E Navigation, 2,000 copies, in addition to the usual number; 600 of which shall be 
b for the use of the Senate and 1,400 for the use of the House of Representatives 
Sec. 8. That of the abridgment of messages and documents there shall be | 
i printed and bound 5,000 copies, 2,000 for the use of the Senate and 3,000 for the 
: use of the House of Representatives. 
3 Sec. 9. That the Public Printer shall print and deliver of the daily edition of 


: the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD : 
PS ro the President of the United States, three copies; 


F lo the Vice-President, two copies; 
rs lo or upon the order of each Senator, forty copies; 
5 To or upon the order of each Representative and Delegate, twenty-four copies ; 
c said copies to be of the daily or bound edition, as each Senator, Representative, 
¥ or Delegate receiving the same may elect ; 
. To the Secretary of the Senate, for the use of his office, five copies; 
To the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, for the use of his office, one copy, and 
; one copy for delivery to each committee-room of the Senate ; 
, To the Official Reporter of the Senate, seven copies; 
, F lo the Clerk of the House, for the use of his office, five copies; 
To the Postmaster of the House, one copy ; 
To the Sergeant-at-Arms, one copy ; 





To the 
each committee-room of the House; 


§. 
; ys To the Official Reporters of the House, seven copies; 
= To the hibrary of Congress, two copies ; 
F 5 To the Chief-Justice and to each of the associate justices of the Supreme Court 
1 7 of the United States, the clerk and marshal of the court, one copy each; 
> j To the National Home for Disabled Soldiers at Dayton, in Ohio, and to the 
t branches at Augusta, in Maine, Milwaukee, in Wisconsin, Hampton, in Virginia, 
P the Soldiers’ Home at Knightstown Springs, near Knightstown, in Indiana, the 
Soldiers and Sailors’ Home at Bath, Steuben County, New York, one copy each 
3 He shall a!so print and bind so many copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as 
. will enable him to deliver— 
r To the President of the United States, one set ; 
e Ff To the Vice-President of the United States, one set 
e zg lo the library of the Senate, for the use of the Senate and the officers thereof, 
Pag thirty sets ; 
‘- 4 To the library of the House, for the use of the House and the officers thereof, 


fifty sets : 
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To the Library of Congress, forty-five sets, of which f 
for foreign exchange ; 

To the Official Reporter of the Senate, five sets ; 

To the Official Reporters of the House, five sets 

ro the Chief-Justice and to each of the associate justices of the Supreme Court 


orty-three sets shall be 


of the United States, and the clerk and marshal of the court, one set each. 
Sec. 10. That the Public Printer shall, as soon as practicable after the close of 
each session of Congress, deliver of the laws of such session, published in 


pamphlet form, as follows 
ro the folding-rooms of the Senate, twenty 
five copies for the Official Reporter of debates 
lo the folding-rooms of the House of Representatives, eighteen copies for each 
Representative and and five copies for the Official Reporters of de- 
bates 


lo the President of the United States, two copies; 


five copies for each Senator, and 


Delegate, 


lo the Vice-President of the United States, two copies 

To the Librarian of the Senate, for the use of the Senate, fifty copies ; 
To the Librarian of the House, for the use of the House, fifty copies ; 
lo the Library of Congress, fourteen copies; 


lo the Department of State, including tho8e for the use of legations and con- 
sulates, three hundred and eighty-tive copies 

lo the Treasury Department, including those for the use of the officers of cus- 
toms, three hundred copies 

ro the War Department, two hundred copies ; 

To the Navy Department, one hundred copies 

Tothe Department of the Interior, including those for the use of the surveyors- 
general and registers and receivers of public lands, two hundred and fifty copies ; 

ro the Post-Office Department, fifty copies ; 

lo the Department of Justice, including those for the use of the chief and as- 


| sociate justices, and judges, and the officers of the United States and Territorial 


courts, four hundred and twenty-five copies ;| 

To the Department of Agriculture, two copies 

ro the Smithsonian Institution, one copy 

To the Public Printing Office, one copy 

lo each State and Territorial library, one copy 

And ten thousand copies shall be distributed to the States and Territories in 
proportion to the number of Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Con- 
gress to which they are at the time entitled 

Sec. 11. That as soon as practicable after the close of each Congress, the Public 
Printer shal! deliver to the Secretary of State two thousand two hundred and 
twenty-one copies of the Statutes at Large of the United States for such Congress, 


| bound in sheep, which shall be distributed by the Secretary of State, as follows: 


To the President of the United States, two copies ; 

To the Vice-President of the United States, one copy ; 

To each Senator, Representative, and Delegate in Congress, one copy ; 

To the librarian of the Senate, for the use of the Senate, seventy-five copies, 

To the librarian of the House, for the use of the House, two hundred copies; 

To the Library of Congress, ten copies; 

To the Department of State, including those for the use of legations and con- 
sulates, three hundred and eighty copies; 

Tothe Treasury Department, including those for the use of the officers of 
customs, three hundred copies; 

To the War Department, fifty copies 

To the Navy Department, sixty copfes, one of which shall be sent to each of 
the following libraries: The library of each navy-vard in the United States, the 
library of the Brooklyn naval lyceum, and the library of the naval institute 
at Charlestown, Mass; 

To the Department of the Interior, including those for the use of surveyors- 
general and registers and receivers of public land offices, two hundred and fifty 
copies ; 

To the Post-Office Department, fifty copies; 

To the Department of Justice, including those for the use of the chief and as- 
sociate justices, the judges, and the oflicers of the United States and Territorial 
courts, four hundred and twenty-five copies; 

To the Department of Agriculture, two copies 

To the Smithsonian Institution, one copy 

To the Public Printing Office, one copy 

Sec. 12. That the Public Printer shall deliver, of all bills and joint resolutions 
printed by order of Congress, or of either House thereof 

To the President of the United States, two copies; 

To the Secretary of the Senate, for the use of his office, five copies; 

To the document-room of the Senate, for the use of the Senate, two hundred 
and thirty copies of all Senate bills and resolutions, and one hundred copies of 
those of the House 

To the Clerk of the House, for the use of his office, five copies ; 

To the document-room of the House of Representatives, for the use of the 
House, six hundred and eighty copies of all House bills and resolutions, and 
three hundred and fifty copies of those of the Senate ; 

And at the close of each session the Public Printer shall deliver to the Con- 
gressional Library and to the libraries of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, each, two complete sets ; 

And to the document-rooms of the Senate and House of Representatives, each, 
one complete set of all bills and resolutions of such sessions, bound in sheep, for 
permanent preservation 


| Provided, however, That hereafter no bills or resolutions of a private nature, 


Doorkeeper, for his own use, one copy, and one copy for delivery to | 





relating to pensions, reliefs, disabilities, patents, claims, and desertions, shall be 
printed except upon a favorable report of a committee of Congress: 

| And provided further, That when a bill passes one House as reported, the same 
| shall not be reprinted in the other House except by its order 

| Sec. 18. That all acts, joint resolutions, and concurrent resolutions in conflict 
| with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 


| The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to in- 
| sert, as section 2, the following: 

| Sec. 2. That the Joint Committee on Public Printing is hereby instructed to 
| examine into the numbers printed of the various documents, reports bills, and 
| other papers published by order of Congress, or of either House thereof, and of 
| the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcoRD, and to report a bill, in December next, making 
such reductions in the numbers and cost of printing, and such changes and re- 
ductions in the distribution of said publications, as they may deem expedient, 
with a report giving their reasons therefor; and that the said committee is also 
instructed to investigate the printing and binding for the Executive Depart- 
ments. executed at the Government Printing Office and at the branch printing 
offices and binderies in the various Departments, and report a bill, in Decem- 
ber next, making such reductions in expense and imposing such checks as they 
may deem expedient, with a report giving their for; and said 
committee is further instructed to make any other investigations calculated in 
their opinion to reduce the cost of the public printing, and report the result 








reasons there 





thereof: and the said committee is hereby authorized to summon and to ex 
amine experts and witnesses, and to call upon the heads of Executive Depart- 
ments and the Public Printer for such information regarding the preceding 
matters as they may desire; and any expenses necessarily incurred in making 
the investigations aforesaid shall be defrayed equally from the contingent funds 


of the two Houses of Congress 
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Mr. INGALLS Is not that section liable to a point of order on the 

vuund of being general legislation on an appropriation bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro temp Does the Senator make the point ol 
order 

Mr. INGALLS I make the point of order 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore Che Chair sustains the point oforder 


He thinks the section is not in order under the rule. The Senate will 
now return to the consideration of the amendment passed over infor- 
illy on page 40 he portion of the bill on pages 10 and 41, from 
ne 979 to line 1005, was passed over informally 
Mr. SHERMAN (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m I move that 
i¢ Senate now take a recess until 8 o'clock. I will Say that there are 
a eat multitude of amendments to be offered to this bill, and. unless 
ntend to weary ourselves out, we had better take a recess 


Mr. VOORHEES Why not adjourn ? 

Mr. SHERMAN I move that the Senate take a recess 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening 


Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis moved that the Senate adjourn 
Mr. ALLISON I ask unanimous consent to appeal to the Senator 


rom Indiana to withdraw the motion. 

this bill be finished to-night if we are to adjourn this week. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I withdraw the motion on the request of the 

nator from lowa 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to adjourn being with- 

drawn, the question recurs on the motion of the Senator from Ohio 
Mr. SHERMAN] that the Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock this 

evening 


It is absolutely essential that 


Che motion was not agreed to 


MESSAGE FROM THE 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the President of the United States having re- 
turned to the House of Representatives in which it originated the bill 

H. R. 1015) entitled ‘‘An act for the rehef of Fitz-John Porter,’’ with 


HOUSE. 


his objections thereto, the House of Representatives proceeded in pur- | from the different Departments of the Government for the purpose of 
| preparing for this exposition. 


suance of the Constitution to reconsider the same, and had 


Resolved, That the said bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatives 
agreeing to pass the same 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 2243) to authorize foot and carriage or rail- 
road bridges across the Mississippi River at Saint Paul, in the State of 
Minnesota; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

ORDNANCE AND GUNNERY. 

Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following resolution; which was or- 

dered to lie on the table and be printed: 


Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the Chair 
to inquire as to the capacity of steel-producing works in the United States to 
make steel of suitable quality and sufficient in quantity to furnish metal for 


guns of high power and metal plates and other material for the construction of 
vessels of war and for the armor or sheathing for such vessels. 

of machinery and machine-tools in the navy-yards, and also in private found- 
eries and machine-shops in the United States, for the construction of engines suit- 
able for vessels of war and for manufacturing guns for the proper armament of 
such vessels, and of the seacoast defenses, and for the purpose of constructing 
iron and steel ships of war 


Said committee shall also inquire into the best locations in the United 


States for manufacturing guns, engines, and armor for vessels, and for building 
on and steel ships of war, and the best method of manufacturing and building 
“ame, whether by the Goverament or by contract with private persons 
}. Said committee shall have power to sit in the vacation of the Senate at any 
plac n the United States,to send for persons and papers, and to appoint a 
clerk and messenger, and may report by bill or- otherwise 
The expenses of said committee and of witnesses summoned before it shall 
be paid out of the gontingent fund of the Senate, to be certified by the chairman 
of the committee sand auditedand allowed by the Committee to Audit and Con- 
tr ¢ Conting@gnt Expenses of the Senate 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Che Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 


other purposes 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first question is on agreeing to 
the amendment recommended by the Committee on Appropriations, in 


line 986, to strike out ** ten’’ and insert ** twenty;’’ so as to read: 
For the State Department, $20,000 
Mr. ALLISON. I move, on behalf of the committee, now to strike 


out lines 979 to 1005, inclusive, and insert what I have sent to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed to be in- 
serted will be again reported 


Che Chief Clerk read the words proposed to be inserted, as follows: 
To en the several Executive Departments of the Government, including 
the Department of Agriculture and the Smithsonian Institution, to participate 
1 the World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition to be held at New 


Orleans, La 
the 


under act of Cor 
tion of the President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Lowa 


ywress of February 10, 1883, to be expended under 
S2590,,000 


dlires 


Chat said committee shall also inquire as to the character and sufficiency 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 2? 


, 


Mr. BECK I propose 


»to amend the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa by inserting after 


**in,”’ inline 3, the words 


The Cincinnati Industrial Exposition to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, during 
the months of September and October, 1884, the Southern Exposition to be held 
at Louisville, Ky., from August 16 to October 25, 1884, and in 


Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from Kentucky increase the sum ? 

Mr. BECK. Not at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Chair will state that strictly the 
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky is not now in order, it being 
an amendment to what isan amendment to an amendment; but it 
there be no objection, it will be received for consideration. It will be 
read as proposed to be amended. 

The Cuter CLERK 


As proposed to be amended the amendment 
would read 


Co enable the several Executive Departments of the Government, including 
the Department of Agriculture and the Smithsonian Institution, to participate 
in the Cincinnati Industrial Exposition to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, during 
the months of September and October, 1884,the Southern Exposition, to be held 
at Louisville, Ky., from August 16 to October 25, 1884, and in the World’s Indus- 
trial and Cotton Centennial Exposition, to be held at New Orleans, La., unde: 


act of Congress of February 10, 1883,to be expended under the direction of the 
President, $250,000. 


Mr. JONAS. I have no objection to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Kentucky, but I trust the Senate will not concur in the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa to reduce the amount of the ap- 
propriation from $500,000, as contained in the House bill, to $250,000 
The amount appropriated, I submit, is not more than sufficient in orde: 
to enable the different Departments of the Government to make such 
an exhibition as is desirable at this great exposition to be held in New 
Orleans in December. 

The President sent in a special message to Congress recommending 


| an appropriation of $588,000, if my memory serves me aright, for the 





purpose, to which the House responded by appropriating $500,000, and 
distributing it among the different Departments of the Government as 
they adjudged best, after hearing the needs of the various Departments 
and bureaus in relation to the matter. 

The President has issued an executive order constituting a board 


They are now making preparations of 
the most extensive character, and it would be, I believe, impossible 
for them to carry out the intentions of the President or to carry out 


| the proposed preparations on the appropriation recommended by the 


committee. I think it would be but very poor and niggardly policy to 
reduce this appropriation now. 

The exposition which is to be held at New Orleans promises to be 
greatly more extensive and more successful than the one held in the 
centennial year in Philadelphia, for which the Government made a 
large appropriation, I think $700,000; and Congress made a large ap- 
propriation for the purpose of enabling the various Departments of the 
Government to make an exhibition there and made an additional appro- 
priation for the purpose of restoring the various articles exhibited afte: 
the exhibition was over. 

I sincerely trust that after the great preparation which has been made 
for this exhibition, after Congress has come generously to its aid by 
loaning to its managers a million of money to enable them to carry out 
their programme, and has invited the world to this great exposition in 
New Orleans, we shall not now cut down the appropriation which has 
been asked for by the President on the advice of the heads of the dif- 
ferent Departments and bureaus of the Government, the amount asked 
for being that which is actually necessary in order to enable them to 
make a proper exhibition at the New Orleans exposition as compared 
with that which they made at the Philadelphia exposition. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, if this were an original question, I 
think it might be doubtful whether it would be proper for the Govern- 


| ment to appear at all through its various Departments at the exposition 


at New Orleans, but inasmuch as the executive and legislative depart 
ments of the Government have concurred in the policy, not only of coun- 
tenancing this exhibition at New Orleans but have actually contributed 
a million of dollars to its success, and also have determined to make an 
exhibition of the various Departments of the Government itself, it ap- 


| pears to me that we ought to make that exhibition in some handsome 
| manner, in a manner appropriate to the dignity and the character of 


the Government. 
The small amount of $250,000 will hardly be sufficient if we attach 


an exhibition elsewhere in addition to that at New Orleans, because a 


| very large portion of that sum will be consumed in transportation and 


in the packing up of the articles which are to be exhibited and unpack- 
ing them. 

In view of these facts and that two other places have been added, I 
trust the Senate will agree to the original amount as it came from the 
House of Representatives. It ought to be $500,000 certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? | 
see in the bill as it comes from the House of Representatives that for 
the World’s Industrial and Cotton Exposition to be held in New O1 
leans the War Department is given $80,000 and the Navy Department 
$60,000. Now what possible relation or association can these two mili 

| tary departments of the Government, that have nothing to do with the 


1884. 


industries of the country, bear to the industries of the world or to cot- 
ton culture? I have been unable to see what these military depart- 
ments of the Government, which have nothing whatever under our 
system to do with the world’s industries or with cotton culture, can 
have to exhibit that is of any value in this exposition. I can under- 
stand that the Agricultural Department has something, that the Bu- 
reau of Education and the Bureau of Labor may have something, that 
the State Department may furnish valuable information from abroad, 
but what it is that the War Department and the Navy Department can 
have that shall justify the expenditure of $140,000 is a thing past my 
comprehension. 
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tion. I want that to be as great an exposition as its promoters want it 
to he [I am tolerably safe in saying that I want it to be as great an 


exposition as the Senators from Louisiana want it to be. I feel a very 


| deep interest in it, and because I do Lam opposed to appropriating any- 


I think for anything that is legitimate the Government hasembarked | 


in this enterprise not as a spectacular thing, but as an encouragement 
to industry and a representation of the world in industry, especially in 
regard to the cotton culture. I would not limit that; but merely to 
represent what has existed in the past in the War Department and Navy 
Department as a spectacular show, I do not believe in. 

Mr. GIBSON. I quite concur with the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck}. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope that amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. BECK. It adds nothing to the cost. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 25, 
noes 23. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment as amended. 

Mr. JONAS. My colleague [Mr. Gipson] offered an amendment to 
strike out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatis not yetinorder. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. 
ALLISON]. The amendment intended to be proposed by the Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON] would be an amendment in the third 
degree. 

Mr. BLAIR. As I understand it, the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Iowa as amended by the one offered by the Senator from 
Kentucky will distribute, if it become a law, $250,000 between these 
three expositions, which will be, in my opinion, simply a waste of the 
whole of it. The estimate of the Executive Departments, after care- 
ful examination of this whole matter, was that in order todothe thing 
decently and in order at all would require $588,000 to be applied to 
purposes of the Louisiana exposition alone. On reflection the action 
of the House reduced that amountto $500,000. I think it might very 
well be still further reduced by striking out the proposed show of the 
War and Navy Departments, which have filled the ear of the whole 
country with their clamor, for the reason that whatsoever they had in 
theirseveral Departments was obsolete, and that they are in nocondition 
whatever to keep the peace within our own borders. I do not think 
there is any common sense whatever in exhibiting this old navy of ours 


The question recurs on the amend- 


in the waters of the Mississippi or exhibiting on an occasion of peace | no end to the amount of money that we shall be required to appropriate 


any implement of warfare whatever. We should simply become the 
laughing-stock of the nations by so doing. That $140,000 ought to be 
stricken out of the bill as it went to the committee. 

But when you have passed beyond those ridiculous and objection- 
able provisions and come to the appropriations for this great and peace- 
ful exposition, it does seem to me that we ought to adhere to the bill 
as it came from the House, or to increase it, or to abandon itintoto. It 
is utterly impossible to carry this out in a way that will not make us 
the laughing-stock of mankind without at least the appropriations that 
are contained in the original bill. 

Now comes the amendment of the Senator from Kentucky, which I 
think must come from an enemy of the whole appropriation, to divide 
this already ridiculously small sum of $250,000 into three equal parts, 
it may be, and the whole would thereby be reduced. It seems to me 
to be an absurdity. To adopt this amendment now as amended on the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky would be equivalent, as it seems 
to me, to the practical defeat of the whole thing. I hope that the 
amendment of the committee will not be adopted, or, if it is adopted, 
that the whole will be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair received by consent of the 
Senate an amendment in the third degree from the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Breck], and, if there be no objection, the Chair will receive 
the amendment the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grpson] desires to 
offer, increasing the sum, inasmuch as, if the amendment as it now stands 
be agreed to, it would not be in order until the bill was reported from 
the Committee of the Whole to move to increase it, and the choice, 
therefore, if the Senate wishes to increase it, would be to reject this 
amendment on that ground and agree to it again with the sum increased. 
So, if there be no objection, the Chair will entertain the amendment 
of the Senator from Louisiana to increase thesum. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hearsnone. The Chair understands the Senator from Louisi- 
ana to move to increase the sum from $250,000 to $500,000. 

Mr. GIBSON. Yes, sir; that is my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question is on that motion. 

Mr. PLUMB. _I voted with a great deal of cheerfulness for the loan 
by the Government of a million dollars to aid this New: Orleans Ex- 
position. I am fully satisfied with the vote I gave for that appropria- 


} S 
} genious and other forms. 





thing of any particular consequence for 


the Government to exhibit itself 
down there at New Orleans. 


I do not want a wilderness of waxwork, 
of things that are of no consequence to anybody, that illustrate only 
the red tape of the minutix that pertains around the Government De- 
partments. I want that exposition to represent the live, active, busi- 
ness interests of the people. I want it to represent the men who raise 
the corn, who raise the cotton, who raise the cattle, who work the loom, 
and generally carry on the great business of this country in all its in- 
To put into the inclosure of the New Orleans 
Cotton Exposition such an exposition as the Government Departments 
would make with an expenditure of $500,000 would be to put a blem- 
ish upon what may otherwise, and I hope will be, a presentable, live 
substance; and to send the Government down there with these differ- 
ent Departments authorized to expend the large sum of money pro- 
vided for in the bill as it came from the House would add to that ab- 
surdity, in my judgment. 

If the Government is to go there, the President of the United States 
as the responsible head of the Government ought to haveasum of money 
in gross, and he should apportion it out among the several Depart- 
ments in order that they may go down there as a whole, and not each 
Department go down there for itself and by itself and with an ambition 
on the part of each to excel all the rest and crowd all the rest out. 
There ought to be a uniform governmental exposition, and that, if itis 
for any purpose whatever, ought to be simply and alone to illustrate the 
workings of the various Departments. Anythingelse than that would 
simply be out of keeping, 1 think. 

I do not think the people who go there from the South American 
states or the people who go there for instructionor for pleasure from the 
Central or from the Southern States, or from any other place, will be de- 
prived of anything if the Government does not appear there at all. I 
believe that the use of a great space by the Government would be an 
actual blemish upon the exposition itself, and therefore I would, as an 
original proposition, be opposed to the whole thing; but, at all events, 
if it is done it ought to be done under some responsible head, in order 
that the exhibition by the Government may be uniform, may be con- 
nected, and may be harmonious, in place of being as it will be under 
the scheme and plan as it came from the House—each Department for 
itself and the devil for the hindmost. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, is the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Louisiana now before the Senate ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. ALLISON. AsI understand it, the proposition is to appropriate 
$500,000 for the purpose of the exhibitions at New Orleans, Cincinnati, 
and Louisville. If that shall stand, it seems to me that there will be 
for these purposes. 

For one I never would have consented to appropriate one dollar for 
this Louisiana exposition except for the fact that in the most solemn 
manner two years ago we committed this Government to that exposi- 
tion by passing a law directing the President of the United States to 
invite foreign governments to be there at an international exposition 
of cotton and the other products of this country. When we passed that 
law the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. JoNAs] stated that it was not the 
intent and purpose of the promoters of that bill to ask the Government 
of the United States for one dollar, and a proviso was inserted in the 
bill that not one dollar of expenditure should be made by the Govern- 
ment. 

At the beginning of this session they came here from Louisiana and 
said that foreign governments had been invited, and that in the nature 
of things, owing to the misfortunes of the people of the South, this 
exhibition could not go on unless the Government of the United States 
would loan $1,000,000. When I asked a promoter of the exhibition, 


who appeared before the committee, what had been expected of the Gov- 


| addition to the $1,000,000. 


ernment of the United States itself in reference to the exhibition, he 
said it was expected that the United States would not expend a very 
great sum of money, and he named $50,000. 

Now, after this $1,000,000 has been safely put in the pockets of the 
international exposition company at New Orleans, they come back to us 
with a proposition of $588,000 for the Government to expend there in 
Of course the committee have in detail 
what it is proposed to do there, and the committee were of the opinion— 
and so far as I know there was no division in the committee in regard 
tothat—that these proposed expositions of the Government of the United 
States there were upon too elaborate a scale, and that they ought to be 
reduced or scaled down at least one-half. But with a small amount of 
money we can not, of course, in an appropriation bill say what shall be 
the exact proportion of the ditferent Departments of the Government at 
the exposition in order to make it a practicable and presentable and re- 
spectable exposition, and therefore we said we would give ane-half of 
this gross sum and put it in the hands of the Executive of ohe United 
States, and let him take the responsibility of making a presentable ex- 
position of this Government at this international exhibition. 
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Now the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] puts on this measure 
a proposition to allow this Government to turn itself into a traveling 
It is to stop first at Cincinnati and then at Louisville and 
go on down to New Orleans, when with respect to Cincinnati and Louis- 
ville there has never been an intimation heretofore that the Govern- 
ment of the United States was expected to be represented at those ex- 
They are local expositions; they are expositions that the 
Government of the United States has never in any way or in the most 
remote manner committed itself to. If we are to appropriate for exhi- 
bitions everywhere in this general way, then, forone, I am opposed to 
the whole proposition 
New Orleans exposition except upon the ground that the Government 
of the United States has committed itself to it and invited foreign gov- 
ernments there 

Che motion of the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. G1IBson ] is to appro- 
priate half a million dollars, and if that amount is to be appropriated, 


menagerie 


positions 


| am for, ina modified form, the original billas presented to us by the | 


House of Representatives rather than allowing this Government expo- 
sition to stop at Louisville and Cincinnati on its way to New Orleans. 
Ir. BECK 
the Louisville exposition before I reply to what the Senator from lowa 
has said 
The PRESIDENT 


no objection 


The paper will be read, if there be 


pro le mpore 


The Chief Clerk read as follows 
THE SOUTHERN EXPOSITION AT LOUISVILLE, KY 
LOUISVILLE, Ky., Muy 26, 1584 
Memorial to Congress in regard to exhibits from the Executive Departments 


ss of the ted States 


vw Conore 


rhe Southern Exposition does not seek from Congress ay appropriation for 
its establishment and maintenance rhe people of Louisville have contributed 
more than half a million dollars to that purpose, and they ask no assistance 

rhe Southern Exposition only asks that the Government of the United States 
will make exhibits illustrative of its several Departments in a manner becoming 
the dignity and liberality of a great and prosperous nation disposed to encour- 
age the enlightenment of its members and the education of its people. 

The greatest manufacturing establishments in the country have exhibited 
their products at their own cost; many educational institutions have exhibited 
their systems without asking any assistance; owners of some of the finest paint- 


I would not agree to the proposition for the | 


I desire to have read by the Secretary a statement of | 
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| This is such information as everybody 


ings and statuary not only freely exhibited their treasures, but made an outlay | 


of their own money for the purpose. In the vast display of the Southern expo- 


sition of 1883, the only exhibitor who demanded payment of all expenses was 
the Government of the United States 
Nearly a million citizens of 


our country, who never had opportunity to see 


the National Museum, the life-saving arrangement, the Signal-Service equip- 
ment, the result of our national surveys, and the other machinery of the De- 
partments, were interested and instructed by the Government collection at the 
Southern exposition of 1883. It wasa course of instruction, however, the ex- 
penses of which had to be paid by the exposition company 


Che Southern Exposition of 1884 is projected on even a larger scalethan that 
of 1883. It will be within a half-day’s journey of 11,000,000 of the people of the 
United States 
tion centennial of 1876—ever held in America A vast majority of 
this surrounding population can not afford more than a day's excursion, and 
to them the Southern Exposition isthe greatevent of their generation, notwith- 
standing the greater proportions of the centennial exhibition at Philadelphia 

rhe munificent appropriation made for the benefit of the New Orleans Expo- 
sition induces the hope that in re-enacting the act of 1883 relative to the South- 
ern Exposition, and authorizing the Departments to make an exhibit in the 
Southern Exposition of 1854 for the benefit of the millions of people in the central 
part of the country who can not afford long journeys, Congress will make an 


save the 


As it was last year, so it will be this year, the largest exposi- | 


appropriation of at least $25,000 to pay its own expenses, as other exhibitorsdo. | 


in presenting this memorial the Southern Exposition desires to guard against 
jeopardizing in any way the simple bill now pending authorizing the Depart- 
ments to make exhibits as they did last year. The appropriation is asked only 
as a matter of fairness, and it will not be urged beyond the presentation of this 
memorial If Congress is not disposed to appropriate money for such a pur- 
pose, it is respectfully requested that the pending bill be enacted, and the South- 
ern Exposition, through the liberality and enterprise of the people of Louisville, 
will pay the expenses of the United States exhibit 


Under instructions from the board of directors the foregoing memorial is re- 
spectfully submitted 


J. M. WRIGHT, General Manager. 


Mr. BECK. I have had that read to correct the Senator from Iowa 
as to this being a matter that the United States has never encouraged 
before. The United States made a very creditable exhibit last year at 
Louisville, and the people paid for it. We are willing to pay for it 
again. We desire to have it there; we do not think we ought to pay 
for it; but on its way to New Orleans, the nearest and cheapest route 
to get there is to go in that direction. That is all there is in my 
amendment, that the Government exhibits shall stop in Cincinnati 
and stop at Louisville; at Cincinnati in October, and Louisville in No- 
vember, and get to New Orleans by December, and there make the ex- 
hibit proposed. That is all there is in my proposition. 

Che Government had a large and creditable exhibit at Louisville last 
year which was paid for by the people there, and they are willing to 
pay for it again if it is demanded; but we see no reason, and there is 
none, why the Government exhibit should not be displayed at Cin- 
cinnati and Louisville on its way to New Orleans, as was done before. 


Bills are pending which have been favorably considered, and I have no | 


doubt the Senator from lowa will vote for them, to allow the exhibit 
to be made. There was not a dissenting voice to allowing it to be 
done 

Again, the Senator from lowa is mistaken in saying that there was 
no division in the committee on cutting down the appropriation from 
$500,000 to $250,000 


Che bill as printed, and as reported by the Sen- | 





») 


as 
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ator from Iowa yesterday, was for $500,000, and that was the vote of 
the subcommittee, if I may be allowed to say so. That was reversed 
this morning by a majority of the full committee, the Senator from 
Iowa himself being one of the subcommittee who reported the bill yes- 
terday with $500,000 in it. The change made to-day was not made 
unanimously, nor with anything like unanimity. I was in favor of 
$500,000 yesterday when the bill was reported, and voted to report that 
sum. I am in favor of the $500,000 now, and have been all the time. 
and so have others. 

What I intended to suggest was the same objection the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] made, that in the distribution heretofore made the 
Army, thé Navy, and other Departments which have nothing to show 
which will educate the people had received more than I thought they 


| ought, and I shall vote to place the aggregate sum in the hands of the 


President of the United States, so that he may get all the information 
possible and so adjust the matter that with $500,000 he can do the most 
good, and not show off Jarley’s wax works, or General Washington in 
his old Continental clothes, or guns of the time of Henry VIII. 

We are living in the present, and not inthe past. I insist now that 
the State Department ought to have a larger sum, and I believe it will 
be quadrupled when the President has control of the whole affair. W« 
are requiring ourconsuls abroad to report every month on the products 
of other countries, the fabrics of other countries, the raw materials that 
can be found there, and we were advised that our consuls were send- 
ing to the State Department and they would send for exhibition sam- 
ples of the raw materials to be found in all the places where they are 
located. They could be put upon our ships and our men would see 
what use they could be put to. All that would be of great importance 
for future use, things that could be multiplied for the benefit of every 
manufacturer in this country and all the producers of this country. 
wants, and it is worth a great 
deal more than guns were shot three hundred 
years ago. 

I want the State Department to do as it is doing through its consular 
reports now. Exhibits are being sent to the State Department and 
turnished to us in its reports, on which we are spending larger sums of 
money than is now asked in the way of printing and disseminating 
knowledge, which show the raw materials of all portions of the earth 
and of all the ports where our consuls are situated. Let those be brought 
as exhibits before our people, let them know where they can get them, 
what they cost, and this will furnish information that will be of prac- 
tical value. I should be willing to vote the $500,000 for that purpose, 
if for nothing else, instead of going back to show old-fashioned guns. 

The Senator from Iowa, in the great multiplicity of things in his 
charge (for he has had his head full not only of this bill but of forty 
others), was a little forgetful about the opposition made in committee 
to reducing the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I of course stand corrected in 
vision of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
lowa being again heard. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no; I do not ask that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Louisiana Mr. Grbson }. 

Mr. GIBSON. I regretted very much to hear the severe criticism 
which the Senator from Iowa indulged in against the promoters of this 
exposition in New Orleans. Considering the reputation of that Senator 
for fairness it was surprising, nor was it just to the citizens of New Or- 
leans who had given their time and services without compensation to 
this great public exposition. 

Mr. President, what have they done that they should have given 
offense to the Senator from Iowa or to any Senator upon this floor? 
They have come forward as citizens of the city of New Orleans to or- 
ganize a great exposition for the purpose of bringing the citizens of the 
United States together, and especially for the purpose of inducing the 
citizens of the neighboring republic of Mexico and the South American 
States tocome to this country to see the progress that we have made in 
the various industrial pursuits which have engaged our people. This 
purpose has commended itself to all the States of the Union, and it has 
especially commended itself to the Federal Government, because the 
Federal Government has loaned to the exposition board upon certain 
conditions a million dollars and taken guarantees for its repayment. 

Now, what is there improper in the Government of the United States 
making an exhibition in New Orleans? The Senator says that it has 
invited foreign nations to attend at this exposition, that it has taken 
this exposition under its own charge and keeping in a large measure, 
not at the solicitation of any citizens of New Orleans particularly, but 
on the motion of the representatives of the people in the Congress of 
the United States and of the Senators who are assembled here in this 
body. If the Government has committed itself to the undertaking, 
it appears to me that it would be in keeping with the dignity of the 
Government, and the precedents we have pursued in regard to other 
expositions, to make a moderate allowance of $500,000 for the purposes 
of the governmental display. 

Mr. President, I hope that the amendment which I have offered 
will be adopted, especially as a certain part of it will be subtracted for 


to know what sort of 


reference to the di- 


Is there objection to the Senator from 
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the exposition at Cincinnati and another part of it taken for the expo- 
sition at Louisville. [would like that the whole sum should be placed | 
in the hands of the Executive to be expended by him in the manner 
that he may deem best. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the trouble will be that if you adopt the 
amendment of the Senator from Louisiana you are traveling around 
in a peck measure and you will come back to just where you started, 
and what I understood the Senator from Louisiana to say in agreement 
with what I said, that he did not wish to have money expended for 
useless exhibitions and spectacular performances and scenes, will not 
be answered. If you put this appropriation at $500,000 you will get 
the same thing that the House provision has given, and the only way 
that the Senator can get this exhibition of the Government down to 
something legitimate, to something practical, to something that shall 
illustrate the industries of the country, that shall bear upon the cot- 
ton-culture which is the great object of this exposition, is to cut down 
the amount appropriated. But if after this debate you come back to 
the $500,000 to be distributed among the different departments of the 


Government, they will force themselves into this exposition and send | 


down there and use up the money intended for the exposition, for 
things that in no degree willhelp the real spirit and purpose of the ex- 
position. 

But if we limit the sum, and give $250,000 or $300,000, then notice 
will be taken I believe that Congress does not want to spend any money 
uselessly, and I declare I do not see how the Government as a govern- 
ment can spend over $250,000 profitably and advantageously in this 
exposition. Most of the things that are done will be done by corre- 
spondence. You take out the bulky nature of the things that must be 
transported by the Army and the Navy, and $250,000 will go a great 
way, and it will furnish this exposition, I believe, everything that those 
who have brought it about could desire. So I hope that we shall cut 
out the useless that is hanging around this exhibition by keeping the 
sum down. We shall get a better exposition by that course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grb- 
SON]. 

The amendment was rejected, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Towa [Mr. ALLISON ] as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I believe the amendments of the Committee on 
Appropriations have been gone through with. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have one or two other amendments to propose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is one part of the bill not yet 
disposed of, page 93, which was passed over. The Senate will now 
consider the reserved amendment on page 93, being lines 2271 to 2287. 
The paragraph will be read, beginning at line 2271. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 93, beginning in line 2271, it is pro- 
posed to strike out: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





Mr. ALLISON. NowlI move in line 2283 to strike out ‘‘$350,000"" 
and insert ‘‘$375,000;’’ so as to read: 

For payments of salaries of United States district attorneys and their assist- 
ants, and for transportation of the district attorneys to attend courts, $375,000 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I move to strike out the subsequent para- 
graph. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa proposes to 
strike out what will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out lines 2285 to 2287 
inclusive, as follows: 

For compensation of special assistant attorneys or counsel employed under 
authority of law, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to go back to page 27, line 635, and I there 
move to strike out ‘‘ twenty ’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves an 
amendment which will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 635, after the word *‘ oceans,’’ it is 
moved to strike out ‘‘ twenty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to read: 

For transcontinental geodetic work, including line of leveling between the 
Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, $30,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. These are amendments which were agreed to after 
the bill was printed. In line 427, in the appropriations for ‘* engrav 
ing and printing,’’ after the word ‘‘ dollars,’’ I move to insert 

To be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury 

he amendment was agreed to 

Mr. ALLISON. After line 66 I move to insert: 

To enable the President to continue negotiations with foreign governments 
respecting the establishment of acommon ratio between gold and silver, $10,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. If the chairman is through with his amendments I de- 
sire to offer an amendment of which I gave notice 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I have offered all. 

Mr. BECK. After line 374, under ‘‘ Life-Saving Stations,’’ I move 
to insert: 

For mules for use at life-saving stapions, providing harness, subsistence, and 
stables for the same, $12,972 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that amendment. It 
| is not estimated for and is not reported by any committee. 

Mr. BECK. I do not know who has to estimate for it. In the fifth 
and sixth districts, ranning from Cape Henlopen to Hatteras, the beach 
| is of such a character, as I have every reason to know (and I know a 
good part of it), that they can not manage the life-boats by the aid 
of men alone. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON], and myself were there last 
Christmas and spent a day in inspection along that coast. We saw 
the operations of the life-saving service and reported to Mr. Kimball 
the condition of it, and he wrote to the superintendent, Lieutenant 





For salaries of United States marshals, $219,000. 

For salaries of marshals’ clerks and chief deputies, $110,000 

For expenses of marshals, namely, for transportation to attend courts, post- 
age on process, and for fees and expenses of deputies, and of sheriffs and con- 


stables acting as deputies, as provided by law, and for pay of special deputy | 


marshals, under title 26 of the Revised Statutes, $300,000. 


And insert: 

For the payment of the fees and expenses of the United States marshals and 
deputies, $623,000. 

Mr. BECK. The sum is $600,000 in the bill for this year for fees 
and expenses of marshals and deputies. Why the other $29,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. The estimate for the current year is a little larger 
than for last year, and I have inserted just the House provision. I 
assume that they have been careful as to the amount. 

Mr. BECK. It was not before us particularly, and I was not aware 
of the necessity for an increase over last year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. We passed over the clause from line 2281 to 2287. 
In line 2281, I move to strike out the words ‘‘ salaries of;’’ and in line 
2282 I move to strike out the words ‘‘and for transportation of the 
district attorneys to attend courts.’’ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment of the Senator from 
lowa will be reported. 


The Cuter CLERK. The proposed amendment is in line 2281, be- | 
fore the words ‘‘ United States,’’ to strike out ‘‘salaries of;’’ and in | 


line 2282, after the word ‘‘assistants,’’ to strike out ‘‘and for trans- 
portation of the district attorneys to attend courts;’’ so as to read: 
For payment of United States district attorneys and their assistants, $350,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. Now, after the word ‘ payment,’’ in line 2281, 
move to insert the letter ‘‘s;’’ so as to read: 
For payments of United States district attorneys and their assistants, $350,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Chaytor, who sent him an estimate of what was necessary. I hold the 
letter in my hand, and the General Superintendent of the Life-Saving 
Service makes this indorsement upon it: 


JUNE 30, 1884 

I approve this and earnestly recommend an appropriation. 

S. I. KIMBALL, 
General Superintendent Life-Saving Service 

I offered this amendment in the Senate five or six days ago and had 
it referred to the Committee on Appropriations. I tailed to obtain a 
majority of the committee in favor of it. I was so thoroughly im- 
pressed with the necessity of it that it seemed to me those considera- 
tions ought to make it im order. I am not sure that they do not. I 
know the necessity exists because I saw the life-boats there, and two 
mules at each of the stations twelve miles apart would enable them to 
get the life-boats and apparatus there so as tosave many lives which they 
now can not do. There were two wrecks in sight of us when we were 
there. 

In one a number of lives were lost because the men alone could not 
haul the boats. Ata cost of $12,000, from the southern coast of New 
Jersey to Hatteras, in North Carolina, the value of the service would 
be doubled. The men can not haul the boats they have. Wesaw them 
| attempt to do it. We were there and stood by them and watched it 
| ourselves carefully 


| This is a very small expenditure and would add very greatly to the 
| efficiency of the service. The report shows that along the New Jersey 
coast where there are residences they can hire horses and mules when 
they want them; but the coast to which the amendment applies is a 
great sand-pit, divided from the mainland by sounds, and there are no 
horses or mules to be hired, and they are dependent altogether upon 
what they have themselves. It is one of the most dangerous coasts in 
the United States. With this assistance the service will be doubly as 
eflicient as it is now It is impossible to perform the service now, and 
this expenditure of $12,000 will furnish them in these two districts 
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which are twelve miles apart, all the sheds for mules and the mules to 
haul the boats, which would be the best service which could be ren- 
dered That is all there is of it The amendment may be out of 
ordel 


The PRESIDENT pro te mpore 


the point of order 


The Chair feels obliged to sustain 
It is obvious that the paper read by the Senator 
trom Kentucky is not the estimate of a head of Department. 

Mr. BECK. No; Idonotclaimthatitis. The Life-Saving Service, 
I believe, is not an independent bureau. I do not think it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore rhe Chair thinks the pointof order 
is well taken 

Mr. BECK. I am sorry for it. 

Mr. MORRILL. By direction of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds I move, after line 1115, to insert: 


For the increase of the openings in the floor of the Senate Chamber, the lower 


openings in the r« and the arrangement for the exhaust-fans to draw airfrom | 
the corridors and stairways, as recommended by the chief engineer of the United 
States Senate and Architect of the United States Capitol, $6,000. 
1e to discuss the amendment, but I refer Senators 
iment 103, ia which will be found an interesting 
This is for the purpose df getting a larger amount of air in, 
and also having an opening on the top, after the late improvement of 
the House, which is found to be a very great one. I trust there will | 
be no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. PLATT. Bydirection of the Committee on Contingent 
penses, after line 2756, I move to insert: 


I shall not take t 
to Miscellaneous Dox 


report 


Ex- 


lo enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay J. P. Voorhees, H. G. Williams, 
and C. B. Lapham,clerks during the second session of the Forty-seventh Congress 
to the Select Committees of the Senate on Additional Accommodations for the 
Library, on the River Front of Washington, and Woman's Suffrage, respectively, 
an amount sufficient to make the compensation of each equal to that paid to 
per diem clerks of other committees during the said session, the sum being the 
difference between the sum paid to said clerks by way of compensation during 
said session and the allowance under the legislative bill of August 5, 1882, con- 
struing the words * during the session”’ to mean four months; and a sufficient 
sum is hereby appropriated and made immediately available. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that that amendment was offered I be- 
lieve by the Committee on Contingent Expenses and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLATT. It was. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore it is in order, I suppose, to offer it now. 
Che Committee on Appropriations of course knew nothing about it, | 
and it being in order for the Committee on Contingent Expenses to 
offer it, I do not raise the point of order on it. 

Mr. PLATT. We have examined it and we think it is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Ir. CONGER. In line 310 I 
nd insert *‘ completing;’’ 
‘thousand ’’ and insert 


move to strike out ** 
and in line 311 to strike out 
‘*twenty;’’ so as to read: 


commencing ’’ 
‘*ten’’ before 


For completing the construction of a light-house at or near Port Sanilac, 
Lake Huron, Michigan, $20,000 

Mr. ALLISON. I raise the point of order on that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from lowa makes the 
point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. 
change the amount 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule provides that no amend- 
ment increasing an item of appropriation is in order, unless in pursu- 
ance of the estimate of a head of Department, or reported from a standing 
or select contmittee of the Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. This has been estimated by the Department for five 
or six years. It has been in the Book of Estimates. The only reason 
why it has not been provided for before was because it was supposed a 
permanent appropriation, or an appropriation standing for small light- 
houses on the shore of Lake Huron would be applicable to the purpose. 
The Light-House Board, finding that it could not be so applied, after 
advisement recommended the appropriation of $20,000 for a light-house 
at Port Sanilac on Lake Huron, and $10,000 is appropriated by the bill. 
It is a small light-house, and when the appropriation is made it should | 
be enough to complete it, which is $20,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Michigan 
please send to the Chair the estimate on which he relies? 

Mr. CONGER. I cannot. I was not prepared for any such objection 
as this. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. CONGER. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very likely. 

Mr. CONGER. It has been recommended by the Committee on Com- | 
merce in former years. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from Michigan that the 
committee sent to the Light-House Board for information respecting 
these light-houses and the Light-House Board returned three classes 
of lights, one indispensable, another necessary, and another desirable, 
and the light-house of the Senator from Michigan is not in either of 
them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Iowa insists on 
the point of order the Chair will rule that the estimate of the Light- | 


This is a provision in the bill, and my motion is to 





I think it is not in the Book of Estimates this year. 
It has been in the Book of Estimates. 


(\ECORD—SEN ATE. 


| ments who are paid annual salaries. 
| qualifications and a much higher degree of manual skill than is neces- 


|; ments. 


JULY 2, 


House Board, as he did in the case of the Senator from Kentucky, is not 
the estimate of a head of a Department. 

Mr. CONGER. I admit it is not; but Iknow the Light-House Board 
has recommended it. It isin my own county, in my own neighbor- 
hood, and I have on former occasions attempted to have an appropria- 
tion made. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Michigan will per- 
ceive that the estimate of the Light-House Board is not the estimate of 


| a head of a Department within the meaning of the rule of the Senate. 


Mr. CONGER. I had not said that it was. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is not in order un- 
less the Senator can show a recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. CONGER. I could keep the Senate here until next month de- 
manding that there should be sent here the estimates of the Depart- 
ment for every one of these items, if I chose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That does not affect the duty of the 
Chair to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. Bautit affects somewhat the position which the chair- 
man of the committee takes with regard to it in demanding that the 
Book of Estimates shall be searched and the propositions made. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have the Book of Estimates here and I find 
nothing. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not say it is in this year’s Book of Estimates; 
I say it has been in the report. I laid this matter before the chairman 


| of the committee and explained to him, as I tried to explain to the 


Senate, that there is no use in dividing a little appropriation for avery 
important light on the coast into parts of $10,000 each. If the Senate 
has any desire to make a light-house that is necessary there, let it give 
the amount so that it can be constructed at once. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan still has 
the floor. 

Mr. CONGER. I hold the floor long enough to ask the Senator from 
Iowa to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam very sorry to say I can not do so, because to 
do it would involve me in inextricable difficulty with other Senators. 

Mr. CONGER. Well, I have simply to say that I do not think the 
Senator from Iowa could bear to be placed in a position of inextricable 
difficulty, and I shall not press the matter to his discredit. 

Mr. BLAIR. At the end of line 2851 I move an amendment, which 
isrecommended by the Committee on Education and Labor, and by their 
instruction I offerit. After the word ‘‘ contract,’’ at the end of the line, 
I move to add: 





Provided, That the employés of the Government Printing Office shall be al- 
lowed leave of absence with pay to the extent of fifteen days in each year. 

The original amendment as printed is thirty days. I desire to modify 
it to fifteen days. 

Mr. ALLISON. I raise the point of order on the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa makes the 
point of order that the amendment proposes legislation. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that I may be permitted to appeal in the most 
touching manner to the Senator from Iowa to withdraw the point of 
order long enough for me to state the reason for asking that the amend- 
ment be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is entitled to debate the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly; I thoughtthere must be justice somewhere. 
It is seldom in the course of human events that a pointof order has been 
raised against an amendment so comparatively unobjectionable as this 
is, and really possessing so much real merit. There is no reason what- 
ever, it seems to me, why the point of order should be interjected 
here. The amendment simply proposes to give to the employés in the 
Government Printing Office one-half the vacation whieh we annually 


| give to the employés in all the other Departments of the Government. 


The printers in the Printing Office give us our RECORD, they give us 
our public documents of every description, and we all know very well 


| that on the face of the earth there is not to be found an exhibition of 


such great skill in the art of printing asis furnished by those same em- 
ployés of the United States Government in the Printing Office in this 
city. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me to 
ask him a question ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I donotliketobeinterrupted. These employés work 
by the day, it is very true, but they work continuously, so that they 
perform as many days’ labor in the year as the clerks in the Depart- 
They possess as high intellectual 


sary in order to discharge the average duties of the clerks in the Depart- 
As I said before, they work as many days in the year and 
more. They work not only the hours which are exacted of the ordi- 
nary salaried employés of the Government, but they work outside of 


| regular hours, oftentimes a whole night, in order to give us the neces- 


sary printing to enable us to transact the public business. 


It is only just that those men should have some vacation. Many of 
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them are obliged to visit their homes. They do so at their own ex- | 


pense. Annually most of them are obliged to gohome. We know how 


it is, and I may as well state that nearly every one of these men is ex- | 


pected to perform the annual journey to the ballot-box. They do that 


in common with the other employés in the Departments, and they do | 


it at their own expense. 
It does seem to me that in order to treat these men with anything 
like average justice, in order to give them anything like the considera- 


tion which we have to-day on the floor of the Senate shown to the em- | 
ployés of the Senate as well as to the average salaried officer of the | 
Government and clerk of the Government, we ought to be willing to | 


give them this fifteen days’ vacation. I appeal to the Senator from 
Iowa, for nobody else in the Senate will raise that point if he does not. 
Mr. PLUMB. I shall. 
Mr. BLAIR. Iappeal also to the Senator from Kansas, and if he will 
be quiet I will agree with him on his pleuro-pneumonia bill the next 


time. I appeal to the Senator from Iowa to withdraw his point of order | 


and let this little amendment that has so much good in it be adopted 
by the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I offer the following amendment 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not know but that I still have the floor. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Certainly, sir; I was only governing my- 
self by the ruling of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The Senator from Virginia will sus- 
pend if the Senator from New Hampshire has not completed his re- 
marks. 

Mr. BLAIR. [After a pause.] I see the Senator from Iowa is in- 
corrigible and inexorable. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. After line 280, I move to insert: 


For establishing a smal) light and fog signal on Killick Shoal, in Chincoteague 
Bay, Virginia, $10,000. 





Mr. ALLISON. I raise the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understood the Chair to say a while ago 
that an amendment was in order which had been reported from a stand- 
ing or select committee of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reported from a committee and re- | 


ferred one day before its offering in the Senate to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir; that is the case with this amend- 
ment exactly. It was reported from the Committee on Commerce. 
Besides that it is recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury in a 
paper I have here, and accompanying which are the recommendations 
of the Light-House Board as a board, and then it is signed by each 
member of it. Ithink the amendment perhaps did not get to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in time for them to consider it, though they 
had a day’s notice of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the point of order [ made does not lie 
against this amendment. The committee did have it beforethem. It 
was regularly referred tothe committee. I had forgotten for the moment 
that it was reported from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HALE. I think it came within the rule of the committee gen- 
erally. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 


trom Iowa to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose the point of order does not lie. Ido not 
wish to withdraw it if I can make it good. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations to state that this amendment 
has been reported from the Committee on Commerce and referred one 
day previous to this to the Committee on Appropriations, in which case 
itis in order under the rules. 

Mr. ALLISON. It came to the Committee on Appropriations a day 
or two ago from the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is in order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to say in support of the amend- 
ment that I have a recommendation here from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, one from Admiral Rowan, and a recommendation from all 
the members of the Light-House Board. This is simply an amend- 
ment providing for the construction of a fog-signal on a bay in which 
there is a channel which is dangerous at all seasons of the year and 


through which the Old Dominion Steamship Company run a daily line | 


of steamers. It has been recommended, I repeat, by the Light-House 
Board, each member of it, and then by the board, as reported. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I think this comes under 
the rale the Committee on Appropriations adopted, that where a reg- 
ular estimate was sent by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Com- 
mittee on Commerce had reported the amendment favorably and it was 
sent in due time to the Committee on Appropriations, it should go on 
the bill. I hope no objection will be made to its going on the bill, as 
It comes within the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHONE. In line 119, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ I move 
to strike out *‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-two; ’’ so as to read: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment is not now in or- 
der, it being an amendment to an amendment already agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I raise the point of order on it. 

Mr. MAHONE. Where is the amendment already agreed to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Line 119, if the Chair understands 
| the Senator correctly, is an amendment reported from the Committee 
on Appropriations which has been agreed to inserting $25,000 for this 
court-house. It is not in order therefore, if it were otherwise within 
the rule, to move to increase the amount until the bill gets into the 
Senate. 

Mr. MAHONE. Then I shall withhold the amendment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam instructed by the Joint Committee of the two 


Houses of Congress on the Library, after line 2257, to move to insert: 


To pay Theophilus Fisk Mills for preparing a plaster cast of the face of, and for 
all work done by him upon, an equestrian statue of the late Secretary of War, 
General John A. Rawlins, $2,500. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order upon that amendment. 
It is a claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa makes the 
point of order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not know whether the amendment is open 
to an objection of that kind or not. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempére. 

a committee? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ithas been reported and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and as I understood from the committee it was 
to be allowed to be offered as I am offering it now. I had no direct 
communication withthe chairman, but the objection surprises me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What day was the amendment re- 
ported from the Committee on the Library ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Two or three days ago. I will state frankly— 
and the best way to deal with these matters isto state frankly—this was 
referred some years ago to the Committee on the Library, and I confess 
that I never obtained all the facts myself until the present session, pos- 
sibly because the gentleman to whom this appropriation goes is a better 
artist than he is a man of worldly affairs. This matter, however, has 
| been investigated in the last two or three months, and if the Chair will 
pardon me for speaking of it, it went to the hands of Judge NUrrina, 
a member of the House from New York, anda most careful man— 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore® The Chair must interrupt the Sena- 
tor. No reference to a member of the House is in order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I thought this afternoon some things were said 
on the floor that the present occupant, if he had been in the chair, 
would have suspended, but I am perfectly willing to be suspended upon 
that point. I would say, however, that this matter has been carefully 
investigated by a subcommittee of the Joint Committee on the Library 
of the two Houses. It was brought into a full meeting not more than 
two or three days ago. I can not quite recall the time, possibly it 
was Monday afternoon. There were present the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN], whois the chairman of the Library Commitee, of this 
body, and consequently the chairman of the joint committee of the two 
Houses when meeting in session, the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
HoAR], and myself, and the members of the House—may I name them ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks not under the rule. 
| Mr. VOORHEES. Then I shall not, of course. It was unanimously 
agreed under the circumstances that this man ought to be paid $2,500 
for work which he had done by employment, first by Quartermaster- 
General Meigs, substantiated by General Grant, then President of the 
United States, and incidentally and more than incidentally afterward 
by a joint resolution of both branches of Congress, work dene in good 
faith, of which there can be no question. The only question is that 
| this is not enough. Under these circumstances the joint committee of 
both branches of Congress unanimously instructed me to offer this 
amendment and have it referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
| a8 an amendment to the sundry civil bill. I did so. I understood 
from the committee that while they did not put it in the bill, there 
would be no point of order made upon its being presented now. 
| I wish to say buta single word further. General Rawlins died in 
| September, 1869. When he died General Meigs employed this man, 
who is the son of Clark Mills, an artist of merit, and who is as incom- 
petent a man to take care of his worldly affairs as I ever knew, to take 
a cast of the dead man’s face. He did so, carefully and well. These 
things are all testified to; they are all in the record. In July fol- 

lowing the Congress of the United States passed a resolution which 

looked to the construction of an equestrian statue by virtue of the cast 
| then made. This man went on and fortwo years worked in this Capi- 
tol in good faith to carry out what he thought was 4 valid and binding 
contract. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Indi- 
ana has expired in support of his amendment 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me but one moment more. I am frank 
enough to say that technically his claim might be defeated, but equit- 
ably and upon merit it ought to be paid. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think this clearly comes within the provision of 
the rule regarding claims, but it seems to me on the merits of the case 


Was the amendment reported from 





For court-house and post-office at Harrisonburgh, Va.: For completion of that $2,500 for the mere taking of the likeness or face of General Raw- 


building, $52,000. 


| lins is a pretty liberal appropriation. 
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Mr. VOORHEES. Now, the Senator from Iowa does not—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator from Indi- 
ana has expired 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order upon the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from lowa say the 
amendment was not referred one day previous to the Committee on 
Appropriations ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order that it is a claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore A private claim ? 

Mr. ALLISON \ private claim 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of or- 
der on the ground that it is a private claim | 

Mr. PLUMB. After line 2022 


To enable the Secretary of the 


I move to insert 


lreasury to pay claim 2258), of Charles Wag- 


ner, allowed by the Third Auditor of the Treasury Department, $380 
Mr. ALLISON. I raise the point of order on that amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of or- 

der. It is a private claim 


Mr. MILLER, of California After line 66, I move to add: | 


lo pay the expenses of representatives of the United States to the conference 
of the Red Cross Association to be held at Geneva on the Ist of September next, | 


said representatives to be appointed by the President, 32,000 


This amendment was reported from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. I suppose there will be no objection to it 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. After line 2761, 


lo pay W. C. Frye, assistant conductor of the elevator, $198.33, being the dif- 


I move 

| 

ference between the pay of laborer and that of skilled @aborer from October 15, 
| 

| 

| 

} 


to insert: 


1883, to June 30, 1584 


Mr. MORGAN Chat claim is a just one. 
employés of the Senate. When I first came here he was a page in the 
Senate, and after he too old for his station he became a laborer 
down in the engineer’ sroom and worked very faithfully indeed. Aft- | 
erward he got a little promotion by being put in service as a skilled 
laborer, as an assistant to the elevator-man. He has a small account, 
$185, or something of that sort, which the Senate really owes him for | 
this service. The claim is not only meritorious, but it is needed by | 
the young man in assisting and supporting his widowed mother. I 
hope the Senate will not object to giving him this little allowance. 
He has earned it fairly 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAHONE. After line 1115, I move to insert: 


Mr. Frye is one of the 


got 


' 
| 

For cleaning the outside marble walls of the House and Senate wings of the | 
Capitol, and the approaches thereto, $3,000. And hereafter it shall be the duty 
of the Architect to clean and keep in proper order the exterior of the Capitol. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. In line 1196, before the word *‘ dollar,’’ in the ap- | 
propriation for contingent expenses of the office of the Surgeon-General | 
of Washington Territory, I move to strike out ‘‘ one thousand five hun- | 
dred’’ and insert ‘‘ two thousand.’’ 

Mr. ALLISON. I raise the point of order on that amendnient 

Mr. DOLPH. What is the point of order ? 

Mr. ALLISON. It increases the appropriation. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. | 
order. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to hear what the point of order is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is that it in- 
creases an item of appropriation. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is estimated for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will report the esti- 
mate. 

Mr. DOLPH. The estimate is found on page 195 under the head 
of ‘contingent expenses, office of surveyor-general: of Washington,’’ 
32,500. The amount appropriated by the bill is $1,500. I also have 
a letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office addressed 
to the surveyor-general of Washington. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will please send to the 
Chair the estimate. [After examining the Book of Estimates.] The 
Chair overrules the point of order. The amendment appears to be in 
conformity with the estimate. 

Mr. DOLPH. I dislike very much to be compelled to do so, but I | 
feel compelled to offer an amendment or two to the bill at this late | 
hour 

Last September the office of the surveyor-general of Washington Ter- 
ritory was burned with all itscontents. The bill appropriates $21,000 
to replace the records, and it is estimated that it will cost $60,000 to 
replace the records, maps, and other property of the United States 
burned at that time. Besides the loss to the United States it was a 
great inconvenience to the community. There are numerous suits pend- 
ing which have to be delayed until copies of the field-notes of the official 
surveys can be obtained. The surveyor-general reports that the present 
office is still more exposed to fire and more liable to destruction than 
the former office. The town is a wood-built town. 
if any brick buildings in it. It is the city of Olympia, in Washington 
Territory. He now has an offer from a party who is to put up a brick 
building to provide a set of offices for the General Land Office in it \ 


The Chair sustains the point of 





There are very few 
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| security he would do it. 


J 
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The appropriation of $1,500 made by this bill will not enable him 
to accept the offer. It allows less than $500 for rent, after paying for 
printing, fuel, postage, and other incidental expenses. This $500 addi- 
tional will enable him to secure offices in which the Government prop- 
erty will be safe. If any Senator had his own property of like value 
exposed in such an office as is now occupied by the surveyor-general 
and had the opportunity at thisadditional cost to provide this additional 
All I ask is that the Senate will exercise the 
same good judgment in regard to protecting the property of the United 
States that each Senator would exercise in regard to his own property 
under like circumstances. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
amendment 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLPH. After the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 
sert: 


The question is on agreeing to the 


726, I move to in- 


To rebuild at Vancouver, the headquarters of the Military Department of the 
Columbia, barracks and quarters, old and rotten, and that have been inspected 
and condemned, in order to accommodate a garrison of one regiment of infantry 


and a battery of light artillery, $50,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that was estimated for I suppose it is in order 
but we have appropriated $200,000 in the bill, a portion of which the 
Secretary of War can use at that place if he thinks it would be wise to 
apply the money to it, and we have also appropriated largely in a 
former appropriation bill for barracks and quarters. I hope the Sena- 
tor from Oregon will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I must insist on submitting the amendment to the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. DOLPH. But I shall be very brief in what I have to say about 
it. The appropriation of $200,000 tor the erection of buildings at mili- 
tary posts contained in this bill as it came from the House was desig- 
nated to be expended for building barracks at certain posts named. | 
have not the remotest idea that unless an especial appropriation is made 
for the construction of barracks at Vancouver any portion of the appro- 
priation will be expended there. I submit herewith a statement of the 
appropriations made in the last ten years for the construction of bar- 
racks east of the Rocky Mountains: 


Character of Congres- 
sional bill 


Posts Date. Amount 


On the Yellowstone and Mussel- 


shel! kivers, Montana June 22, 1876 | $200,000 | Special. 


| At El Paso, Tex......... Feb. 12, 1879 40,000 | Special. 
Milk River, Montana. Junel9,1878 | 100,000 Regular 
Fort Snelling, Minn : aicaliont May 14,1879 100,000 | Sundry civil service 
| Madison Barracks, New York May 14, 1879 25,000 | Sundry civil service 
| Pagosa Springs, Colo . May 14, 1879 40,000 | Sundry civil service 
| Niobrara, Nebr June 30, 1879 50,000 Regular 
Musselshell, Dak a J May 17, 1880 50,000 | Regular 
At the foot-hills near the Black 
Hills, Wyoming......... June 19, 1878 100,000 Regular 


In appropriations amounting to something over $600,000, not one 
dollar has been expended on the Pacific coast. The barracks at Van- 
couver were constructed thirty-five years ago, and they were log houses 
General Miles reports that they have become rotten inside and out, 
and are really untenable and dangerous to the health of the soldiers 
who are compelled to occupythem. We are appropriating millions of 
dollars for pensions to soldiers who became disabled during the war, 
aud I think we can afford to expend a few thousand dollars for the 
purpose of giving them tenable quarters, at least quarters which will 
not be dangerous to their health. I ask the Secretary to read what is 
stated in an official letter of General Miles, dated January 29, 1584, to 
the assistant adjutant-general of the division of the Pacific in regard to 
the Vancouver Barracks. It is very brief. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the par- 
agraph will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Vancouver Barracks, Wash., is in many respects the most important of all posts 
named for permanent maintenance. It is situated near Portland, Oreg., the 
center of the transportation system of the Pacific Northwest. It isnow and must 
long remain the most economical point in the department at which troops can 
be sheltered, fed, and clothed ; in short, it is the natural depot, so far as this de 
partment is concerned, for troops of all arms of the service except cavalry. 

Its garrison, fully equipped for field service, can be moved toall points in the 
department quicker than from any other post. A command stationed there is 
required as a reserve for the department, and it should be strongly garrisoned, 
substantially and comfortably built, and, so long as the service of troops may be 
required in this part of the country, maintained in the highest practicable state 
of efficiency. 

The post was established in 1849. During that and the subsequent few years 
many log buildings now in use were constructed, In this humid climate the 
decay of exposed wooden structures is exceptionally rapid. In the lapse of 
thirty-odd years the log buildings referred to have rotted inside and out, and 
have settled out of shape; the pernicious odor of decayed wood permeates them, 
rendering them obnoxious in every way, but especially dangerous to health 
It would be a waste of public money to attempt their repens. They should be 
torn down and the rotten lumber burned or destroyed. Fifty-five thousand 
dollars is required to rebuild this post for the accommodation of one regiment 
of infantry and one battery of light artillery. By the judicious expenditure of 
this sum the post can be placed in desirably habitabie condition for the next 
thirty years, and it should be done at once 





1884. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
Library, an amendment which was submitted in due time and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations as an amendment to the sundry 
civil bill. After line 2257 I move to insert: 


The question is on agreeing to the | 


For the purchase of 1,000 copies of the work entitled Original Portraits of | 


Washington, by Elizabeth Bryant Johnston, to be distributed to public libra- 
ries under the orders of the Senate, $12,000. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, a single word. I should be glad 
if I was prepared to say for this work what ought to be said. 
great work, and I have intended during the entire session when the 
matter came before the Senate to speak what ought to be spoken for it. 
It embraces not only the correct portraits but the history of them from 
the earliest portrait taken of General Washington to hisdeath. I know 
but one other work in the history of public men like it. It has enlisted 
the warmest approbation of the men of the highest literary note in this 
country. 
Committee on the Library, who have had it before them for weeks and 
months. 
distributed under the order of the Senate. 

I state to the Senate, after some service here and possibly some claim 
upon the Senate for candor, that there is no work that has emanated 
from the press for years past of so much value as this work which we 
propose to purchase. It ought to go to the public libraries, it ought 
to go to the various libraries of the country, where it would be hailed as 
one of the great instructors and teachers of the public mind. I only 
regret that I had not prepared something more worthy to say of this 
great and magnificent work than I say now. 

This amendment emanated from the Committee on the Library and 
was offered in due time, and I hope no exception will be taken to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 18, noes 20— 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
a call of the Senate. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded tocall 
the roll. 

Mr. PENDLETON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLSs]. 
‘*nay.”’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SEWELL. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON }. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I understand that the Senator from Vermont 
| Mr. MORRILL] is paired with the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. INGALLS], 
and therefore I shall vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 18; as follows: 


Let us have the yeasand nays. That is equal to 


I am paired with 
Otherwise I should vote 


YEAS—23. 
Beck, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
Blair, Garland, Lamar, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Gorman, Manderson, Voorhees, 
Brown, Harris, Maxey, Walker, 
Call, Hawley, Miller of Cal., Wilson 
Conger, Hill, Morgan, 

NAYS—18. 
Allison, Edmunds, Mahone, Ransom, 
Bayard, Groome, Pendleton, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Platt, Vance. 
Coke, Jonas, Plumb, 
Dolph, MeMillan, Pugh, 

ABSENT—35. 
Aldrich, Farley, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
Anthony, Frye, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Butler, George, Lapham, Sewell, 
Camden, Gibson, Logan, Sherman, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, McPherson, Slater, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Mitchell, Vest, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Morrill, Williams. 
Fair, Jackson, Pike, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I hope that we shall close up the bill. 
are no other amendments to be offered, I think. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I assure the chairman that I have none other. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. 


will be taken together. 
The amendments were concurred in. 
Mr. DOLPH. 


as in Committee of the Whole. After line 1726 I move to insert: 


To rebuild at Vancouver, the headquarters of the Military Department of the 


Columbia, barracks and quarters, old and rotten, and that have been inspecte« 
and condemned, in order to accommodate a garrison of one regiment of in 
fantry and a battery of light artillery, $50,000. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 
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| 21, nays 22; as follows: 
I offer, by authority from the Committee on the | 


The question is on agreeing to the | 


It is a | 


It comes before the Senate with the full approbation of the | 


YEAS—21 
Blair, Hawley, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Bowen Lapham, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., McMillan, Palmer, Wilson. 
Conger, Mahone, Pendleton, 
Dolph, Manderson, Plumb, 
Harrison Miller of Cal., Riddleberger, 
NAYS—22. 
Allison Colquitt, Groome, Pugh, 
Bayard, Dawes, Harris, Ransom, 
| Beck, Edmunds, Jonas, Vance, 
| Brown, Farley, Maxey, Walker 
| Call Garland, Morrill 
Coke, Gorman, Piatt, 
ABSENT—33. 
| Aldrich, George, Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 
Anthony, Gibson, Kenna, Sherman 
| Butler, Hale, Lamar, Slater, 
| Camden, Hampton, Logan, Van Wyck, 
| Cameron of Pa., Hill, McPherson, Vest, 
Cockrell Hoar, Miller of N. Y.., Williams. 
|} Cullom, Ingalls, Pike, 
| Fair, Jackson, Sabin, 
Frye, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 


It embraces only the purchase of a thousand copies, to be | 


There 
If there be no objection the question 


on concurring in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole 


I now renew my amendment which was voted down 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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Mr. DOLPH. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


wt 
— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1017) relative to the Inspector-General’s 
Department of the Army, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
| mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 


| <A bill (H. R. 837) granting a pension to Reuben J. Chewning; 
| A bill (H. R. 2312) granting a pension to Almira B. Kaler; 

A bill (H. R. 6168) granting an increase of pension to Capt. H. D. F. 
| Young; and . 

A bill (H. R. 1965) granting a pension to John A. Crozier 


Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
} ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3625) granting an increase of pension to Levi Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 4767) granting a pension to Mary A. Henry; 

A bill (S. 1446) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lou Gobright 
MeFalls; and 

A bill (H. R. 943) granting a pension to Samuel Barnard. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2221) granting a pension to Mary A. Henry, reported 
adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4700) granting a pension to Simon E. Lewis, 
| reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
| Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4089) to empower the commission- 
ers of the District of Columbia to examine the claim of and providing 
for the payment of Outerbridge Horsey, assignee, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2184) to authorize the construction and maintenance of a 
bridge across the Niagara River, reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 2360) for the relief of Agnes and 
Maria de Leon, heirs at law of Rebecca L. de Leon, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 97) for the 
relief of Theophilus Fisk Mills; which was read ‘twice by its title. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the joint resolution lie over until 
to-morrow, subject to call. 

The motion was agreed to 


PUBLIC 


Mr. HAWLEY submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
|} was ordered to lie on the table and be printed: 


Resolved by the Senate ing Phat the Joint 
Committee on Public Printing is hereby instructed to examine into the num- 

| bers printed of the various documents, reports, bills, and other papers published 
by order of Congress, or of either House thereof, and of the CONGRESSIONAL REc- 
ORD, and to report a bill, in December next, making such reductions in the 
numbers and cost of printing, and such changes and reductions in the distribu- 
tion of said publications as they may deem expedient, with a report giving their 

i reasons therefor; and that the said committee is also instructed to investigate 
- | the printing and binding for the Executive Departments, executed at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office and at the branch printing offices and binderies in the va 
rious Departments, and report a bill, in December next, making such reductions 
in expense and imposing such checks as they may deem expedient, with a re- 
port giving their reasons therefor; and said committee is further instructed to 





PRINTING 


the House of Representatives concurr 
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ns calculated in their opinion to reduce the cost of 
printing,and report the result thereof; and the said committee is 
hereby authorized to summon and to examine experts and witnesses, and to 
ull upon the heads of Executive Departments and the Public Printer for such 
nformation regarding the preceding matters as they may desire; 
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defrayed equally from the contingent funds of the two Houses of Congress. 
Said joint committee is hereby authorized to sit during the recess for the 
irposes of the first section hereof and in the discharge of its usual duties 


ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 

Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore 
the unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. 7162) to forfeit the un- 
earned lands granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the States of 
Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast, and to restore the same to 
settlement, and for other purposes: 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say that in the morning the Pension Com- 
mittee will expect to call up the pension cases on the Calendar imme- 
diately after the transaction of the necessary routine morning business. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, July 2, 1834. 


The House met at 41 o’clock a 
JOHN 8. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of yectercay’s proceedings was read and approved. 


m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


ss 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DUNN. I cise to a privileged motion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. DUNN. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk: and, 


unless objection be made, I shall ask its immediate consideration. 
is a resolution proposin,;: ® new rule of the House. 
The Clerk read as fol!ows 


It 


Resolyed, That it shall be in order each day, during the hour next after the 
morning hour, to ask unani:nous consent for the consideration or passage of any 
measure; and for that purpose the Speaker shall call the names of the Members 
of the House and Delegnies from the Territories in the alphabetical order in 
which they appear upon the roll of the House, commencing, however, on alter- 
nate days at the head and atthe footof the roll, going downward from the head 
and upward from the foot; but no member shall move the consideration of 
more than one measure when his name is called 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? The rules require that one day’s notice shall be given 
of any proposed change in the rules. 

Mr. WELLER. 
has been given ? 

The SPEAKER. 
consent of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is this resolution offered subiect to objection ? 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The resolution itself is in order, as I understand ? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move to amend the resolution 
so as to commence the call of members every third day at the middle 
of the roll. 

Mr. WELLER 
of the resolution. 

Mr. DUNN. lLask tomake onesingle statement. I give notice to the 
House that unless this or some such just rule be adopted no measure 
shall ever pass this House by unanimous consent so long as I am a mem- 
ber of Congress 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
not affect me in the slightest degree. 

Mr. DUNN. I make no threat; I think such a proceeding is neces- 
sary, and I intend to enforce its adoption. 


I want to move an amendment to 


It has not been; but it can be dispensed with by 


I think I must object to the present consideration 


ing custom of the House. 


consent to consider and pass unobjectionable legislation. 


way. 
nize whom he will and to refuse recognition to whom he will. For the 
purposes of this class of business many Congressional constituencies car 
be, and generally are, practically deprived of representation, not by the 
intentional fault of the Speaker, but in spite of his best efforts to be 
just to all alike. 

In taking this step, in which I shall be very firm, I am influencec 
as much by a desire to relieve and protect the Speaker from what al 


a desire to secure equal and exact justice to all members of the House 
I especially disclaim any feeling of disappointment on my own part 


& 


and any ex- | 
penses necessarily incurred in making the investigations aforesaid shall be | 


The Chair lays before the Senate | 


I would like toinquire whether the one day’s notice | 


Well, the gentleman's threat does | 


I am not brought to this 
resolution by reason of personal pique or disappointment, but by long 
and careful observation and study of the unjust operation of the exist- 
There is no rule of the House regulating 
the order of recognition of members for the purpose of asking unanimous 
There is al- 
ways a large mass of such business that ought to be disposed of in this 
It is now entirely within the discretion of the Speaker to recog- 


know to be his greatest source of annoyance and embarrassment, as by 
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by reason of the action of our present Speaker. I cheerfully add my 
own testimony to that of others, that no fairer, more impartial, oy just 
man ever occupied that chair than he. And if he can not met¢ out 
equal justice toall, we can all agree that we find in that fact the highest 
possible proof of the injustice of the existing custom and the best reason 
for the adoption of some just rule. [agree with General Grant, that 
‘‘ there is no better way to secure the repeal of a bad law than to rigidly 
enforce it.’’ I shall simply enforce the rules of the House. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from Arkansas what 
is the object of beginning at each end of the roll alternately but never 
beginning in the middle. The arrangement proposed simply means 
that the middle shall always be at the end. 

Mr. REED. Let us draw lots. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
I object to its consideration. 


If the resolution can not be amended 


Mr. DUNN. lIask that it be referred to the Committee on Rules. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it will be so 
referred. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
ered as pending? 

The SPEAKER. It can not be pending to a proposition not before 
the House. The gentleman objects to the proposition. 

Mr. DUNN. I demand the reguiar order of business, and will yield 
only to measures to advance investigations ordered by the House and 
to reports of committees, but to nothing else. [Cries of ‘‘ Regula: 
order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. 
the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask the gentleman from Arkansas also to except 
matters affecting the proper control of this Hall during the vacation 
of Congress. 

Mr. DUNN. 


Will my amendment be consid- 


The regular order is better order on the floor of 


Certainly I will make that exception. 
CARE OF HOUSE CLOAK-ROOMS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to submit a resolution re- 
taining the two colored men, one on this and one on the other side, 
during the recess. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, directed to retain upon the laborers’ roll during the recess of Congress 
the names of Alex. B. Thomas and Wilson Grice, now in charge of the cloak- 


rooms of the House, and pay said parties out of the contingent fund of the House 
at the rate of $60 per month 


There was no objection, and the resolution was received and adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
CATHARINE H. GLICK. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House the 
following message from the Senate: 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives be requested to return the bill 
(S. 1971) granting a pension to Catharine H. Glick, widow of Elias B. Glick, de- 
; ceased, the bill having passed the Senate June 27, 1884. 


There was no objection, and the request of the Senate was complied 
with. 


PUBLIC LANDS INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. COBB. + I ask to submit a report from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, which I believe to be privileged. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the resolution of the 
House providing for the raising of a committee to visit the State of Colorado 
and the Territories of New Mexicoand Arizona and determine what legislation, 
ifany, is necessary in order to settle and quiet titles to the conflicting claims to 
certain lands situate therein, have had the same under consideration, and 
have directed me to report the same to the House with the following amend- 
ments, to wit 

In line 7, after the word 
| thereof the word “ three.”’ 

Also, in line 13, after the word “ clerk,’ 
and after the word “ stenographic,” 
messenger.”’ 

Also, in line 17, after the word “exceeding,” strike out the word “ten” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ five.” 

And when said amendments are adopted your committee recommend the 
passage of said resolution 

Your committee believe that important legislation is required in order to 
settle conflicting claims to certain lands in said State and Territories,and we 
believe, in order to enable Congress to do so advisedly, it is necessary for a com- 
mittee of the House to visit the sections where the lands in controversy are sit- 
uate and ascertain the facts and report them to the House 


The resolution is as follows: 





of,” strike out the word “ five’’ ana insert instead 
insert the words *‘ which shall be,” 


in same line, strike out the words “ and a 


> 


1 Whereas under and in pursuance of the eighth and ninth articles of the treaty 
of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, with the Republic of Mexico, concluded February 2, 1848, 
it was stipulated and provided that the residents of the ceded territory should 
be secured and protected in the enjoyment of their rightstothe property which 
they held as citizens of the Republic of Mexico; and 

Whereas under and by virtue of the eighth section of an act of Congress en- 
titled “‘An act to establish the offices of surveyor-general of New Mexico, Kan- 
sas, and Nebraska, to grant donations to actual settlers therein, and for other 
purposes,” approved July 22, 1854, which section makes it the duty of the sur- 
veyor-general of New Mexico, under instructions from the Secretary of the Ir- 
terior, to ascertain the origin, nature, character, and extent of all claims to lands 
under the laws, usages, and customs of Spain and Mexico, and to make a report 


| 
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| 
on all such claims, with his decision as to the validity or invalidity of the same, | 
which report shall be laid before Congress with a view to confirm bona fide 
grants; and from this, together with the instructions of the Secretary of the In- 
terior issued in pursuance of said eighth section, under date of August 21, 1854, 
to the surveyor-general of New Mexico, a method of settling and adjudicating 
said private land claims was adopted and prescribed ; and 

Whereas, in pursuance of said law of Congress and instructions referred to, 
the surveyor-general of New Mexico has examined one hundred and fifty of 
said grants or private land claims, and reported the same to Congress for con- 
firmation, of which number sixty-six have been confirmed by act of Congress, 
and in many cases patents have been issued to the original grantees, their heirs 
or legal representatives, leaving eighty-four that have been reported for confir- 
mation and upon which no action has been taken by Congress ; and 

Whereas the owners of said private land claims have been put to great .ex- 
pense in complying with the act of Congress and the instructions to the surveyor- 
general as aforesaid, and their titles still remain unadjudicated by no act of 
negligence on their part; and 

Whereas the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona and the State of Colorado 
are fast settling up, and it is of the highest importance both to the Government 
and the owners of said grants that the same shall be speedily adjudicated and 
settled; and | 

Whereas it is alleged and charged that some of the private land claims or grants 
in said Territories and States are invalid and fraudulent, and that the surveys | 
thereof have not been in conformity with the original grants: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives, That in order to ascertain all the 
facts in relation to Spanish and Mexican grants, and other private land claims, 
in the State of Colorado and the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, andto 
determine what legislation, if any, is necessary in order to settle all conflicting 
claims and to quiet titles, a special committee, consisting of five members of the 
House, shall be appointed, whose duty it shall be to visit said State and Terri- 
tories, for the purpose of thoroughly investigating the titles, surveys, and present 
condition of such grants and other private land claims. Said committee shall 
have power to send for persons and papers, to employ a clerk, a stenographer, 
and a messenger, and may sit during the recess of Congress. The evidence taken 
before said committee and their report thereon shall be submitted to the House 
at its next December session; and that a sum not exceeding $10,000 is hereby 
appropriated, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, to defray the 
expenses incurred by said committee, to be paid on the order of the chairman 
of the committee. 


Mr. MILLS. Is that a priviledged report ? 

The SPEAKER. Thatis what the Chair is endeavoring to ascertain. 
So far the Chair does not discover anything in the resolution referred 
to the committee to make it privileged. 

Mr. COBB. I think it comes under the resolution offered by my 
colleague [Mr. HOLMAN]. Iam not sure of it, and I trust there will 
be no objection to it, and for this reason: there is a great deal of fraud 
and villainy geing on in the States and Territories referred to in refer- 
ence to the public lands, and the matter should be inquired into. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman is not showing the resolution is priv- 
ileged but arguing the merits. 

Mr. COBB. It is knédwn to many members of Congress that in the 
sections indicated enormous frauds are being perpetraied in reference 
to the public lands, and it is believed necessary a committee should go 
there and investigate the facts and make report to Congress. Thecom- 
mittee reduce the expenses from $10,000 to $5,000. 

Mr. REED. I ebject, and demand the regular order. 


FORFEITURE OF A LAND GRANT. 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
a bill (H. R. 7495) to declare forfeited certain lands granted in aid of 
the construction of a railroad from Portland, in Oregon, to the Central 

*acific Railroad, in California; which was read a first and second time, | 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the House Calendar. 


VENTILATION OF THE HALL. 


Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of submitting | 
a privileged resolution with reference to the ventilation of the Hall. 
I am directed by the committee to report a resolution favoring a propo- 
sition submitted by the Exhaust Ventilation Company of Chicago, and 
ask that the accompanying resolution be read and the report printed. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics of the House of 
Representatives be, and they are hereby, authorized, empowered, and directed 
to accept the proposition by them reported and attached to their report, and to 
at once proceed with the introduction and trial of the new system in accordance 
with the terms of said proposition. 

The resolution, report, and proposition were ordered to be printed 
and laid over for future action. 

Mr. HARDY, on behalf of the minority of the committee, by unan- 
imous consent, submitted the views of the minority; which were ordered 
to be printed with the report of the committee. 

ADDITIONAL LABORERS DOORKEEPER’S DEPARTMENT 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I present a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the following resolution— 

“Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives be, and is 
hereby, authorized to employ four additional! laborers during the recess, namely, 


from the adjournment of this session to the Ist of December, to be paid out of 


the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $720 per annum while em- 
ployed "— 


report that they have carefully considered the same, and ask its adoption. 
Mr. HOLMAN. That, I believe, is subject to the point of order? 
TheSPEAKER. It is a privileged report from the Committee on Ac- 
counts relating to the expenditure of a portion of the contingent fund. 


Mr. HOLMAN. But it involves an appropriation of money. 

The SPEAKER. Only the disposition of money appropriated by a 
general appropriation bill for the contingent expenses of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But at all events it involves the appropriation of 
money or the expenditure of money. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I think the rules of the House provide for 
the control of this fund under the direction of the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But I waive the point of order and simply desire 
to call the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the fact 
that the House has just adopted a resolution providing tor the employ- 
ment of two additional laborers under the Doorkeeper. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. And I wish to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana that four more are necessary, as the gentleman 
will perceive if he will be patient and listen for a few moments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman mean four in addition to the 
two already employed, making six in all? 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I will state to the gentleman the condition 
of the force of laborers now employed. We have ten session laborers, 
eight cloak-room laborers, and ten annual laborers. The session and 
cloak-room laborers go off when the session ends, which leaves ten la- 
borers. Out of this ten one is the Speaker’s messenger, one is in mem- 
bers’ closet, and, owing to the need of help in the document-room, two 
are assigned there. This building has to be swept, washed, and cleaned 
from top to bottom every day. The committee-rooms, carpets, and 
furniture, and the Hall of the House have to be cleaned during recess. 
Owing to shortness of recess these four additional laborers are needed 
by the janitor to do this work. It is the duty of the eight cloak-room 


| laborers to keep the Hall of the House clean. These eight go off when 


we adjourn, and the janitor’s force must do all the work. 

The Architect says that the present janitor under our Doorkeeper has 
kept the House side of this building cleaner than it has ever been kept. 
The Senate has twelve annual laborers during the recess to keep that 
side in order, and they have fewer committee-rooms and less work to 
do than the eight laborers on the House side. During the long recess 
the men have several more months to get everything in order, and the 
present force is ample then; but in this short time between this ses- 
sion and the next, for the welfare of the building, the carpets, and 
furniture, this additional force is really necessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Butwe have j&st employed two additional laborers. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. But as I have said the building must be 
cleaned up during the short recess every day, and the committee-rooms 
and the carpets must be carefully attended to; and in fact the whole 
house has to be cleaned up during the short recess. The officers in 
charge of the House inform the committee that it will be impossible to 
get along without this force and perform the duties imposed upon them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. lIask the gentleman again whether he took into 
account the fact that a few moments ago the House provided for the 
employment of two additional laborers. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I took that into account, but this force will 
be required in addition to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has that been considered by the committee? Has 
the committee considered that increase in recommending this additional 
force of laborers? And I ask also if my friend does not know that the 
custom has been in this respect to employ only the two already pro- 


| vided for? 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. My friend from Indiana knows that this re- 
cess will be a short one, and it is impossible for the present force to do 
thework. Thatis the information the committee have from what they 
believe to be reliable authority. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has this been done heretofore ? 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. It has been the custom, and in view of the 
necessities of the Doorkeeper’s department, and upon that ground alone 
the committee have now recommended the employment.of these addi- 
tional laborers, to be employed from the adjournment of this session 
until next December. 

I move the previous question upon the adoption of the report. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsy] 
vania whether we are to understand that this is an addition of six to 
the present force ? 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. No; an addition of four only 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But two have been employed this morn- 
ing, and this proposes four more. Ido notsee the necessity of six ad- 
ditional laborers 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania demands the 
previous question. F 

The previous question was ordered 

TheSPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the resolution re- 
ported by the committee. 

The question was taken; the House divided, and there were—ayes 63, 
noes 44. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will appoint tellers 

Mr. Ho_MAN and Mr. ERMENTROUT were appointed tellers 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 82, noes 53. 





5918 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
considerable majority of the House insists upon increasing this force. 

So (no further count being demanded) the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION 
Several members called for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the report of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union made to the House yes- 
terday afternoon, on which a vote was ordered to be taken immediately 
after the reading of the Journal to-day. The question is upon the 
adoption of the substitute reported by the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. Is the reading of the substitute de- 
manded ? 


BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. It is not. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. RANDALL. I think consent was given that there should be a 


vote by yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. That was only in committee. 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the substitute. 

Mr. BLOUNT. _ I would like to ask what bill it is a substitute for. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on adopting the substitute reported 
by the Committee of the Whole for the bill (H. R. 7440) making appro- 
priations for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the arma- 
ment thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 


The question is on 





purposes. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nays 91, not 


voting 82; as follows: 


YEAS—151. 


Adama, J. J. Dunn, Lewis, Springer, 
Aiken, Eaton, Lore, Stevens, 
Alexander, Eldredge, Lovering, Stewart, Charles 
Bagley, Elliott, Lowry, Stockslager, 
Ballentine, English, McAdoo, Storm, 
Barbour, Ermentrout, McMillin, Sumner, C. A. 
Barksdale, Ferrell, Matson, Talbott, 

Beach, Follett, Maybury, Taylor, J. M. 
Belmont, Foran, Miller, J. F. Thompson, 
Bennett, Forney, Mills, Throckmorton, 
Blanchard, Garrison, Mitchell, Tillman, 
Blount, Geddes, Money, Townshend, 
Breckinridge, Gibson, Morgan, Tucker, 
Broadhead, Glascock, Muldrow, Tully, 


Buchanan, 


Greenleaf, 


Murphy, 


Turner, H. G. 


Budd, Halsell, Murray, Turner, Oscar 
Burnes, Hammond, Mutchler, Van Alstyne, 
Caldwell, Hardeman, Neece, Vance, 
Campbell, J. E. Hardy, Oates, Van Eaton, 
Candler, Hatch, W. H. O’Ferrall, Wallace, 
Carleton, Henderson, D.B. Paige, Ward, 
Cassidy, Henley, Patton, Warner, A. J. 
Clay, Herbert, Pee} Warner, Richard 
Clements, Hewitt, A. 8. Pierce, Wellborn, 
Cobb, Hewitt, G. W. Post, Weller, 
Collins, Hoblitzell, Pryor, Wemple, 
Connolly, Holman, Pusey, Williams, 
Converse, Houseman, Randall, Willis, 
Cook, Howey, Rankin, Wilson, W. L. 
Cosgrove, Hunt, Reese, Winans, E. B. 
Covington, Jones, B. W. Riggs, Winans, John 
Cox, W. R. Jones, J. H. Robertson, Wise, G. D. 
Crisp, Jordan, Robimson, W. E. Wolford, 
Culberson, D, B. King, Rogers, J. H. Wood, 
Curtin, Kleiner, Scales, Yaple, 
Davis, L. H Lamb, Seymour, York, 
Dibble Lanham, Singleton, Young. 
Dibrell, Le Fevre, Slocum, 

NAYS—91. 
Adams, G. E. Ellwood, McCoid, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Evans, I. N. McComas, Rowell, 
Bayne, Everhart, McCormick, Ryan, 
Belford, Findlay, Millard, Skinner, C. R. 
Brainerd, Finerty, Miller, 8. H. Smalls, 
Brewer, F. B. Funston, Morrill, Smith, 
Browne, T. M. George, Nelson, Spooner, 
Brown, W. W. Goff, Ochiltree, Sieele, 
Brumm, Guenther, O’ Hara, Stophenson, 


Burleigh, 
Calkins, 


Hancock, 
Hart, 


O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J. J. 


Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, 


Campbell, J. M. Hatch, H. H. Parker, Strait, 
Cannon, Henderson, T.J. Payne, Struble, 
Chalmers, Hepburn, Payson, Thomas, 
Culberteon,W.W. Hitt, Perkins, Valentine, 
Cullen, Holmes, Peters, Wait, 
Cutcheon, Horr, Poland, Washburn, 
Dargan, James, Potter, Weaver, 
Davis, G. R. Johnson, Price, White, Milo 
Davis, R. T. Kasson, Ranney, Whiting, 
Dingley, Lacey, Ray, Ossian Wilson, James 
Dunham, Laird, Reed, Woodward, 
Ellis, Long, Rice, 

NOT VOTING—22. 
Arnot, Blackburn, Breitung, Chace, 
Atkinson, Biand, Brewer, J. H. Clardy, 
Barr, Boutelle, Buckner, Cox, 8. 8. 
Bingham, Bowen, Cabell, Davidson, 
Bisbee, Boyle, Campbell, Felix Deuster, 
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? 
Hooper, Milliken, Shaw, 

Dorsheimer, Hopkins Morrison, Shelley, 

| Dowd, Houk, Morse, Skinner, T. G. 
Duncan, Hurd, Moulton, Snyder, 
Evins, J. H. Hutchins, Muller, Spriggs, 
Fiedler, Jeffords, Nicholls, Sumner, D. H. 
Fyan, Jones, J. K. Nutting, Taylor, E. B. 
Graves, Jones, J.T. Pettibone, Taylor, J. D. 
Green, Kean, Phelps, Wadsworth, 
Hanback, Keifer, Ray, G. W. Wakefield, 
Harmer, Kelley, Reagan, White, J. D. 
Haynes, Kellogg, Robinson, J. 8. Wilkins, 
Hemphill, Ketcham, Rogers, W.F. Wise, J. 8. 
Hill, Lawrence, Rosecrans, Worthington. 
Hiscock, Libbey, Russell, 
Holton, Lyman, Seney, 





So the substitute was adopted. 

Mr. ELLIS. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the names 
of members voting be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The following members were announced as paired on all questions 
until further notice: 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. RUSSELL. 

Mr. MORRISON with Mr. KELLEY. 

The following members were announced as paired on all political 
questions until further notice: 

Mr. MOULTON with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. BoyLeE with Mr. LAWRENCE. 

Mr. HILL with Mr. HoLton. 

Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. HAYNEs. 

Mr. BUGKNER with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. GREEN with Mr. KEAN. 

Mr. Rogers, of New York, with Mr. HoopEr. 

Mr. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. DocKERY with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. JOHN 8S. WISE. 

Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. CHACE. 

Mr. Jongs, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 

Mr. BISBEE with Mr. SHELLEY. 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. BRUMM. , 

Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr. BOWEN. 

Mr. YOUNG with Mr. BouTrELLE. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. BREITUNG. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. HANBACK. 

Mr. REAGAN with Mr. PETTIBONE. 

Mr. FIEDLER with Mr. PHELPs. 

The following members were also announced as paired: 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, with Mr. NuTTING, until July 8. 

Mr. Dowp with Mr. Ray, of New York, until July 8. 

Mr. HUTCHINS with Mr. KETCHAM, on the fortification and naval 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, with Mr. BARR, on this vote. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. BINGHAM, on the fortification bill. Mr. 
HOPKINS would vote for the substitute and Mr. BINGHAM against it. 

Mr. HurpD with Mr. ATKINSON, for this day. 

Mr. Hiscock with Mr. GRAVEs, on this vote. 

Mr. Evins, of South Carolina, with Mr. DoRSHEIMER, on this vote. 

Mr. CABELL with Mr. Houk, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The question now ison ordering the bill as amended 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? On this 
question the rules require the yeas and nays be taken. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 193, nays 46, not 
voting 85; as follows: 

YEAS—138. 


Adams, G. E. Caldwell, Dibble, Goff, 

Adams, J. J. Campbell, J. E. Dibreil, Graves, 
Aiken, Candler, Dingley, Greenleaf, 
Alexander, Cannon, Dorsheimer, Guenther, 
Anderson, Cassidy, Dowd, Halsell, 
Arnot, Clay, Dunham, Hammond, 
Bagley, Clements, Dunn, Hardeman, 
Ballentine, Cobb, Eaton, Hardy, 
Barbour, Collins, Eldredge, Hatch, W. H. 
Barksdale, Connolly, Elliott, Henderson, D. B. 
Bayne, Converse, Ellwood, Henley. 
Beach, Cook, English, Herbert, 
Belmont, Cosgrove, Ermeutrout, Hewitt, A. 8. 
Bennett, Covington, Ferrell, Hewitt, G. W. 
Blanchard, Cox, W. R. Findlay, Hitt, 

Blount, Crisp, Follett, Hoblitzell, 
Breckinridge, Culberson, D. B. Foran, Holman, 
Brown, W. W. Curtin, Forney, Holmes, 
Buchanan, Cutcheon, Funston, Houseman, 
Budd, Dargan, Geddes, Howey, 
Burnes, Davis, G. R. Gibson, Hunt, 
Cabell, Davis, L. H. Glascock, Jeffords, 
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Jones, B. W. Morse, Robinson, W.E. Vance, 
Jones, J. H. Muldrow, Rockwell, Van Eaton, 
Jordan, Murphy, Rogers, J. H. Wadsworth, 
Keifer, Murray, Ryan, Wallace, 
King, Mutchler, Scales, Ward, 
Kleiner, Neece, Seney, Warner, A. J. 
Lacey, Nelson, Seymour, Warner, Richard 
Lamb, Oates, Singleton, Weaver, 
Lanham, Ochiltree, Smalls, Wellborn, 
Le Fevre, O’ Ferrall, Smith, Weller 
Lewis, O'Neill, J. J. Springer, Wemple, 
Long, Paige, Steele, White, Milo 
Lovering, Patton, Stevens, Wilkins, 
Lowry, Payne, Stewart, Charles Williams, 
Lyman, Peel, Stockslager, Willis, 
McAdoo, Pierce, Storm, Wilson, James 
McCoid, Perkins, Sumner, C. A. Wilson, W. L. 
MeMillin, Peters, Talbott, Winans, E. B. 
Matson, Post, Taylor, J. M. Wise, G. D. 
Maybury, Potter, Thompson, Wolford, 
Millard, Pryor, Throckmorton, Wood, 
Miller, J. F. Pusey, Tillman, Yaple, 
Mills, Randall, Townshend, York, 
Mitchell, Ray, Ossian Tucker, Young. 
Money, Reed, Tully, 
Morgan, Reese, Turner, H. G. 
Morrill, Riggs, Turner, Oscar 
NAYS—46. 

Belford, Hart, O’ Hara, Stephenson, 
Brewer, F. B. Hatch, H. H. O’ Neill, Charles Stewart, J. W. 
Browne, T. M. Henderson, T. J. . Parker, Stone, 
Brumm, Holton, Payson, Strait, 
Campbell, J. M. Horr, Poland, Struble, 
Chalmers, James, Price, Thomas, 
Culbertson, W. W. Johnson, Ranney, Wait, 
Davis, R. T. Kasson, Ray, G. W. Washburn, 
Ellis, Libbey, Rice, Whiting, 
Everhart, McComas, Rowell, Woodward. 
Finerty, McCormick, Skinner, C. R. 
Harmer, Miller, S. H. Spooner, 

NOT VOTING—®5. 
Atkinson, Davidson, Hutchins, Rogers, W. FP. 
Barr, Deuster, Jones, J. K. Rosecrans, 
Bingham, Dockery, Jones, J. T. Russell, 
Bisbee, Duncan, Kean, Shaw, 
Blackburn, Evans, I. N. Kelley, Shelley, 
Bland Evins, J. H. Kellogg, Skinner, T. G. 
Boutelle, Fiedler, Ketcham, Slocum, 
Bowen, Fyan, Laird, Snyder, 
Boyle, Garrison, Lawrence, Spriggs, 
Brainerd, George, Lore, Sumner, D. H. 
Breitung, Green, Milliken, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, J. H. Hanback, Morrison, Taylor, J. D. 
Broadhead, Hancock, Moulton, Valentine, 
Buckner, Haynes, Muller, Van Alstyne, 
Burleigh, Hemphill, Nicholls, Wakefield, 
Calkins, Hepburn, Nutting, White, J. D. 
Campbell, Felix Hill, Pettibone, Winans, John 
Carleton, Hiscock, Phelps, Wise, J. 8. 
Chace, Hooper, Rankin, Worthington, 
Clardy, Hopkins, Reagan, 
Cox, 8.8. Houk, Robertson, 
Cullen, Hurd, Robinson, J. 8. 


So the bill was passed. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. HoukK with Mr. Evins, of South Carolina, on all political ques- 
tions for to-day. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 


the House that the Senate had passed without amendment a bill of 


the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. 4651) to amend an act approved July 15, 1882, entitled 
‘An act to increase the water supply of the city of Washington, and 
for other purposes.’’ 

The message also announced that the Senate further insisted upon its 
amendments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 4716) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes, and agreed to the further conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. HALE, 
Mr. LOGAN, and Mr. BEcK. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 


ments in which the concurrence of the House is requested a bill of the 
following title: 

A bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate requested the House 
to return the bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the location of a branch 


home for disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in either the State of 


Arkansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska. 
FISH COMMISSIONER’S REPORT. 
Mr. SCALES, from the Committee on Printing, reported back the 
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| following concurrent resolution of the Senate; which was read, consid- 








ered, and adopted: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 
of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1884 be printed, and that 
there be printed 11,000 extra copies, of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 6,000 for the use of the House, 1,500 for the use of the Commissioner of 
Fish and Fisheries, and 500 for sale by the Public Printer, under such regula- 
tions as the Joint Committee on Printing may prescribe, at a price equal to the 
additional cost of publication and 10 per cent. thereto thereon added, the illus- 
trations to be obtained by the Public Printer under the direction of the Joint 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRANCH HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, ETC. 

TheSPEAKER laid before the House a message from the Senate re- 
questing the return by the House of the bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize 
the location of a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers in either 
the State of Arkansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the request of the Senate be granted; 
it is usual to do so. 
Mr. KASSON. 

The SPEAKER. 
to give a reason. 

The request of the Senate was granted. 


Is any reason given for the request ? 
No reason is given in the message; it is not usual 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

By unanimous consent, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of Senate bill No. 475, granting 
arrears of pension to Emily Agnel, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table at this time the Senate amendments to the bill known as the river 
and harbor appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose? 

Mr.WILLIS. lamdirected by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
to ask that the Senate amendments be non-concurred in, and that the 
bill with thé Senate amendments numbered be printed. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is it necessary to reserve points of order 
at this stage ? 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] reserves 
all points of order. 

Mr. WILLIS. The request I made has been by the unanimous direc- 
tion of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 
7012) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses, were taken from the Speaker’s table and non-concurred in, and 
the bill, with the Senate amendments numbered, was ordered to be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. COBB. I call forthe regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the morning hour for the call 
of committees for reports. 

Mr. COBB. I move that the morning hour be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. That will require a two-thirds vote 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope that will not be done. 

The question was taken on the motion to dispense with the morning 
hour, and it was not agreed to (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof). 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering bills reported from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’} 

The SPEAKER. That motion can not be entertained until the 
morning hour has been dispensed with or occupied. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I beg the Speaker’s pardon. This motion 
takes precedence of the morning hour, as the Chair will find upon ex- 
amination of the order on the subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. The Chair was think- 
ing of the resolution adopted on motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] in regard to business from the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. COBB. I rise to a point of order. I wish to know whether the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds can displace the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I desire that we may go to the House Calendar 
for the purpose of —— 

The SPEAKER. No motion has béen made on behalf of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COBB. I tried to get the floor for that purpose, but could not. 
I move to go to the House Calendar for the purpose of taking up the 
bill forfeiting the Northern Pacific Railroad land grant. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order until after the morning 
hour has been dispensed with or occupied. The gentleman’s object can 
be reached by defeating the motion of hiscolleague [ Mr. SrocKSLAGER ]. 
The question is on the motion that the House resolve itself into Com- 
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mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
considering bills reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds 

Mr. TUCKER. I wish to antagonize that with a motion—— 

The SPEAKER. This question is not debatable. The way to an- 
tagonize the proposition is to vote against it 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. STOCKSLAGER, it was 
not agreed to, there being 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER I unanimous consent to print 
RECORD some remarks on the subject of public buildings. 

Mr. MORSE. If we can get rid of this matter so cheaply as that, I 
think we had better grant the privilege. 

The SPEAKER If there be no objection, leave to print will be 
granted 


aves 65, noes 98 


in the 


1 
asn 


There was no objection 
The SPEAKER proceeded to call the committees for reports. 


ALASKA COMMERCIAL COMPANY. 
Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back, with an amendment in the form of a substitute, the resolution 


proposing the appointment of a committee to make investigation relat- 
ing to affairs of the Alaska Commercial Company; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 


with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 
WEHRLE, WERK & SON. 
Mr. HERBERT, from the Committee on Ways and Means, also re~ 


ported a bill (H. R. 7496) for the relief of Wehrle, Werk & Son; which 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed 


CIRCUIT MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 

Mr. McCOID, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7324) providing for holding aterm of the cir- 
cuit court in Minneapolis, Minn.; which was referred te the House 
Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed 


was 


COURT, 


UNORGANIZED TERRITORY SOUTH OF KANSAS. 

Mr. McCOID, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 489) to extend the laws of the United 
States over certain unorganized territory south of the State of Kansas; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed. 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF OMAHA, NEBR. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7488) to authorize the 


increase of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Omaha, | 


Nebr.; which was referred to the House Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 
HILLSBOROUGH NATIONAL BANK 
Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency, also reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7428) to authorize 
the Hillsborough National Bank tochangeits name to that of the First 
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referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill was laid on the table. 

CADET-ENGINEER JOHN U. CRYGIER. 

Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committeeon Naval Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7068) authorizing the President of the United 
States to appoint Cadet-Engineer John U. Crygier an assistant engi 
neer in the United States Navy, and for other purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be ppinted. 


LOUISIANA SWAMP LANDS. ~ 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 2201) toextend the provisions 
of the act of March 2, 1855, to lands selected as swamp lands by the 
State of Louisiana under the act of March 2, 1849; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

UNEARNED LAND GRANTS. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back with additional amendments the joint resolution (H. Res. 253) pro- 
hibiting the confirmation, certification, and patenting of unearned land 
grants; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the a 
companying report, ordered to be printed 


CAPE COD SHIP-CANAL 
Mr. HOBLITZELL, from the Committee on Railways and Canals, 
reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 6320) making an ap- 
propriation for the construction of breakwaters, entrances, and ap- 
proaches for the Cape Cod Ship-Canal; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ARMY MUSEUM BUILDING. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 48) providing 
for the erection of a buildihg to contain the records of the library and 
museum of the Medical Department, United States Army; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LAND IN PROVIDENCE FOR HIGHWAY PURPOSES. 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2703) to authorize the Secretary 


| of the Treasury to convey land in Providence, R. I., for highway pur- 


! 
| 
| 


National Bank of Hillsborough, Ohio; which was referred to the House 


Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS CUMBERLAND RIVER. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back, 
as a substitute for H. R. 7420, a bill (H. R. 7497) to give the assent 
of Congress to the construction of a railroad bridge by the Cincinnati, 
Green River and Nashville Railroad Company over the Cumberland 
River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill was laid on the table. 

AGRICULTURAL 


EXPERIMENT STATIONS. 


poses; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, from the Committee on Labor, reported 
back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 34) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, from the Committee on Labor, also re- 


| ported back the joint resolution (H. Res. 74) proposing an amendment to 


the Constitution of the United States; which was referred to the House 

Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 
LABOR ON PUBLIC WORKS. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri, from the Committee on Labor, also reported 

back the joint resolution (H. Res. 246) providing that in the employ- 

ment of labor on the public works of the Government preference shall 


| be given to residents and citizens of the United States; which was re- 
| ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
| dered to be printed. 


Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported, as a | 


substitute for H. RK. 447, a bill (H. R. 7498) to establish experiment 
stations in connection with the colleges established in the several States 
under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts 
supplementary thereto; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill was laid on the table. 


HARRISON DEWEY 


Mr. LYMAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably a bill (H. R. 4307) directing the Secretary of War to amend 
the record of Harrison Dewey; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed 


JOHN HOLLINS M’BLAIR 
Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, 
as a substitute for H. R. 7405, a bill (H. R. 7499) for the relief of 


Lieut. John Hollins McBlair: which was read a first and second time 


LEWIS J. BLAIR. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported, 
asa substitute for H. R. 372, a bill (H. R. 7500) to restore the name 
of Lewis J. Blair to the pension-roll; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 

The original House bill was laid upon the table 


DAVID FRIED. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7308) for the relief of David Fried; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET A. BERRY. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5925) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet A. Berry ; which was referred to the Committee ofthe Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
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CHARLES MILK. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5309) for the relief of Charles | 


Milk; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

HARRISON MITCHELL. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 1901) for the relief of | 


Harrison Mitchell, late of Company K, Forty-eighth Indiana Volun- 
teers; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

FREDERICK HUTTON. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | 


ported back the bill (H. R. 7170) for the relief of Frederick Hutton; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CREET H. DOUGHERTY. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 


ported back the bill (H. R. 383) granting a pension to Creet H. Dough- 
erty: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
THOMAS SIMPSON. 
Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 1924) granting a pension to Thomas Simp- 


son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the | 


Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
HENRY J. SEWARD. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | 
ported back the bill (S. 284) granting a pension to Henry J. Seward; | 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARTHA BASTIN. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | 


ported back the bill (S. 1566) granting a pension to Martha Bastin; 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- | 


vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 
ISRAEL STOUGH. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (S. 1227) granting a pension to Captain Israel 
Stough; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- | 


ported back with an adverse recommendation bills of the following 
titles; which were severally ordered to be laid on the table, and the ac- 
companying reports printed, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of George W. Loomis; 

A bill (H. R. 422) granting a pension to Franklin B. Burget, Will- 
iam Burget, and Lydia A. Burget; 

A bill (H. R. 6273) increasing the pension of David A. Ranger; 

A bill (H. R. 7018) for the relief of William G. Baldwin; and 

A bill (H. R. 6274) increasing the pension of John Lindsey. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate agreed to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
6861) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

MARY HOPPERTON. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | 
back the bill (S. 1225) granting a pension to Mary Hopperton, widow | 
of Edward Hopperton; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 


report, ordered to be printed. 
JAMES BROWN. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 


ported back the bill (S. 2244) granting a pension to James Brown 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JACOB SNOVELY. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with an adverse recommendation the bill (H. R. 7316) for 


the relief of Jacob Snovely; which was ordered to be laid on the table 
and the accompanying report printed. 
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FREDERIC 8. RICH. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5969) increasing 
the pension of Frederic 8. Rich; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 


MRS. OLIVE W. PARKER. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions, also reported back the bill (H. R. 3901) granting a pension to Mrs. 
| Olive W. Parker; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
| JAMES P. F. TOBY. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, also reported back the bill (S. 464) granting a pension to James P. 
F. Toby; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report,ordered to be 
printed. 

CHLOE A. WHIPPLE. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bili (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Chloe A. Whipple; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


AMY A. LEWIS. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 7337) for the relief of Amy A. Lewis; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
| JUDSON BOSTWICK. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 7333) granting a pension to Judson Bost- 
wick; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the , 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
| printed. 
| WARREN CROAN, 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (8. 461) granting 
a pension to Warren Croan; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

HENRY A. 

Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
| ported back witha favorable recommendation the bill (S. 912) granting 
a pension to Henry A. Armstrong; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the aceom- 

panying report, ordered to be printed. 
SARAH C€. HALL. 


Mr. BAGLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1430) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah C. Hall; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the acecompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

RACHEL SMITH. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5813) granting 
a pension to Rachel Smith; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

PRISCILLA J. SMALL. 


ARMSTRONG. 





Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2540) granting a pension 
to Priscilla J. Small; which was referred to the Committee of the 
| Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


HECTOR W. SUMMERS. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 

| ported a bill (H. R. 7501) granting a pension to Hector W. Summers; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 

| the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
| ing report, ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 
} Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; which 
were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered 
| to be printed: 
A bill (H. R. 6280) for the relief of George H. Prettyman; 
A bill (H. R. 6857) for the relief of James Montgomery; 

q A bill (H. R. 7221) for the relief of Levi Dodge; and 

A bill (H. R. 7224) for the relief of Alexander M. Proctor. 
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MRS. JENNIE E. JOHNSON, 
Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2002) for the relief of 
Mrs. Jennie E. Johnson: which was referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JAMES 0. M KENNA. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7175) 
granting a pension to James O. McKenna; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


Cc. W. BALDWIN. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7313) granting a pension 
to C. W. Baldwin: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the amendments and accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


MARGARET 


s 


CAMPBELL. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill 
granting a pension to Margaret 8. Campbell; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RICHARD W. BARNES. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 4443, a bill (H. R. 7502) for the relief 
of Richard W. Barnes; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. HESS. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1444) granting a 


pension to William J. Hess; which was referred to the Committee of | 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- | 


ing report, ordered to be printed. 


ASAHEL D. WHITCOMB. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1645) granting a 
pension to Asahel D. Whitcomb; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ANDREW J. BOLAR. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 

back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1398) granting an 


increase of pension to Andrew J. Bolar; which was referred tothe Com- | 


mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. PATTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
ported back with adverse recommendations bills of the following titles; 
which were severally laid on the table, and the accompanying reports 
ordered to be printed: 


The bill (H. R. 7345) granting a pension to Edward Bartholomew; 
The bill (H. R. 4892) granting a pension to Thomas J. Walker; and | 
The bill (H. R. 4278) granting a pension to Robert Johnson. 


HEIRS OF MICHAEL O'BRIEN. 


Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 


reported back the bill (S. 1220) for the relief of the heirs of Michael 
O’ Brien, and moved that the committee be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that the same be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
SIODS. 

The motion was agreed to. 


N. J. INGERSOLL. 


Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported | 


back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 670) granting an in- 


crease of Pension to N. J. Ingersoll; which was referred to the Com- | 


mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT A. CRITES. 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
adversely the bill (H. R. 3009) granting a pension to Robert A. Crites; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 


AUGUSTUS JONES, 


Mr. JONES, of Texas, from the Committee on Pensions, reported | 


l 
K 


back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5191) granting an 
increase of pension to Augustus Jones; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 


panying report ordered to be printed. 


H. R. 7294) | 


Pensions, also re- | 


Pensions, also re- | 
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JACOB FUNKHOUSER. 

Mr. JONES, of Texas, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 2872) granting 
a pensionto Jacob Funkhouser; which was referred to the Committe: 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

SARAH BISSELL. 
HEWITT, of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 


M. 
Mr. 


| ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 6940 


granting a pension to Sarah M. Bissell; which was referred to the Com- 

mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompa- 

nying report ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA SLUSS. 

| Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
| with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3605) granting a pen- 
| sion to Eliza Sluss; which was referred to the Committee of the Whol 
| House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 


WILLIAM STRICKLAND. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3994) granting 
a pension to William Strickland; which was referred to the Committe: 
| of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accommpanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

EMILY AGNEL. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committeeon Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 765) for the re- 
lief of Emily Agnel; which was referred to the Committee of the 
| Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


LEMUEL J. BENNETT. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 552) granting a 
pension to Lemuel J. Bennett; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpsoN, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate requested the return of the follow- 
ing bill: 

A bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of de- 
| sertion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe such a request has never been refused. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the request of the Senat: 
will be granted and the bill returned. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

MRS. LYDIA 8. 

Mr. STRUBLE (by Mr. LAtrD), from the Committee on Pensions, 
reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 838 
granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia 8. Huggins; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

} JOHN E. DENHAM. 


Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with a 
favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 5798) granting a pension to 
John E. Denham; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
| to be printed. 


| 
| MESSAGE 


HUGGINS, 


NATHANIEL JR. 


Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on/Pensions, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4668) for the relief ot 
Nathaniel Pond, jr.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
| House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 


POND, 


VALENCIA 8S. HUTCHINSON. 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 3581) for the relief of 
Valencia S. Hutchinson; which was referred to the Committee of the 
| Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 

ordered to be printed. 
DELIA G. WEBBER. 


Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 88) for the relief ot 
Delia G. Webber; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

DANIEL M’ALPINE. 


Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 6950, a bill (H. R. 7503) for the relief of Daniel 
McAlpine. 

The original bill 


H. R. 6950) was laid on the table. 
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The substitute bill (H. R. 7503) was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, | 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DELIA G. WEBBER. 


Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 88, a bill (H. R. 7504) granting a pension to Delia 
G. Webber; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

H. P. CARTWRIGHT AND OTHERS. 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Pensions, also reported adversely 
the petition of H. P. Cartwright, M. D., and others; which was laid on 
the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

HENRY AYRES. 

Mr. McMILLIN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 425) for the relief of Henry Ayres; which | 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


JOHN D. MANNERLYN. 


Mr. McMILLIN, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1827) for the relief of John D. Mannerlyn, of 
the State of Georgia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN P. PETERSON. 


Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favorably | 


the bill (H. R. 6270) for the relief of John P. Peterson; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
WILLIAM H. CROOK. 
Mr. RAY, of New York, from the Committee on Claims, reported 


back with amendments the bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of William | 
H. Crook; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 
ELIZABETH FLEMING AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 1140) for the relief of Elizabeth Fleming, 
Francis E. Robinson, and Mary and Margaret Johnston; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


A. A. THOMAS, 


Mr. ELLWOOD, from the Committee on Claims, also reported back | 


with amendments the bill (S. 643) for the relief of A. A. Thomas; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM PIKE. 

Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4434) for the relief of William Pike; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


SILAS QUACKENBUSH. 
Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 


back favorably the bill (H. R. 4433) for the relief of SilasQuackenbush; | 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 


Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE W. BALDWIN AND OTHERS. 


Mr. GEDDES, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported | 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4677) for the relief of George W. Bald- 
win, Charles L. Baldwin, and Dora Thompson; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 


accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MRS. MARTHA VAUGHN AND MRS. LOUISA JACKMAN 


_ Mr. FERRELL, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3874) for the relief of Mrs. Martha Vaughn 
and Mrs. Louisa Jackman; which was referred to the Committee of 


PATIENCE BEATTY. 
Mr. EVERHART, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 622) for the benefit of Patience Beatty; 


| which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 


vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 
PATRICK FLYNN. 

Mr. ROWELL (by Mr. EVERHART), from the Committee on War 
Claims, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1869) for the relief of 
Patrick Flynn; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

MONUMENTS ON REVOLUTIONARY BATTLE-FIELDS. 

Mr. WOODWARD, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2435) to encourage societies of 
the vicinage to erect monuments on the few important battle-fields of 
the Revolution; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

KLAMATH INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as asub- 
stitute for H. R. 112, a bill (H. R. 7505) for the restoration of the Kla- 
math Indian reservation, in the State of California, to the public do- 


| main; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 


Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
The original bill was laid on the table. 


J. M. WAIDE, DENTON COUNTY, TEXAS. 


Mr. PEEL, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, also reported back 
| favorably the bill (H. R. 2819) for the relief of J. M. Waide, of Den- 
ton County, Texas; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


ASSAY OFFICE AT SOCORRO. 
Mr. MANZANARES, from the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
| Measures, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 6230) to establish an 
assay office at Socorro, in the Territory of New Mexico; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying repogt, ordered to be printed. 


BELVA A. LOCKWOOD. 


| Mr. GRAVES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reporte:1 back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 3781) for the relief of Belva A. Lockwood; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM H. HOUGHTON. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4026) for the relief of William H. Houghton; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calender, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SPANISH AND MEXICAN LAND CLAIMS. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I rise for the purpose of submitting the views ot 
the minority, of the Committee on Private Land Claims on the bill (S. 
i9) concerning Spanish and Mexican land claims. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman had permission to present the 
views of the minority ? 

Mr. COSGROVE. I ask unanimous consent to present the views of 
the minority, in order that they may be printed and referred with the 
report of the majority of the committee. 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
accordingly. 





MRS. KREBECCA ADAMS, 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7025) for the relief of Rebecca Adams; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CRIMINAL CODE FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McCOMAS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5249) to provide a 
criminal code for the District of Columbia: which was referred to the 


the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying re- | House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


port ordered to be printed. 
MILINDA GRIMES. 


Mr. FERRELL, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 


hack adversely the bill (H. R. 2903) for the relief of Milinda Grimes 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered te 
be printed. 

WILLIAM FLETCHER. 


Mr. FERRELL, from the Committee on War Claims, also reported 
: Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
>| with amendments the bill (H. R. 3804) for the relief of William Mid 


| kiff: which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


hack adversely the bill (H. R. 2106) for the relief of William Fletcher 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered -t 
be printed, 


printed. 
EXECUTED CONTRACTS. 

Mr. JEFFORDS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7489) to detine the duties and 
, | liabilities of the District of Columbia under certain executed contracts 

which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany 

ing report, ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM MIDKIFI 
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Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed 
STATUTE 


OF LIMITATIONS, 


Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table Senate amendments to House bill 6370, 
to limit the time within which prosecutions may be instituted against 
persons charged with violating the internal-revenue laws, and to move 
non-concurrence and the appointment of a committee of conference. 

Mr. DUNN. Is ita public or private measure ? 

Mr. CALDWELL. It is in reference to limiting the time in which 
the statute of limitations may run in these cases. 

Mr. CANNON. I object. 

PURCHASERS OF LAND IN NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 


Mr. PAYSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 1737) for the relief of settlers and 


purchasers of lands on the public domain in the States of Nebraska and 


Kansas; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


RELOCATION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendments joint resolution (H. Res. 
281) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to suspend action in the 
matter of erecting public buildings in all cases where bills have been 
reported favorably to this House authorizing the relocation of sites for 


SITES OF 


such buildings; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with | 


the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. TALBOTT. 
Naval Affairs to report back the petition of John A. Nowell, J.C. War- 
ren, and other citizens of Boston, with an accompanying resolution, and 
ask unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the same. 

Mr. CANNON. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Thisisa resolution for an investigation of an officer 
connected with the navy-yard near Boston, and it ought to be passed. 
I ask that it may be read for the information of the House, and then if 
the gentleman chooses to demand the regular order, of course I am per 
fectly willing to abide by it. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has already demanded 
the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND 
hold it for a little while to permit this report to be made. 

Mr. TUCKER. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
taking up and considering revenue bills. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I desire to give notice that I shall antago- 
nize that motion, my object being to proceed with the regular order 
for the consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER. Theonly way to antagonize the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia is to vote it down. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand the regular order is the unfinished 
business 

The SPEAKER 

Mr. CANNON. 


What unfinished business? 
If there is no unfinished business, then it is in order, 


. : | 
Mr. Speaker, Iam instructed by the Committee on | 


. . | 
I was in hopes that the gentleman would with- | 


as I understand the rule, to entertain a motion that the House proceed | 


to business on the Speaker's table. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of bills raising 


revenue, or a motion would also have been in order to go into Com- | 


mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering general appropria- 
tion bills. The gentleman from Virginia makes the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole for the former purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. On page 203 of the Digest, as I understand it, the 
regular order of business after the unfinished business has been dis- 
posed of is the motion to proceed to business on the Speaker's table. 

I find this language: 

Unfinished business having been disposed of, it shall be in order to entertain 
a motion that the House do now proceed to the business on the Speaker's 


table. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will now read clause 9 of Rule 
XVI he will see that at any time after the expiration of the morning 
hour it shall be in order to entertain a motion that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of considering bills raising revenue or general appropria- 
tion bills. 

Mr. CANNON. The only way then to get to the Speaker’s table is 
to vote down the motion of the gentleman from Virginia? 

The SPEAKER. That is the only way. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Would it be in order to move to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to take up the educational bill? 
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The SPEAKER. 
Virginia. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The bill of the gentleman from Virginia 
| would have to be antagonized in Committee of the Whole if the House 
went into committee at all. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Can we not antagonize and vote down his mo- 
tion——- 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. THOMPSON. In this way: when we go into committee, if this 
House shall so decide, by refusing to take up that particular bill and 
then proceed with the consideration of the educational bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole, of course, can take 
| up the edneational bill, provided it is the desire of the committee to 
do so; but it would first have to refuse to consider the bills referred 
to by the gentleman from Virginia and all other bills upon the Calendar 
preceding the bill to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr. HENLEY. Would it be parliamentary for me to state to the 
House that I desire to antagonize the motion of the gentleman from 
| Virginia by a land-grant bill? 

The SPEAKER. That is debate. The question is not debatable. 
The gentleman will, of course, antagonize the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia by voting against it. 

The question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from 
Virginia that the House do now resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
bills raising revenue. 

The question was taken, and the House divided; and there were—ayes 
59, noes 68. 

Mr. TUCKER, Mr. McMILLIN, and others demanded the yeas and 


yeas. 


Not pending the motion of the gentleman from 


The yeas and nays were ordered—40 members voting in favor thereof. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following title; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 
other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Virginia, on which the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. | 
desire to know what is the question before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has twice stated the question, but will 
do so again if there be no objection. The gentleman from Virginia 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills raising rev- 
enue. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. May I ask what bill? 

The SPEAKER. Bills raising revenue, such bills as are on the Cal- 
endar in Committee of the Whole, in their regular order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. May Iask when it would be in order to 
go to the Speaker’s table to take up the Mexican pension bill? 

The SPEAKER. If the House does not go into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union the motion to go to the Speaker’s 
table would be in order unless interfered with by some other motion. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I give notice that we will endeavor 
to take up the Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KEIFER. Notwithstanding that the yeas and nays have been 
ordered on the pending motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
would it not now be in order for a conference report to be presented ? 

The SPEAKER. It would be. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. ForNEy] de- 
sires to present a conference report. 


| ARMY 


Mr. FORNEY. I present the report of a committee of conference on 
| the Army appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 35 to the bill of the House No. 6861, 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the year ending June 
30, 1885, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 
lows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the said amendment num- 
bered 3. 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 





WM. H. FORNEY, 
J. WARREN KEIFER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
P. B. PLUMB, 


M,. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


I ask that the statement be read. 





Mr. FORNEY. 
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The statement was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35 to the 
bill H. R. 6861, making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year 1885, submit the following written statement in explanation of the confer- 
ence report: : 

The effect of the action recommended on the amendment numbered 35 strikes 
from the bill as it passed the House the following: 

“That for the better er tm of the object of the acts authorizing the 
construction of the railroads hereinafter referred to, and the better to secure to 
the Government the use and benefit of the same, all acts authorizing the build- 
ing and construction of those railroads which have received, in addition to land 
grants, Government aid by loan or guarantee of bonds by the United States, 
and al! other acts, parts of acts, and provisions having relation thereto, are 
hereby so altered, amended, and modified that hereafter the compensation paid 
or allowed for the carrying and transportation of the property or troops of the 
United States by such railroad companies or their assigns or successors shall 
hot exceed 50 percent. of the amount paid by private parties for the same kind 
of service; but nothimg herein shall be construed to waive the right of the 
United States to further amend said acts, or any or either of them, hereafter, as 
in the judgment of Congress justice or public policy may require, or waive any 
right now existing in favor of the United States.” 

WM. H. FORNEY, 
J. WARREN KEIFER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move the adoption of the report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
the conference committee on the part of the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on this bill, I desire to say that I have de- 
clined to sign the report of the committee of conference for this reason: 
When the conference committee made their report on the Post-Office 
appropriation bill I joined with the majority of the conferees on the 
part of the House in that report, which insisted on the provision adopted 
by the House that there should be a reduction of the compensation to 


Having been appointed by the Chair as one of 
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up and passed. And I appeal to the House, and especially to the com- 
| mittees having these matters in charge, to see to it that they are 
brought up and passed before we adjourn. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move the adoption of the report of the committee 

of conference. 

The report was agreed to. 
| Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


| TheSPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
| from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the motion which is now before the House to go 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of Union for the pur- 
pose of considering revenue bills should prevail, would it not be in 
order for the House to lay aside the first bill that might be reached on 
the Calendar and take up the bill to carry into effect the convention 
between the United States and Mexico? 

The SPEAKER. That is scarcely a parliamentary question for the 
Chair to answer. The rule provides that when objection is made to 
the consideration of any bill in Committee of the Whole the commit- 
tee shall rise and the House shall vote whether that bill shall be passed 
over or considered. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Virginia [ Mr. TUCKER ] that the House resolve itselfinto Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering bills raising revenue. On thisquestion the yeas and nays have 


railroads for the carrying of mails. The same reasons I urged there 
apply to the provision in the Army appropriation bill with reference to 
the transportation of military stores and troops. 

I believed then and believe now, Mr. Speaker, that we are paying | 
the railroad companies far more than is just and reasonable. I have 
not changed my convictions upon that question. When the Post-Office 
appropriation bill was first brought before this House and this question 
was acted upon by a yea-and-nay vote the House sustained the con- 
clusion reached by the Committee on Appropriations. Subsequently, 
when the first committee of conference had failed to agree on that pro- | 
vision of the bill, the House, likewise by a yea-and-nay vote, declared 
the Committee on Appropriations was right in demanding a reduction 
of the rate of compensation to railroads. But on yesterday it ap- 
peared that some gentlemen had changed their views on the subject, 
and a majority declared that the House should abandon this position, 
and not struggle any further with the Senate on that question. My 
colleagues on the conference committee on the Army appropriation bill 
have regarded that vote as an indication of the will of the House on 
that question, and have consented that the House shall recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment. So far as I am individually con- 
cerned I will say the action of the majority of the House on yesterday 
does not meet with my convictions of duty, and therefore I have de- 
clined to sign the conference report. 

Mr. FORNEY. I will state that the reason I have signed the con- 
ference report is based on the fact that the House on yesterday decided 
it should recede from the similar provision in the Post-Office appropria- | 
tion bill. I have therefore signed the report, believing that that vote | 
amounted to an instruction from the House to do so. 

Mr. KEIFER. As one of the conferees on the part of the House on 
this bill I desire to say a word or two. It may be very doubtful policy 
on the part of the Government to cripple these railroad corporations 
that are indebted to the Government and to insist at the same time that | 
everything should be done on the part of the railroad companies. It is | 
very doubtful whether the Government can require them to carry the | 
army freights and do transportation work for the Government at much 
less rates than they can afford to do for private individuals. That is 
doubtful from several points of view. 

sut I do not rise for the purpose of discussing that question. I leave | 
the vote of yesterday to answer all that has been suggested by the gen- | 
} 
| 
| 
| 





tleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND]. We are probably in the last 
hours of the session, at least we all hope we are to get away from here 
in a very short time, and I think it important we should hasten along. 
I believe there are other matters much more important to the country 
than this question of the rates of compensation to be paid for Govern- | 
ment transportation. I think it important we should hasten through 
this matter of disagreement for the purpose of taking up a few bills 
that are of great general interest. 
I refer especially to the bill known as the McPherson bill, to 
amend the national banking act. That bill promises substantial re- 
lief from an impending financial crisis now threatened all over the 
country on account of the scarcity of currency within the reach of the 
public. I refer, also, to the Mexican pension bill, which grants relief 
to a great many worthy persons, and in addition contains many im- 
portant and desirable changes in our general pension laws not likely to 
be enacted into laws through separate bills. I might meution other 
things also. I hope, and now express earnestly the hope, that this Con- 


gress may adjourn soon, but not without having these measures brought 


been ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 80, nays 133, not 
voting 111; as follows: 








YEAS—®80. 

Aiken, Dibrell, Hunt, Reese, 
Barbour, Dowd, Jones, J. H. Scales, 
Bayne, Eaton, Kasson, Seney, 

| Bennett, Elliott, Kean Smalls, 

| Blanchard, Ermentrout, Lacey, Stewart, Charles 
Blount, Findlay, Lanham, Storm, 
Brown, W. W. Vorney, Long, Sumner, C. A. 
Brumm, Garrison, Lyman, Taylor, J. M. 
Budd Gibson, MeMillin, Throckmorton, 

Cabell Greenleaf, Mutchler, Tillman, 
Caldwell Hammond, . Oates, Tucker, 
Campbell, J. E. Hancock, Ochiltree, Vance, 
Candler Hardeman, O' Ferrall, Wallace, 
Chalmers Hardy, Paige, Warner, Richard 
Clements Hart, Patton, Wemple, 
Converse Herbert, Pee Whiting, 
Cox, W. R. Hewitt, G. W. Pierce, Wilson, James 
Culberson, D. B Hiscock, Poland, Wilson, W. L. 
Culbertson, W. W. Hoblitzell, Pryor, Wise, G. D. 

| Dargan, Hovkins, Randall. York 

NAYS—133. 

Follett, Millard, Springer, 

| Funston, Miller, J. F. Steele, 

| Glascock, Milliken, Stockslager, 

Goff Mills, Stone, 
| Graves Money, Strait, 
| Halsell, Morgan, Talbott, 
Harmer, Morrill, Thomas, 


Hatch, H. H. Morse, Thompson, 
| Breckinridge, Hatch, W. H. Muldrow, Townshend, 
| Brewer, J. H. Henderson, D. B. Murray, Tully, 
trewer, F. B Henderson, T. J. Neece, Turner, H. G. 
| Broadhead, Henley, Nelson, Turner, Oscar 
| Browne, T. M. Hewitt, A. S. Parker, Valentine, 
| Buchanan, Holman, Payne Van Eaton, 


Burleigh Holton, Payson, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, J. M. Horr, Peters Wait, 
Cannon, Houseman, Potter Wakefield, 
Carleton, Howey, Price Ward, 
Cobb, James, Rankin, Warner, A. J. 
Cook, Jeffords, Ranney, Washburn, 
Cosgrove, Jones, B. W. Ray, G. W. Weaver, 
Crisp Jordan, Ray, Ossian Wellborn, 
Cullen, Keifer, Reed, White, J. D. 

| Davis, G. R. Ketcham, Rice Wilkins, 
Davis, L. H. Laird, Riggs, Williams, 
Davis, R. T. Lamb Robertson, Willis, 
Deuster, Lawrence, Robinson, J. 8. Winans, E. B. 
Dorsheimer, Le Fevre, Rockwell, Wolford, 
Dunn, Lovering, Rogers, J. H. Wood, 
Eldredge, Lowry, Rosecrans, Yaple 
English, McCoid, Ryan, Young. 

| Evans, I. N. McCormick, Slocum, 

| Everhart, Matson, Smith, 

| Finerty, Maybury, Spooner, 

| NOT VOTING—IlI11. 

| Atkinson, Sreitung, Curtin, Foran, 
Ballentine Buckner, Cutcheon, Fyan 
Barksdale, Burnes, Davidson, Geddes, 
Barr Calkins, Dibble, George, 
Beach, Campbell, Felix Dinglev, Green 
Belford, Cassidy, Dockery, Guenther, 
Bingham, Chace, Duncan Hanback, 
Bishee, Clardy, Dunham Haynes 
Blackburn, Clay Ellis. Hemphill, 
Bland Collins Ellwood, Hepburn, 
Bowen, Connolly, Evins, J. H. Hill, 
soyle, Covington, Ferre}l Hitt, 

| Brainerd, Cox, 8. 8. Fiedler Holmes 
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Hooper McComas Post Stephenson 

Houk Miller, 8. H Pusey Stevens, 

H i Mitel Reagan, Stewart, J. W. 

Hut ns Morrisor Robinson, W. E Struble 

J son Moulton Rogers, W. F. Sumner, D. H. 
«, J. K Muller Rowell Taylor, E. B 

J.1 Murph Russe Taylor, J. D. 

kK ‘ Nicholls Seymour Van Alstyne, 

K wry Nutting Shaw Weller 

King O’ Hara Shelley White, Milo 

Kk r O'Neill, Charles Singleton, Winans, John 

I Vis O'Neill, J. J Skinner, C. R Wise, J. S 

Libbey Perkins Skinner,T.G Woodward 

I ‘ Pettibone Snyder, W orthington. 

McAdoo Phelps Spriggs, 

So the motion was not agreed to 


The following additional pairs were announced 

Mr. BRAINERD with M1 
further notice. 

Mr. GEDDES with Mr. ROWELL, on this vote. 

Mr. CLAY with Mr. STRUBLE, for this day 

Mr. GREEN with Mr. SINGLETON, on this vote. If present, Mr. GREEN 
would vote ‘‘ ay ’’ and Mr. SINGLETON “ no.”’ 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. BELFORD, for this day. 

Mr. Linpey with Mr. CABELL, for this day. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. Bakr, for this day 

Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, for 
the remainder of the day. 


DIBBLE, on all political questions, until 


Mr. CoLLINs with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, for this day. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York, with Mr. Beacn, for to-day. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. 
Jones, of Arkansas, is absent on account of sickness | 

Th esult of the vote was then announced, as above stated. | 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask consent that an order be made that the House 

request a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 


amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7012) making appropria- 
and preservation of certain works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes 


tions for the construction, repair, 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ORDER OF 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. lIask unanimous consent to submita 
resolution for consideration at this time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana I 
privileged motion 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana It is that the House now proceed to the 
consideration of business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the consideration of 
the resolution of the gentleman from New York [Mr. HewitrT]? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will waive my motion for the present, 
if I can be recognized to make it afterward. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HEwi1T] 
requests unanimous consent to submit for present consideration a reso- 
lution, which will be read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Read subject to objection ? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

The Clerk read as follows 


BUSINESS. 


desire to make what I regard asa 


Whereas numerous fraudulent transactions have recently been disclosed in sev- 
eral of the Executive Departments of the Government: Therefore 

Resolved, That a committee of thirteen members of this House be appointed 
by the Speaker,to inquire into any errors, abuses, or frauds in the adminis- 





tration and executton of existing laws affecting the public service, with a view 

»ascertain what changes and reformation can be made so as to promote in- 
tegrity, economy, and efficiency therein; and the said committee is hereby 
instructed to exumine into the accounts and expenses of the severa] Executive 
Departments of the Government, whether any fraudulent transactions have 
occurred therein; whether the claims from time to time satisiied and dis- 
charged by the respective Departments are supported by genuine vouchers suf- 
ficient to establish the justness of the same; whether such claims have been dis- 


charged out of funds appropriated therefor, and whether all moneys have been 


disbursed in conformity with law; whether any and what provisions are nec- 
essary to be adopted to provide more perfectly for the proper application of the 
public moneys and to secure the Government from demands unjust in their 


character or extravagant in their amounts; whether any retrenchment can be 


made in the expenditures of the several Departments of the Government with- 
out detriment tothe public service; whether there is or has been any neglect 
to enforce the payment of moneys which may be due to the United States from 
public detaulters or others 


Mr. HISCOCK 
regular order 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I do not object, but I think the law is good 
enough now; all that is necessary is to turn the rascals out and put 
honest men in. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND 1 move to go to business on the Speaker’s 
table, for the purpose of reaching the Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. IL rise to a question of order. The reading of the 
paper was commenced by unanimous consent, and no one has a right 
to object until the reading is completed. 

The SPEAKER. Still the Chair supposes that the gentleman had 
neard enough to show that he objected. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I move to go to the Speaker’s table for 
the purpose of taking up the Mexican pension bill. 


interrupting the reading). I object and call for the 
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Mr. WHITE, « 


f Kentucky. 


I make the point of order that this 


resolution seems to be a reflection on the committees of this House. 


and I think it ought to be read through. 
The SPEAKER. 


when the regular order is demanded. 


Mr 
the House 


WHITE, of Kentucky. 


4 


to take up the Mexican pension bill. 


Mr 


Mr. HISCOCK. 
| upon the committees of this House. 


their duties 
Mr 


investigate the administration during the entire session 


HEWITT, 


HEWITT, 


of New York. 


I do 


of New York 


This is a Democratic House. 
The Chair can not permit it to be read through 


It is a reflection on the committees of 
[Cries of ‘* Regular order !’’ ] 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to go to business on the Speaker’s table 
Does my colleague [Mr. Hiscock] 
| take the responsibility of refusing to allow investigation to be made ? 
The resolution is too much of a reflection 


Itimplies that they have neglected 


It is a reflection on a Republican ad 
| ministration, which needs investigation. [Cries of ‘* Regular order! ’’} 
Mr. HISCOCK 


Your standing committees have had jurisdiction to 


I do not pro- 


pose to create roving committees for electioneering purposes. 


Mr. REED. 


| tion implies any 

without reflection. 
Mr. WELLER 
The SPEAKER. 


‘* reflection.”’ 


[Cries of ** 


[ wish to protest against the remark that this resolu- 
The gentleman always makes his charges 


Regular order !’’ and confusion. ] 


I move that the House do now adjourn 


The House will be in order. 
| pend business until order has been restored. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
| the Mexican pension bill 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
The SPEAKER. 


The Chair will sus- 
I move to go to the Speaker's table totake up 


I thought I had the floor. 
It is always the practice of the Chair to recognize 


a gentleman who has been in charge of a bill when he rises to make a 
The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] who reported this bill to the 


House. 


| motion in connection with the bill. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
nois would forget about it. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
| hension. 


The question is not debatable. 


I was afraid the gentleman from IIli- 


The gentleman need not have any such appre- 
It is very strange that at this late day he has become con- 
| verted to this measure. 


The SPEAKER. 


The gentleman 


from Illinois moves to go to business on the Speaker’s table. 
Several members called for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. KASSON. 
Speaker’s table ? 


The SPEAKER. 


Is this a motion to go generally to business on the 


That is the only motion that can be made—to take 
| up business upon the Speaker’s table in its regular order. 


The question was taken on the motion to go to business on the 
Speaker’s table; and there were—yeas 153, nays 73, not voting 98; as 


follows: 


Adams, G. E. 
Aiken, 


| Anderson, 


Bagley, 
Bayne 
Belford, 
Boutelle, 
Brainerd, 
Brewer, F. B 
Brewer, J. H 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 
Budd, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Campbell, J. M. 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Chalmers, 
Cobb, 
Converse, 
Culbertson, W. W. 
Cullen, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Dingley, 
Eldredge, 
Elliott, 
Ellwood, 
English 
Erinentrout, 
Everhart, 
Finerty, 
Follett, 
Funston, 
Glascock, 


Adams, J. J. 
Alexander 
Barbour, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Blount, 
Broadhead, 


YEAS—153 
Goff, McAdoo, 
Graves, McComas, 


Greenleaf, 
Guenther, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W. H. 
Hemphill 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley 
Hepburn, 
Hewitt, A. 8. 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Hopkins, 
Horr, 
llowey, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Johnson, 
Jone 8s, B w. 
Kasson, 
Keifer 
Ketcham, 
Lacey 

Laird 

Lamb 
Lawrence, 
Lovering, 
Lowry 

Ly than, 


McCormick, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Murray, 
Neece, 
Nelson, 
Ochiltree, 
O Hara, 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Paige, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Poland, 
Post, 
Potter, 
Price, 
Pusey, 
Ranney, 
Ray, G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Reed, 

Rice, 
Riggs, 
Robinson, J.S8. 
Rockwell, 
Rosecrans, 
Ryan, 
Seney, 
Smalls, 


NAYS—73. 


Buchanan, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Clements, 
Cosgrove, 
Cox,W.R 
Crisp, 


Culberson, D. B. 


Dargan 
Davis, L. H. 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 
Dibrell 
Dorsheimer, 


Smith, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stockslager, 
Storm, 
Strait, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H. 
Thomas, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Valentine, 
Vance, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Wilkins, 
Winans, E. B, 
Winans, John 
Woltord, 
Wood, 
Woodward. 
Yaple, . 
York, 
Young. 


Dowd, 
Dunn, 
Findlay, 
Forney, 
Garrison, 
Gibson, 


Halsell, 
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| 
Hammond, Miller, J. F. Rogers, J. H. Turner, H.G. | 
Hancock, Mills, Scales, Turner, Oscar 
Hardeman, Money, Seymour, Van Eaton, | 
Herbert, Morse, Singleton, Warner, Richard | 
Hewitt, G. W. Muldrow, Slocum, Wellborn, 
Hunt, Oates, Stewart, Charles Williams, 
Jones, J. H. O’Ferrall, Talbott, Willis, 
Jordan, Peel, Taylor, J. M. Wilson, W. L. } 
Lanham, Pierce, Thompson, Wise, G.D. 
Lewis, Pryor, Throckmorton, | 
McCoid, Rankin, Tucker, } 
MeMillin, Reese, Tully, 


NOT 
Covington, 
Cox, 38.38. 
Curtin, 


VOTING—%s. 
Hutchins 


Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J.T. 


Arnot, 
Atkinson, 
Ballentine, 


Reagan, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, W. E 


Barksdale, Davidson, Kean, Rogers, W. F. | 
Barr, Davis, R. T. Kelley, Rowell, 

Beach, Dockery, Kellogg, Russell, 

Bingham, Duncan, King, Shaw, 

Bisbee, Dunham, Kleiner, Shelley, | 
Blackburn, Eaton, Le Fevre, Skinner, C. R. 
Blanchard, Ellis, Libbey Skinner, T.G. 

Bland, Evans, I. N. Long Snyder, 

Rowen, Evins, J. H. Lore, Spriggs, | 


Mitchell 
Morrison, 
Moulton, 


Ferrell, 
Fiedler, 
Foran, 


Boyle, 
Breckinridge, 
Breitung, 


Stevens, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, 





Buckner, Fyan, Muller, Struble, 

Cabell, Geddes, Murphy, Taylor, E.B 
Campbell, Felix George, Mutchler, Taylor, J.D | 
Cassidy, Green, Nicholls, Van Alstyne, 

Chace, Hanback, Nutting, Whiting, 

Clardy, Haynes, O'Neill, Charles Wilson, James 

Clay, Hill, Patton Wise, J.S 

Collins, Houk, Pettibone, Worthington. 
Connolly, Houseman, Phelps, | 
Cook, Hurd, Randall, 


So the motion to go to business on the Speaker’s table was agreed to. 
Mr. GEDDES (after the roll-call was concluded). Mr. Speaker, I was 
necessarily absent on a conference committee while this vote was being | 


taken. I would like to record my vote. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair under the rules can not entertain the | 
request. 


Mr. GEDDES. I was not advised that the roll-call was proceeding, 
or I would have been present. If present, I would have voted “‘ ay.’’ 

Mr. ROWELL. During the roll-call just concluded EF was out of 
the House upon a conference committee. I would like to record my | 
vote in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain that request under the 
rule. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, with Mr. StorM, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Do I understand that the first bill in 
order—— 

TheSPEAKER. The business upon the Speaker’s table will be taken | 
up in regular order under the rule of the House. 

ENROLLED BILL 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4651) to amend an act approved July 15, 1882, enti- | 
tled ‘‘An act to increase the water supply of the city of Washington, 
and for other purposes. ”’ 


SIGNED. 


SOUTHERN KANSAS RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted the following privileged report: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House (H. R. 4680) granting | 
right of way through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway | 
Company, and for otber purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: | 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2,3, 4,6,7, 10, 11,and 13, and agree to the same 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 8, and 9, and consent 
that the same may be stricken out. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 12, and agree to the same with the following amendment: Amend 
the said Senate amendment by adding after the word “Interior” the words 


“and in accordance with said intercourse laws;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same, 


OLIN WELLBORN, 
RICE A. PIERCE, 
B. W. PERKINS, 


Managers on the part of the House. 
J.J. INGALLS, 
H. L. DAWES 
RICHARD COKE, 
Managers on the partof the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement accompanying 
the report under the rules. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 
STATEMENT. 
The House recedes from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered respectively 1,2, 3, 4,6, 7, 10, 11, and 13 
The Senate recedes from its amendments numbered respectively 5,8, and 9 
The House recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


| Amend the said Senate amendment by adding after the word “ Interior 


| provision in section 6 which provided that « 


| ing the same should not be 


| propriation and revenue bills and special orders heretofore made 


numbered 12 





and agrees to the same with the following amendment, namely 

’ the 
in accordance with said intercourse laws This amendment to the 
Senate amendment simply makes specific what the Senate amendment was 
doubtless designed to effect by providing that all officers, servants, and employés 
of the railroad shall be permitted to reside on the right of way, but subject to 
the limitations and regulations of the Indian intercourse laws, and such regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior thereunder. 

The thirteenth amendment of the Senate from which the House isasked to re- 
cede from its disagreement provides that the railroad company shall construct 
and maintain continually all road and highway crossings and necessary bridges 
over said railway, wherever said roads and highways do now or hereafter may 
cross said railway’s right of way, or may be by the proper authorities laid out 
across the same 


Phe Senate amendments numbered 


words 


1,2,3,4,6,7,10, and 11 are substantially 


| the same as those incorporated in the House bill 3961, granting the right of way 


through the Indian Territory to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé 
pany, and heretofore accepted by the House 
Senate amendment numbered 5, from which the Senate now recedes, 


Railway Com- 


gave to 


| the general council of either of the nations or to the tribes through whose lands 
| said railway may be located twelve months after the filing of maps of definite 


location to dissent from the allowances provided for, instead of four months, as 
expressed in the bill 

Senate amendment 8, from which the Senate now recedes, struck out the 
laims for damages for a settlement 
upon the right of way subsequent to the filing of maps by the company show- 
valid as against said company 

Senate amendment 9, from which the Senate now recedes, made it obligatory 
upon the company to complete its entire road through the Indian Territory 
within two years from the filing of its map showing its located line 

OLIN WELLBORN, 

RICE A. PIERCE, 

B. W. PERKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House 

Mr. PERKINS. I move the adoption of the report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RIVER AND HARBOR 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER appointed as managers of the conference on the part 
of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the river 


| and harbor appropriation bill Mr. WILLIS, Mr. BLANCHARD, and Mr. 


HENDERSON of Illinois. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I rise tea parliamentary inquiry. The House 
has decided to goto the business upon the Speaker’s table, and I desire 
to raise the question of consideration against the other business on the 
Speaker's table. Under the special order adopted on the 8th of April 
it is provided that the House shall consider such bills for the erection 


of public buildings as are reported from the House Committee on Pub- 


lic Buildings and Grounds, and also such Senate bills as are on the 
Speaker’s table. I now call up those bills under that order. 
I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry as to how I can get at the 


| execution of that special order; whether I shall have to raise the ques- 
| tion of consideration against each bill as it comes up. 


TheSPEAKER. Under the rulesof the House the bills on the Speak- 
er’s table will be taken up in their regular order, precedence, of course, 
being given to House bills with Senate amendments. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. But does not the special order take prece- 


| dence ? 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman can move to proceed with the con 
sideration of those bills under the special order. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. The House has already decided not to proceed 


| to the consideration of the special order. 


The SPEAKER. The House decided not to go into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering those bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The House having determined to go to the 
table, does not that take precedence ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the business in order, unless the House by 


| another vote shall determine to proceed to the consideration of the spe- 
| cial order referred to. 


The Chair will cause the special order to be read, 
so that members may see its effect. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Re That Wednesday, April 9, 1854, be set apart for the consideration of 
suc! lis reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 
Senate bills upon the Speaker's table relating to the erection of public buildings 
as the committee shall designate, and that this special order continue from day 
to day until all such bills onthe House Calendars and the Speaker's table shall 
have been considered and acted upon by the House, not to interfere with ap- 
and that in 
the consideration of each bill and its amendments not more than thirty minutes 
shall be consumed in debate, fifteen minutes on each side 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana under that order of 
the House moves that the House take up for consideration bills on the 
Speaker’s table relating to the construction of public buildings. Of 
course it requires a vote. 

Mr. KEIFER. Would they not come up when we are in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The bills are on the Speaker’s table 

Mr. CALKINS. It would make that point 


lred 






have been in order to 


| before going to the Speaker’s table. 
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Phe 


SPEAKER 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The order of the House to proceed to the consid- 


eration of business on the Speaker’s table may be interrupted by any 


privileged matter, as was done a few moments ago by the report of a 


committee of conference. The gentleman from Indiana under the spe- 


cial order moves to proceed to the consideration of Senate bills for the 
erection of public buildings. 
Let us vote it down 


Mr 


CALKINS 
The SPEAKER 


The question recurred on M1 
The House divided; and there 


Mr 


were 


The House can vote it down, of course. 
STOCKSLAGER’S motion. 
ayes 47, noes 82. 
STOCKSLAGER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered 





JULY 2 


. 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


| that the Senate had directed the return to the House of Representatives 


of the bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers from the charge oj 
desertion, and asked a conference with the House on said bill, and had 
appointed Messrs. COCKRELL, HARRISON, and SEWELL managers at 
said conference on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had directed the re- 
turn of the bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the location of a branch home 


| for disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in either the State of Arkansas. 


Che question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas | 


72, nays 132, 





Aiken 

] « 
Belford 
Bennett, 
Blount 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, J. H 
Budd 
Burleigh 


ildwell 


( 
Candler, 
Carleton, 
Cassidy 
Cosgrove 
Culberson, D. B 
Cutcheon 
Dargan 


Davis, R.T 


Adams, G.I 
Alexander, 
Anderson, 
Barbour 
Barksdale, 
Belmont 
Broadhead, 
Browne, T. M 
Brown, W. W 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, J. M 
Campbell, J. E 
Cannon 
(Chalmers, 
Clements, 

‘ bb 

‘ ngton, 
Cox.W.R 
Crisp 

‘ 
‘ 


ulbertson, W. W 


ullen 
Davis, L. H. 
Deuster 
Eldredge, 
Elliott 
Eng ish, 
Evans, 1. N. 
Everhart, 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Follett 


Adams, J, J 
Arnot 
Atkinson 
Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
Bart 
Beach 
jingham, 
Bisbe« 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 


Bland 
Bowen 

Boyle 
Brainerd 
Breckinridge, 
Breitung 


Brewer, F.B 
Buckner, 
Burnes 
Cabell 
Campbell, Felix 
Chace 
Clardy 
Clay 
Collins 
Connolly 
Converse, 
Cook 
Cox, 8.5 


So the motion of Mr 


Mr. Sx 


The 


not voting 120; as follows 


YEAS—72 


Dibble 

Dibre 
Ermentrout, 
Ferrell 
Funston, 
Gibson, 
Gliascock, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hancock 
Hardeman, 
Hemphill, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Jeffords, 
Johnson, 
Jones, J, H. 
Kean, 
Ketcham, 


Lanham, 
Lewis 
Lovering, 
McCormick, 
Maybury, 


Miller, J. F. 
Milliken, 
Mills 
Mitchell, 
Ochiltree, 
Paige, 
Pierce 
Poland, 
Price 


Rankin, 
Ray, Ossian 
Reese, 


Rock well, 


NAYS—132 


Forney 
Garrison, 
Geddes 
Graves, 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hardy. 
Harmer, 
Hart 

Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W.H 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henderson, T. J 
Hiscoc k, 
Hitt 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Horr 
Howey, 
Hunt 
James 

B.W 
Jordan, 
Lacey, 
Laird 
Lawrence, 
Long, 
Lowry, 
Lyman 
McAdoo 
McComas, 


Jones 


MeMillin, 
Matson 
Millard, 
Miller, 8S, H, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Morse, 
Muldrow, 
Neece, 
Oates, 

O' Ferrall, 
0’ Neill, Charles 
Parker; 
Patton, 
Payson, 
Pee) 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Post, 
Pryor, 
Pusey, 
Randall, 
Ranney, 


Ray, G. W. 
Reed, 
Rice 


Riggs, 
Robertson, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Singleton, 


NOT VOTING—120. 


Curtin 
Davidson 
Davis, G.R 
Dingley, 
Dockery 
Dorsheimer, 
Dowd 
Duncan, 
Dunham, 
Dunn 
Eaton, 

j llis, 
Ellwood, 
Evins, J. H 
Fiedler, 
Foran, 
Fyan 
George, 
Gof! 

Green 
Hanback, 
Haynes 
Henley 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt 
Hill 
Holton 
llooper, 
Houk 


AS 


Houseman, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J. T. 
Kasson, 
Keifer, 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
King 

K leiner, 
Lamb, 

Le Fevre, 
Libbey, 
Lore 
MeCoid, 
Money, 
Morrison, 
Moulton, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Mutchier, 
Nelson 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 

© Hara, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Payne 
Pettibone, 


Rogers, J. H. 
Smith 

Stewart, Charles 
Stockslager, 
Sumner, C, A. 
rhrockmorton, 
Tillman, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Ward, 
Washburn, 
Wellborn, 
Wemple, 
White, Milo 
Wise, G. D, 
Yaple, 

York, 

Young 


Smalls, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele 
Stephenson, 
Storm, 
Strait, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
Turner, H.G 
Turner, Oscar 
Valentine, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
WaNace, 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, Richard 
White, J.D. 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wolford, 
Wood 
Woodward 


Phelps, 
Potter, 
Reagan, 
Robinson, J. 8. 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rogers, W.F. 
Rosecrans, 
Russell, 
Scales, 

Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Skinner, T.G. 
Slocum, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, J. W 
Stone, 
Struble, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 

Van Alstyne, 
Weaver, 
Weller, 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Wise, J.S 
Worthington 


STOCKSLAGER was not agreed to. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 

ALES with Mr. BARR, on all political questions, for this day. 
Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. ELLWoop, for this day. ; 


result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 








Colorado, Kansas, lowa, Minnesota, or Nebraska, and asked a confer 
ence with the House of Representatives on said bill, and had appointed 
Mr. HARRISON, Mr. MILLER of California, and Mr. COCKRELL as thi 
managers at said conference on the part of the Senate. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICES, DAKOTA. 


The first business on the Speaker’s table was the bill (H. kh. 1682 


| providing for two additional associate justices of the supreme court of 


the Territory of Dakota. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments of the 
Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Senate propose the following amendments: 

In section 8, line 3, after the word ** determine,”’ to strike out “any matter or 
cause in which the United States is a party, and all causes or matters in ad- 
miralty,’’ and insert in lieu thereof: 

“All matters and causes that the court of any district in said Territory now 
possesses.” 

rhe next amendment is to add, as a new section, to be numbered 14 

“Sec. 14. That all offenses committed before the passage of this act shall b 
prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with the same effecd 
(except as to the number of judges) as if this act had not been passed.”’ 

Also, after section 8, add the following sections: 

“Sec. 9. That hereafter the supreme court of the Territory of Washington 
shall consist of a chief-justice and three associate justices, any three of whom 
shall constitute a quorum, but no justice shall act as a member of the supreme 
court in any action or proceeding brought to such court by writ of error, bill of 
exceptions, or appeal from a decision, judgment, or decree rendered by him as 
judge of a district court 

“Sec. 10. That it shal! be the duty of the President to appoint one additional 
associate justice of said supreme court in manner now provided by law, who 
shall hold his office for the term of four years, and until his successor is ap- 
pointed and qualified 

“Sec. 11. That the said Territory shall be divided into four judicial districts, 
and a district court shall be held in each district by one of the justices of the 
supreme court thereof at such time and place as may be prescribed by law 
Each judge, after assignment, shall reside in the district to which he is assigned 

“Sec. 12. That until changed by the Legislative Assembly of said Territory, the 
first district of said Territory shall consist of the counties of Walla Walla, Co 
lumbia, Garfield, Assotin, Frankiin, Adams, Whitman,and Spokane; the sec- 
ond, of the counties of Pierce, Thurston, Mason, Chehalis, Lewis, Pacific, Wah 
kiakum, Cowlitz, and Clarke; the third, of the counties of King, Kitsap, Jef- 
ferson, Clallam, Island, San Juan, Whatcom, Skagit, and Snohomish; and the 
fourth, of the counties of Skamania, Klikitat, Yakima, Kittitass, Douglas, Lin 
coln, and Stevens 

“Spo. 13. That temporarily, and until otherwise ordered by law, the additional 
associate justice to be appointed under this act is hereby assigned to said fourth 
district thereof, and the time and place as now fixed by the statutes of said Ter 
ritory for holding court therein shall remain until changed by law.” 

Also amend the title so as to read: * A bill providing for two associate justices 
of the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota, one additional justice of th« 
supreme court of the Territory of Washington, and for other purposes 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move the reference of that bill, with the Sen 
ate amendments, to the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I move that the Senate amendments be con- 
curred in. I understand that this bill has been thoroughly considered 
in the Senate committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

The SPEAKER. 
the cozunittee. 

Mr. BROADHEAD., One word in regard to that bill. It came origi- 
nally crom the Committee on the Judiciary of this House, and in the 
judgment of that committee it is absolutely necessary that this addi- 
tional judicial force should be granted for this Territory. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If this leads to no debate I will withdraw my 
motion and let the Senate amendments be considered. But if there is 
likely to be debate upon it I must insist upon the motion to refer. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. I move to concur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon ordering the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. VALENTINE moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsid« 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


On that I demand the previous question 
The first question is upon the motion to refer to 


ORDER OF 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I rise to make a privileged motion 
I desire to call up the special order of February 21, and I wish to sa) 
to the members of the House that it relates to a bill providing pensions 
for the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war; and if gentlemen desire 
to take a step in the interest of Mexican pensioners, now is the time to 
effect that purpose by the immediate consideration and passage of that 


BUSIN ESs. 


| bill. 


1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. REED and others demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that this is not debatable. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The committee have determined to proceed 
to business on the Speaker’s table, and I make the point of order that 
the motion of the gentleman from Alabama is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois that that order of the House is of no higher character than any 
other order; and when any gentleman calls up a matter of special priv- 
ilege the House must consider it; otherwise the House would be placed 
in a position where it might never leave the business on the Speaker’s 
table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Has not the privilege expired with rcfereuce 
to the consideration of that bill. It was in February last I nader- 
stand that the order was made. 

The SPEAKER. But it was a continuing order from day to day 
until considered or otherwise disposed of. The House of course has it 
in its power to vote down the demand for the special order. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think the Clerk had better read that special order, 
so that we can understand just exactly what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the order to be read for the 
information of the House. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
explanation 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 


If gentlemen will allow me a moment’s 





It is not debatable. 

I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I wish to know whether, if we proceed to the 
consideration of the order which the gentleman from Alabama calls up, 
it will then be in order upon a motion to substitute the Senate bill in 
place of it? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then it becomes merely an amendment 
to the House bill, and is not the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. It will in that case be merely a House amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us have the special order read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has directed it to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That bill (CH. R. 3962) granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
Mexican war and other wars therein named, and for other purposes, be made 
the special order in the House, as in Committee of the Whole, on Thursday, the 
2ist day of February, 1884, after the morning hour, and from day to day there- 


after until disposed of, not to interfere with general appropriation or revenue 
bills or reports from the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Mr. STEELE. That bill has already been taken up and passed un- 
der a suspension ef ube rules, has it not? 

The SPEAKER. No; a different bill was offered by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] and passed under a suspension of the 
rules. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I wish tomakeaninquiry. Is the bill 
referred to in this special order the bill that provides pensions for the 
soldiers of the Indian wars and other disturbances ? 

fhe SPEAKER. The Chair is not informed as to the contents of the 
bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I will inform the gentleman from In- 
diana that it seeks to pension the Mexican soldiers. And 


accomplish that purpose. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. 
sideration merely. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama to 
proceed with the consideration of the special order. 

rhe question was taken. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
S4, nays 126, not voting 114; as follows: 


That is not an answer to my question. 
The Chair understands it to be a question of con- 


YEAS—84, 





Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Bennett, 
Blount, 
Broadhead, 
Buchanan, 
Burnes, 
Caldwell, 
Candler, 
Cassidy, 
Chalmers, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 

( USgTOV So, 
Covington, 
Cox, W.R. 
Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B 
Dargan 





Davis, L. H. 
Dibble, 
Dibrell, 
Dowd, 
Findlay, 
Forney, 
Gibson, 
Graves, 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hammond 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Hatch, W. H 
Hemphill, 
Herbert, 


Hewitt, G. W, 


Hoblitze« 
Hunt 
Jones ii 
Lanhan 


Lewis, 
MeMillin, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Muldrow, 
Mutchier, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree 
0’ Ferrall, 
Peel, 
Pierce 
Potter 
Prvor 
Pusey 
Reese 
Rogers, J. H 
Senev 


seymnour 


Stewart, Charles 
Stockslager, 
Talbott 

raylor, J.M 
Phrock morton, 
Tillman, 
Pucker, 
Tully 
rurner 
rurner 
Vance 
Van Eaton, 
Wallace 

Warner, Richard 
Wellborn 
Williams 

Willis 

Wilson, W I 
Wolfor 


VN 


\ 


H.G 


Oscar 


York 


now is an | 
opportunity to do so if the gentleman and his friends really desire to | 


| War, and for 





RECORD—HOUSE. 3929 








NAYS—126 

Adams, G. E. Follett, Le Fevre, Spooner, 
Adams, J. J Funston Long, Steele 
Anderson Geddes Lowry Stephenson, 
Belford Glascock Lyman Stor 
Belmont, Gof! McComas, Storm 
Boutelle, Guenther, MeCormick, Strait 
Brainerd Hardy Matsor Strubl 
Brewer, F.B Harmer, Millard Sumner, C.A 
Browne, T. M. Hart Miller, S, H Sumner, D. H. 
Brown, W. W. Hatch, H. Murray faylor, J.D 
Brumm, Henderson, D. B Nee Thomas, 
Budd Henley Nelson Pownshend, 
Burleigh, Hepburn O'Neill, Charles Valentine, 
Calkins Hitt Wadsworth, 
Campbell, J. I Holman Wait 
Campbell, J. M. Hi es Wakefield, 
Cannon Hooper ol Ward 
Culbertson, W. W Hi ns, Warner, A. J. 

| Cullen Howey, ers Washburn, 
Cutcheon James Poland Weaver 
Davis,G. R Jeffords Post, Weller 

| Davis, R. T. Johnsor Price Wemple 
Dingley, Tones, B. W. Ranney White, J.D 
Dorsheimer, Jordan, Ray, G. W. White, Milo 
Dunham, Kasson, Reed Whiting 
Eldredge, Kean, Rice Wilkins, 
Elliott Keifer Riggs Winans, E.B 
English, Ketcham, Robinson, J.8. Winans, John 
Ermentrout, Lacey, Rockwell, Woodward, 
Evans, I.N Laird Rowe Yaple 
Everhart Lamb Ryan 
Ferrel Lawrence, Simalls 

NOT VOTING—114. 

Arnot Curtin, Jones, J. K. Reagan, 
Atkinson, Davidson Jones, J. T Robertson, 
Bagley, Deuster, Kelley Robinson, W. E. 
Ballentine, Dockery, Ke gz Rogers, W. F. 
Barr Duncan, King Rosecrans, 
Bayne, Dunn, Kleiner Russell, 
Beach Eaton Libbey Scales 
Bingham, Ellis, Lore Shaw 

| Bisbee Ellwood, Lovering, Shelley 
Blackburn Evins, J. H Mc Adoxc Singleton, 
Blanchard, Fiedler, MecCoid, Skinner, C. R. 
Bland Finerty, Milliken, Skinner, T.G 
Bowen Foran Mills Slocum 
Boyle, Fyan, Morr Smith 
Breckinridge, Garrison, Morrison, Snyder, 
Breitung, George, Morse Spriggs 
Brewer, J. H Green Moulton, Springer, 
Buckner Hanback Muller Stevens, 
Cal Haynes Murphy Stewart, J. W. 
Campbell, Felix Henderson, T. D. Nicholls, Paylor, E.B 
Carleton Hewitt, A. S. Nutting, Thompson, 
Chace, Hill O Hara Van Alstyne 
Clardy, Hiscock, O'Neill, J.J. Wilson, James 
Clay Holtor Patton Wise, G. D. 
Collins Hopkins, Pettibone, Wise, J.-S 
Connolly Houk Phelps, Worthington, 
Converse, Houseman, Randall Young 
Cook, Hurd Rankit 
Cox, 5.5 Hutchins, Ray, Ossian 

So the House refused to proceed to the consideration of the special 


order, the bill H. R. 3962 
Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the reading of the names of members voting 
here was no obje ction. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. HENDERSON, of [llinois, with Mr. MURPHY, on this vote 
Mr. SCALES with Mr. Cook, on all questions, for to-day 


Mr. DEUSTER with Mr. PATTON, on this vote. 
Mr. GEORGE D. WISE with Mr. MILLIKEN, on this vote 
Mr. MONEY with Mr. BINGHAM, for the remainder of the day 
Mr. FINERTY with Mr. BAYNE, on this vote. Mr. BAYNE would 
vote ** no.’’ 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated 
MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS 


The SPEAKER. 
the Speaker ’s table. 

The Clerk read as follows 

4 bill (H.R 


rhe Clerk will report the title of the next bill on 


OAT 


nd sailors of the Me 
with amendments by the Se 


granting pensions to the soldiers 


xican 


nate 


other purposes 
Mr. BLOUNT 
amendments 

The SPEAKER 


ments 


1 desire to reserve all points of order on the senate 


The point of ord rcan not be made until the amend 


are read 


The Clerk read the first amendment, as follows 


Ir nes 7 to 1l strike out the following 
W ho served sixty days in the war of 1846 and 154 is with Mex or who, 
being enlisted as aforesaid, actually served ththe Army or Navy e United 
States in Mex in said war : 
And ieu thereof insert as follows 
W ho, be duly enlisted, actually served fourteen days w md 
Navy of the I ted States in Mexico, or on th asts or frontic reof, or en 
’ thereto the war with that nati 
Mr. CALKINS I desire to make a parliaments 
The SPEAKER Che gentleman will stat 
Mr. CALKINS. Would be in orde »m 1 each of 
these amendments as they e read 









2930 


The SPEAKER It would 
or non-concur in each of 

Mr. TOWNSHEND 
been read 

Mr. HEWITT, of 


ame! dme it ol 


The gentleman can move to concur 
the Senate amendments 
I move to concur in the amendment which has 
\labama. I make the point of order that that 
the Senate under the rules should have its first consid- 
eration in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
The SPEAKER Does the gentleman from Alabama make the point 
of order against the amendment now read? 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I am not sure that the point of order | 
lies against that amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it does not 
Mr. TOWNSHEND I move to concur, 
question on that motion 


and ask for the previous 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask for the rereading of the amend- 
ment 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. This does not in any way change the status of 


the Mexican soldier. 

The SPEAKER 
amendment again 

Che amendment was again read 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
amendment 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama makes the point of 
order that this amendment should have its first consideration in Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole. The gentleman will state the grounds on which 
he bases his point of order 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 


amendment 


If there be no objection the Clerk will report the 


Now I make the point of order on the 


Mr. Speaker, you will notice that that 


| 
Mr. CALKINS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. CALKINS. Ido not desire to interrupt the gentleman from 


Alabama, but I thought the Speaker had already ruled upon that point 
of order 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought on hearing the amendment read 
it was not subject to the point of order, and is still of that impression. 
But as the gentleman from Alabama has insisted upon the point of or- 
der the Chair desires to hear him 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. After the question shall have been disposed of 
as to the point of order now made by the gentleman from Alabama on 
this particular amendment, will it be too late to raise the point of or- 
der on the bill and amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. The disposition of this point of order does not de- 
prive any gentleman of any right he otherwise has under the rules. 
The Chair will hear the gentleman from Alabama on the point of 
orde! 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The billas it passed the House granted 
pensions to soldiers and sailors who actually served in the war with 
Mexico for sixty days or were actually engaged in a battle. Now, you 
will notice this amendment of the Senate gives a pension to every soldier 
that actually served for fourteen days in Mexico or on the coasts or 
frontier of Mexico or en route thereto or was engaged in a battle. Now, 
sir, that shortens the number of days required for the service of a sol- 
dier and will necessarily increase the number of beneficiaries under the 
hill. The amendment also, Mr. Speaker, puts a new class onthe bill. | 
it puts on it sailors who were on the coasts of Mexico, while the bill as 
originally passed was contined to soldiers and sailors who had served for 
sixty days. Onthese grounds I think the amendment is subject to the 
point of order I have made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not desire to be heard on the point of 
order, and ask the Chair to rule on it. 

The SPEAKER, It may be that the Senate amendment will increase 
the number of persons who will be entitled to pensions under this act 
should it become a law on the other hand, it may be that the Sen- 
ate amendment by reason of its limitations may diminish the number | 
of those who will receive pensions under this bill if it shall become a | 
law. There is nothing upon the face of the amendment which will 
enable the Chair to Say whether it will increase or diminish the num- 
ber of pensioners. Therefore the Chair thinks the point of order is not 
well taken. 


, OF, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also announced that the President had approved and signed bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, 
widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick; 


An act (H. R. 2400) for the relief of Judith Lauter; 

(n act (N. R. 1076) granting a pension to Miles B. Farlin; 

(An act (H. R. 4981) granting a pension to Isabella J. Ramsdell; 

An act (H. R. 2677) granting a pension to Miss Mary P. MacBlair; 

An act (H. R. 7164) to amend chapter 20 of the Revised Statutes re- 
lating to the District of Columbia, concerning mechanics’ liens; 

An act (H. R. 6215) to amend an act entitled *‘An act to amend the 
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statutes in relation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved June 10, 1880; 

An act (H. R. 6542) granting.a pension to Harriet S. Brisbine; 

Joint resolution (H. Kes, 283) to provide temporarily for the expend- 
itures of the Government; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 251) providing for printing the annual re- 
port of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1884. 

PENSIONS FOR MEXK 


AN WAR. 


The House resumed the consideration of the amendments of the 
Senate to the biil of the House (H. R. 5667) granting pensions to the 


| soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other purposes. 


The question was upon the demand for the previous question upon 
concurring in the first amendment of the Senate. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think that we had better have the 


| yeas and nays on concurring in this amendment. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is debate in order ? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes is allowed for de 
bate, fifteen minutes to be controlled by those in favor of the motion 
to concur and fifteen minutes by those against it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would inquire upon which side the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] is recognized to speak ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iam opposed to this amendment. I op 
posed this bill originally because I am opposed to the principle of service 
pensions; that is, lam not in favor of a life pension for mere enlist 
ment or enrollment in the military service or for service regardless ot 
length of the service or the character of the service, as this amendment 


| of the Senate contemplates in regard to service or enlistment in th: 


Mexican war. 

I believe in the right of every soldier who has served in any war in 
which the United States has been engaged to receive a pension, if in 
that service he has suffered disability, whether from wounds received 
in battle or otherwise, the pension to be proportionate to the degree of 
disability which he has sustained. But pensions for service or as in 
this amendment for the mere enlistment of fourteen days, if en rowi: 
I am opposed to any such principle as 
gives the same pension for fourteen days as for service for one or two 
years, or service in campaigns and battles or for actual disability 

This Senate amendment makes no distinction between actual serv- 
ice in Mexico, service in battles, and an enlistment after the last bat- 
tle was fought and the last shot was fired in that war. The records 
of the War Department show that nearly 40 per cent. of all the names 
borne upon the muster-rollsof the Mexican war are names of those who 
enlisted after the last battle in that war was fought. This bill gives 
the same rate of pension to these men that it gives to men who served 
all through the war and fought in every battle, if there were any who 
participated in all the battles. 

Where is the equity of such a principle? 

I say the principle is wrong; it makes no distinction as to the value 
the characier, or the length of the service; it grants the same pension 
for fourteen dlays as for a year, and the same for one year as for twoot 
three years. The principle, I say, is unjust and vicious, and one which 
no other country in the world has ever recognized or acted upon. It 


| is a principle which if adopted as a fixed one in this country will re- 


sult in a pension-roll that in the end will bankrupt the Government 

It is a principle that encourages war. If by a few days or a tew 
months’ service at the end of a war a life pension can be claimed, then 
war becomes an object and not merely an end; and the motive for en- 
listment, instead of being patriotic devotion to country, becomes mere 
mercenary gain. I know we have a precedent in the war of 1812; and 
this I claim to be the only precedent, for I deny that the pensions granted 
by the acts of 1828 and 1832 to the soldiers of the Revolutionary war 
were intended as service pensions or were really service pensions. In 
the debates on that question it was stated over and over again that in 
granting pensions they were in reality only paying a debt that had 
never been paid. This was stated by Webster, Choate, Ellsworth, Bur- 
gess, and others, and it was declared repeatedly that the act pension- 


| ing Revolutionary soldiers could not be regarded as a precedent, and the 


authors of that act scouted the idea that the soldiers of the war of 1812 
or any other war could claim pensions as a right, or for any such rea- 
sons as led to granting pensions to the soldiers of the Revolutionary 
war. And it was for this reason, that the soldiers of the Revolutionary 


| war in the first place took all the chances of establishing a government; 


and secondly, they served without pay, or were paid in continental 
money, which at last fell to one cent on the dollar. 

In the debates I refer to statements were made to show that if the 
Revolutionary soldiers were allowed a pension of $8 a month, they 
would not receive more than was at that time actually due them for 
their services during the Revolutionary war. In other words, pensions 
to Revolutionary soldiers were given them in lieu of pay which they 
had never received. 

The act pensioning the soldiers of the war of 1812 was passed long 
after the war and went through almost without debate. I believe it 
to be a bad precedent, one that I am not willing to follow. I am not 
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| 
willing myself to vote pensions on any other theory than for disabilities | 


arising out of actual service. Pensions for disabilities thus incurred I | 
hold to be but just compensation for loss sustained in the service of a 
common country, but where there is no loss no compensation is due. 

My theory of a pension is this: In the first place all good citizens, if 
their country calls them into service, are bound to take up arms and 
fight for its defense. Patriotism bids us all do that. If in the com- 
mon service one man is wounded and another is not the wounded man 
has a claim for compensation which the other man does not have. 

Laborers in the United States earn on the average about $300 a year. 
Now, that I believe ought to be taken as the standard for a total-dis- 
ability pension; and any soldier who has incurred total disability by 
reason of wounds in battle or disease contracted in the service in line 
of duty ought, I think, to have a pension equal to the average earnings 
of a laboring man. In other words, a man who has been totally dis- 
abled in the military service in the common defense should have help 
equal to the labor of another man. This seems to me a sound prin- 
ciple and a just rule. If aman has incurred in service in the common 
detense, by wounds or otherwise, half-disability, he should receive half 
the average earnings of a laboring man, and so on downward, and no 
pensions ought to go higher unless the disability is so great or of such 
a kind as to require the constant care of another. 

But if a man has suffered no disability, on what ground can he lay 
claim to the services of another man to support him *” 
ice a man has incurred no disability either by wounds or disease, on 
what ground, I say, can he urge a claim for a pension—that is, for the 
service of another, man in his support—when he is in no wise disabled 
from taking care of himself? He has had pay for his services. What 
other just claim can there be except compensation for some disability ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Did not the pension acts of 1318, 1828, 
1832, and 1871 grant what the gentleman terms *‘ service pensions? ”’ 
The pensions given by those acts were not granted for disability in- 
curred in the service. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If the gentleman wishes to ask me a ques- 
tion I will answer it. I say that the acts of 1828 and 1852 granted 
pensions on the theory that the Revolutionary soldiers had-never been 
paid. It was pay and not pension that was granted. The act of 18S71—— 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I can not yield further. The act of 1871 
gave a service pension; but it was a bad precedent. Again, with refer- 
ence to this amendment 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Just one moment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If it is for a question I will yield. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman trom Ohio is altogether 
mistaken—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Well, I can not yield for debate. I I 
had anticipated this discussion I should have had the documents here 
before me; but I object to further interruption. 

This amendment of the Senate provides that a soldier who was en- 
rolled for fourteen days, and was en route for Mexico, that is, if he had 
started for Mexico, and has become from any cause disabled, no matter 
in what way, a private broil, for that matter, or who has reached the 
age of 62 years, becomes entitled to a pension. But the amendment 
makes no such provision for Union soldiers who have reached the age 
of 62. It gives a pension to the soldier of the Mexican war if he has 
served fourteen days and become disabled from any cause or reached 
the age of 62 years. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. ‘Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I decline to yield. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is entitled to occupy 
the floor ~vithout interruption. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I say this amendment proposes to grant a 
pension to a man who enlisted in the service during the war with Mex- 
ico and served only fourteen days, if he was only en route for Mexico 
and is from any cause disabled or is 62 years of age 
ment makes no such provision for the Union soldier. 

A Union soldier may have served three years or during the whole 
war, and may have participated in a dozen battles, and may now be 62 
years of age; but he gets no pension under this provision. It discrimi- 
nates, therefore, against soldiers of the late war and in favor of sol- 
diers of the Mexican war. Why this discrimination against the Union 
soldier? I believe that soldiers of all the wars should stand upon an 
absolute equality as to the right to a pension. A man who enlisted in 
the Mexican war when 22 years of age is now, if living, about 60. A 
man who enlisted in the late war at the age of 36—and there were 
thousands such—is now, if living, 60 years of age also. I ask upon 
what principle shall one man who is now 60 and who served but four- 
teen days receive a pension, while another who served three or four 
years and went through a dozen battles and is 60 years of age is de- 
nied a pension? If the principle is right, let it be applied equally to 
the soldiers of both wars. I do not believe in the principle; but if 1 
lid I would not vote for a bill that enacted such glaring injustice 
[am opposed to the amendment, therefore, not only on the ground 








But the amend- 





If in the serv- | 
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that it grants pensions for mere services without taking into account 
at all the character of the service, the value of the service, or the 
length of the service, but because it discriminates unjustly in favor of 
the soldiers of the Mexican war and against the soldiers of the late war 
I have said that patriotism is a duty and service in the defense of our 
common country an obligation resting upon us all, and I deny that 
any other motive inspired the soldiers of the Union Army to rally to 
the defense of the flag and country they loved. Nor are they asking 
as a body for pensions except for disabilities incurred in the service, 
and that I hold they are entitled to as a right. The representatives of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, when before the committees of the 
House, advised against service pensions. If the principle of pensions 
for service is logically carried out, as it would have to be if adopted, 
it would add well-nigh $100,000,060 a year to our present large pen- 
sion-roll. Have gentlemen considered what must necessarily be the 
final result of the adoption of this principle? 

The principle is wrong and wealways err when we depart from sound 
principles; but so long as we adhere to the sound principle of granting 
pensions only for disability, and disability arising out of the service, 
we will keep on safe ground 

This and other amendments grant pensions for disability not arising 
out of the service or having any connection with the service. On what 
principle is one entitled to a pension for a disability not incurred in the 
common service of the country ? 

When you adopt such a principle and pension for disability in no way 
connected with the service you are setting out upon an unknown sea 
and no one can tell where you will land. But so long as we adhere to 
the sound doctrine of pensioning for disability and for disability arising 
from the military service we are on safe ground and consistent with sate 
public policy, and I do not believe any other policy to be safe. To fo!- 
low the principle adopted in the Senate amendments, as the gentleman 
from Indiana says, is a pure gratuity. I will go farther, and say that it 
is taking from one to give to another. 

The other amendments I am in favor of, as they embrace substan- 
tially what I have indorsed and what this House has already in part 
passed upon. 

[ He re the hammer fell ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

\ message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
agreement to the conference requested by the House on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses ov the bill (H. R. 7012 making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, and had 
appointed as managers of said conference on its part Mr. MCMILLAN 
Mr. CONGER, and Mr. RANsoM. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. HOOPER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
he had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (S. 2245) to author- 
ize foot and carriage or railroad bridges across the Mississippi River, 
at Saint Paul, in the State of Minnesota; when the Speaker signed the 
same 

MEXICAN PENSION BILI 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will take the floor and yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WoLForD] 

Mr. WOLFORD. I wish to say a word, Mr. Speaker, in reply to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] who has just taken his seat, 
in reference to the principles he has announced as those which should 
govern this House in the action which it is about to take on the amend- 
ments sent tous from the Senate. I hold that a pension for service 
has been recognized ever since we had a Government. Iam not talk- 
ing about precedents. I care nothing for precedents It is the law 
we want, and we are here trying to pass a law which will give a pen 
sion, a small pension of $8 a month, to the men who fought seventy 
odd battles for their country and carried the flag of the nation into a 
foreign land, to the very capital of Mexico. It is a pension which 
has been long delayed. 

The objection of the gentleman I say is not well taken, and the dis- 
tinction is not made against the Union soldier and in favor of the 
Mexican soldier, but on the contrary, if there be a distinction at all, it 
is made in favor of the Union soldier and against the Mexican soldier. 
Why, sir, the Congress of the United States voted to pension for merit— 
to give for service a pension to every Revolutionary soldier who had 
fought under the flag during the days of the Revolution. They first 
voted when they were poor that the soldier must swear he was not 
worth more than $100 before he could receive a pension; but the coun- 
try soon got ashamed of that and it was given up, and the nation then, 
rising in its power and majesty and anxious to do justice to our Revo 
lutionary heroes, said, We will pay every one of them a pension for 
service. So, too, the United States passed a law to pension the soldiers 
of the war of 1812. It was wise and just to do it, and the soldiers who 
had served in the war of 1812 received a pension 

So, too, should these soldiers who fought the battles of the country 


in the Mexican war receive pensions I care not about a little distine- 
tion of the number of days they fought I say I will not measure 
their services, but will give it to every one who serv in that war 
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Here, now, comes this objection from the gentleman from Ohio, who 
says that you must not pension these Mexican soldiers. 
ment the gentleman is drawing it too fine. I believe that we ought to 
take a broader view of the subject than that I am willing not only 
to pension the Mexican soldiers, but every Union soldier who served 
in the war for the life of this country; and the time will come, I think, 
when the people of this great nation will see the justice of it and de- 
mand that that gratuity shall be given them by this Government. 

1 believe the time will come when the people of this country will 
combine together and that spirit of justice will dawn upon the nation 
that will pension not only the Mexican soldiers, but, as I have said, 
every soldier of our wars, and that we will not be bankrupted, either, by 
it. This great nation with all of its vast resources will be able to pay 
the pensions. You ask me how. Lay an income tax upon large for- 
tunes and pay it in that way. That is one plan. But whether you do 
or not there will be a thousand ways discovered to pay it. This pen- 
sion bill will be passed. You may vote it down to-day, I hope you 
will not, but it will be passed and every Union soldier will be pen- 
sioned in time; and then the Government instead of being broken and 
bankrupt will prosper and grow under the blessings of Almighty God, 
and in the consciousness of a good action and an honest and just per- 
formance on our part of the duties of legislators. 

Under these conditions this land in place of becoming poor will grow 
richer and richer. There is no use to talk to me about the doing of an 
act of justice to the gallant soldiery of this country making paupers of 
you. Does the distinguished gentleman from Ohio believe that this 
nation will be thereby pauperized? Look at its vast resources; look at 
this magnificent country with its 50,000,000 of people, and tell me it 
will be impoverished and broken because of this pitiful sum that you 


In my judg- 





allow to the gallant defenders of our country. 
can be brought to believe anything of that kind. 


| Here the hammer fell. } 
TOWNSHEND. 


Mr 


tion, I ask for a vote. 


The SPEAKER. 


ordered, and the Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 177, nays 55, not vot- 


ing 92 


Adams, G. E 
Anderson, 


Bagley, 
Barksdale, 
Bayne 
Bennett 
Blount, 
Boutelle, 
Brainerd 


Breckinridge, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 
Budd, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes 
alkins, 
ampbell, J 
ampbell, J. 
annon, 
arleton, 


‘ 

© E 
‘ } 
‘ 

C 

Cobb 

‘ 

( 

‘ 

‘ 

‘ 


i 


ox, W.R. 
risp 


ulbertson, W. W. 


ullen, 

urtin 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dibble 
Dingley, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Eldredge, 
Elliott, 
Ellis 
English, 
Evans, I. N. 
Everhart, 
Follett, 
Forney, 
Funston, 
Geddes, 


Adams, J. J. 
Aiken 
Alexander, 
Arnot 
Barbour, 
Blanchard, 
Broadhead, 
Buchanan, 
aldwell, 
indler, 


ilmers, 





icments 


‘ 
( 
ch 
a 
4 
‘ 


ovington, 


2: as follows: 


YEAS—177 


Glascock, 
Goff, 
Graves, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W.H 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hooper, 
Hopkins, 
Horr, 
Houseman, 
Howey, 
Hunt, 
Jeffords, 
Johnson, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jordan, 
Kasson, 

Ke ifer, 
Ketcham, 
Kleiner, 
Lacey, 
Lamb, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fev re, 
Long, 

Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
McAdoo, 


McCoid, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
Matson, 
Millard, 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Muldrow, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Neece, 
Nelson, 

O' Ferrall, 
0’ Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Paige 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Peters 
Poland, 
Post, 

Price, 
Pusey, 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 
Ray, G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Reed, 

Rice 

tiges, 
Robinson, J.8. 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rosecrans, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Seney, 
Smalls, 
Smith 
Spooner, 


NAYS—S. 


Culberson, D. B. 
Dargan, 
Davis, L. H 
Dibrell, 
Dowd, 
Ermentrout, 
Findlay, 
Warrison, 
Gibson, 
Greenleaf, 
Halse}! 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Hewitt, A.S 


Hewitt, G. W 
Lanham, 
Lewis, 
Lyman, 
MeMillin, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Morse, 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
Pierce, 
Potter, 
Pryor, 


Mr. Speaker, I never 


I have no desire to consume any further time 
of the House, and therefore, if there be no desire to discuss this ques- 


Upon this question the yeas and nays have been 


Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stockslager, 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Sumner, C, A. 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, J.D. 
Thomas, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Turner, H. G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Warner, Richard 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wolford, 

W ood, 
Yaple, 

York, 
Young. 


Reese, 
Seymour, 
Stewart, Charles 
Storm, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Warner, A.J. 
Wellborn, 
Wise, G. D. 


re 





NOT VOTING—9®. 


Atkinson, Cook, Hurd, Randall, 
Ballentine, Cosgrove, Hutchins, Reagan, 

Barr Cox, 8.8 James, Robertson, 
Seach, Davidson, Jones, J. K. Robinson, W. E. 


Belford, Deuster, Jones, J.T. Rogers, W. F 


Belmont, Dockery, Kean, Russell, 
Bingham, Dorsheimer Kelley, Scales, 
Bisbee, Duncan, Kellogg, Shaw, 

| Blackburn Eaton King, Shelley, 
Bland, Eliwood, Laird, Singleton, 

| Bowen Evins, J. H. Libbey, Skinner,C.R 

| Boyle, Ferrell, Maybury, Skinner, T. G. 
Breitung, Fiedler, Mitchell, Slocum, 
Brewer, J. H. Finerty, Money, Snyder, 
Buckner, Foran, Morrison, Spriggs, 
Cabell, Fyan Moulton, Stevens, 
Campbell, Felix George, Muller, Stewart, J. W. 
Cassidy, Green, Nicholls, Stone, 
Chace, Hanback, Nutting, Taylor, E. B. 
Clardy, Haynes, O'Hara, Willis, 
Collins, Hill, Patton, Wise, J.S 
Connolly, Holton, Pettibone, Woodward, 
Converse, Houk, Phelps, Worthington. 


So the motion to concur in the Senate amendment was agreed to. 


| On motion of Mr. VALENTINE, by unanimous consent, the reading 


of the pames was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment of the Senate was concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FITZ-JOHN PORTER. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives 


After careful consideration of the bill entitled “An act for the relief of Fitz- 
John Porter,’ I herewith return it with my objections to that House of Congress 
in which it originated. Its enacting clause is in terms following: ‘ That the 
President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with the ad 
vice and consent of the Senate,to appoint Fitz-John Porter, late a major-gen 
eral of the United States volunteers, and a brevet brigadier-general and colone} 
of the Army, to the position of colonel in the Army of the United States, of the 
same grade and rank held by him atthe time of his dismissal from the Army by 
sentence of court-martial, promulgated January 27, 1863,"’ &c 

It is apparent that should this bill become a law it will create a new office 
which can be filled by the appointment of the particular individual whom it 
specifies, and can not be filled otherwise ; or it may be said with perhaps greater 
precision of statement that it will create a new office upon condition that the par 
ticular person designated shall be chosen to fill it. Such an act, as it seems to 
me, is either unnecessary and ineffective, or it involves an encroachment by the 
legislative branch of the Government upon the authority of the Executive As 
the Congress has no power under the Constitution to nominate or appoint an ofli- 
cer, and can not lawfully impose upon the President the duty of nominating o1 
appointing to office any particular individual of its own selection, this bill, if it 
can fairly be construed as requiring the President to make the nomination and 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, the appointment which itau 
thorizes, is in manifest violation of the Constitution. If such be not its just in- 
terpretation, it must be regarded as a mere enactment of advice and counsel, 
which lacks in the very nature of things the force of positive law,and can serve 
no useful purpose upon the statute-books. 

here are other causes that deter me from giving this bill the sanction of my 
approval. The judgment of the court-martial by which more than twenty years 
since General Fitz-John Porter was tried and convicted was pronounced by a 
tribunal composed of nine general officers of distinguished character and ability 
Its investigation of the charges of which it found the accused guilty was 
thorough and conscientious, and its findings and sentence were in due course 
of law approved by Abraham Lincoln, then President of the United States. Its 
legal competency, its jurisdiction of the accused and of the subject of the ac- 
cusation, and the substantial regularity of all of its proceedings, are matters 
which have never been brought in question. Its judgment, therefore, is final 
and conclusive in its character 

The Supreme Court of the United States has recently declared that a court- 
martial such as this was is the organism provided by law and clothed with 
the duty of administering justice in this class of cases. Its judgments, when 
approved, rest on the same basis and are surrounded by the same considerations 
which give conclusiveness to the judgments of other legal tribunals, including 
as well the lowest as the highest. It follows, accordingly, that when a lawfully 
constituted court-martial has duly declared its findings and its sentence, and 
the same have been duly approved, neither the President nor the Congress has 
any power tosetthem aside. The existence ofsuch power is not openly asserted, 
nor perhaps is it necessarily implied, in the provisions of the bill which is before 
me, but when its enacting clauses are read in the light of the recitations of its 
preamble it will be seen that it seeks in effect the practical annulment of the 
findings and the sentence of a competent court-martial 

A conclusion at variance with these findings has been reached after investi- 
gation by a board consisting of three officers of the Army. This board was not 
created in pursuance of any statutory authority, and was powerless to compel 
the attendance of witnesses or to pronouncea judgment which could have been 
lawfully enforced. The officers who constituted it in their report to the Secretary 
of War, dated March 19, 1879, state that in their opinion “justice requires * * * 
such action as may be necessary to annul and set aside the findings and sen 
tence of the court-martial in the case of Maj. Gen. Fitz-John Porter, and to re- 
store him to the positions of which that sentence deprived him, such restora- 
tion to take effect from the date of his dismissal from the service.”’ 

The provisions of the bill now under consideration are avowedly based on 
the assumption that the findings of the court-martial have been discovered 
to be erroneous. But it will be borne in mind that the investigation which is 
claimed to have resulted in this discevery was made many years after the events 
to which that evidence related, and under circumstances that made it impossi- 
ble to reproduce the evidence on which they were based 

It seems to me that the proposed legislation would establish a dangerous prec 
edent, calculated to imperil in no small measure the binding force and effect of 
the judgments of the various tribunals established under our Constitution and 
laws. 

I have already in the exercise of the pardoning power with which the Presi- 
dent is vested by the Constitution remitted the continuing penalty which had 
made it impossible for FitzJohn Porter to hold any office of trust or profit 
| under the Government of the United States. But I am unwilling to give 
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sanction to any legislation which shall practically annul and set at naught the 
solemn and deliberate conclusions of the tribunal by which he was convicted 
and of the President by whom its findings were examined and approved. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 2, 1854. 

[The reading of the veto message was received with loud applause 
on the Republican side. } 

The SPEAKER. In accordance with the requirement of the Con- 
stitution the objections of the President will be entered at length upon 
the Journal. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Isa motion in order that the bill be now put upon 
its passage ? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


fhe SPEAKER. Itis the duty of the Chair to submit the bill for | 


the action of the House, unless some other motion be made with refer- 
ence to it. 

Mr.SLOCUM. Imove that the bill be passed, the objections of the 
President to the contrary notwithstanding, and upon that motion | 
demand the previous question. 

TheSPEAKER. The questiori is, Will the House on reconsideration 
agree to pass the bill? upon which, according to the Constitution, the 
vote of the House shall be determined by the yeas and nays. 

ls it desired to have the bill read? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I think we had better have it read. 

The SPEAKER. It is the right of the gentleman to have the bill 
read. The Clerk will report the bill to the House. 

The bill was read. It is as follows: 


Whereas the board of Army officers convened by the President of the United | 


States by special orders numbered 78, headquarters of the Army, April 12, 1873, 


to examine into and report upon the case of Fitz-John Porter, late a major-gen- | 
eral of the United States volunteers and a brevet brigadier-general and colonel 


of the Army, having by their report of March 19, 1879, stated that, in their opinion, 
‘justice required at his (the President's) hands such action as may be necessary 
to annul and set aside the findings and sentence of the court-martial in the case 
of Maj. Gen. Fitz-John Porter, and restore him to the positions of which the 
sentence deprived him, such restoration to take effect from the date of dismissal 
from the service; "’ and 

Whereas the President, on the 4th day of May, 1882, remitted so much of the 
sentence of said court-martial remaining unexecuted as “forever disqualified 
the said Fitz-John Porter from holding any office of trust or profit under the 
Government of the United States:’’ Therefore, that justice may be done the 
said Fitz-John Porter, and to carry into effect the recommendation of said 
board, 


Be it enacted, &c., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nomi- | 


nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Fitz-John 
Porter, late a major-general of the United States volunteers and a brevet briga- 
dier-general and colonel of the Army, to the position of colonel in the Army of 
the United States, of the same grade and rank held by him at the time of his dis- 
missal from the Army by sentence of court-martial promulgated January 27, 
1863, and, in his discretion, to place him on the retired-list of the Army as of that 
grade, the retired-list being thereby increased in number tothat extent; and all 
laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are suspended for this purpose only : 
Provided, That said Fitz-John Porter shall receive no pay, compensation, or al- 
lowance whatsoever prior to his appointment under this act. 


The SPEAKER. Will the House on reconsideration agree to pass 
the bill? 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
168, nays 78, not voting 78; as follows: 
YEAS—168. 


Adams, J.J. Lyman, 


English, 


Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Arnot, 
Bagley, 
Barbour, 
Bayne, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Blanchard, 
Blount, 
Breckinridge, 
Broadhead, 
Buchanan, 
Budd, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Candler, 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 
Clay, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Cosgrove, 
Covington, 
Cox, W. R. 
Crisp, 


Culberson, D. B. 


Curtin, 
Dargan, 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 
Dibrell, 
Dorsheimer, 
Dowd, 
Dunn, 
Eaton, 
Eldredge, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 


Adams, G. E. 
Anderson, 
Boutelle, 
Brainerd, 


Ermentrout, 
Ferrell, 
Follett, 
Forney, 
Garrison, 
Gibson, 
Glascock, 
Graves, 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Hardy, 
Hatch, W. H. 
Hemphill, 
Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, 
Houseman, 
Hunt, 
Jeffords, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jordan, 
Kean, 
Kleiner, 
Laird, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Long, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 


Brewer, F. B. 


Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W.W. 


Brumm, 


McAdoo, 
MeMillin, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Muldrow, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Neece, 
Oates, 
O'Ferrall, 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Paige, 
Patton, 
Pierce, 
Peel, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Post, 
Potter, 
Pryor, 
Pusey, 
Randall, 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 
Ray,G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Reese, 
Riggs, 
Robertson, 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rosecrans, 
Scales, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 





NAYS—73. 


Calkins, 


Campbell, J. M. 


Cannon, 
Chalmers, 


Shelley, 
Slocum, 
Smith, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stockslager, 
Storm, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
Turner, H. G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wallace 
Ward, 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, EF. B. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
Yaple, 

York, 


Young. 


Culbertson,W. W. 


Cullen, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
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Davis, R. T Horr, 
Dingley Howey, 
Dunham, 


Payne, Strait 
Payson, Struble, 


Johnson, Perkins, Taylor, J.D. 


Evans, I. N Kasson, Peters Thomas, 
Everhart Keifer, Price, Valentine, 
Funston, Lacey, Reed, Wadsworth, 
Goff, McCoid, Rice Wait, 


Guenther, 
Hatch, H. H. 


McComas, 
McCormick, 


Robinson, J. 8. 
Rowell, 


Wakefield, 
Washburn, 


Henderson, D. B. Millard, Ryan, Weaver, 
Henderson, T. J. Miller, S. H. Skinner, C. R. White, J.D 
Hiscock, Milliken, Smalls, White, Milo 
Hitt, Morrill! Spooner, Whiting, 
Holmes Nelson, Steele, Wilson, James. 
Holton, O'Neill, Charles Stephenson, 
Hooper Parker, Stone 

NOT VOTING—7:. 
Atkinson, Connolly, Hart, Nutting, 
Jallentine, Converse, Haynes Ochiltree, 
Barksdale, Cook Hepburn, O’ Hara, 
Barr, Cox, 8.8 Houk Pettibone, 
Beach, Davidson, Hurd Reagan, 
Bennett Davis, L. H. Hutchins, Robinson, W. E, 
Bingham, Dockery James Rogers, W. F 


Bisbee, Duncan 


Russell 


Jones, J. K 
Tr 


Blackburn, Ellwood, Jones, J Shaw, 
Bland, Evins, J. H. Kelley, Singleton, 
jowen, Fiedler Kellogg, Skinner, T. G 
Boyle Findlay Ketcham, Snyder, 
Breitung Finerty King Stevens, 
Brewer, J. H Foran, Lawrence, Stewart, J. W 
Buckner Fyan, Libbey, Taylor, E. B 
Cabell, Geddes, Money, Warner, A.J. 
Campbell, Felix George, Morrison, Wise, J.S. 
Chace Green, Moulton, Worthington. 
Clardy, Hanback, Muller, 

Collins, Harmer, Nicholls, 


So the House, on reconsideration, agreed to pass the bill. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. KASSON and others objected 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. I withdraw my vote in the nega- 
tive, as I am paired with Mr. DocKERY. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Being paired with my colleague [Mr. BoyLE] I 
withdraw my vote. He would vote “‘ ay,’’ and I would vote ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. BENNETT. I was in attendance on a conference committee by 
order of the House. I ask leave to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request of the 
gentleman to be permitted to vote on that ground. 

Mr. HART. The gentleman from North Carolina and I were paired. 
Wecamein together. I, supposing he would be permitted to vote, voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request under those 
circumstances. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I object. The pair will protect the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HART] says 
he voted 

Mr. HAMMOND. He can withdraw his vote. 

Mr. HART. I withdraw my vote 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. HANBACK with Mr. Cook, on this vote. 

Mr. BISBEE with Mr. BEACH, on this vote. 

Mr. HurcHINS with Mr. OCHILTREE, on this vote. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. KETCHAM, on this vote 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. HART, on all questions, until further notice. 

Mr. RusSELL with Mr. BLACKBURN, on this vote. Mr. RUSSELL 
would vote ‘‘ no,’’ Mr. BLACKBURN would vote “‘ ay.”’ 

Mr. GEORGE with Mr. JoNEs, of Arkansas, on this vote. Mr. GEORGE 
would vote ‘‘no,’’ Mr. JONES would vote “‘ay.”’ 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. HEPBURN, on this vote. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the “‘ yeas’’ are 168; the ‘‘ nays’’ 


| are 78. Two-thirds having voted in the aflirmative, the bill is passed. 


[Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Mr. HARDEMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Pending that I move that the House take a 


| recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow. 


The SPEAKER. The question on the motion to adjourn takes pre- 
cedence. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and there were— 
ayes 110, noes 43. 

Mr. BRUMM and others called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CANNON I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 
[Cries of *‘ Regular order!’’ ] 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is endeavoring to secure order. 

Mr. RANDALL. The motion to adjourn is not debatable. 

Mr. CANNON. I have the right to rise to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. If the House shall take a recess until to-morrow 
we can then resume the consideration of the Mexican pension bill and 
dispose of it early in the day. If we adjourn we will spend all day to- 
morrow trying to get it up. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ } 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were 

! ayes 40—more than a sufficient number. 
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Mr. BBOWNE, of Indiana, addressed the Chair. 
order !’" | 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I simply rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that right. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will put it in the form of a parlia- 
mentary inquiry, and I make that inquiry with the very best of motives 
n the world. I want to know if the House should adjourn what will 
become of the bill we have been considering in regard to Mexican war 
pensions ? 

The SPEAKER. It remains on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. RANDALL. A majority can reach it. It was reached by a ma- 
jority vote this afternoon, and the same majority can reach it again. 

Mr. CANNON. If you take a recess you will reach it to-morrow 
with the same rights it has now; but if you adjourn it will take all 
day to get to the Speaker’s table against the filibustering tactics on the 
other side 


[Cries of ‘‘ Regular 


The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 129, nays 97, not voting 98; 


YEAS—129 


as follows: 
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Adams, J. J Eldredge, Lore Singleton, 
Aiken, Elliott, Lowry, Springer, 
Alexander, Ellis, Lyman, Stewart, Charles 
Arnot English, McAdoo, Stockslager, 
Bagley Ermentrout, McCormick, Storm, 
Barbour, Follett, MeMillin, Sumner, C. A. 
Barksdale, Forney, Matson, Taylor, J. M. 
Belmont Garrison, Maybury, Thompson, 
Blanchard, Gibson, Miller, J. F. Throckmorton, 
Blount Glascock, Mills, Tillman, 
Breckinridge, Graves, Mitchell, Tucker, 
Buchanan, Greenleaf, Morse, Turner, H.G. 


Burnes, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Candler, 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 
Clay, 
Clements, 
Cosgrove, 
Cox, W. R. 
Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B. 
Dargan, 
Davis, L.H 
Deuster, 
Dibble 
Dibrell, 
Dorsheimer, 
Dowd, 
Dunn, 
Eaton, 


Adams, G. E. 
Anderson, 
Bayne, 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, J. H 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 
Budd, 
Calkins, 
annon, 
halmers, 


‘ullen, 
utcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R.T. 
Dingley, 
Dunham, 
Everhart, 

Ferrell, 
Funston, 
CGreorge, 
Goff, 
Guenther, 


Atkinson, 
Ballentine, 
Barr 
Beach, 

Belford, 
Bennett, 
Binghan, 

Bisbee 
Blackburn, 
Bland, 

Bowen, 

Boyle, 
Brainerd, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Broadhead, 
Buckner, 
Burleigh, 
Cabell 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M. 
Chace, 
Clardy, 
Cobb, 
Collins, 


So the motion of Mr. HARDEMAN was agreed to. 


‘ 
( 
Culbertson, W.W. 
‘ 
‘4 


Halsell, 
Hammond, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Hardy, 
Hatch, W. H. 
Hemphill, 
Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 
Hopkins, 
Houseman, 
Hunt, 
Jones, J. H. 
Jordan, 
Kleiner, 
Lanham, 

Le Fevre, 


Muldrow, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 
O'Ferrall, 
Paige, 
Peel, 
Pierce, 
Potter, 
Price, 
Pryor, 
Randall, 
Rankin, 
Reese, 
Riggs, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Scales, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 


Lewis, Shelley, 
NAYS—9%7. 
Hatch, H. H. Milliken, 
Henderson, D. B. Morgan, 
Henderson, T. J. Neece, 
Hepburn, Nelson, 


Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Holton, 
Horr, 
Howey, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Johnson, 
Jones, B. W. 
Kasson, 
Kean, 
Keifer 
Ketcham, 
Lacey, 
Lawrence, 
Long, 
MecCoid, 
McComas, 
Miller, 8. H. 


O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Phelps, 

Post 

Ray,G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Reed, 

Rice, 
Robinson, J.S. 
Rockwell, 
Rosecrans, 
Ryan, 
Skinner,C, R. 
Smalls, 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 


NOT VOTING—9%8. 


‘onnolly, 
‘onverse, 
‘ook, 
‘ovington, 
‘ox. 58 
*urtin, 
Davidson, 
Dockery, 
Duncan, 
Ellwood, 
Evans, 1. N. 
Evins, J. H. 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Foran, 
Fyan, 
Geddes, 
Green, 
Hanback, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Haynes, 
Hoblitzell, 
Hooper, 


aA mama 


Houk, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J.T. 
Kelle wv. 
Kellogg, 
King, 
Laird, 
Lamb, 
Libbey, 
Lovering, 
Millard, 
Money, 
Morrill, 
Morrison, 
Moulton, 
Muller, 
Nic holls, 
Nutting, 
Ochiltree, 
O'Hara, 
Patton, 
Payson, 
Pettibone, 


Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Van Eaton 
Wallace, 
Ward 
Warner, A.J. 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Wise, G. D. 
Yaple, 
Young. 


Stone, 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Valentine, 
Vance, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
White, J.D, 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilson, James 
Winans, John 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
York. 


Poland, 
Pusey, 
Ranney, 
Reagan, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rogers, W. F. 
Rowell, 
Russell, 
Shaw, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Spriges, 
Stevens 
Stewart, J. W. 
Sumner, D. H. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Wakefield, 
Wise, J.S 
Worthington. 


JULY 3, 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

During the call of the roll, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a right of way through the Indian Ter- 
ritory to the Southern Kansas Railway Company, and for other pur- 
poses. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated; and ac- 
cordingly (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rules, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of J. C. Coon and 8S. P. Coleman 
against the passage of the news-copyright bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: Petitions of soldiers and sailors of Daviess 
County, Missouri, in support of certain House bills prepared by their 
comrades of Union City, Ind.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of Hon. Joseph S. Miller and others, citi- 
zens of Wheeling, W. Va., remonstrating against the Government en- 
gaging in the telegraph business, &c.—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HANCOCK: Papers relating to the claim of Martin Radich— 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of D. K. Bowker, and 500 other soldiers of 
Ohio, praying for the passage of a law pensioning all honorably dis- 
charged soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of Charles E. Nowlen—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCOID: Petition of J. C. McKell and others, of Burlington, 
Iowa, against passage of bill to carry into operation the reciprocity 
treaty with Mexico—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Noah C. Brandon and 200 others, of 
Blackford County, Indiana, soldiers of the war of the rebellion, ask- 
ing for pension legislation—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: Petition of James Butler for a pension—to 
the same committee. 

3y Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition of citizens of Steubenville, Ohio, 
against passage of bill to carry into operation the reciprocity treaty 
with Mexico—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. J. D. WHITE: Petition for an Indian commission, by John 
Beesom, of Talent, Oreg.—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Resolutions of ex-soldiers of Gratiot, Licking 
County, Ohio, relative to pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, the memorial of Axline Post, No. 290, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Zanesville, Ohio, relative to pensions—to the same committee. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, July 3, 1884, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HunTLEy, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
FITZ-JOHN PORTER VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives accompanying a House bill. 
The title of the bill and the action of the House of Representatives will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1015) for the relief of Fitz-John Porter. 
In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
July 2, 1884. 

The President of the United States having returned to the House of Represent- 
atives, in which it originated, the bill entitled “An act forthe relief of Fitz-John 
Porter,” with his objection thereto, the House of Representatives proceeded, in 
pursuance of the Constitution, to reconsider the same ; and 


Resolved, That the said bill pass, two-thirds of the House of Representatives 
agreeing to pass the same. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message from the President of 
the United States accompanying the bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
To the House of Representatives : 


After careful consideration of the bill entitled “‘An act for the relief of Fitz- 
John Porter,’ I herewith return it with my objections to that House of Congress 
in which itoriginated. Its enacting clause is in terms following: “ That the 
President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Fitz-John Porter, late a major-gen 
eral of the United States volunteers, and a brevet brigadier-general and colonel 
of the Army, to the position of colonel in the Army of the Uniied States, of the 
same grade and rank held by him atthe time of his dismissal from the Army by 
sentence of court-martial, promulgated January 27, 1863,’ &. 
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It is apparent that should this bill become a law it will create a new office, | 


which can be filled by the appointment of the particular individual whom it 
specifies, and can not be filled otherwise ; or it may be said with perhaps greater 
precision of statement that it will create a new office upon condition that the par- 
ticular person designated shall be chosen to fill it. 


legislative branch of the Government upon the authority of the executive. 
the Congress has no power under the Constitution to nominate or appoint an of- 
ficer, and can not lawfully impose upon the President the duty of nominating or 
appointing to office any particular individual of its own selection, this bill, if it 
can fairly be construed as requiring the President to make the nomination and, 
bw and with the advice and consent of the Senate,the appointment which it 
authorizes, is in manifest violation of the Constitution. 
interpretation, it must be regarded as a mere enactment of advice and counsel, 
which lacks in the very nature of things the force of positive law, and can serve 
no useful purpose upon the statute-books. 

There are other causes that deter me from giving this bill the sanction of my 
approval. The judgment of the court-martiai by which more than twenty-years 
since General Fitz-John Porter was tried and convicted was pronounced by a 
tribunal composed of nine general officers of distinguished character and ability. 
Its investigation of the charges of which it found the accused guilty was thorough 
and conscientious, and its findings and sentence were in due course of law ap- 
proved by Abraham Lincoln, then President of the United States. Its legal 
competency, its jurisdiction of the accused and of the subject of the accusation, 
and the substantial regularity of all of its proceedings are matters which have 
never been brought in question. Its judgment, therefore, is final and conclu- 
sive in its character. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has recently declared that a court- 
martial such as this was isthe organism provided by law and clothed with 
the duty of administering justice in this class of cases. Its judgments, when 
approved, rest on the same basis and are surrounded by the same considerations 
which give conclusiveness to the judgments of other legal tribunals, including 
as well the lowest as the highest. It follows, accordingly, that when a lawfully 
constituted court-martial has duly declared its findings and its sentence, and 
the same have been duly approved, neither the President nor the Congress has 
any power to set them aside. The existence of such power is not openly asserted, 
nor perhaps is it necessarily implied, in the provisions of the bill which is before 
me, but when its enacting clauses are read in the light of the recitations of its 
preamble it will be seen that it seeks in effect the practical annulment of the 
tindings and the sentence of a competent court-martial. 

A conclusion at variance with these findings has been reached after investi- 
gation by a board consisting of three officers of the Army. 
created in pursuance of any statutory authority, and was powerless to compel 
the attendance of witnesses or to pronounce a judgment which could have been 
lawfully enforced. The officers who constituted it in their report tothe Secre- 
tary of War, dated March I9, 1879, state that in their opinion “justice requires 
* * * such action as may be necessary to annul) and set aside the findings and 
sentence of the court-martial in the case of Maj. Gen. Fitz-John Porter, and to 
restore him to the positions of which that sentence deprived him, such restora- 
tion to take effect from the date of his dismissal from the service.” 

The provisions of the bill now under consideration are avowedly based on 
the assumption that the findings of the court-martial have been discovered to 
be erroneous. But it will be borne in mind that the investigation which is 
claimed to have resulted in this discovery was made many years after the events 
to which that evidence related and under circumstances that made it impossi- 
ble to reproduce the evidence on which they were based. 

It seems to me that the proposed legislation would establish a dangerous prec- 
edent, calculated to imperil in no small measure the binding force and effect of 
the judgments of the various tribunals established under our Constitution and 
laws. 

I have already in the exercise of the pardoning power with which the Presi- 
dent is vested by the Constitution remitted the continuing penalty which had 
made it impossible for Fitz-John Porter to hold any office of trust or profit under 
the Government of the United States. But I am unwilling to give my sanction 
to any legislation which shail practically annul and set at naught the solemn 
and deliberate conclusions of the tribunal by which he was convicted and of 
the President by whom its findings were examined and approved. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, July 2, 1854. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill is now under reconsidera- 
tion. The question is: Shall the bill pass, the objections of the Presi- 
dent of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? Is the 
Senate ready for the question? As two-thirds are required to pass the 
bill against the objections of the President, the yeas and nays will be 
called on the passage of the bill. Senators, as many as will agree that 


this bill pass, the objections of the President to the contrary notwith- | 


standing, will as your names are called answer ‘‘ yea;’’ the contrary, 
**nay.’’ 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PALMER (when Mr. CULLOM’s name was called). 
structed to state for the Senator from Illinois [| Mr. CULLOM] who is 
sick, and who is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
KENNA], that if he were here, while acknowledging his pair, he desires 
to go on record as voting ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. LOGAN. 


in this case. My colleague ought to be paired with two. 
some other Senator will agree to pair with him. 
Mr. PALMER. I see the reason for the statement of the Senator 


from Illinois, but I did not know the rule of the Senate in regard to | 


double pairs, or two for one. 
Mr. LOGAN. I suppose another Senator will be willing to pair with 
my colleague. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 
Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). 


the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER]. 
liberty to vote I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. MILLER, of California, (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON } and with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. CoLquitr]. 
should vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 


It 1 were at 


| Maine [Mr. FRYE}. 
Such an act, as it seems to | 
me, is either unnecessary and ineffective, or it involves an encroachment by the 

As | 


if such be not its just | 


This board was not | 





I suggest to the Senator from Michigan that a pair | to lie on the table. 
with one person is not the character of pair that should be recognized | 


I suppose | Salle, Iil., remonstrating against Government control of the telegraph; 


legislation in behalf of ex-Union soldiers; 
| Committee on Pensions. 


Iam paired on this ques- | 
tion with the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY ] and with | 


If they were present, I | 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER (when his name was called). To make one 
pair equal to two on this question I made a pair with the Senator from 
But for that pair I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. BECK (when Mr. WILLIAMS’s name was called My colleague 
[Mr. WILLIAMS] is absent, but he is paired upon this question with 
the Senator trom New Hampshire [Mr. BLAtR]. My colleague would 
vote ‘*‘ yea’’ if he were here. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR. Upon political questions I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIAMS], who is absent, but it has 
been arranged that my pair shall be transferred to the junior Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. I therefore vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague [Mr. ANTHONY] is absent from the 
city on account of illness and is paired with the Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. JACKSON]. My colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Harris, 
Hoar, 
Jonas, 
Jones of Florida, 
Maxey, 
Morgan, 
Pike, 


NAYS—27. 


Lapham, 
Logan, 
MeMillan, 
Miller of N. Y., 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Palmer, 
ABSENT—22. 
Mahone, 
Manderson, 
Miller of Cal., 
Pendleton, 
Riddleberger, 
Sabin, 


Bayard, 

Beck, 

Brown, 

Butler, 

Call, 

Cameron of Pa., 
Cockrell, 


Coke, 
Fair, 
Farley, 
Garland, 
George, 


Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Sewell, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Groome, Voorhees, 


Hampton, 


Aldrich, 

Allison, 

Blair, 

Bowen, 

Cameron of Wis., 
Conger, 

Dawes, 


Dolph, 
Edmunds, 
Hale, 
Harrison, 
Hawley, 
Hill, 


Ingalls, 


Platt, 
Plumb, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
Van Wyck, 
Wilson. 


Anthony, 
Camden, 
Colquitt, 
Cullom, 
Frye, 
Gibson, 


Gorman, 
Jackson, 

Jones of Nevada, 
Kenna, 

Lamar, 
McPherson, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Two-thirds of the Senators present 
not having voted in the affirmative, the bill fails to become a law. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, subsequently said: Mr. President, I should 
like to be indulged for a moment while I say a word personal to my- 
self. I was detained for half anghour this morning in business at the 
Departments, and upon my arrival at the Senate Chamber half an hour 
after the Senate convened I found that the vote had been taken on the 
veto of the President of the Fitz-John Porter bill. Not wishing to seem 
to have avoided a vote on a bill which has attracted so much attention 
in the country, and having had no reasons presented to me why I 
should change the opinion I entertained in voting upon the proposition 
formerly, I wish to say that had I been here I should have voted to 
have the bill become a law, notwithstanding the objections of the 
President. 


Saulsbury, 
Slater, 
Walker, 
Williams. 


GENERAL COURTS—-MARTIAL. 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask leave to move at this time that the House be 
requested to return the bill (H. R. 5709) to amend article 72 of the 
Rulesand Articles of War, which passed the Senate with an amendment. 
My object is to get a committee of conference, inasmuch as the bill 
can not be reached in the House as it now stands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection that order 
will be entered. 

PETITIONS 


AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ALLISON presented resolutions adopted by Memorial Post, No. 


| 216, Grand Army of the Republic, of Cresco, Lowa, in favor of the 


_ | recommendations made by the pension committee of the Grand Army 
I was in- | : 


of the Republic in regard to pensions; 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, re- 
monstrating against the passage of any measure which will establish a 
governmental monopoly of the telegraph business; which was ordered 


which were referred to the Com- 


Mr. LOGAN presented memorials of citizens of Danville and La 


which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of ex-Union soldiers, residents of Tay- 
lorville, Ill., San Francisco, Cal., Pontoosuc, Il., Noble, Ill., Terre 
Haute, Ind., Arcola, Ill., and Scott County, Indiana, favoring general 


which were referred to the 


He also presented a memorial of citizens of Salt Lake City, Utah, 
praying a donation of land tor cemetery purposes from the Fort Doug- 
las military reservation; which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

MISSISSIPPI RIV 


Mr. McMILLAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Com 
merce to make a favorable report upon the bill (H. R. 6657) granting 
the consent of Congress to the Saint Cloud Water-Power and Mill Com 
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pany to construct a dam across the Mississippi River at Saint Cloud, 
Minn., and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 


referred the bill (1529) authorizing the Saint Cloud Water-Power and | 


Mill Company to construct a dam across the Mississippi River at Saint 
Cloud, Minn., 
indefinitely 


LEGISLATIVE 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 6409) to validate and cure defects in certain 
acts of the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory, reported from 
the Committee on Territories yesterday morning. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COMMERCE, 


ACTS OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


FEES ON DOMESTIC 


Mr. CONGER. By instructions from the Committee on Commerce 
l report back the bill 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to fees levied and 
collected from the owners and masters of vessels in domestic commerce, 
and I ask unanimous consent that it may be considered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill; and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It 
proposes to amend paragraphs numbered 6 and 7, respectively, of sec- 
tion numbered 4381, so as to read as follows: 

Sixth. For certifying manifests and granting a permit for a licensed vessel to 
proceed from district to district, 10 cents 

Seventh. For receiving a certified manifestand granting a penit on the ar- 
rival of such licensed vessel, 10 cents 

Paragraphs numbered 6 and 8, respectively, of section numbered 4382. 
are severally amended so as to read: 

Sixth. For certifying manifest, including master’s oath, and granting permit 
for vessel to go from district to district, 10 cents 

Eighth. For receiving manifest, including master’s oath, on arrival of a ves- 
sel from one collection district to another, whether touching at foreign inter- 
mediate ports or not, 10 cents 

Paragraphs numbered 7 and 9, respectively, of section 4382 of the 
Revised Statutes are repealed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7440) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam instructed by the Committee on Com- 
merce to report favorably, with amendments, the bill (S. 1036) to pro- 
vide for the construction of the Michigan and Mississippi River Canal 
and to cheapen transportation, and to accompany the report with a 
resolution of the committee, which I ask may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senator from Nevada be instructed to report to the Senate 
Senate bil! 1036, with amendments, favorably, for the consideration of the Sen- 
ate at its next session, to be accompanied by a written report, to be filed at the 
next session 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 
from Nevada desire to have made of the resolution ? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Let it be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the resolution be read again. 

The Chief Clerk again read the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This, the Chair understands, is a 
resolution of the committee. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir; accompanying the report merely. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose there should be an order authorizing the 
Senator from Nevada to make a written report at the next session as 
the bill is reported now. 

Mr. INGALLS. No bill has been referred by the Senate to the Sen- 
ator from Nevada. Bills are referred to committees, and as such they 
are dealt with. The resolution, I understand, was agreed to by the 
committee. It has no place on the files of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not speaking of the resolution. 

Mr. INGALLS. I was speaking of it. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I understood the reso- 


H. R. 6925) to amend sections 4381 and 4382 of 


reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed | 
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lution first as he does, but on the second reading I understood it to be 
an authority to report the bill now, to be considered by the Senate 
hereafter. 

Mr. ALLISON.. And also authority to make a written report at 
the next session, which I suppose could not be done unless the Senate 
gave the authority. 

Mr. HOAR. It is done by the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill reported by the Senator 
from Nevada will be placed on the Calendar. The resolution appears 
to be merely an order of the committee directing him to report the bill, 
but it also embraces leave to be obtained to file a written report at the 
next session. That order will be entered, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, towhom 
was referred the bill (8S. 1457) to legalize the incorporation of national 
trades unions, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2344) for the relief of Melissa G. 
Polar, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon: 

Mr. FAIR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 254) for the relief of Arthur L. Fish, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 254) granting a pension to John Robbins; 

A bill (H. R. 1894) granting a pension to Clark Roberts; and 

A bill (H. R. 282) to reinstate Cornelius Fitzgerald on the pension- 
roll. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
S. 1634) granting a pension to Clark Roberts, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


| referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 


ment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H. R. 4568) granting a pension to Andrew J. Konkle; 

A bill (H. R. 836) granting a pension to John C. Fenscke; 

A bill (H. R. 6786) granting a pension to Rivers Banks; 

A bill (H. R. 555) granting a pension to John Galloup; 

A bill (H. R. 4457) granting a pension to J. G. Crawford; 

A bill (H. R. 2105) granting a pension to John A. Shackers; 

A bill (H. R. 2091) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 2089) granting a pension to Margaret Wiggins; and 
A bill (H. R. 1077) granting a pension to Sarah Miner. 


MISSION INDIANS, IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (S. 1250) 
for the relief of the Mission Indians, in the State of California, for action 
at present. If it causes any debate, I shall withdraw it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not want to object, but I hope the Senator from 
Massachusetts and other Senators will allow the call for morning busi- 
ness to go through. 

Mr. DAWES. Of course I yield to morning business if the Senator 
has any morning business to present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate consider at this time the bill 
indicated by him. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice now, having the floor and not hav- 
ing to crowd off any one, that I shall object to the passage of any more 
bills until the morning business is disposed of. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2361) granting a pension to 
Mrs. E. 8. Simpson, widow of Col. James H. Simpson, brevet brig- 
adier-general, United States Army; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LOGAN introduced a bill (S. 2362) for the relief of Thomas C. 
Killie; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Finance. 

FOURTH OF JULY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). If there 
be no further bills to be introduced, the Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from yesterday. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. SHERMAN: 

Resolved, That the Senate will meet at the usual hour on Friday, the 4th day 
of July instant, and after the reading of the Journal, and before other business 
is done, the Secretary of the Senate shall read the Declaration of American In- 
dependence and Washington's Farewell Address. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At the suggestion of several Senators who think 
the reading of Washington’s Farewell Address would be more appropriate 
on his birthday, the 22d of February, and as it has been read on that 
day in two or three instances in the history of our country, and it would 
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occupy time now, I will modify the resolution so as to call only for the 
reading of the Declaration. 

Never till during our civil war, so far as the records show or as is 
known or is recollected, did Congress meet on the 4thof July. During 
the civil war we did meet habitually on the 4th of July, but it was only 
on the ground that those who had control then believed that the busi- 


ness then requiring attention was proper to be done on the 4thof July. | 


We have only met once since on the 4th of July, and that was in 1870, 
at a time of great political excitement. An effort was made to adjourn 
when the Senate met that day, but the session was continued—a long, 
exciting, and unpleasant session—on the 4th of July, 1370. 

I donot doubt that to-morrow it will be well to sit, because the com- 
mittees of conference are carrying on their business and I have no ob- 
jection to sitting; but I think we ought to recognize by common consent 
the importance of the day and the fact that it is a national anniversary 
celebrated all over the United States, by reading that immortal paper 
which is the foundation of American independence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Ohio will be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave a right to modify the resolution I believe. 
I modify it by striking out the words ‘* Washington’s Farewell Ad- 
dress.”’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
his resolution, and it is so modified. 
as modified, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate will meet at the usual hour on Friday, the 4th day 
of July instant, and,after the reading of the Journal and before other business 


is done, the Secretary of the Senate shall read the Declaration of American In- 
dependence. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


The amendment proposed by the 


The Senator has a right to modify 
The question is on the resolution 


ORDNANCE AND GUNNERY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted yesterday, but laid over under the rule; which 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. HAWLEY: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the Chair 


to inquire as to the capacity of steel-producing works in the United States to 
make steel of suitable quality and sufficient in quantity to furnish metal for 


guns of high power, and metal plates and other material for the construction of | 


vessels of war and for the armor or sheathing for such vessels. 

2. That said committee shall also inquire as to the character and sufficiency 
of machinery and machine-tools in the navy-yards, and also in private found- 
eries and machine-shops in the United States, for the construction of engines 


suitable for vessels of war, and for manufacturing guns for the proper arma- 


ment of such vessels and of the seacoast defenses, and for the purpose of con- | 


structing iron and steel ships of war. i d ; 
3. Said committee shall also inquire into the best locations in the United 
States for manufacturing guns, engines, and armor for vessels, and for building 


iron and steel ships of war, and the best method of manufacturing and building | 


the same, whether by the Government or by contract with private persons. 

4. Said committee shall have power to sit in the vacation of the Senate at any 
place in the United States, to send for persons and papers, and to appoint a clerk 
and messenger, and may report by bill or otherwise. 

5. The expenses of said committee, and of witnesses summoned before it, shall 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to be certified by the chairman 
of the committee, and audited and allowed by the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does that come from any committee ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution was presented by the 
Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suggest to insert: 

Clerk, stenographer, and messenger. 

It may not be necessary to employ a stenographer or it may, to report 
some testimony. I move to insert after the word ‘* clerk,’’ in the third 
line of the fourth paragraph, the word ‘‘stenographer.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut modi- 
fies his resolution by inserting therein ‘‘ stenographer,’’ in the fourth 
subdivision, after the word ‘‘ clerk, *’ in the third line; so as to read: 

Appoint a clerk, stenographer, and messenger. 

The question is on the resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

PUBLIC PRINTING. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered yesterday by the Senator trom Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY], which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 1. That the Joint 
Committee on Public Printing is hereby instructed to examine into the numbers 
printed of the various documents, reports, bills,and other papers published by 
order of Congress, or of either House thereof, and of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
and to report a bill in December next making such reductions in the numbers 
and cost of printing,and such changes and reductions in the distribution of 
said publications, as they may deem expedient, with a report giving their reasons 
therefor; and that the said committee is also instructed to investigate the print- 
ing and binding for the Executive Departments, executed at the Government 
Printing Office and at the branch printing offices and binderies in the various 


Departments, and report a bill,in December next, making such reductions in 
expense and imposing such checks as they may deem expedient, with a report 


XV oi2 
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giving their reasons therefor; and said committee is further instructed to make 
any other investigations calculated in their opinion to reduce the cost of the 
public printing, and report the result thereof; andthe said committee is hereby 
authorized to summon and to examine experts and witnesses, and to call upon 
the heads of Executive Departments and the Public Printer for such informa- 
tion regarding the preceding matters as they may desire; and any expenses 
necessarily incurred in making the investigations aforesaid shall be defrayed 


equally from the contingent funds of the two Houses of Congress 


2. Said joint committee is hereby authorized to sit during the recess for the 


purposes of the first section hereof and in the discharge of its usual duties. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This resolution, though not formally reported from 
the Committee on Printing, is virtually trom the committee, as the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] and myself. now constituting 
all the committee here, have agreed on it. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ] will remember, as the Senate 
that this is the concluding section of the sundry civil bill 
as reported by the Committee on Appropriations, which was stricken 
out on a point of order. This prevides for the same work that was 
ordered in that section. 

The second section of this resolution is substantially the usual reso- 
lution passed at the close of every session, giving the Printing Commit- 
tee authority to sit during the recess, which is always necessary as to 
certain matters of business. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON LIBRARY ACCOMMODATIONS. 


Mr. VOORHEES, from the Select Committee on Additional Accom- 
modations for the Library of Congress, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Additional Accommodations for the 
Library of Congress is hereby continued, and authorized to sit, if found neces- 
sary, during the coming recess of Congress,and that the expenses, if any, shall 
be paid from the appropriation for special and select committees. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be,and it is hereby, authorized to sit 
during the recess of Congress,and that the necessary expense thereof be paid 
out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent funds of the Senate 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move to take up House bill 1798. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
until the call for resolutions is concluded. 
rent or other resolutions ? 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to put a parliamentary inquiry to the Chait 
in regard to the resolution just passed. Does that resolution authorize 
the Committee on Rules to sit anywhere but in Washington? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think that is a 
parliamentary question. 

Mr. HOAR. I notice the last authority of that kind authorized the 
committee in terms to sit elsewhere. I suppose, of course, the Com- 
mittee on Rules will regard themselves as compelled to sit in Wash- 
ington. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolutions ? 


Are there further concur- 


Are there further concurrent or other 
If there be none, that order is closed. 


CHINESE IMMIGRATION, 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the bill (H. R. 1798) to 


| amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations 


relating to Chinese,’’ approved May 6, 1882, be taken from the table 


| and now considered. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of House bill 1792. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not open to debate 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to remind the Senate that last night notice 
was given that this morning on the conclusion of the morning business 
the Pension Committee desired the consideration of pension cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desired to state that, while I should be very glad to 
help the Senator to get up his bill, and will as soon asthe pension bills 
are out of the way, I think we ought to proceed with them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 


Senator from California. 


The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 40, noes 7 
So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 


| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1798) to amend an act en- 


titled *‘An act to execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chi 
nese,”’ approved May 6, 1882. 

Mr. PLATT. I propose to strike out from the fifteenth section the 
words which precede the ward ‘‘ and,”’ in line 244. 

Mr. HOAR. Including the word ** and ?”’ 


Mr. PLATT. Yes, including the word ind,”’ strikine out these 
words: 

That the provisions of this act shall apply to all subjects of China, and ¢ 
nese, whether subjects of China or any other foreign power: and 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. PLATI The Chair would sug- 
gest that the word ‘‘ That,.’’ at the beginning of the section, should 


That motion will not be in order 
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Mr. PLATT Yes; I modify the amendment by leaving in that 
word 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The amendment proposed is not in 
harmony with the decision of the circuit court of the United States for 


California, which was that a Chinese laborer from a jurisdiction other 


than that of China is a Chinese laborer within the meaning of the act 


Che circuit court in Califorria decided that such a case came within 
the act Other courts have made contrary decisions If the law 
does not contain a provision of this sort, and is not so settled, Chinese 


aborers will come into the United States without restriction by merely 
taking up their residen 


ceeding to the United States 


[ hope the amendment will not be 


adopted, and that the bill will be passed precisely as it came from the | 
House 
Mr PLA rr Che words ** subject ol a loreign power ? I apprehend 


do not mean merely residence in a country other than China, butdo mean 
a naturalized subject of a foreign power. 


Mr. FARLEY Will the Senator from Connecticut yicld to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. PLATT. I will hear a suggestion. 

Mr. FARLEY One of the judges of the Supreme Court, Judge 


Field, has decided that Chinese from any other country than the Empire 
of China when coming to thiscountry may be subject to the provisions of 
act like this. 
courts in reference to that matter. One of the judges of the Supreme 
Court passed upon that question in California, Iunderstand that opinion 
has been concurred in by the entire court, but there has been no action 
taken on it. That is one of the difficulties we have had in California in 
reference to this very question. Chinese shipped from other ports than 


an 


ports within the Empire of China come to California, and therefore it | 


is important that this clause should be inserted. 

Mr. PLATT. Iam not familiar, as perhaps I ought.to be, with the 
decision to which the Senator from California reters. I doubt very 
much, however, whether Judge Field or any other judge has decided 
that the act as it now stands prevents a naturalized subject of Great 
Britain or other foreign power from landing in this country simply be- 
cause he happened to have been born in China. I do not know but 
that there is a decision to that effect, but I doubt it. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Will the Senator permit me to say a word ? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. The decision of Judge Field is that the act 
applied to the Chinese as a race, without regard to the country in which 
they might be domiciled or the country of which they might be sub- 
jects; that the act applied to this people as a race; and it strikes me 
that that answers the proposition of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. PLATT. If the decision has gone that far it is certainly un- 
necessary to incorporate it in this bill; but Judge Field, I apprehend, 
whatever he may have decided, did not decide that it was right to in- 
graft in any law a provision of this character. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to say that the circuit court in Massa- 
chusetts, on fall argument, Judges Lowell and Nelson concurring, have 
decided that the act, which is based in terms upon the treaty with 
China, being entitled an act to carry out the treaty with China and 
nothing else, does not include anybody but Chinese subjects. 

Mr. PLATT. But here we propose to go still further. Having en- 
acted a law upon the theory that we had a treaty with China which 
permitted us to enact such a law, we propose to go still further now, 
and to aid to that law a provision which will prevent the landing here 
of naturalized subjects of Great Britain and of any other country with 
whom we have no such treaty which would prevent there being landed 
in the United States. I think we have gone quite far enough in this 
matter; and we had better not go so far as to say that the subjects of 
Great Britain protected by her can not land in the United States be- 
cause they happen to have been born in China. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not propose in the last day or two of the session 
to enter anew into a debate of this general policy. This is a bill to 


execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese and citizens of | 


other countries. It rests in my judgment upon sheer barbarism; and 


the order which has just passed to read the Declaration of Independ- | 
ence to-morrow I infer was passed because in the opinion of its mover | 


the majority of the Senate had not read it. 

I wish only to reaffirm my disapprobation of this legislation and the 
principle on which it depends, and to state that in my judgment the 
American people will repent in sackcloth and ashes one day the policy 
they are inaugurating 


I know there has been a conflict of opinion in the | 
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e in another country than China and then pro- | 
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If he were present, I should 
vote *‘nay.’’ 


Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with my 
On this question I am not advised how 
he would vote, and I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand I have been paired with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], but I am informed that he would 
vote **‘ yea’’ if present, and so I cast my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—43. 
Allison, 


Cullom Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
| Bayard, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
| Beck, Fair, Logan, Ransom, 
| Blair Farley, Manderson, Sawyer, 
| Butler, Garland, Maxey, Sherman, 
| Call, Groome, Miller of Cal., Slater, 
| Cameron of Pa., Hale Miller of N. Y., Vance, 
| Cameron of Wis., Hampton, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
| Cockrell, Harris, Palmer, Vest, 
Coke, Hill Pendleton, Voorhees. 
Conger, Ingalls, Pike, 
NAYS—12. 
| Aldrich, Edmunds, Lapham, Morrill, 
| Brown, Hawley, MeMillan, Platt, 
| Dawes, Hoar Mitchell, Wilson. 
| ABSENT—21 
| Anthony, Gibson, Lamar, Sewell, 
Bowen, Gorman, McPherson, Walker, 
Camden, Harrison, Mahone, Williams. 
Colquitt, Jackson, Riddleberger, 
Frye, Jonas, Sabin, 
George, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
| So the bill was passed. 
CATHARINE H. GLICK. 








The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


a third reading, and read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been read three 
times, the question is, Shall it pass? 

Mr. PLATT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. FRYE 


when his name wascalled). Iam paired with the junior 


| the bill (S. 1971) 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
granting a pension to Catharine H. Glick, widow ot 
Elias B. Glick, deceased, returned from the House of Representatives 
at the request of the Senate. On the motion of the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. VooRHEES] it will be laid on the table for the time being, 
if there be no objection. 

ORDER OF 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
rule, is in order. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 3056, being Order of Business 523. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of pension cases. 

Mr. FRYE. This bill will not take a minute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3056) to con- 
stitute a bureau of navigation in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

The question being put, there were on a division—yeas 12, noes 24; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. FRYE. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No quorum has voted. 
no objection the Chair will count the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not allow unanimous 
consent to be given unless there is a quorum. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a quorum present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ascertain that by 
unanimous consent without a callof the Senate. [Counting.] A quo- 
rum is present. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to consider unobjected 
pension cases, and also the following cases, which all stand upon sub- 
stantially the same ground, Order of Business 604, 605, 7€4, 769, 770, 


BUSINESS. 


The Calendar, under the eighth 





If there be 


771, 772, 773, 774, 826, and 891, which are all pension cases. 
Mr. PLUMB. Are those adverse reports ? 
Mr. BLAIR. Those cases all stand upon substantially the same 


ground, whether or not the needy widows of officers of high rank like 
admirals of the Navy and generals of the Army who rendered long and 
distinguished service shall receive an increase of their pension to $50 per 
month, and the decision of a very few will suffice for the whole. 

Some of these cases standing upon substantially the same ground are 
reported favorably by the committee; other exactly similar cases are 
reported adversely, just according to the constitution of the committee, 
which was almost equally divided, at the meeting when the case hap- 
pened to be reported. The committee felt that these cases had better 
be submitted to the consideration of the Senate and uniform action 
taken with reference to them all. We have already passed sume five 
or six like cases during this session, and this list which I have made 
comprises all that remain upon the Calendar; and by incorporating 
them with the unobjected cases substantially all the pension business 


| will be disposed of. 


Mr. PLUMB. If there is to be any preference given to special cases 








1884. 





I hope it will not be given to those already getting pensions and al- 
ready getting much larger pensions than the average pensions, but that 
we shall address ourselves to pensioning people who have no pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is precisely what has been done all session. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let us relieve those who are willing to take a mini- 
mum pension, and who are not so socially intrenched that they can 
besiege us to do that, which we know to be unjust to the great body of 
the tax-payers, raising the pensions of those who are getting $30 to $50 
when others are getting only $8 or $10. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire | 


asks unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to the considera- 
tion of pension cases on the Calendar reported favorably, and also 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state what the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire desires, after which he will ask if there be 
objection. The Senator from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of pension bills on the 
Calendar reported favorably, and, if the Chair correctly understands, 








also the list of other cases which the Senator from New Hampshire has | 


read. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLUMB. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to the last clause; I have no objection to 
the other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. _ Objection is made. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I move to proceed to the consideration of un- 
objected pension cases and also the list which I have sent to the Chair. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That requires unanimous consent, as | 


it changes the rule in respect of the order of business. Except by 
unanimous consent the Senator from New Hampshire can only move to 
proceed to one case at a time. 
Mr. BLAIR. ThenI move to proceed to the cases favorably reported. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 


asks unanimous consent that private pension bills favorably reported be | 


now considered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is this to displace the regular order of business at 
1 o'clock ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subject toa call for the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the Senator ask for the consideration of un- 
objected cases. 

Mr. BLAIR. I preferto ask for the consideration of cases favorably 
reported. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is a motion to that effect in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion is not in order except to 
proceed to the consideration of one bill at a time. 

Mr. FRYE. The shipping bill that I tried to get up would have 
been through before this time. 

Mr. BLAIR. That may be, but some of these cases need to go 
through as well as the shipping bill. I move that the Senate now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension to 
Theresa Crosby Watson. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order on a motion 


to take up a bill. 
: Mr. COCKRELL. Can we have the bill read for information? 
Mr. WILSON. lIask unanimous consent that we may proceed to 
the consideration of unobjected pension cases. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that in the world. 
; Mr. GROOME. Nor has any one else. 
Mr. COCKRELL. No one else has. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the Senator 
. from New Hampshire, the Senator from Iowa asks unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to consider in their order on the Calendar the 


pension bills reported favorably. Is there objection to the request of | 
p ; the Senator from Iowa? 
; Mr. BLAIR. I make no objection. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. The Chair believes that the case moved by the Senator from 


: New Hampshire is the first. 
NEWPORT SEWER. 
r Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask leave at thistime to make a re- 
port from the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be received, if there 
5 be no objection. 
: Mr. MILLER, of New York. Iam directed to report back favora- | 
> bly, with amendments, the bill (S. 2041) granting the right of way to 
r § the city of Newport, R. I., over the breakwater at Goat Island. 
1 Mr. ALDRICH. It is very important that the bill should be acted 
3 on at this session, and I ask unanimous consent that it be considered 
. now. It is only four or five lines, and there can be no objection to it. 
r | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
; consideration of the bill? 

y Mr. PLUMB. I object. 
3 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 


Mr. ALDRICH. It is only four or five lines. There can be no ob- 





jection to it. 
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Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the objection. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, in line 6 to strike out ‘‘ regulations’ and insert ‘* conditions;’’ 
and at the end of the bill to add the following proviso 


Provided, Thatsuch conditions shall be accepted by the city of Newport before 
the work herein authorized shall be commenced 


So as to make the bill read: 


That the city of Newport, R. I., is hereby granted the right to construct and 
maintain a sewer for drainage purposes through or across the breakwater at 
Goat Island, subject to such conditions as the Secretary of War may piPescribe : 
Provided, That such conditions shall be accepted by the city of Newport before 
the work herein authorized shall be commenced. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for 
| sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
| 30, 1885, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate 
| on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. WILLIAM H. FORNEY 
| of Alabama, and Mr. THOMAS RYAN of Kansas managers at the con- 
| ference onits part. 
| The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6370) to limit the time 
within which prosecutions may be instituted against persons charged 
with violating internal-revenue laws, asked a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
| Mr. WILLIAM C. OATEs of Alabama, Mr. BENTON MCMILLIN of Ten- 
| nessee, and Mr. SERENO E. PAYNE of New York managers at the con- 
ference on its part. 

INTERNAL-REVENUE PROSECUTIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the action of the House of Repre&entatives on House bill 6370. The 
message from the House will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


IN THE House Or REPRESENTATIVES, July 3, 1884 

Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6370) to limit the time within which prosecutions may be instituted 
| against persons charged with violating internal-revenue laws, and ask a con- 
| ference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 

Ordered, That Mr. Oates, Mr. MCMILLIN, and Mr. PAYNE be the managers of 
said conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. GARLAND. In the absence of the Senator from Illinois [Mr 
LOGAN] who reported the bill te the Senate, 1 move that the Senate 
insist on its amendment and agree to the conference asked for by the 
| House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. LOGAN, Mr. 
SHERMAN, and Mr. HARRIS were appointed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairs lays before the Senate 
the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 


other purposes, returned from the House of Representatives. The ac 
| tion of the House on the Senate amendments will be read. 
| The Secretary read as follows: 
In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 3, 1884 


Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 
| bill (H.. R. 7380) making appropriations forsundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885,and for other purposes, and ask a 

conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 
Ordered, That Mr. RANDALL, Mr. ForNEy, and Mr. RYAN be the managers of 
said conference on the part of the House 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and agree to the conference asked for by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
HALE, and Mr. BEcK were appointed. 


THERESA CROSBY WATSON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first pension bill on the Calen- 
dar favorably reported is Order of Business 764, being House bill 103. 

The bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Che bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend 
ment, in line 7, before ‘* dollars,’’ to strike out “* fifty’ 
‘*thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll of the United States the name 
| of Theresa Crosby Watson, widow of James M. Watson, late a commodore in 


and insert 





. 








9A 


the United States Na‘ and pay | 


eray sik at the rate of $30 a month from 
ind after the passage of this act, subjectto all the other provisions and limitations 
! }* Slat aws 

Mr. BLAIR I wish to explain to the Senate the attitude of this 
Cust This is a House bill, passed by the House, giving to the widow 


of Commodore Watson a pension 


at the rate of 350 per month The 


Senate Committee on Pensions reported the bill favorably with an 
amendment reducing the amount to $30 per month. It is, as I said 
betore one ot a series of cases 


Some are reported one way and some 
by the committee 
+} 


are reported the other way It was the understand- 


ng with the committes 1e question whether cases of this kind 
such as We have here should pass at the rate of $50 per month should 
be submitted to the nate 
Chis between 
She is dependent upon her 


the 


that 


™ 


vidow is now 50 and 60 years of age. She is poor. 


own manual labor for 4 living. In addi- 
ntirmities of age she is disabled by a broken hand, 
which occasions great difficulty and pain in the process of writing, to 


which she is obliged to resort as the only means by which she can earn 


tion to ordinary 
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pension bill itself, for that will be decided at this session probably, 
while if this bill goes back with an amendment to the House it must 
be delayed until the next session. 

For this reason, it being utterly useless in every point of view either 
to this widow or to the widows of the common soldiers, I hope that the 
amendment will be rejected whenever the question is taken upon it 

Mr. WILSON. There are a number of cases on the Calendar re- 
ported from the Committee on Pensions without division providing for 
soldiers and widows who are not now receiving any pension, and in 
order that we may proceed to cases that will not excite discussion | 
am disposed, if it is in order, to object to the further consideration ot 
this bill, so that we can proceed with those cases which will not excite 
discussion, and afterward take up bills for the relief of those who are 
now provided with pensions and yet whose cases will excite discussion 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was informed by the Pres- 


| ident pro tempore when the present occupant took the chair that we 


| ably reported. 


money tor her own maintenance. 
The almost universal practice of the Government has hitherto been | 
to give in cases of this kind to the widows of officers of long and emi- 


nent service $50 per month, when in addition to the ordinary elements 


in such cases is to be found that of poverty, absolute need, which is 
the here. 


CASE 


During the present session some six cases involving precisely the | 


same principle have been reported to the Senate by the committee, all 
of which have been passed. Some were reported favorably; some were 
reported adversely. For my own part, I am entirely unable to see 
upon what principle we can discriminate against the few remaining 
cases which are before the Senate 

I do not know that I care to say anything more. The long and emi- 
nent service of the husband of this woman and her dependence upon her 
own personal labor are conceded facts. There is no controversy in the 
committee upon that subject. The question really is, shall we use these 
stances? Ifso, the amendment of the committee, which in this case is 
one of reduction, should be disagreed to. Other cases, so far as I know 
no more meritorious, are before the Senate where the committee report 
in favor of granting a pension of $50 per month. 
discrimination here 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill or to 
the amendment, as may be deemed best. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER ( Mr. HARRIs in the chair). 
ment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska will be read. 

Che Secretary read as follows: 


I see no reason for a 


The amend- 


That peat ms heretofore or hereafter granted to widows of soldiers of any war 
in which the United States is engaged, from and after the passage of this act, 
shall be at the rate of 312 per month, instead of $8 per month, as now provided. 


Mr. VAN WYCK 
is one that will probably have the unanimous concurrence of this body 
and of the other House, that the widows of all the soldiers who served 
in any war in which the United States was engaged shall be pensioned 
at the rate of $12 per month instead of $8. Anattempt has been made 
to incorporate that and make it the law this session: It was placed on 
the Mexican pension bill, it is true, but the uncertainty attending the 
fate of that bill in the other House renders it necessary that this clause 
should be placed upon some bill which may probably pass. 
simple proposition that the widows shall receive $12 per month, and 
there is no better place to put it than on a bill which proposes a pen- 
sion at a large amount according to rank. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska de- 


sire to offer this as an amendment to the amendment of the committee, 
1 


or does the Senator desire it to come in elsewhere in the bill? 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I suggest to the Senator to with- 


hold his amendment until the pending amendment is disposed of. 
Mr. VAN WYCK Probably that would be as well. I 
move it as an amendment to the bill instead of to the amendment now 
pending 
Mr. BLAIR. I understand that the Senator temporarily withdraws 


his amendment, but I may as well say what little 1 wish to say in re- 
gard to it now as at any time 


Itis a plain, | 


The subject-matter embraced in the amendment | 


desire to | 


The Senator is aware, for we have wrought together in that field in | 


the committee and elsewhere, that I am as strongly in favor of pension- 
ing the widows of the soldiers of the country at $12 a month as he is. 
He has also alluded to a fact, which it seems to me is a sufficient reply 
to his motion to amend the bill in the way proposed, that the Senate 
has already discussed and passed a bill to that effect which has gone 
to the House for its concurrence, and I observe by yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings that the House is like ly to pass the bill which gives this relief 
to the widows of all the soldiers of the country 

It is therefore superfluous and quite inimical to this private bill to 
attach an amendment of thisdescription to it. It isa House bill, com- 


were proceeding to the consideration of unobjected pension bills favor- 
That being so, the objection of the Senator from Iowa 
will carry the bill over at present. 

Mr. BLAIR. Unanimous consent was given to consider this bill. 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not wish to throw this out of its place on the 
Calendar. I am willing that it should be passed over informally, re- 
taining its place, but I do desire to have those cases against which there 
is no objection, and which will not excite debate, disposed of. Then 
we can take up the other cases. 

MESSAGE 


FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the location 
of a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in either 
the States of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, 
or Nebraska, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disa- 


| ( ' c | greeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. WILLIAM § 
widows as we have used the widows of other officers under like circum- | 


RosECRANS of California, Mr. CHARLES H. MORGAN of Missouri, and 
Mr. JAMES LAIRD of Nebraska managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve cer- 
tain soldiers from the charge of desertion, agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. WILLIAMS. RosEcRANS of California, Mr. CHARLES 
H. MorGAN of Missouri, and Mr. GEORGE W. STEELE of Indiana man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ORDER OF 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hourof 1 o’clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, which is the bill (H. R. 7162) to forfeit the unearned lands 
granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the States of Missouri 
and Arkansas to the Pacific coast, and to restore the same to settle- 
ment, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent that the pending bill be 
laid aside informally, so that we may proceed with the unobjected pen- 
sion cases. 


Mr. PLUMB. 


BUSINESS. 


There will be time enough hereafter to consider pen- 


sion cases. That isa class of legislation which will go through any 
way. I feel under constraint, having charge of this bill, to insist upon 


proceeding with it. 

Mr. WILSON. 

Mr. BLAIR. 

The 
floor. 

Mr. PLUMB. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwish to ascertain the precise condition of the case 
which was being discussed when the Senator from Iowa rose. It was 
laid before the Senate by unanimousconsent, and it had proceeded con- 
siderably in consideration when he rose to interpose an objection, if it 
was inorder. I inquire of the Chair if under these circumstances the 
objection can be in order ? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The present occupant of the chair was 
informed by the President pro tempore of the Senate that the Senate 


I withdraw the suggestion. 
Mr. President 
PRESIDING OFFICER. 





The Senator from Kansas has the 


| was proceeding to consider unobjected pension bills favorably reported. 


ing like the others that I have mentioned here, almost every one of 

them, from the House Unless we act finally upon it, it undoubtedly 
ust f for the session. The amendment can do no good to anybody | 

and will hardly be likely to reach a conclusion so early as the Mexican | 


If the Senate was proceeding to consider unobjected pension bills, the 
Chair thinks that the rule of objection applies here as under Rule VIII. 
That being so, the objection can come at any time, and the bili goes over 
under objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then, if the ruling of the Chair is correct, I suppose 
there is nothing to do but to allow the bill to be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senato: 
from New Hampshire that the unfinished business is now before the 
Senate, and the bill to which he refers has been passed from. The 
Senate is not now consklering it; it is not before the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. But I supposed that it might proceed to consider the 
bill at the present time. 
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Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire is 
occupying the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I makea parliamentary inquiry of the Chair, whether 
it is in order now to move to proceed with the consideration of House 
bill 103? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks it would be in order 
for the Senator from New Hampshire to move to postpone the pending 
order until to-morrow; and if that order is made, it will be in order for 
the Senator to move the consideration of any measure pending upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. May I be permitted to say a word just at this junct- 
ure, by unanimous consent ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill before the Senate is debat- 
able. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it is very much better to have it understood 
that the bill which is regularly before the Senate is to goon. There 
will be plenty of time for all these pension cases before we get through, 
I think. 

Mr. PLUMB. I call for the regular order. 


MARIA G. UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. LAPHAM. I gave notice on Monday that at this time I should 
ask leave to submit some remarks on Order of Business 787, being a 
resolution to pay Maria G. Underwood $5,060 in full compensation for 
the time and expenses of her husband in prosecuting his claim to a seat 
in the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the Senator’s request ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. I wish about half an hour. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not feel as though I could yield for that purpose 
now in view of the responsibility that attaches to me in connection 
with the pending measure. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Of course the Senator from Kansas is entitled to 
the floor, and I shall reserve my remarks until a later hour if the Sen- 
ator desires. 

Mr. PLUMB. I donot feel as though I could take the responsibility 
of yielding at this time. 

FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5377) for the allowance of certain 
claims reported by the accounting officers of the Treasury Department, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment numbered 
1, and agree to the same with the following amendment, namely: In lieu of the 
Senate amendment insert the following: 


“* MISSISSIPPI. 
ridow and executrix of Haller Nutt, deceased, of Adams 






To Julia A. Nutt, 
County, the sum of $35,556.17. 

And that the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same. 

ANGUS CAMERON, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
J. Z. GEORGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senat 
JOHN B. STORM, 
J. H. ROWELL, 
Manage rs on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 

Mr. PLUMB. I call for the regular order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 7162) to forfeit the unearned lands granted to 
the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction 
of a railroad and telegraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkan- 
sas to the Pacific coast, and to restore the same to settlement, and for 


other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment submitted | 


by Mr. MORGAN, in section 1, line 17, to strike out all after the word 
*torfeited,’’ as follows: 


And the title thereto resumed by the United States, and said lands restored to 
the public domain, and made subject to disposal under the general laws of the 
United States as though said grant had never been made; but nothing in this 
act shall be construed to recognize the right of said company to any land inthe 
Indian Territory, or claim thereto,on condition or otherwise, except the right 
of way and land for stations. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Sec. 2. Jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Missouri to hear and determine all questions 
and controversies concerning the rights and equities in said forfeited lands that 
are claimed or asserted by the United States, or by any person or corporation 
claiming the same under or in consequence of any laws of the United States, or 
any act of its lawfully authorized agents, and to enforce any judgment or de- 
cree, either interlocutory or final, that said court shall render in respect of said 
lands or any interest therein. 

Sec. 3. It shall be the duty of the district attorney of the United States for the 
western district of Missouri, under the direction of the Department of Justice, 
to proceed in the circuit court of the United States for the said district, by bill 
in equity in the name of the United States of America as plaintiff, against any 
corporations or persons that claim any interest in the lands hereby declared for- 
feited arising under said act of Congress approved July 27, 1866, or under this 
act, so as to bring before said court for its determination the validity of such 
<laim, whether the same be legal or equitable 
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Sec. 4. Any person or corporation not made a party defendant in said pro- 
ceeding, but claiming any interest under the laws of the United States in the 
lands or any part thereof which are declared forfeited by this act, may present 
such claim by petition in said cause. duly verified by oath, and if the court ipon 
consid ition thereof, shall d de that the adjudication and settlement of such 








claim is necessary to do complete justice in such caus 


he court shali direct that 
such further proceedings be had upon such petition as that the same may be 


fuily heard and determined, and shall proceed to decree upon the same as fully 
is if such petitioner had been made a party defendant in said suit: Provided, 
Phat no such petition shall be filed after twelve months from the date of the 
filing of the bill in swid cause 

Sec.5. The court shall, if it see fit, tax all the costs of the suit under the third 
section of this act against the United States, and shall apportion the cost of any 


proceeding under the fourth section of this act between the parties according 
to justice and equity Any party to the suit instituted under this act shall have 
the right of appeal from any final decree therein to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in the same manner and under the same conditions as are pre- 
scribed by law and the rules of said court for appeals in equity cases. And the 
Supreme Court shall cause saidappeal to be advanced on the docket, so that the 
same shall be speedily determined. But no right of appeal shall exist after six 
months from the time when said final decree is entered on the records of the 
circuit court of the United States. . 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in the remarks that I submitted on 
this bill when it was before the Senate several days ago I was attempt- 
ing to enforce two propositions. The first was that there is a duty 
resting upon Congress under the existing circumstances to declare a 
forfeiture of what are termed the unearned lands of the Atlantic and 
Pacific Railway Company. The second proposition is that after that 
declaration is made it is our duty to send the case to the courts without 
undertaking to shape the rights of any person by the force or weight of 
our legislation. 

I predicate my opinion in regard to the right to declare a forfeiture 
of the land grants upon the fact that beyond the Needles, up the Pacific 
coast, the Needles being the place where the Southern Pacific and the 
Atlantic and Pacific unite, there is really no evidence of an intention 
on the part of this railway company to complete its road. 

If I could be convinced that this company intended to build a com- 
petitive line from San Francisco down to the Needles, so as to give the 
people of California the advantage of the two lines, one the Southern 
Pacific and the other the Atlantic and Pacific, I should be willing to 
defer the forfeiture of this land grant at least to some future period of 
time. I should be willing to extend the time in order to enable this 
company to complete the building of that road. f would do this be- 
cause Iam a supporter of the doctrine that when the Government of 
the United States has made a dedication of property, publie lands, 
for a great public benefit to greatecommunities, such a dedication ought 
not to be lightly withdrawn, and as long as there is a reasonable pros- 
pect of carrying into effect the purpose of the original dedication it 
ought to be sustained. But in the absence of any expectation justified 
by the facts that this dedication of public lands will be availed of by 
this railway company for the benefit of those communities it was in- 
tended to benefit, I am willing to go with the committee for the for- 
feiture. 

Against this view of the case very strong argument has been made 


| and quite an array of persuasive facts has been presented. This com- 


pany was represented before the committee by persons who made a 
number of important statements which it seems to me bear strongly 
against the equity of our conduct in the forfeiture of this land grant 

The only question that the United States Government can make against 
this railroad corporation in respect of its non-compliance with the obli- 
gation imposed upon it under the grant is simply that it has not com- 
pleted the railroad within the time prescribed in the charter. As far 


| as it has built its road it is a good road, a very valuable road to com- 


merce; it opens up a country of great importance, and without this 
railway that country would have remained a wilderness for years to 
come; and there are political advantages that the Government of the 
United States gains from the building of this railroad, as far as the 
company has built it, which are of a very important characte1 

One of the provisions of the grant was that the Government of the 
United States undertook to extinguish the Indian title and survey the 
land where the reservations of the Indians crossed the line of the road, 
which is practically the thirty-fifth parallel. Perhaps, in order to get 
that point distinctly before the Senate, I had better read the engage 
ment of the United States in the act making the grant. In section 2 
it was provided in the last clause: 

The United States shall extinguish, as rapidly as may be consistent with 
public policy and the welfare of the Indians, and only by their voluntary ces 
sion, the Indian title to all lands falling under the operation of this act and ac- 
quired in the donation to the road named inthe act 

That is a positive engagement on the part of the Government, one 
that we can not set aside at will; and if we had this duty resting upon 
us, is it not really a condition- precedent to our right to demand a for- 


feiture for non-compliance by the railroad company inthe building of 


the road within the time prescribed in the charter ? 

We can not lightly set aside that provision. If it were an obligation 
between private individuals and I was arguing it before a court, I think 
I should be justified in holding that until the grantor of the land had 
complied on his part with the condition precedent of clearing this road 
of an incumbrance which he alone had the power to clear it of, he 
should not be permitted to insist on this question of time resting upon 


the fact that the railroad company had not c~mpleted its road within 
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the time prescribed in the charter as a ground for the forfeiture of the | proper district attorney under his direction shall present his bill in 


grant. Whether that position is well taken or not, it is very strenu- 
ously urged in behalf of this railroad company. Counsel representing 
the railroad company before the committee brought up this question 
and we were obliged to consider it 

Chere is another provision in the charter touching the same subject. 
I will read it: 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That the said company is authorized to ac- 
cept to its own use any grant, donation, loan, power, franchise, aid, or assist- 
ance which may be granted to or conferred on said company by the Congress 
of the United States, by the Legislature of any State, or by any corporation, 
person, or persons, or by any Indian tribe or nation through whose reservation 
the road herein provided for may pass; and said corporation is authorized to 
hold and enjoy any such grant, donation, loan, power, franchise, aid, or assist- 
ance, to its own use, for the purpose aforesaid: Provided, That any such grant 
or donation, power, aid, or assistance from any Indian tribe or nation shall be 
subject to the approval of the President of the United States 

This company asserts that the United States Government not only 
have not removed the Indian reservations which cross their 
railway as projected and laid down on the map, but that they have 
actually put other wild and savage tribes of Indians across their line, 
and have given them what are called executive reservations, or reser- 
vations by executive order, which have prevented the company from 
even making surveys of their line of road. That is the claim. 

In view of these statutes, and in view of this assertion on the part 
of this company, the question that I present, and the only one that I 
desire to present, 1s this 
of the right to make these questions against the United 
I can state it more strongly than that: Can we so legislate as 
to prevent and estop the company from making these questions against 
the United States? When we demand a forfeiture of this land grant 
upon the ground that the company have not complied with part of the 


company 


States 7 


line of 


| parties. 


Shall we so legislate here as to deprive this | 


requirement of the charter to build their road within the time pre- | 


scribed in the act, can we insist, have we the power to so frame our 
enactment as to preclude the company from raising that question and 
having it settled by a court? I do not think we can 

Here is what the company asserts in reply to this proposition: 


The United States has not even attempted to fulfill its premise to extinguish 
the Indian titles It has never commenced to put the land grant in condition 
to he sold, pledged, or to be otherwise utilized ag a means of raising money for 
construction purposes. So far from doing so, it has still further encumbered 
these titles. In 1868-'69 it located the Cheyennes and Arapahoes directly across 
the prescribed route of the road in the Indian Territory, and guaranteed their 
exclusive right of occupancy. The warlike Navajoes were located over us in 
New Mexico and Arizona in 1868 with similar guarantees. Small reservations 


for other tribes and for Pueblo Indians have been created in our pathway and 
military reservations have been put across our route. These not only deprive 
us of the enjoyment of the land grant, but they also in the large areas covered 
thereby block our right of way and destroy our ability to take materials for con- 
struction. The War Department has ordered our tie-camps from the limits of 
military reservations created by executive orders long subsequent to our act of 


Congress, and only after long delay, extended argument, and consequent less of 
time and money were such orders rescinded. The Interior Department has 
ordered oursurveyors out of the Indian Territory, wherein our right to construct 
was guaranteed by charter and bytreaty. The direct money loss consequent on 
this action exceeded $100,000, and long delays were incurred before such orders 
were rescinded 

Since the road was constructed in Arizona and the granted lands thereby 
earned the Government has established new indian reservations upon same, 
and without apparent regard to the existence of our’ vested property rights 
therein. These are the Moqui, Suppai, and Hualpi reserves, which lie directly 
upon our grant, and the latter reserve reaching almost to our track. 

The United States has equally failed to survey the lands. As will be presently 
shown, the company has pushed construction at such points and times as was 
possible to a business enterprise; and as the road progressed the company has 
pressed the United States to identify the granted sections by surveys and patents. 
This reasonable request has not been complied with. Failing tosecure such ac- 
tion from the Government, the commene tas asked the Interior Department to 
either permit it to deposit the requisite moneys under the special deposit law, 
or to advance same as a credit upon the charges required to be paid upon issue of 
patents toth requests have been denied. So that the Government has both 
failed to do what it agreed to doin the matter of surveys, and it has refused to 
allow the company to do same at its own cost 

\s a body, the land grant is still largely unsurveyed along the line of con- 
structed road. While the land grant, in that undéfined condition, may be sub- 
jected to a general mortgage, there_is no segregation of the particular sections 
inuring to the grant from the adjacent mass of public lands. An absence of 
identification exists. Hence the company is hampered in its location of stations, 
depots, and other permanent improvements; itcan make no titles to purchasers ; 
it can not invite settlements. A railroad and a wilderness are incompatible 
things and can not long co-exist. Either the wilderness must be subdued or 
the railroad must die of starvation. If land titles can not be perfected nor the 
ownership of lands be identified, the process of subduing the wilderness will be 
slow and perhaps impracticable 


That is what is asserted in behalf of this railroad company in resist- 
ance to our right to insist upon any forfeiture because of the lapse of 
time. I donot assume to decide this question between the railroad 
company and the United States; neither do I think that Congress ought 
to assume to decide it. It is a question of fact affecting the equities 
between these parties, equities that reach down to the bottom of the 
subject and present the legal question; also, whether we have now the 
right to declare this land forfeited by judicial sentence. But certainly 
I will not consent by the legislative declaration that is proposed in the 
House bill to so far affect the rights of this railroad company as to 
deny what they claim. I want the political declaration, or the decla- 
ration of public policy, to be made by the Congress of the United States 
of the forfeiture of the lands, so as to give the United States Govern- 
menta standing in court, and then that the Attorney-General or the 





equity in the nature of a bill of interpleader, and he shall take these 
different parties into court with their rights entirely unaffected by leg- 
islation so far as the value of them as it respects the title is concerned. 
Let them stand for what they are worth under the laws of the United 
States and upon the facts as they shall be established at the time of the 
trial in that court. Asa member of the committee I have not assumed 
the duty or the authority to make a final decision of these facts or of 
what their effect would be upon the title and upon the equities of these 
I prefer to leave that to the adjudication of the courts. 

Mr. President, there are other reasons which operate against the pol- 
icy I am advocating here of declaring a forfeiture of this land grant, 
which were presented for the consideration of the committee, and which 
I deem it to be my duty very briefly to present to the consideration of 
the Senate. The first is that the financial panic of 1873, which para- 
lyzed trade and largely weakened the confidence of capitalists in vent- 
uring further investments in railroad building through undeveloped 
sections, retarded the company in its progress, a cause that might be 
assimilated without irgeverence to the act of God, a financial condition 
which deterred men of large capital from investing their money in a 
wilderness country. The second point that they urge in this direction 
is this: 


The continued failure of the United States to put the company’s grants in 
condition for use by extinguishment of Indian titles as a basis for raising suffi- 
cient money for construction purposes naturally deterred capitalists from ad- 
vancing necessary funds on the faith of a grant of lands which, because of exist- 
ing Indian titles, the company could not then dispose of by sales to settlers, &., 
and the period of actual enjoyment of which rested in the indefinite future. 
hese causes combined forced the failure of the company, a result sought to be 
averted by earnest, repeated, but ineffectual appeals to Congress. 

After having made their arguments they sum up certain conclusions 
which I will not read in extenso, but the substance of which I will state 
as being the ground which this company occupy in respect to the 
United States as they claim the facts and the law to be. First they 
say that— 

The legislation of Congress applicable to this road should be construed as a 
whole. Undue effect should not be given to one provision of the law so as to 
make same inharmonious with other provisions. It should also be construed 
with reference to the history of the times when the law was enacted, in order 
to ascertain the reason as well as the meaning of particular provisions 

That is certainly a very sensible and very reasonable request. We 
have found it necessary in order to build all the great lines of railway 
to connect the Atlantic and Pacific that we should give them addi 
tional powers, power to mortgage all their franchises after they had 
failed with the stock subscription system to get money enough to build 
their lines. The Government of the United States not only knew that 
these companies had failed to comply with the conditions subsequent 
in their contracts up to the time the power of mortgaging their estates 
was given, but the Government understood perfectly well the reasons 
for the failure, and that these companies were excusable in the eyes 
of the people of the United States for not having been able to comply 
strictly with the terms of the grant. So it was that the Government, 
finding that these roads could not be built simply by private contribu- 
tions to the capital stock, as was at first hopefully expected, gave the 
Northern Pacific and the Texas Pacific and the Atlantic and Pacific the 
power to mortgage all that they had derived from the Government of 
the United States even down to the right of way and their franchises, 
for the purpose of inducing capitalists te come in and invest their money 
in the mortgage bonds. 

We had stood by until we saw that these roads were a failure; we 
had stood by until various events had occurred which would have tech- 
nically entitled us to insist on a forfeiture of the grants; and finding 
that failure was inevitable, that the forfeiture would result in the disap- 
pointment of that grand expectation of the building of these highways to 
connect these great oceans, the Government of the United States came 
in by this act of Congress, condoned and waived really and truly, not in 
ferms but in effect, all previous causes and grounds of forfeiture, en- 
larged the powers of the corporations, and started them upon a new 
system, the old one having failed to supply the means to build the 
roads. The new system placed these railroad companies directly upon 
the confidence of the capitalists of the country, and gave to them what 

yas considered a sufficient security for the payment of the bonds which 
they issued. 

Now, I recall the attention of the Senate to the fact that when we 
gave thein power in 1871 to mortgage their franchises and their property 
of every description for the security of bonds to be issued under the 
mortgage to realize money to build the road, we did not fix a period of 
maturity for those bonds. We allowed that to be fixed by an agree- 
ment between the railroad company and the bondholders, the men who 
loaned the money. If the Government of the United States, when it 
was making this offer to the capitalists of the world that they should 
have the security of this railroad company—all that it bad built and all 
that it could build and all its property of every description, including 
its franchise—did not impose as one of the conditions of the mortgage a 
period of time within which the road should be completed, then it can 
not be stated that there is not strong ground at least for argumentation 
on behalf of this railroad company that we had waived the right to for- 
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feit the lands if the road was not built within the time previously pre- 
scribed in the original charter. 

I de not say thatthat isso. I do not take that view of the question. 
I will vote against that view of the question. I will vote that we have 
a right to forfeit these lands because they did not build the road within 
the period fixed in the original charter, in order to bring the question 
before the courts. Nevertheless by our votes wecan not extinguish the 
argument that is made against this exercise of power, and I can notsay 
to the American public that these people who are arguing in this way 
and in good faith are clearly in the wrong, and that I am still disposed 
to cut their claims up by the roots and not to hear them in a court of 
justice. If the Supreme Court of the United States or any of the other 
constitutional tribunals of this country shall decree that upon that state 
of facts it was the implied intention on the part of the United States to 
waive the ground of forfeiture mentioned in the original charter as to 
the question of time within which the road should be completed, then 
I want them to have the benefit of it, the right to it. 

Here I will mention again the fact that this committee have not 
been empowered by the Senate of the United States to ascertain the 
facts affecting these grants ina judicial way. We have to take the rep- 


resentations made pro and con upon this question by gentlemen all of 


whom are interested, and in no sense of the word have we engaged in 
any judicial investigation of the rights of these parties. We have to 
gather the facts as I state them here to-day from the briefs made by 
the counsel, and from oral arguments made and statements made by 
interested parties before the committee. 

As I understand the facts of this case, the time for completing the 
road was the 4th of July, 1878, twelve years from the date of the act. 
That was a rather short time, and I have a good deal of doubt as to 
the sincerity of the expectation of either party, Congress or the rail- 
road company, that so long a line of road—nearly 2,000 miles long— 
should be built within twelve years. On the 20th of April, 1871, Con- 
gress authorized the company to mortgage everything, waiving pre- 
vious causes of forfeiture, not expressly: but by implication, and ex- 
tended the pericd of control over the lands indefinitely so far as the 
mortgages were concerned. 

The map of the general route was filed December 2, 1871, after this 
act authorizing the mortgaging of the lands had been passed. ~ On Janu- 
ary 30, 1880, a tripartite agreement was made and was followed by a 
mortgage. That was an agreement between two other railroad com- 


panies and the Atlantic and Pacific Company that, for the purpose of 


getting an outlet to the West over this road, the Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fé and the Saint Louis and San Francisco roads agreed that they 
would come in and guarantee the interest upon their bonds, and would 


actually mortgage their own income from their own roads in support of 


those bonds so as to give them currency in the market. That agreement 
was entered into January 30, 1880, and it was in pursuance of that 








agreement that the money was raised to build the road from Albu- | 


querque out tothe Needles. This was notan unlawful act, neither was 
it without hazard, Itwasexactly in line witha policy that the United 
States eagerly sought to carry into effect, of completing this great trans- 
continental highway. 

A question was made before the committee, and I notice a question 
was made in a report made to the House of Representatives, that this 
railroad company, instead of commencing at one of its termini and 
building clear through in either direetion, commenced in the middle 
of its route. Why, Mr. President, between Springfield, Mo., and Al- 
buquerque there intervened the Indian Territory, through which they 
could not go. They were not permitted to go through there and the Gov- 


ernment of the United States did not comply with the agreement to | 


provide the means by which they should go through with their rail- 
road, and this road would not have been built to-day, it would have 
been a physical impossibility to build it, had it not been for the fact 
that the two roads to which I have referred as having taken the bonds 
of this company found it convenient and necessary for their own busi- 
ness that the road should be commenced at Albuquerque and built west, 
they supplying the necessary transportation and carrying the materials, 
ties, rails, and things of that kind to the point at which the road could 
really be commenced to be built. 

Twenty-five miles of road were completed by this company by the 27th 
of September, 1870—mark the date—only twenty-five miles. From 
the date of the charter down to the year 1870, on the 27th of Septem- 
_ this company had only actually built twenty-five miles of its own 

ine. 
Louis to Springfield, which is now the Saint Louis and San Francisco 
road. They bought that road or got the control of it, and were afterward 
compelled to surrender it. That road included, they had built one hun- 
dred and twenty-five miles of continuous line by July 4, 1878, the pe- 
riod at which the charter was forfeitable. 

There were only seven years, from 1871 to 1878, within which Con- 
gress expected a line of more than 2,000 miles to be built, if Congress 
teally did not intend, when it gavethe company this mortgaging power, 
to make a waiver of the condition in the original grant that the road 
should be completed by the 4th of July, 1878. Upto this date, since 
the 4th of July, 1878, a road has been constructed and equipped in 


- 


It had, however, bought a road leading from a point near Saint | 





first-class style, and has become a very important factor in the com- 
mercial intercourse of that part of the country, and of this part, too, 
with its nine hundred and sixty-four miles of railroad. It has got to 
be an immense trunk line. So, adding this to the road from Saint Louis 
to Springfield, there are now completed at least a thousand miles of 
railway. 

When we come to average this through the period of thirteen years 
you will find that this company has built considerably more than fifty 
miles a year. Itdid not build fifty miles in each year, but when it got 
into a condition that it could work at all, could get materials from the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé road and from other roads, then it went 
immediately to work and built the road with very great rapidity. 

Now, taking this brief summary of facts together, is there not strong 
ground for the argument made by this company that the Congress of 
the United States in foro conscientiz# is bound to admit that it was a 
part of the intent and purpose of this Government in its dealings with 
this road not to insist upon the technical forfeiture running back to 
or commencing the 4th of July, 1878. If we had the right of forfeiture 
of the lands on the 4th of July, 1878, why have we not enforced it? 
Why has no bill been brought in here for the p.irpose of determining 
this land grant, cutting it off on the legal technicality which arises upon 
the recent construction of this act? Iam not answering that question. 
Indeed, I have not undertaken to answer any question in this case ex- 
cept the single one that the Government of the United States, in obe- 
dience to the public demand I will say, ought to declare a forfeiture of 
this land grant for the purpose of giving to the company and to the 
United States Government a standing in court and a tribunal, so that 
they may go before it with their rights unimpaired by any influence 
of Congress upon them to change or give color to them in favor of the 
Government or in favor of the other party, and there have them set- 
tled according to law 

Now, Mr. President, we are to have a great deal of this work to do, it 
appears. I look with very great apprehension upon the view of this 
case and of the many similar cases ywrhich would involve the Senate of 
the United States day after day, and session after session, and year after 
year in sitting in judgment upon facts to be ascertained before com- 
mittees and upon the great mass of intricate and involved and difficult 
law questions that must arise upon the numerous grants which it is 
now sought to set aside and toannul. Weshall have enough to occupy 
this body for the next five years, ff we do nothing else, in the consid- 
eration of all the intricate claims which must naturally arise in the dis- 
posal of these vast land grants. AsI stated to the Senate the other day, 
the number of these conditional grants exceeds one hundred, not all 
forfeitable and not all being pursued, but a number of them are forteita- 
ble; a number of them are severely attacked. 

Now, what course are we to pursue in this matter? Are we to usurp 
to ourselves judicial functions for the decision of the facts and the law 
touching all of this great mass of grants, or shall we appeal to that tribu- 
nal which is provided in the Constitution for the consideration, deter- 
mination, and execution of the rights of every person, whether a corpo- 
ration or a private citizen—the judicial department of the Government ? 
What have we got judges for if we intend to usurp their functions ? 
Why do we have courts, if we, in obedience to popular clamor or demand, 
shall organize ourselves into a high court of first instance, a nisi prius 
tribunal, for the purpose of hearing facts and deciding law and coming 
to grave conclusions upon these important matters? 

Mr. President, we are scarcely impartial; for after all the Congress of 
the United States stands closer to the Government and closer to the 
people than any other department of this Government, and we act in 
the name of the people and for their benefit continuously. Their im 
pressions and their desires and their convictions are very largely ours, 
and it is proper that it should be so, for we are the representative branch 
of the Government of the UnitedStates. Itis one ot ournoblest as well 
as one of our most useful functions that we are here to represent the 
demands of the country in respect of its policy upon all questions 
But, sir, the representatives of the people who claim to own this land 
are not the men from whom we shall expect the most impartial judg- 
ment upon questions of this sort. We have a tribunal which is set 
apart under the laws of the United States, apart from the people. The 
judges hold their offices under a life-tenure. They are carefully and 
cautiously removed from all influences of a popular character. They 
are not expected to yield to popular impressions, and though there 
might be 50,000,000 people clamoring for the destruction of a man or 
his rights these courts are so organized as that we confidently expect 
that a single judge shall stand in the breach and give a man his rights 
under the Constitution and under the laws against the whole power of 


| the people. 


I do not wish, in an attempt to gratify any eagerness on my part to 
satisfy a popular demand, to put myself in the shoes of the judges of 
this land, and to take away from any corporation or from any human 
being the guarantees which we provided under our constitutional sys- 
tem for the protection of private rights. Let every man and every 
corporation, no matter how popular orhow unpopular he or it may be, 
no matter what accusations can or may or have been brought against 
these people or against these corporations as being monopolists or land- 
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grabbers or grasping tyrants, let them all have an opportunity to be 
heard in the courts of the country, in .an impartial forum, and after 
pleading and after testimony delivered upon oath, let their rights 
decided upon. If need be, let the chancellor call a jury to decide 


ies of fact, so that the body of the country, as it is termed, 
mn questions of this kind, and then no one can complain of injustice. 
as this is the first question that has been before the Senate, the 
rst land-grant iture, I believe, that has ever been considered in 
the light in which we are now considering this question, I appeal to the 
Senate of the United States that they will take pause upon this case, 
nd that they will in this case set a precedent which we will hereafter 
ollow, of provid i reasonable, expeditious, just, fair, and satisfactory 
method of trying every right that is claimed, it makes no difference how 
may appear to our minds, arising under the laws of the United 
touching th We have no right to seize upon the pow- 
ers of the judges to decide questions because we think we may have the 
1 our own opinion that thesd judges, when they come to 


may pass 


Now 


lor 


by 


absurd it 


State ~ 


grants 


right to assume 


consider the questions, would decide them in the way we think they 
ought to be decided hy Congress. We have no right, as is attempted in 
the House bill before us, to proceed to dispose of the title to these lands 


ter we have declared their lawful forfeiture. We have no right to say 
that the Government of the United States shall resume the title to these 
lands t may turn out even in collateral proceedings between other 
parties interested in these lands that the courts will say, ‘* You have no 
power over the tith We have no right to say that we will seize upon 


the title of these lands, and that they shall be restored to the public do- 


ior 


main by act of Congress. That may be one of the results of the judg- 
1ent of the court whenever it is rendered. At the same time, when 


ve give legislative expression to that result in advance of a trial we so 
far hamper and obstruct 
tions of this kind that it can scarcely afterward be said to be freely and 
I rly exercised 

Mr. President, another thing we do in this bill which admits away 

1 important feature of the whole case presented in the bill as the House 
it to us 
apply only to those lands which are adjacent to and conterminous with 
the uncompleted portions of the main line of the said road. 
no such language as that in this grant. The power of Congress to de- 
clare a forfeiture of lands for non-compliance with the condition 
subsequent was not in the act granting these lands limited to those 


sent 


There is 


these 


We apportion this forfeiture, and we say that it shall | 
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the judicial authority in passing upon ques- | 


that might be conterminous with the uncompleted or the cempleted | 
portions ol the road. 

We take the graut and cut it in two; we reaffirm it in part by act of 
Congress before we undertake to claim under its terms a forfeiture of 


inother part. That is not legal consistency. It is equity, itis justice 
in our view of the caseand in my view, as in that of everybody else. 


At the same time it is not a judgment pronounced as a court would pro- | 


nouncea judgment upon that grant. Itcannotbe. We have undoubt- 
edly the right, if we have got the power of forfeiture, to limit the for- 
feiture to a certain portion of the land, which means simply that the 
Government of the United States, having a broader right of forfeiture 
than we choose to assert, will assert a forfeiture toa certain extent only. 
We have got the power to waive it, the power to relinquish, the power 
to abandon this right of forfeiture in this way; but still, what does it 
prove in respect of the legal consistency of our action? Why, sir, it 


proves that the grant itself may be apportioned as well as the right of 


forfeiture 
Now, the railroad company insists that there is an equitable appor- 


| 
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After having done that, perhaps it is very well for us to listen to some 
reasons that are urged and to give a little weight to the argument made 
on behalf of this company to the effect that there is an equitable ap- 
portionment of the right of forfeiture as well as of the property itself. 
and that when we have slept upon our rights and have not insisted upon 
the right of forfeiture we have waived it, and when we have conferred 
new powers upon this company of a most important character in the 
very face of the fact that we had the right then to demand a forfeiture, 
we have condoned it. And so I conclude that it is well for us to listen to 
what they say, and let them have a chance to prove it if they can ina 
court of justice that the right of forfeiture may be waived and possibly 
has been waived. 

Justice requires that we shall answer to the demand on their part 
that they shall have a fair trial in court, and that you shall not take 
the legislative ax and lay it at the root of the whole subject and cut it 
up beyond remedy. Sir, I mustsay that I abhor the idea of any legisla- 
tive forfeiture merely because Congress has got the power, or because 
it may be sustained by popular clamor or pressure of any kind. I re- 
volt at seizing upon powers that do not legitimately belong to us and 
using them for the destruction of any man’s rights. Whether we ac- 
knowledge them or not, if he honestly makes claim to them it is our 
duty to relegate the subject to the judicial tribunals in order that 
they may be there considered. 

This company make another very important point. They say that 
under the express provisions of this charter the Government of the 
United States never reserved the right of forfeiting these lands so as to 
recall the title back to itself; that it made a permanent dedication of 
these lands to a public use, and that after that dedication was thus per- 
manently made the title was irrevocable by act of Congress. I do not 
assert here, it is none of my business to assert pro or con, that that point 
is well taken in law and upon the facts of this case, but I should be a 
little surprised if a court did not consider it a long time before it ruled 
against the company. 

We remember those two leading and important cases in 9 Cranch 
which I had on my desk this morning but unfortunately sent away, in 
which the doctrine is laid down in the broadest possible form that where 
a government has made a dedication of property even to religious uses, 
and where afterward by an amendment of the constitution of the coun- 
try it was forbidden that such dedications should afterward be made, 
still the prior dedications stand; and, under the doctrine of cy pres, if 
we could not find the particular person who is the donee of the benevo 
lence we must find some person as near as possible in his shoes to ex 
ecute the benefaction in behalf of religion. I refer to the cases of Ter- 
rettand others vs. Taylor and others, and The Town of Paulet vs. Danie] 


| Clark, both in 9 Cranch. 


It is not worth our while to belittle a question of this kind or to as- 
sume in the arrogance of our own power that there is nothingin it. We 
shall be confronted with it whether we wish or not; and in collateral suits 
that will spring up under the legislation proposed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, costing millions of money and involving thousands of peo- 
ple in private litigation, these same questions will come back to us and 


| find their way into the Supreme Court of the United States in spite of 
| all we may do. 


tionment of this grant, as when the company has equitably earned a | 


portion of it it would be entitled to it under the decree of a court 
Congress, when it cuts the grant in two and makes an apportionment 
of it in directing the forfeiture, necessarily admits that it is apportion- 
able as to the cause or ground of forfeiture, and so we proceed to act 
It is in this view that the claim arises in favor of the company that 


there is such a thing as an equitable compliance with the conditions of 


the grant in the absence of a technical compliance. 

There is another thing that we do. 
have the right to alter, amend, or repeal the charter, and we have also 
the right to declare the forfeiture of the lands because they were not 
earned by the 4th of July, 1878. But what dowe do here ? 
forfeiting all the property of this company and getting it into the posses- 
sion of the Government so that it may execute another very important 
feature of this grant, we confirm the right of this delinquent company 


This question that I have just barely stated as one that is made by 
the corporation, of the irrevocability of the grant, the dedication of the 
lands, is one that we have got to meet. Jt may be true, and is true, 
that when the Congress of the United States has declared a great public 
use or benefit in this land grant, namely, the building of a railroad to 
connect the great oceans, and for distant communities, and has dedi- 


| cated the lands to this important purpose—it is true that if this rail- 
| road company which is the beneficiary of the grant does not, can not, 


or will not build the road, Congress has reserved to itself and could ex- 
ercise the powerof having the road constructed by some other agency. 
Mr. President, it isalso probably true that Congress can not recall that 
dedication so as to deprive the communities that were intended to be 


| benefited of the advantages of the grant. 


Under the terms of this act we | 


When Congress gave alternate sections of land along this immense 
and magnificent grant to the company and then put the other alternate 


sections at the double minimum, at $2.50 an acre, the policy was simply 


Instead of | 


to the right of way and to land for stations, without saying how much | 


land, through its entire length. Here wesplit the subject up; we con- 


| 


irm a part and we forfeit a part; we leave the right of way according | 


as it has been established upon the map which was filed in the Depart- 


field, in Missouri, toSan Francisco. That isavaluable right; and after 


this, that the Government would lose nothing, because it would get 
double price for the land enhanced in value by the building of the rail- 
way; but further than that, above that, far beyond the interests of the 
individuals who might get a profit out of building the road or the in- 
teres‘: of the present generation and reaching out to the interests of 


| coming generations down the tide of time unmentionable, a great use 


and advantage were to accrue to these people from the building of this 


| great railway. 
ment and approved there, and that right of way extends from Spring- | 


we have granted it in the original act and confirmed it in this act we | 


never can take itaway. So, then, in the very act which we are consid- 
ering we cat this grant to pieces, and we confirm to the company one 
of the most important features of it; we perpetuate this as a railroad 
company without the power of forfeiture hereafter, with the right of 
way extending from Springfield, in Missouri, toSan Francisco, in Cali- 
fornia 


Can Congress recall that grant and deprive these people of its advan- 
tages so long as there is power to execute it? I should not be at all 
surprised if the Supreme Court of the United States, after all, did not 


| say that the Congress of the United States can not recall this grant and 


reclaim the land for other purposes, for the reason that words are not 
to be found in the grant to indicate that these lands are to revert to the 
United States. Such words are not in the grant. But the conditions 
operating in favor of the power of Congress to control the lands after 
the condition subsequent has been broken are only that Congress shall 
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take this land for the purpose of completing this same railroad. That | after tried. So I thought it was best, and I thought it was my duty, 
is an important question—one that { do not intend to debate, much less | too, to bring forward this amendment upon this particular bill, so that 
to attempt to decide it; but I am merely stating it as I am stating these | if Congress shall vote that this land is forfeited then a provision is put 
other questions which arise under the act of Congress. I read section | in the bill itself designating the court into which the case may be 
9 of the act, and I desire the attention of Senators to this section, be- | carried, and where these rights may all be settled. I only wish to 
cause this is an important point that the corporation makes in this | secure a speedy and fair hearing of every claim and interest in these 
ease, and it ought to have fair consideration: forfeited lands that anybody, claiming under the United States, may 
rhat the United States make the several conditional grants herein, and that choose to assert in good faith: and I believe that all this can be accom- 
the said Atlantic and a nee s ee pony teed cape be gare A eel | plished under this amendment. 
thar Saracens 2 continues for upwand of ‘one year then, in such Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator from Kansas to permit me to call 
case, at any time hereafter, the United States may doany andall acts and things | Up the fortification bill 
vhich may be needful and necessary to insure a speedy completion of the said The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The Sena- 
road tor from Massachusetts asks that the bill under consideration be laid 
If any man can find in that language or in any other language in this | aside informally that he may call up the fortification appropriation 
ct a reservation, expressed or implied, that these lands were to return | bill 
to the public domain I shall give him credit for great ingenuity. It Mr. PLUMB. I consent to that. 
may turn out that way after a judicial investigation, but I am not; The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
willing to assume in advance that Congress has reserved to the United | the Senator from Massachusetts moves to proceed to the consideration 
States the reversion of these lands to the public domain when there is | of the appropriation bill. 
uot one word in the grant that indicates there is to be a reversion. The motion was agreed to? 
On the contrary, the whole structure of the act, and every expression 
in it indicates that it was not the intention of Congress that the lands . z : . ’ 
should revert to the Government upon the breach of the condition sub- | |, A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
sequent, but that theyshould remain dedicated to the great public use ( lerk, returned to the Senate, = compliance with its request, the bill 
of building this railway. Congress pledged itself that it would take (H. R. 5709) to amend article 72 of the Rules and Articles of War. 
the land in case the road was not built and all the property and all ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
the franchises which it had granted to the company and employ them 
for the purpose of insuring a speedy completion of the road. There is 
the continuing purpose distinctly announced, and the continuing obli- 
gation on the part of Congress acknowledged to accomplish that great 
result, and it is totally inconsistent with the idea that the lands are 
to revert to the Government of the United States in the sense of their 
becoming public lands and subject to public disposal instead of remain- 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 1682) providing for two additional asso- 
ciate justices of the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota, one addi- 
tional associate justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Wash- 
ington, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore, 





ing lands dedicated to the purpose of building this great road. FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
I have gone as far as I desire to do in this matter. I know that the The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 


. 


bill can be discussed as it ought to be. There has not been a moreim- | pj]] (H. R. 7440) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
portant bill in the United States Senate in twenty-five years, unless it | works of defense, and for thearmament thereof, for the fiscal year end- 


was something connected with the civil war, than this is. We can not | ing June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 


now properly argue it. The Senate is not disposed to listen to argu- Che bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
ment about it. Numbers of the members of the Senate are now con- | amendments. 
cerned in conference committees in the different committee-rooms for The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLAtr). Does the Senator from 


the purpose of trying to bring together and close up the business of | Massachusetts wish to have the bill read by paragraphs for amend- 
this long and laborious session, and it is really impossible for the Senate | ment? 
now to give to this, this first case of the kind we have had before us, Mr. DAWES. Yes; let the amendments of the Committee on Ap- 


the sort of consideration that it ought to have. — ; propriations be acted upon as they are reached in the reading of the 
The best that I have been able to do with this great subject, in my | }j]]. 


own humble judgment, has been to offer the amendment which I had The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection, such will 
the honor to present, which, I will again state, is simply to stop the | be the order of the Senate. 
proceeding of legislation at the declaration of the forfeiture of the land The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment of 


grant, and then require the district attorney, under the direction of | the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 26 of section 1, after the 
the Attorney-General, to take these parties into court and there to have | word ‘ projectiles,’ to insert ‘‘and for the expenses of experiments in 
the whole of their respective rights settled and adjusted. the use of dynamite or other high explosive projectiles, and for;’’ in 
Che machinery which is provided in the amendment has been sub- | jine 30, before the word ‘‘on,’’ to strike out “draughtsman ”’ and insert 
jected to the scrutiny of the Committee on I ublic Lands, and I believe ‘*draughtsmen:’’ and in line 31, after the word ‘‘bureau,”’ to strike 
that there is no objection to it. I believe it is thought to be simple | out ‘three ’’ and insert “five:’’ so as to make the clause read: 
enough and convenient enough to secure the rights ot every person in For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including the purchase of machine- 
a rather inexpensive way and to accomplish one great desideratum, | guns of the latest improvement, the manufacture and conversion of heavy guns 
that is, ina single suit to be tried in the name of the United States = nee te tee — for the Ss <P ene oe = ss 
4 . » Teak State . ii wed sae ‘aie oJ dynamite or other high explosive projectiles, and for fuses, powder, and imple- 
and in the United States tribunals, to settle up the controversies which, | jients, their trial and proof, and all necessary expenses incident thereto, includ- 
if we leave this matter in the shape that the House has sent it to us, | ing compensation of draughtsmen on gun construction while employed in the 
will spread out into innumerable litigations involving private citizens | Ordnance Bureau, 3520,000 
in extravagant and expensive lawsuits throughout the length and The amendment was agreed to. 
breadth of this great land grant. If we should accomplish nothing The next amendment was, after line 52 of section 1, to insert: 
else by the amendment than to have one suit in which all these ques- | For the preservation of Fort Marion, at Saint Augustine, Fla.,and for the in- 
tions can be setiled, that would be worthy the attention of the Senate | Soe ae aon po trtgroe nt of = en attac as to the ane, ae —— to 
. x ‘ ws ° . . . arge of t comms x ofticer of said fort, $5,000, said s < > ex- 
of the United States, and I hope that sufficient attention will be given | pended under the direction of the Secretary of War. a ee 
to the details of this measure to enable the Senate to understand the | Wins neiiemieishienn aetna 3 
_ . . . j e amen ent was agree 4). 
importance of it and the necessity of adopting the amendment I have |», pees y 6 
; = : | The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘ determined,’’ in line 44 
had the honor to propose. FM porte wnccg- deere 
T ' ‘ . . . . . }; OL section , WS eo . 
rhe Senate Committee on Public Lands, a majority of them, have nwt a : , : . i aie 
_ all . : oe . a ae ‘. . ‘ as We oO a nd to make the same known to the public without unnecessary delay, by 
re ported a bill substantially as thisamendment is. The committee are | public advertisement, so as to open the enterprise of producing cannon for the 
satisfied that there should be a general law upon this subject, and I | Government to public competition and encourage private manufacturers of can- 
should myself have moved a general law as an amendment to this bill | non ee — ly test, and offer cannon of established endurance and 
. . . . ‘a . . > *r for sale to » Grover! ant. 
but for the fact that I find it difficult to provide in a general law for | P°W®T ST “we to the Government 





the particular court which shall have jurisdiction. For instance, here | And in lieu thereof to insert: 

is a court in California which might take jurisdiction of this matter; And to report the same to Congress at its next session 

perhaps one of the Territorial courts might do it; a court in Arkansas So as to make the clause read 

could take jurisdiction because one branch of the road runs into that It shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to cause the various calibers, lengths 


State; a court in Missouri could take jurisdiction. In the bill that is <a greatest and least admissible weights of guns for each caliber, together 
. ‘ . . . . : : with the greatest and least weights of projectiles for each caliber, of all of the 

> yr > ‘ . » Rte > . ah; _ xg f 
pending I propose that the court in the State of Missouri shall take various calibers required for the service, together with the number of each cali- 
jurisdiction, because I suppose that to be the nearest court to the com- | ber of gun required, to be determined, and to report the same to Congress at its 


pleted portion of the line eastward, and perhaps nearest to the witnesses | next session 





and all the evidence that may be required in the trial of the cause. The amendment was agreed to. 
If I had proposed a general bill, in lieu of the amendment containing The next amendment was, to strike out lines 52 to 78, inclusive, of 


all the stipulations and provisions, I should have found difficulty in des- | section 1, in the following words 
ignating the court in which these various land grants are to be here-! And it shall be the further duty of the Secretary of War to devise and make 
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known tothe public liberal and fair regulations regarding the proof and purchase 
of guns, and upon receiving due notice that any projector or maker has a gun 
ready for proof, to promptly appoint officers to be present to witness the firing 
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On the 17th of 


April last my colleague, Mr. SLATER, delivered 


| speech upon the subject of land grants, in which he sought to contrast 


and report the facts not only as to the firing, but as to the materials of which | 
the guns have been made, the plan and mode of construction, the powder, the 
projectiles, and the carriages, all to be particularly described with regard to all 


trial guns so offered for proof by private 
armament by 


manufacturers who desire to produce 
a conversion of obsolete guns on hand or according to special de- 

and to secure for service only the best and most effective kinds, especially 
as to power and endurance under rapid firing, and at the lowest prices of those 
kinds which best meet all the requirements of service, as specified, of whatever 
material they may be made, whether such cannon shall be produced by private 
manuf 


- 


acturers or otherwise 

gut in all cases, except where the trial guns are projected by officials and com- 
pleted in Government establi the guns and al! the expenses of the test 
must be provided and borne at the cost of the manufacturer of the guns, and 
are against the United States unless it shall be estab- 
lished by the proof that the cannon of each kind and caliber, of whatever material 
they may be made, shall fully meet all the requirements of the service 


shments 


not to become chargeable 


rhe amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, to strike out section 2, in the following 
words 

Spc. 2. That it shall be unlawful, from and after approval of this act, to con- | 
struct more than one rifled cannon of any particular material, caliber, or kind 


at the cost of the United States until one or more of such cannon of the required 
caliber has been publicly subjected to crucial test, including such rapid firing 
as a like gun might be subjected to in actual battle, for the determination of its 
endurance, and shall have stood such test to the satisfaction of the President of 
the United States, or such persons as be may select; and heis hereby authorized 
to select not to exceed five persons who shall be skilled in such matters, and un- 
less it shall be demonstrated that such cannon is equal as to power and endur- 

best guns known to any military service, the guns shall not be pur- 
chased for the United States 


ance to the 


The amendment was agreed to 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The numbers of the remaining sec- 


tions of the bill will be changed to correspond 

Che reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time 


Che bill was read the third time, and passed 


MESSAGE THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bili (H. R. for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury Department. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 4680) to grant a right of way through 
the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas Railway Company, and 
for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 


FROM 
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RENT OF ROOMS FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BOWEN. I ask that the regular order may be further laid aside 
that I may call up a resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand the Senator from Colorado simply de- 
sires to offer a resolution for reference, and I have no objection. 

Mr. BOWEN. It is Order of Business 321, being a resolution re- 
ported from the Committee on Contingent Expe nses authorizing the 
Sergeant-at-Arms and Architect of the Capitol to rent suitable rooms 
for the use of Senate committees 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado asks unan- 
imous consent that the regular order may be further laid aside in order 
to consider the resolution indicated by him. 

Mr. PLUMB. I thought that the Senator simply wished to intro- 
duce a resolution for reference. 

Mr. BOWEN. I simply wish to have the resolution passed now. 
withdraw the suggestion if there is any objection to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not care to yield for that just now. 
be some debate on the resolution. 


I 


There will 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas objects. 
ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 


tion of the bill (H. R. 7162) to forfeit the unearned lands granted to 
the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction 
of a railroad and telegraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkan- 
sas to the Pacific coast, and to restore the same to settlement, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, the bill under discussion is one of a 
number of similar character which are upon the Calendar, and will come 
before the Senate for its consideration. As this is the first discussion 
in the Senate of the question of land-grant forfeitures, I shall not con- 
fine myself to the facts relating to this particular bill, or to the propriety 
of a forfeiture in this case, but shall submit some observations in regard 
to the history of Congressional legislation concerning the public domain, 
the origin of the land-grant policy, the question of land-grant forfeit- 
ures, and the power and duty of Congress in dealing with the question 
of forfeiture. I shall, however, endeavor to keep in mind the value of 
time at this late day in the session, and be as brief as possible 








| Desert-land act 


the management of the public domain by the General Government 
from the Revolution to the time when the Re »publican party came into 
power, with management under Republican administration, and in 


| which by implication at least the supposed evils arising from the land 


grant policy were charged upon the Republican party. 


I quote from 
that speech as follows 


It is only too apparent that within the 


vast decade the area of public lands 
available 


for settlement is rapidly diminishing, and just in proportion as the 
public lands suitable for settlement diminish the improvident and wasteful prod- 
igality of the bestowal of so many millions of acres of public lands upon great 
and grasping corporations is made apparent. * * * 

Any policy that places needless restrictions or obstacles in the way of th: 
people acquiring land for homes from the public domain strikes the best inter 
ests of the country in a most vital part. It was a most unfortunate mistake for 
the best interests of the people whose circumstances and lot in life made them 
seekers of homes upon the public domain when the Government was lured into 


the policy of making extensive grants of lands to corporations to aid in the con 
struction of railroads. * * 


And after referring to the grants made during the first four years ot 
a Republican administration, he continues: 


For seventy-eight years, counting from the close of the Revolution, the pub 

lands of the United States were regarded as a sacred trust, and were admin 
istered by the General Government, no matter what party for the time being held 
the reins of administration, as a trust, with a jealous care for the interest ef the 
people who will ultimately make homes thereon 

It is true, sir, they were not given as homesteads to settlers, but they were 
placed w ithin the e asy reach of all on such terms as all could readily comply 
with, and by complying acquire land and homes. 


lie 


And while admitting that the homestead law was the crowning act 
the wisest and most beneficent of all the acts of Congress relating tu 
the public domain, and‘after asserting that it was the only redeeming 
spot that he knew of in all the acts and doings of the Republican party 
in the administration of the public lands, he apparently sought to de- 
prive the Republican party of the credit of that act by asserting that 
the *‘idea’’ was of Democratic parentage. 

I have been curious enough to trace to some extent the origin and 
history of the land-grant policy and the history of legislation concern 
ing the public lands to see what grounds exist for the claim that up 
to 1861 the public lands were ‘‘ regarded as a sacred trust and were 
administered in the interest of the people,’’ and I assert without fear 
of successful contradiction that an examination of the history of Con- 
gressional legislation concerning the public lands will show that the 
administration of the public domain by the Republican party, as com 
pared with any previous administration, has been wise and judicious, in 
the interest of the settlers and of the public, and has been free from most 
of the mistakes and abuses which are to be found in the administra- 
tion of the public lands during almost every previous administration. 

The first act of Congress providing for the disposition of the publi: 
lands was an act of the Continental Congress, passed August 14, 1776, 
offering to receive and make citizens of deserters from the British army, 
and tendering each deserter fifty acres of un: appropriated land in some 
one of the States. And from that date for aperiod of three-quarters of 
a century, running through the statutes of the United States is a series 
of laws, probably a thousand in number, authorizing the disposition of 
the public domain other than for cash, or by pre-emption or homestead 
methods, including donations to Sietes and to associations and persons 
for a great variety of objects. 

I find in what is known as the report of the public land commission 


the following table, showing the disposition of the public domain prior 
to June 30, 1880: 


The py oe of the public domain from its origin to June 30, 1880, is esti- 
mated at 547,754,483 acres, partially accounted for under the following items 





Acres 

Cash sales, which include pre-emptions, &c., and probably 30,000,- 

000 or more acres accounted for under other acts, and commu- 

tation of homesteads, from establishment of land system to 

pa Ee ee 169, 832, 564. 61 
Donation acts, Florida, Oregon, Washington, and ‘New Mexico.. 3, OBA, 797. 36 
Land bounties, military and naval service..................... sccescececeres $1,008, 480. 00 
State selections (act of 1841) for internal improvements.................. 7,906,554. 67 
Salines (salt springs and lands adjacent) granted to States 559, 965. 00 
Town sites and county s@ats ......... 0.0... cc ceecccececneeeee 148, 916, 91 
Railroad land grants patented......... 45, 650, 026. 33 
Canal grants.. 4, 424, 073. 06 
Military wagon- road grants......... 1, 301, 040. 47 
Mineral lands sold since 1866........ 148, 621. 14 
Homesteads, 3,000,000 (estimated) acres of which have been com- 

muted and carried into cash sales above ...... 55, 667, 044. 95 
Scrips enumerated ......................... 2, 893, 084. 44 
STITT iil diiediceiteediniatelieteireteneea st cadibenannenenanenneitiaencinetiia 10, 750. 24 
NE a en 20, 782. 77 
Swamp and overflowed lands to States, selected or ‘patented. 69, 206, 522. 06 
ai cnretisentianncein aieniiaceinnannubibiaseareeel 25, 696, 419.73 


Schools, seminaries, and agric ultural colleges : 
Sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, for schools. 
Seminaries and universities aloes 
Agricultural colleges, land in place 


67, 893, 919 
.. 1,165,520 
7, 830, 000 





Withdrawn or patented.. 


78, 659, 439. 00 
Area held under timber-culture act 


9, 346, 660. 93 
897, 160. 57 


And various amounts disposed of under special acts, to be found in the Stat- 
utes at Large. 


It was many years before the experience of the Government in at- 
tempting to dispose of the public lands led to the adoption of an effi- 








cient system. Instead of the laws being administered in the interest of | 


the settler the policy of the Government for many years was to prevent 
entries upon the public lands until after their sale by the Government. 

I quote the following from an article upon the public lands of the 
United States in a work recently published: 


Meanwhile a new difficulty was to be met, and force was necessary. Galla- 
tip recalls in his correspondence with Jefferson that from 1783 to 1786 immigra- 


tion into the territory north of the Ohio was encouraged by the peacefulness of | 


the Indians, and that a company was kept going up and down the Ohio from 
the Pennsyivania line to Cincinnati burning every cabin and in some instances 
laying down or burning the fences. This operation had to be repeated, and he 
knew of persons whose cabins were burned and settlements destroyed three 
times. 


In 1785 an unsuccessful attempt was made to dispose of public lands 


through the States. In 1787 power was given to the board of treasury | 


to move about the United States and sell surveyed lands at pleasure. 
By the act of May, 1800, anattempt was made to systematize the method 
of disposing of public lands. Land districts were created and the ap- 
pointment of registers and receivers was provided for. Provision was 
made for the sale of surveyed lands at public vendue at not less than 
$2 per acre, one-fourth of the purchase-money to be paid down and one- 
fourth annually thereafter for three years. Under this system excessive 
purchases were made. The purchasers, or at least a large proportion 
of them, failed to meet the deferred payments. The lands reverted to 
the Government incumbered by tenants. Then Congress was flooded 
with applications for relief, and from 1809 to 1824 hardly a year passed 


without a relief act, suspending or mitigating the general provisions of 


the law affecting such lands. 

In 1828, under the relief laws, 4,168,941 acres had been relinquished, 
discharging $13,778,347.37 of debt, and in 1830 the debt was wholly 
discharged. In 1835 the public lands became an ohject of wild specu- 


lation. In 1834 the sales amounted to $4,800,000; in 1835, to $14,700,- | 


000; and in 1836 to $24,800,000. The receipts for the lands consisted 
largely of notes of irresponsible banks. Land speculators organized a 
‘‘bank,’’ got it appointed a deposit bank if they could, issued notes, 


borrowed them, and bought land; the notes were deposited, they bor- 


rowed them again, and so on. 
In due time the crash came, and nearly all the best lands in the market 


were controlled by companies or single proprietors who had purchased | 
them for purposes of speculation. Under this state of things it became | 
impossible to restrain settlers within the limits of surveyed lands. The 
population pressed beyond the surveyed limits to find lands suitable for 
homes not monopolized by speculators, and some measure became nec- 


essary to recognize these settlements and to give them priority of right. 


This was the origin of the pre-emption law. Up to the year 1840 the 
privilege of pre-emption was generally conferred by special laws of a 
temporary nature—relief bills, in fact—applying to a certain class of 
settlers. The pre-emption act of 1841 and supplementary act of 1843 
conferred the right of pre-emption upon all qualified settlers under the 
act, but the right of pre-emption was confined to surveyed lands, and 
it was not until 1853 that the right of pre-emption was extended to 


unsurveyed lands. 


From a very early period the public lands after they were surveyed 
were sold at public sale at dates fixed by law or by the proclamation of | 
the President. By the act of March 3, 1803, providing for the disposi- | 
tion of lands belonging to the United States south of the State of Ten- 
nessee the President was authorized to make public proclamation of the 
sales, fixing therein a day or days for the same to take place, and such 
sales were to be made under the direction of the governorof Mississippi 
Territory, the surveyor of the lands and the register of the land office, 
the sales to take place where the land offices were ‘“‘kept.’’ By the act 
of April 24, 1820, it was provided that the public sales authorized 
thereby should be kept open for two weeks and no longer. No lands 
could be entered at private sale unless they had first been offered at 
public sale. This method of disposing of the public lands was kept up 


until the Republican party came into power. 


It will be seen at once that under this system the choice lands were 
sure to be purchased by speculators. At the first session of the Thirty- 
fifth Congress Mr. Grow, of Pennsylvania, then a member of the House, 
introduced into that body a bill for the protection of settlers on the pub- 
lic domain, intended to give the settler ten years’ preference over the 


speculator. The bill was as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the Ist day of September, A. D. 1858, | 
no public lands shall be exposed to sale by proclamation of the President until 
the same have been surveyed and the return thereof in the land office for at | 


least ten years. 


The bill was defeated by 78 votes against it to 73 in favor of it, only 
nine Democrats voting for the bill. Again, on the 20th of January, 1859, 
to the House bill reported from the Committee on Public Lands relat- | 
ing to pre-emptions, Mr. Grow, of Pennsylvania, moved to add the fol- 


lowing section: 


Be it further enacted, That from and after the passage of this act no public 
lands shall be exposed to sale by proclamation of the President unless the same 
shall have been surveyed and the return of such survey duly filed in the land 


office for ten years or more before the sale. 
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to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole, a reference that would 


| have been its certain defeat. The motion was defeated by a vote of 92 


to 90, and the amendment carried by yeas 97, nays 81, all the members 
except one voting against it being Democrats. But the bill as amended 
was defeated by a vote of 96 nays to 91 yeas, the Republicans voting 
unanimously for the amendment as they did for the bill as amended. 
Every Southern member except two, Mr. Blair, of Missouri, and Mr. 
Henry Winter Davis, of Maryland, voted against the bill as amended. 
Only eight Democrats, all of whom were of the Douglas school, voted 
for the bill. 

On the Ist of February, 1859, House bill 72, to secure homesteads 
to actual settlers, which had been referred by the House to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and reported from that committee January 26, 
1859, came up for action. A motion to lay on the table was lost by a 
vote of 113 nays to 71 yeas, and the House was forced to a direct vote. 
The bill was then passed—yeas 120, nays 76; the Republicans, with- 
out exception, voted solidly for the bill; of the Democrats, 60 out of 
98 voted against it. The bill was defeated in the Senate by Democratic 
opposition without a vote upon its merits 

The next session, on the 5th of March, 1860, Mr. Lovejoy, from the 
House Committee on Public Lands, reported the Grow bill, to secure 
homesteads to actual settlers on the public domain, and on the 12th of 
March, the same year, it was passed—yeas 119, nays 66, the Republi- 
cans voting unanimously for the bill, while all voting against it were 
Democrats. 
| On the 17th of April, 1860, in the Senate, Andrew Johnson, of Ten- 
nessee, reported from the Committee on Public Lands, as a substitute for 
the Grow homestead bill, which had passed the House, a bill granting 
homesteads to actual settlers at 25 cents an acre. When the bill came 
up for consideration Mr. Wade moved tosubstitute the Grow bill fer it, 
which motion was lost—yeas 26, nays 31; yeas all Republicans but 3. 

The Johnson bill passed the Senate on the 10th of May. The House 
| refused to concur, and on the 19th of June the conference committees 
| came to an agreement by which the House accepted the Senate bill 
| with some amendments, the provision of the bill requiring payment 

for homesteads at the price of 25 cents per acre being retained. This 
| bill was vetoed by President Buchanan June 22, 1860, as unconstitu- 
tional and unjust and unequal in its operations and pretended benefits, 
| and as a measure which ‘‘ will go far to demoralize the people.’? In 
| the Senate the veto was sustained, 19 to 9, all the Republicans present 
not paired with Democrats on the question voting for the bill 

On the 4th of March, 1861, Abraham Lincoln was inaugurated Presi- 
| dent of the United States, and the Republicans, now in control of both 
| Houses of Congress, hastened to redeem the pledge contained in their 
| platform adopted at Chicago in 1860 by enacting the homestead law. 

The homestead act is now the approved and preferred method of ac- 
quiring title to publiclands. It hasstood the test of over twenty-two 
years, and was the outgrowth of a system extending through nearly 
eighty years, and stands as the concentrated wisdom of legislation for 
the settlement of the public lands. It protects the Government, it fills 
the States with improvements, it builds up communities, and lessens 
| the chances of social and civil disorder by giving ownership to the soil 
in small tracts to the occupants thereof. It was copied from no other 
nation’s system. It was originally and distinctly American, and re- 
| Mains @ monument to its originators. 





ORIGIN OF THE LAND-GRANT POLICY 


To properly indicate the origin and growth of the land-grant policy 
a brief glance at the history of Federal aid for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors is necessary, as the policy of granting Federal aid to inter- 
nal improvements grew out of the practice of appropriating money from 
the Federal Treasury for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 

Under the Articles of Confederation the only limitations upon the 
States to control commerce were, that duties should not be levied on 
the property of the United States, or either of them; that such control 
should not conflict with treaties of the United States already concluded 
or provided for, and should not prevent the transfer to other States of 
goods imported. By the Constitution the control of commerce was 
given to the Federal Government, and it was provided (article 1, section 
10, paragraph 3) as follows 


No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay any duty of tonnage, &c 


~ 


In the constitutional convention, September 15, 1787, after the con- 
trol of commerce had been given to the Federal Government, the fol- 
lowing amendment was offered: 

No State shall be restrained from laying duties of tonnage for the purpose of 
clearing harbors and erecting light-houses 

And it being suggested that there were other purposes for which ton- 
nage duties might be conveniently levied by the States, the provision 
was modified as it appears in the Constitution 

The intention of the framers of the Constitution appears to have been 
that each State should control entirely the improvements of its own 
seaports, levying tonnage duties for that purpose upon the commerce 
which should enter them, first obtaining the consent of Congress; and 


The amendment was opposed by the Democratic party and especially | the practice for years was in accordance with that intention. During 


by Democrats residing in the Southern States, and a motion was made 


the first half-century after the adoption of the Constitution a great 
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mber of acts were passed by Congress authorizing States to levy 
nage duties 

Che last act of that character I believe to have been the act of Jan- 
1861, which revived and continued in force until the 3d day 
of March, 1871, so far as the State of Maryland was concerned, an act 
of Congress passed the 17th day of March, 1800, entitled ‘‘An act de- 
claring the assent of Congress to certain acts of the States of Maryland 
and Georgia,’’ and which, it was recited, had by subsequent acts been 
continuously in force until the 3d of March, 1361. 

Congress by an act passed April 2, 1502, made an appropriation for 
the erection of public piers in the Delaware River, and by an act 
passed February 15, 1819, made an appropriation for the survey of 
water courses tributary to and west of the Mississippi River, also those 
tributary to the same river, and northwest of the Ohio. 

By an act passed March 3, 1821, Congress made an appropriation for 
certain harbor improvements on the coast of New Hampshire and Maine, 
and, in the naval appropriatien bill passed the same day, made an ap- 
propriation for the removal of obstructions from the river Thames, 
in Connecticut. These isolated appropriations were the beginning of 
the system of river and harbor improvements by the General Govern- 
ment. Appropriations for the improvement of rivers and harbors were 
annually made by Congress with the exception of one year, 1848, from 
121 to 1862, and in some instances grants of land were made for like 
purposes. In the year 1826 the river and harbor bill assumed consid- 
erable proportions and included appropriations for the improvement 
of rivers and harbors, or both, in Maine, Massachusetts, New York, 
Delaware, Ohio, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, North Carolina, Alabama, 
and Michigan. 

Annually, from 1826 to and including 1838, river and harbor appro- 
priation bills, embracing the principal rivers and harbors in the United 
States then used for commercial purposes, were passed. 
March 2, 1819, admitting Alabama into the Union, the*policy of giv- 
ing the States a portion of the net proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands within their borders was inaugurated, and by an act passed March 
2, 1827, granting lands to the State of Indiana to aid in the construc- 
tion of the Wabash and Erie Canal, the land-grant policy was inaugu- 
rated 

All the States at the 


Lal 19 


time of the adoption of the Constitution had 


By the act of 
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seacoast and were engaged to some extent inocean commerce. In 179] 
Vermont was admitted, and subsequently other States having no sea 
coast, and the original conception of the powers and duties of the Gen 
eral Government as to improvements of rivers and harbors and as to 
internal improvements necessarily changed. As the burden of the ton 
nage duties levied by the States having seaports was indirectly born 
in part by the citizens of inland States, the unfairness of appropriat 
them exclusively to river and harbor improvements, while the inland 
States received no aid from the General Government for internal im- 
provements became apparent and the inland States began to demand 
appropriations for the construction of roads and canals. This was th« 
origin of the internal-improvement system of the United States. 

The first act of Congress granting aid to a work of this kind was 
passed in 1806, and was an act providing for the construction of a turn 
pike road, known as the Cumberland Road, at national expense, and, 


| from that time forward, numerous bills for the construction of roads 


railroad and canal purposes from 1827 to 1857; 


in the States and Territories were passed. The constitutionality of 
these acts was variously defended upon the ground of the powers of 
Congress ‘‘to provide for the common defense,’’ ‘‘to establish post- 
roads,’’ and ‘* to pass laws for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers,’’ and on the other hand the constitutionality of such appro- 
priations was warmly denied by leading statesmen, among others by 
Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe. But appropriations for internal im 
provements in great numbers were every year included in the genera 
appropriation bills, and in this manner received the approval of the | 
ecutive. 

The following table shows the amounts of appropriations for inte: 
nal improvements under the different administrations mentioned: 


Jefferson 
Madison 


P48, 41K 








250). SX 
Monroe eacaideiie naan joweenes 707, 621 
Adams : sepenininipabian stuinenunhadnnipeeaepananiovekieusanee 2,310, 478 
Jackson on siiaaeiineinaaiinaien ninninianal 10, 582, 088 
Van Buren picitebhieiaiiahdinidinnibiatie ne sone peseaseneeinaian - 2, 222, 544 
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I submit a statement showing land grants to the several States for 
also a statement show 


| ing land grants to the several States for railroad purposes from 1853 t 


1857, with additional grants for the same roads from 1864 to 1866 


Statement showing land grants to the several States for railroad and canal purposes from 1827 to 1857. 


RAILROADS. 


Estimated num 




















State Date of act Name. ber of acres 
granted. 
Illinois Sept. 20,1850 Illinois Central sliced aieal IR eeniaaiiadaanial aid *2. 595, 053. 00 
Mississippi Sept. 20,1850 Mobile Central and Ohio River..... 1, 004, 640. 00 
Do Aug.11,15856 Vicksburg and Meridian 404, 800. 00 
Do Aug. 11,1856 Gulf and Ship Island... 652, 800. 00 
Alabama ea Dla erin Snueins elemeeannseciieuaiadin Sante 230, 400. 00 
Do May 17,1856 Alabama and Florida s es : 419, 520.00 
Do June 3, 1856 Selma, Rome and Dalton.. 481, 920. 00 
Do June 3, 1856 Coosa and Tennessee 132, 480, 
Do June 3, 1856 Mobile and Girard si | ida kdatenn ian Gaines taiindiads epiieanapiennashagiinesiidiumndibapieuicmadeenimtinieipia 840, S80. 00 
Do June 3,1556 Alabama and Chattanooga 897, 920. 00 
Do es i eres 5 mts, ts III... ssnsiseh ennuie tenennsbennnenmennansinneqneventogninesteeetennscoosiemnmndsennensbidummcncesenet 144, 000. 00 
Do June 3,1856 Seuth and North Alabama......... 576, 000, 00 
Florida May 17,1856 Florida and Alabama i laaatiatia 165, 688. 00 
Do May 17,1856 Florida, Atlantic and Gulf Central ...... 0.0... ..........cccccceccccceccceeeeseveneees 183, 153. 99 
Do ny nee bere SEE ais nnupaneiehananebbmnsbnciadsuennecenasiieneban 1, 568, 729. 87 
Do May 17,1856 Atlantic, Gulf and West India Transit 1, 171, 200. 00 
Louisiana June 3,1656 | V ickeburg, Shreveport and Pacis q..........cccccercscsssscsccereccarssesvencnscessoosonse sovesensnescees sosscoes 610, 880. 00 
Do June 23,1656 | New Orleans, Opelowens and Grent Western, ......000..00000 000000 cesses ssccccsesnesvesss eocccsscocceseosocccnse socestees $*967, 840. 00 
Arkansa Feb. 9.1853 Cairo and Fulton ; 1, 160, 667. 00 
Do Feb. 9,18553 Memphis and Little Rock 438, 646. 80 
Do Feb. 9.1853 Little Rock and Fort Smith 550, 584. 09 
Missouri June 10,1852 Hannibal and Saint Joseph 781, 944.83 
Do a IRI. ss ns pmssinrmsttepemmneds ote nenibncuntite snsinibonecte cbebbeten sniinéhconehsinenebsnenpenbh 1, 161, 235. 07 
Do Feb. 9, 1853 Cairo and Fulton 219, 262. 31 
lowa a? ic. | es is re 8. cnlinbeunsomseueuincsniscunsentensoucubenessett 945, 643. 66 
Do May 17,18 Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific 1, 261, 181. 
Do May 17,1856 Cedar Rapids and Missouri River 1, 298, 739. 00 
Do nk arth deri anieneeen omaineenenemnineneabereesttdasetniuumeal 1, 226, 168. 
Michigan June 3,1856 Detroit and Milwaukee ta 355, 420. 00 
Do a a Eo cil ong ionilinaiascateabiiananechitasiicemiieenalinnadabineitasnsatictnndbandishibn 134. 00 
Do June 3.1856 Jackson, Lansing and Saginaw.......... 1, , 469, 00 
Do June 3,18 Flint and Pere Marquette 5, 428. 00 
Do June 3, 1856 Grand Rapids and Indiana , 182. 00 
Do June 3, 1856 Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon , 500. 00 
Do ney ak er ner II a eemeeneiieeinentinelioliebainensahaneaeekiuann: sestrenounanibenconsoctes tagaccenseiiteed 5, 800. 00 
Do June 3, 1856 Chicago and Northwestern..................c0.ccs0s0ee0ee0" 339, 000, 00 
Do June 3,1856 Ontonagon and Brule River 288, 000. 00 
Wisconsin eg REE Oe ea 600, 000. 00 
Do June 3.1856 La Crosse and Milwaukee. 600, 000. 00 
Do June 3, 1856, Saint Croix and Lake Superior .. 843, 552. 00 
Minnesota Mar. 3, 1857 Saint Paul and Pacifik ak 5 cial bbalnanniiten a dialhapeiesitiaietlani tabs ciniiedbenag nani 748, 800, 00 
Do Mar. 3, 1857 Saint Paul and Pacific, branch line 885, 000. 00 
Do Mar. 3, 1557 Saint Paul and Pacific, Saint Vincent extension 1, 200, 000, 00 
Do Mar. 3, 1857 Saint Paul and Sioux City 765, G00. 00 
Do Mar. 3, 1557 Winona and Saint Peter 1, 200, 000. 00 
Do a a a deniers itintietiinase -dapiieieiininanesinth 386, 040. 00 
Do Mar. 3, 1857 Southerm Minmesota...........0cccc.cecsecccsceccccsccessccsce 53, 619. 45 
Total 


*State received full amount. 


*+By act of July 14, 1870, the lands not lawfully disposed of by the State were 


33, 348, 266 72 


declared forfeited to the United States 
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Statement showing land grants to the several States for railroad and canal purposes—Continued 
CANALS 
Estimated num- 


State Date of act. Nan ber of acres 
granted. 












Indiana, nasil Gt See i? ° 
Do. «» Feb. 1841 | » Wabash and Erie .................... 1, 439, 279. 00 
Do. Mar. 3,1845 ) 

Ohio Mar. 2, 1827 |} ate ae ee KOK On 
Do. June 30. 1834 | { Wabash and Erie. qncese 7 266, 53% 
Do... May 24,1828 Miami and Dayton............ ail $33, 826. 00 
Do... May 24,1828 | General canal purposes : 500, 000, 00 

Illinois ......... Mar. 2,1827/ Illinois and Michigan aig : 290, 915. 00 

Wisconsin.. sss June 18, 1838 | Milwaukee and Rock River sindaed ae wae 125, 431. 00 

Michigann.........ccccccccccccsceees coceeereeeeeee) AQ. 26,1852 |) Saint Mary's Ship-canal : Jaana 750, 000, 00 
Od eh at ee areata ae dieses i . se : 3. TOS, 986. 00 

RECAPITULATION. Acres 
ask that ic cttiniinsicainetivesibeininsinnaininctaeieicernees Linisidneptialitipisiipeamaiinvaateddiasiatantennieiiiienihiieins ’ icici fusipsilallanditeaiaha sibitaleiatikaatiiiasiipidiin ‘ 33, 348, 266. 72 
Granted for canals. a see ; 3, 705, 986. 00 








Granted to State of lowa by act o 569, 001, 58 


sepacetssrecoees eccscecees eves ‘ .. 37,623, 254. 30 





Statement showing land grants to the several States for railroad purposes, from 1853 to 1857, with the additional grants for the same roads, from 1864 
to 1366. 


number 





State. Name of road. 





» of act making 























Cairo and Fulton iiaaniad Feb. 9,1853 1, 160, 667.00 78, 240 
Memphis and Little Rock .... ipvssndentala sabedil sad Feb. 9, 1853 138, 646. 80 ’ 340, 480 
Little Rock and Fort Smith............... salsies dill eit aaanis nian ini Feb. 9, 1853 550,584.09 | July ‘ 7 
Cairo and Fulton......... veal Sissies pind : . Feb. 9,1853 219, 262.31 July 
Burlington and Missouri River ............... : ' ‘ May 15, 1856 |» 048, 643.66 | June ¢ 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific......... cuiaiin ws) May 15, 1856 1, 261, 151.60 | June 
Do. Cedar Rapids and Missouri River. May 15, 1856 1, 298,739.00 | June 
Michigan Grand Rapids and Indiana koe June 3, 1856 629, 182.00 | June 931, 200 
Do.. Bay de Noquet and Marquette : June 3,1856 76, 800.00 | Mar 51, 200 
Do.. Chicago and Northwestern ..................... : June 3,1856 330,000.00 Mar. 225, 480 
Wisconsin. West Wisconsin, formerly La Crosse and Milwaukee....... June 3,1856 600,000.00 , May 400, 000 
a Saint Croix and Lake Superior Teele cstideele iam June 3, 1856 843,552.00 | May 5, OOO 
Minnesota Saint Paul and Pacifie, branch line.............. ae ; | Mar. 3, 1857 885,000.00 Mar. 590, 000 
Saint Paul and Pacific, Saint Vincent Extension ..... ... Mar. 3, 1857 1, 200,000.00 Mar 800, OOO 
ME ciiniiiintDininainmnndinints nid inde ubiaamnciseibineeens iquinnitideainmnedanadameeeNenaeBeonees ‘ ausanes 10, 451, 258. 46 ‘ 4, 923, ORY 


* The act of June 2, 1864, enlarged the area within which the company might complete the quantity granted by the act of May 15, 1856 


These figures conclusively show when the land-grant policy was in- | May go as you choose around the United States without touching land The 


: . . . on of a grant of land t« > ate o nois by Congress has en pro- 

augurated and who was responsible for it. I have examined the de- | est!t then of a grant of land to the State of Illinois by Cong mas been pe 
> : - . A coe digious; and even if there were no other advantageous result than the vast fa- 
bates upon some of the earlier bills making grants of lands to aid in the | cilities afforded to our internal navigation, it well compensates us for parting 


construction of railroads, and quote briefly from the remarks of some | with some acres of land over which this Government then wielded a barren 

of the leading statesmen in both Houses of Congress upon the same to ee 2 : an ae Sra a ase : : eenkhe es od 
- . ore, consic anv of ose g its as unprofitable it. on the contre 

show what they thought of the land-grant policy and the reasons which | fully concur in that a great public object is gained in the 


then induced Congress to aid the construction of canals and railroads | these lands from those by whom they are not cultivated to those by whom they 














the opinion 
pu 














5 n ; ; } 7 : “a in Gow tien bill tate he 
by grants of public lands. Semmes nie oo th at aoe ceneen thor a i i 4 aiimmnaiel ro ud “ ill hon 
On the 3d of May, 1848, the Senate having under consideration the | duce similar beneficial results to those effected by the cana 
bill granting to the State of Illinois the right of way and a donation Mr. Calhout 
of public lands to aid in the construction of a railroad connecting the Kr. Casnoun sat 
Upper and Lower Mississippi with the chain of northern lakes at Chi- , The question in this « Se ee we bhi IN by wo 
. ‘2 ‘ onstitu on to dispose ot rie mubiiC Mmnas ere isa public linprovemen i 
cago, Senator Crittenden said: jected either by the State or end viduals in the State oom which it = 
Sir, I rejoice to see a portion of the public domain applied to such a purpose | pass, and by which the value pul inds will be enhanced If, the: 
as this; for 1 do not know a more natural or more wise purpose to which it it will add to the value of « g we t to contribute to it? Would 
could be applied than to improve and settle the lands themselves. * * * And | we not, as individuals, thus act rhis is not a novel principle. It has been 
in regard to the constitutional question, it is a certain and undeniable fact that | acted upon for more than twenty years The case of the canal connecting the 
there has not been a President of the United States, there has not been an ad- | Illinois River with Lake Michigan is a striking one There alternate sections 
ministration since the formation of the Government by whom an appropriation | were given to make a canal, and I suppose I can with confidence ask the Sena 
similar to this has not been sanctioned; not one administration from Washing tors from that State whether th ands reserved to the United States were not 
ton down to this day that has not given its sanction to such a grant. Old Col disposed of readily 
onel Zane had a grant made to him for marking out the first foot-path in Ohio Mr. BREE*! i his seat Thousands of acres were disposed of which would 
and preparing the way for settlement. If anything can be settled by precedent | otherwise have never been so 
this has been. * * * If anything can be settled by precedent, if anything Mr. Cal seld given a vot es ‘ 
can be fixed as fundamental law by the unanimous approval of the wisest men more than ch I wave on that - i th I 
such men as Washington himself and such Congresses as have existed since the | which you now occupy and gave the castir rte I take 
formation of the Constitution, this is such a question. I have no doubt myself | some share in the credit of that magnifice rer 
either as to the constitutional right of Congress to make the grant or the wis- | think there is a principle more perfectly clear from doubt 
dom and sound policy of such a measure does not be ng 1¢ culegory oll érnal improvementsat 
- . oe) med bw the Gover nent overnment t us te 
In the same debate, Mr. Benton said = lead aan oe And I will add that it is 1 a y a right buta duty, an im- 
I have been long enough here to have voted forthe original grant tothe State | portant duty 
of Ilinois for the purpose of connecting Lake Michigan with the Illinois River Now, what is been considered an equitable arrangemeut between the Gov- 
by means of a canal When I gave that vote I did not expect to remain inthese | ernment and t Sta which may undertake ve t passing throug 
councils until the object intended to be accomplished should be attained; Idid | the pul inds Long since it was agreed tl the grant of alternate sections 
not expect the good fortune of seeing the United States mad ito an island by was a fair cont: ition on the partofthe United States, considered as propri 
a canal connecting the waters of Lake Michigan with those of the Mississippi | tor, and from which the United States we d bea very great gaine! Itappears 
in my lifetime. But it has been done by the aid of a grant of land to the State | to me t equita srrang ent: and I t whether in any case, eithe 
of Illinois, and I_ presume without that aid the work would hardly have been | of a canal ‘ road passing th the ¢ lands, the United States 
undertaken, much less been accomplished; now, however, the work has been | not be a gain: rothat extent I a re} ltog the ud 
completed, and the United States is to-day—an island if it be long, y wa the more f e short, you gain the less 
Leaving the Gulf of Mexico at New Orleans, or the Atlantic at New York, you — tribute proport y« gal 
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Mr 


The Federal Government is a great land-holder. It possesses an extensive 
public domain; and we have the power under the Constitution to dispose of 
that domain, and a very unlimited power it is. The simple question is what 
on we may make of the public lands. No one will contend for the 
loctrine that we can not give them away to a State As the Senator from Ken- 
tucky has said, every President h bills asserting the principle that 
these lands may be disposed of by the General Government without restriction 
asto the purpose of such dispos We may bestow them for school pur- 
poses, or we may bestow 
the rest. What right have you to sit s 
through the instrumentality of indivi 
therance of that object? 


Cass said: 


disposit 


is signed 


tion 


a portion for the purpose of improving the value of 
i 





and see your lands growing in value 
Is without rendering any aid in fur- 
It is the settlement of the lands that makes them val- 
uabl It is the settler who converts the howling wilderness into fruitful fields, 
It isthe labor and enterprise of the settler that has given you in the Westa 
magnificent empire,and one which has arisen within so brief a period that itis 
almost incomprehensible 

When I told the story in Europe that I had crossed the Ohio when there were 
scarcely 20,000 people in that country and that 
did not laugh in my face, to be sure, but they did not believe what I said. There 
is no parallel in the history of man, no such splena:1 tribute to human industry 
and enterprise, since the first man went out of the garden of Eden. Itis not 
twenty-five years ago that I sat all night in a canoe at the head of the pond at 
Chicago, there being no human habitation in which we could obtain shelter 
from the mouth of the Illinois to the mouth of the Chicago River; and now it is 
one of the great highways of travel between the northern lakes and the ocean. 
Sir, I hope the gentlemen will put this upon its true ground, leaving out the 
constitutional question and taking alone into consideration what is your duty 
as land-holders in a new country—a country, too, which must derive ite im- 
provement from the industry and enterprise of your own population where 
every stroke of the woodman’s ax redounds to your advantage. 

The man who sits down with his family in the wilderness to make for him- 
selfa home evinces more moral courage than the man who goesinto battle. No 
man who has not experienced the difficulties and dangers he has to encounter 
can estimate them 





On the 29th of April, 1850, the Senate having under consideration Sen- 
ate bill No. 22, granting the right of way and making donation of land in 
the State of Illinois in aid of the construction of a railroad, Mr. Doug- 
7 
las said: 


The bill proposes to grant the land in alternate sections, increasing the price 
of the other sections to double the minimum price. It is following the same 
system that was adopted in reference to improvements of a similar character in 
Ohio, Indiana, Alabama, lowa, Wisconsin, and Illinois in reference to her canal. 
It is simply carrying out a principle which has been acted upon forthirty years, 
by which we cede each alternate section of land and double the price of the 
alternate sections not ceded, so that the same price is received for the whole. 
These lands have been in the market from fifteen to thirty years; the average 
time is about twenty-three years; but they will not sell at the usual price of 
$1.25 per acre, because they are distant from any navigable stream or a market 
for produce. A railroad will make the lands salable at double the usual price, 
because the improvement made by the State will make them valuable. It isan 
old practice long sanctioned by the Government. 


Mr. Clay, in the same debate, said: 


I have no doubt, I can entertain no doubt, of the right of the General Govern- 
ment as one of the greatest—the very greatest—of land-holding proprietors, to 
appropriate a portion of that land for the purpose of making the remainder 
more valuable and available 

A great deal has been said about the trusteeship of the Government. It is 
true that all gove:..ment is a matter of trust. Individual men are trustees 
created by Providence, bound to administer their faculties to the best advan- 
tage, not merely for themselves, but for their fellow-men. But if by the use of 
the term trustees it is proposed to qualify, limit, or restrain the trust so as to re- 
semble the ordinary trusts that are created in the course of human transactions, 
I do not concur at all in that idea. 

The Government is a trustee for the purpose of administering the affairs of the 
nation according to its best judgment for the good of the whole and all the parts 
of the whole. With respect to the State of Illinois—and I believe the same is 
true to a considerable extent with reference to Mississippi and Alabama, but I 
happen to know something personally of the interior of the State of I) linois— 
that portion of the State through which the road will run isa succession of prai- 
ries, the principal of which is denominated the Grand Prairie. I do not recol- 
lect its extent exactly, but it is, 1 believe, about three hundred miles in length 
and about one hundred ia breadth. Now, this road will pass directly through 
that Grand Prairie, lengthwise,and there is nobody who knows anything of 
that Grand Prairie who does not know that the land in it is utterly worthless 
for any present purposes ; not because it is not fertile, but for the wantof wood 
and water, and from the fact that itis inaccessible, wanting all facilities for reach- 
ing a market or for transporting timber, so that nobody will go there and settle 
while it is so destitute of all the advantages of society and the conveniences 
which arise from a social state. And now, by constructing this road through 
the prairie, through the center of the State of Illinois, you will bring millions 
of acres of land immediately into market which will otherwise remain for years 
and years entirely unsalable 


Mr. Seward said: 


What, then, is the best and highest interests of the people of the United States 
in regard to this domain? it is not to derive from it the highest amount of cur- 
rent revenue; it is not to accumulate in our coffers the highest and greatest 
amount of avails in the sales of the public lands which is attainable. But it is 
to bringthem into cultivation and settlement in the shortest space of time and 
under the most favorable auspices. And why is this the best interest of the 
Government? It is because the power of the Government is increased just in 
proportion as population is extended over what now constitutes the public do- 
main, and that the wealth of the Government increases in the same ratio asthe 
increase of population, and that the taxable ability of the people for purposes 
of peace and war is increased by the extension of the population, and by the 
increase of wealth. 

I can conceive it possible that it is more profitable, more conducive to the in- 
terests of the people of the United States,even in a fiscal or purely financial 
point of view, to make large appropriations from this domain for the purpose 
of enhancing their more speedy settlement than it would be to retain them ina 
miserly grasp for the mere purpose of revenue. It istherefore upon the ground 
that the most expedient and beneficial disposition of this portion of the public 
lands is to devote it to the construction of public roads beneficial to all the peo- 
ple of the United States, as well as to the States which are immediately traversed 
by it, that I am in favor of the principle of this bill and of all similar bills which 
are properly guarded in their provisions,and shall give them my most cordial 
and effective support. I hope that the bill will be passed. 


On the 27th of June, 1864, discussing the Northern Pacific Railroad 
bill, Mr. Hendricks said: 


The bill before the Senate proposes to encourage the construction of a very 
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| tive in Congress from Oregon. 


t now contained 5,000,000, they | 
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important railroad to connect the watersof Lake Superior with the waters of 
the PacificOcean. Everybody can see at a glance that it is a work of national 
importance. It proposes to grant lands in a northern latitude where, without 
the construction of a work like that, the lands are comparatively without value 
to the Government. No person acquainted with the condition of that section 
of the country supposes that there can be very extensive settlements until the 
Government shall encourage those settlements by the construction of some 
work like this. I do not think that a work of such national importance ought 
to be embarrassed in its passage through this body and through the House of 
Representatives by amendments proposing works that are comparatively local. 


The bill granting lands to the Oregon Central Railroad Company was 


passed May 4, 1870. At that time Hon. J. 8. Smith was Representa- 


He was then and is now one of the 
ablest and most influential men in his party in the State of Oregon. 
While that bill was under consideration in the House, Mr. Smith said: 


I want to pass this bill to-day and I do not care to make aspeech. But I trust 
I shall have the attention of the House while I make a very brief statement. | 
wish, however, to say just this in reference to the matter: That this billisinthe 
interest of settlers or prospective settlers on the public lands through which 
this road is designed to pass. The road will be about one hundred and thirt, 
miles long. Fifty miles of that distance the country is settled; for the remain- 
der of the distance it is not settled, and is not susceptible of settlement unless 
means of communication through it such as are proposed by this bill shall be 
provided, The road ought to extend further up the Willamette Valley. 

The bill introduced by me provided for one the whole length of the valley, 
and I had hoped to have it passed in thatform. The committee failed to report 
in favor of an extension of the branch southerly, and I accept of what they have 
reported. A short roadis betterthan none. The Willamette Valley, which con- 
tains two-thirds of the population of the State of Oregon, has no outlet to the 
sea but by the Columbia River. That river flows across the north end of this 
Willamette Valley. On the west, between that valley and the sea, a mountain 
range extends along its whole lercth. Through this range of mountains to the 
mouth of the river we have no road of any kind. 

* * * * * * ~ 


We want this road to give us an outletto the sea at all seasons; and we want 
to open up the pass we have found through these mountains to the settlement. 
It is nota question whether by the passage of this bill this land shall be with- 
drawn from settlement, but the question is whether by the passage of this bill 
you will open up to settlementa region of country which otherwise never would 
be settled. It is a question whether it shall be occupied by settlers under the 
provisions of this bill or whether it shall remain a wilderness in the future as in 
the past, whether it shall be the home of a busy, thriving population, or continue 
to be the home of the elk and the bear. 

For twenty-five years, Mr. Speaker, this land has been open to settlement, 
first, under a donation law, and now under the homestead law ; and yet noman 
has gone there to settle. No white men ever went there until they went to find 
this pass for a railroad to the sea. The red man never lived there. It is a for- 
est, an Oregon forest, such as is found nowhere else, perhaps, in the world. 
And no settler will ever go there unless there is a railroad through the pass 
connecting this Willamette Valley with the sea. In that event some of the 
smaller valleys will be opened to settlement. The lands are rich; the timber is 
abundant; it is valuable. But the land and the timber would remain in the 
condition they now are for a hundred years to come if this road is not built. 

I have a letter in my hand from one of my constituents who settled in one of 
the valleys in the same mountain range further south, who has lived on this 
land for eleven years and has had a family grow up around himonit. Hisland 
it still unsurveyed; he can not have schools; he can not perfect his title; he is 
living there under the homestead law ; is unwilling to remain and does not dare 
to go away for fear of losing his land. No man with a knowledge of the con 
dition of the country and its future prospects would ever settle there in the 
absence of this railroad. Now, this grantisalimited one. It is barely sufficient 
to secure the objects in view; and I will state this, that every man in Oregon 
of both parties, whether along the line of this road or elsewhere, is in favor of 
this particular bill, and the man who votes against it here will do that people 
an injustice and a wrong. 

Again— 


Mr. Smitn, of Oregon. * * * Mr. Speaker,the gentleman from Indiana 
has remarked in his very remarkable speech that there was no Democrat on 
the floor of this House who would dare to support land grants. I claim to be 
as good a Democrat as the gentleman from Indiana, and | am happy to be able 
to say that distinguished Democrats from that State who are as well acquainted 
with the public sentiments of the people of Indiana as that gentleman himself 
will vote in favor of this bill and they will receive the approbation of their con- 
stituents for so doing. This is nota party question and it cap not be made such. 
This policy really originated with the Democratic party. The first land grant 
of any magnitude ever made in aid of internal improvements was made for the 
benefit of the State of Indiana, represented in part by the gentleman who moves 
to refer this bill. The Wabash and Erie Canal was constructed under just such 
a grant as is asked for this railroad in the State of Oregon. The first railway 
grant was to the State of Illinois, and the bill was introduced by Stephen A 
Douglas, and supported by a majority of both parties in the House and in the 
Senate. 

Mr. VoorRHEES. Will the gentleman allow me to make a statement ” 

Mr. Suir, of Oregon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VooRHEES. Two or three years ago when the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company had forfeited its charter by the lapse of time, and consequently the 
entire grant of lands that the Government had made to it, the charter was re- 
vived and the land grant insured to them by an act that passed the House with 
but six Democrats voting against it. 

Mr. (..cck. On the Ist day of July, 1968. 

Mr. Situ, of Oregon. I am very glad to hear that. I wish to say one other 
thing in this regard. At least one, and I think more than one Democratic na- 
tional convention incorporated in its platform a plank in favor of such grants. 
And yet the gentleman says that no Democrat can vote for a land grant. 


Mr. President, I have referred to these earlier grants of lands to aid 
in the construction of canals and railroads, not for the purpose of con- 
demning the Democratic party for inaugurating, or of excusing the Re- 
publican party for continuing the land-grant policy, but for the purpose 
only of showing that if, as some contend, that policy was wrong, the 
Republican party is not responsible for its origin. I do not condemn 
the policy. Looking at the great results which have flowed from it, I 
am ready to defend it. I believe that the most sanguine hopes of the 
authors of the policy and of its eminent supporters in Congress, among 
whom were Douglas, Benton, Calhoun, and Cass, have been more than 
justified. Sir, even now, with the light of experience, if I could claim 
for the Republican party the inauguration of the policy by which our 
vast territory has been made accessible and opened up to the landless 
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for homes, and has been transformed from a wilderness to prosperous 
States and Territories, I should not hesitate to make the claim. 

I believe that Congress has the constitutional power to aid works of 
internal improvement in the interest of interstate commerce, and that 
it is its duty todo so. And while it may be that in some of the acts 
granting lands to aid in the construction of canals and railroads the 
interests of the people have not been sufficiently guarded, I am not will- 
ing to condemn as wrong in principle, even indirectly, legislation which 
has been productive of so much good. There are no doubt grants 
which ought to be immediately forfeited because the works intended 
to he aided by Congress by the grants have not been commenced or 
have not been prosecuted in good faith, and by reason of delay the 
country has been settled up and circumstances have so changed that the 
inconvenience and loss to the public which would result from longer 
withholding the granted lands from the operation of the land laws 
would be greater than the public benefit to be derived from the con- 
struction of the road. 
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when the roads should be completed and open for traffic. The lands 
granted were valuable both on account of their quality and accessibility. 

When the Republican party came into power the people of this 
country were demanding a transcontinental railroad. The party was 
pledged to Congressional aid for such a road. The policy of granting 
land to aid in the construction of railroads was, as we have seen, the 
settled policy of the Government, advocated by leading statesmen of 
all parties. The Pacific coast and the intervening territory west of 
the Mississippi was beginning to attract attention, and Congress wisely, 
as I think time has demonstrated, undertook by aiding the construc- 
tion of railroads to open up this portion of our territory to settlement. 

The circumstances were different from those under which previous 
grants had been made. The roads were of great length and extended 


| through unsettled regions of the country. A large portion of the lands 
| along the lines of the projected roads was worthless; and, owing to the 


On the other hand, I believe that there are cases in which the con- | 
struction of the works intended to be aided is being carried on in good | 


faith, and the interests of the communities along the lines of the un- 
completed portions of the roads as well as the public interests, would be 
greatly subserved by allowing the companies to complete their roads 
and earn the grants. Where settlers have gone into possession of un- 
earned railroad landsand have improved the same under a well founded 
expectation that the road would be speedily constructed and that 


they would thus be enabled to secure the title to such lands from the | 


railroad company, I am satisfied that the rights of all parties can be 
better secured by permitting the lands to be earned by the company 
where that will be done within a reasonable time. Forfeiting the 
grants and subjecting the lands to the operation of the land laws will not 
preserve the rights of such settlers. Many of them are not qualified 
to take lands under existing land laws; many of them have improved 
more land than they would be entitled to take under those laws if quali- 
fied, and no general provision for their relief can be made which will 
meet all cases, but in every act of forfeiture some provision should be 
made by which the title of such settlers to limited quantities of land 
improved by them is secured to them. 

So far as questions of vested rights are concerned, the railroad 
companies stand before the courts and before Congress upon an equality 
with the Government, protected by law. The grant to a railroad 
company or other corporation is a contract between the Government 


and the company, and the right to modify, alter, or repeal it so as to | 


atfect property and rights of property does not exist unless reserved 
in the charter. These grants were not intended as gifts to the com- 
panies, and ought not to be continued for their benefit alone. The 
grants were made for the benefit of the public, in consideration of public 
benefits to be derived therefrom; and if proper to be made at the time, 
and the public interests demand their continuance, they should be con- 
tinued. So far as rights of property have become vested by compli- 
ance with the conditions of the grants such rights are beyond the power 
of Congress. So far as equities have arisen by reason of circumstances 
that may have caused or may excuse the delay, such equities are proper 
matters for consideration. 

As between the Government and the corporations, unless the public 
interest requires the continuance of the grants, I am prepared to vote 
for the forfeiture of every unearned land grant, and for the forfeiture 
of the unearned portion of every grant. But, until I am ready to 
condemn the policy inaugurated under the administration of Wash- 
ington, and which received the sanction of nearly every subsequent 
administration until the Repubiican party came into power and the 
ardent support of the leading statesmen of every administration, I 
am not ready to admit that all unearned land grants should be for- 
feited upon the principle that grants of land in aid of internal im- 


provements are wrong per se. The interest of the railroad company | 


ought not to be a controlling question in determining the question of for- 
feiture. The test in my opinion ought to be, will the public interest 
be better subserved by the forfeiture of an unearned grant and the res- 


toration of the land to the public domain than by permitting the | 


grantee to comply with the conditions of the grant by the construction 
of the road and earn the grant? And as in the first instance the grant 
was made for the benefit of the public, the question whether it ought 
to be forfeited should be determined with a view of protecting the pub- 
lic interest. 

Since March 4, 1861, a period of twenty-three years and over, forty- 


construction of railroads. During the period from September 29, 1850, 


to March 4, 1861, a period of less than eleven years, Congress passed | 


forty-seven acts granting lands to aid in the construction of railroads. 
The grants made prior to 1861 were all made toaid in the construction 


Alabama, Florida, Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, lowa, Michigan, Wis- 
consin, and Minnesota. Nearly all these States had facilities for trans- 
portation by water. They had large populations. The public lands 
were accessible compared with the vast unpeopled regions west of the 
Rocky Mountains. The cost of railroad construction then was com- 
paratively small, and the population and resources of the regions where 


| 





| 


distance from market and the total absence of the means of transporta- 
tion, the whole territory was comparatively valueless. 

The roads, it was well known, would be expensive to build, and when 
built would not for a considerable period have a remunerative traffic. 
Under these circumstances a grant of the same quantity of land that 
was made in some of the earlier grants would have been insufficient to 
insure the building of a road, and the grants were therefore necessarily 
increased in quantity, the Government reserved every alternate section, 
and the lands retained by the United States within the land grants 
became increased tenfold in value by the construction of the roads. 

Out of the forty-four grants of land toaid in the construction of rail- 


| roads made subsequently to March 4, 1861, twenty-nine were made to 


States as additional aid to companies which had received previous grants 
or to aid in the construction of new roads in the States of Arkansas, 
Missouri, Iowa, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Kansas, the ag- 
gregate number of acres granted by these twety-nine acts being compara- 
tively inconsiderable. The other fifteen grants were made to the fol- 
lowing corporations: The Union Pacific, Kansas Division, Denver Di- 
vision, Central Branch Union Pacific, Central Pacific, Western Pacific, 
Oregon Branch, Sioux City and Pacific, Northern Pacific, Southern 
Pacific, Atlantic and Pacific, Oregon Central, Texas and Pacific, New 
Orleans and Pacific, and the great bulk of land granted after March 4, 
1861, was to aid these great transcontinental roads and their branches. 
With the exception of some of the branches or divisions of the Union 
Pacific I presume the grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
was the most valuable of all these grants, and yet I venture the asser- 
tion without fear of successful contradiction that the first grant ever 
made in aid of the construction of a railroad, namely, the grant to the 
State of Illinois, to aid in the construction of the Illinois Central Rail- 
road, of six alternate sections per mile on each side of the located line 
of its road, was of much greater, I think I can safely say several times 
greater, value than the magnificent grant, in quantity, made to th 


| Northern Pacific Railroad for any number of miles of its road wherever 


selected upon its line equal to the length of the Illinois Central. In 


| other words, the best part of the Northern Pacifie grant, for a distance 


equal to the length of the Illinois Central road, although it is in the 
Territories, twenty alternate sections upon each side of the located line 


| of its road, was not when made, and is not to-day, equal in value to 


the grant made to the Illinois Central. 

I have seen it stated upon good authority that the land grant to the 
Illinois Central Railroad was so valuable that the road was entirely 
constructed out of the proceeds of the sales of its lands. The Northern 
Pacific Railroad within the limits of Montana Territory is about eight 


| hundred miles in length, and the number of acres that it will receive 


under its grant in that Territory, if it secures the entire amount, ap- 
proximates 20,000,000 acres. 

I have what I consider good authority for saying that the amount of 
agricultural railroad lands within the limits of the grant of that com- 
pany in the Territory of Montana does not exceed 2,000,000 acres, and 
that not exceeding one-third of the lands are valuable for any purpose 
whatever. 

The attempted distinction between grants made to the State to aid 
particular improvements and grants made directly to corporations to 
aid in like improvements, does not affect the question of the propri- 
ety of theland-grant policy. It was the constant practice of the States 


| to transfer such grants to corporations, and the practice was well known 


to Congress. The grants to corporations were in effect like those that 
have been subsequently made to such corporations as should be desig- 


q | nated by the Legislature of a State. 
four acts have been passed by Congress granting lands to aid in the 


In proposing to forfeit a railroad grant, the first inquiry naturally is, 
how far should the act of forfeiture, by its terms, extend? It seems 
to be supposed by some persons that a legislative declaration of forfeit- 
ure of a land grant will be conclusive as to the fact of the existence of 


| a breach of the condition upon which the grant was made and as to the 
of comparatively short lines of railroad located in Illinois, Mississippi, | 


extent of its effect upon the granted lands. I do not believe any such 
doctrine. In my judgment an act of Congress declaring a grant for- 


| feited is, in effect, a mere declaration of the intention of the Govern- 


ment to resume the grant fora breach of the condition, an act upon 
the part of the grantor which prevents the grantee from further com- 
plying with the condition of the grant, so as to make its title to that 
portion of the grant as to which the condition was unperformed at the 


© roads were to be constructed assured a remunerative business | date of the declaration absolute, but settling no questions of law or fact. 
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If Congress shall attempt to do more it will attempt to do an idle 
thing. Judicial powers have not been conferred upon the legislative 
department of the Government, and no act of Congress can deprive the 
grantees and their assigns of the right to resort to the courts of the 
country in some form to obtain a judicial construction of an act of for- 
leiture 

Whenever a claim is made to any portion of a land grant by any per- 
son claiming under the Government subsequent to the declaration of 
forfeiture, the original grantee, or parties claiming under the grantee, 
can resort to the courts for adjudication of the question of title. It is 
true that under existing laws the grantees upon a declaration of forfeit- 
can not sue the United States to obtain a construction of the act 
of forfeiture, and I agree with the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MorGAN ] 
that this is a practical denial of justice in all cases as to where there 
s an unsettled controversy as to the right of forfeiture or as to the extent 
to which it can be made, and that some amendment like the one pro- 
posed by him should be made to this bill and to all similar bills; buta 
much stronger reason and the controlling reason with me why some 
such amendment should be adopted is that if it is not done litigation 
will ensue which will involve thousands of settlers, and, in all proba- 
bility, deluge Congress with applications for relief. 

\ charter granted to a corporation by act of Congress is a valid con- 
tract between the United States and the company. Out of a large num- 
ber of cases in which this proposition is decided I quote from two. In 
the Binghamton Bridge Company (3 Wallace) the Supreme Court said: 


The Legislature therefore says to public-spirited citizens If you will embark 
with your money, time, and skill in an enterprise which will accommodate the 
public necessities, we will grant to you, fora limited period, or in perpetuity, 
privileges that will justify the expenditure of your money and the employment 
of your time and skill Such a grant is a contract with mutual consideration ; 
and justice and good policy alike require that the protection of the law should 


be assured to it 


* * * * * * * 


We have supposed if anything was settled by an unbroken course of decisions 
in the Federal and State courts, it was that an act of incomsporation was a con- 
tract between the State and stockholders. Al! courts at this day are estopped 
from questioning thedoctrine. The security of property rests upon it, and every 
successful enterprise is undertaken in the unshaken belief that it will never be 
forsaken 

A departure from it now would involve dangers to society that can not be fore- 
seen; would shock the sense of justice of the country, unhinge its business in- 
and weaken, if not destroy, that respect which has always been felt for 
the judicial department of the Government 


terests 


Chief-Justice Shaw said in the case of Boston and Lowell Railroad 
Corporation vs. Salem and Lowell Railroad Company (2 Gray, 32 


in addition to the law-making power, the Legislature is the representative of 
the whole people, with authority to control and regulate public property and 
publie rights, to grant lands and franchises, to stipulate for, purchase, and ob- 
tain all such property, privileges, easements, and improvements as may be 
necessary or useful to the public, to bind the community by their contracts 
therefor, and generally to regulate all public rights and interests 

It is under this authority that lands are granted, either in fee or upon any other 
tenure, that the uses of navigable streams and watersare regulated, the right to 
build over navigable waters, to erect bridges, turnpikes, and railroads, and other 
similar rights and privileges are granted and justified. * * Were all such 
grants and stipulations repealable by subsequent Legislatures, because they are 
in the form of laws,then the unlimited power of the Legislature to alter 
change laws 
liament 


and 
sometimes called, rather extravagantly, the omnipotence of par- 
would be a source of weakness and not of strength. * * When 
such a contract has been made by the Legislature upon considerations of an 
equivalent public benefit,and where the grantees have advanced their money 
to the public upon the faith of it, the State is bound by the plain principles of 
justice faithfully to respect all grants and rights thus created and vested by 
contract, 


* 


rhe grant of lands made by Congress to aid in the construction of 
this road, and most of the Congressional grants to aid in the construc- 
tion of canals and railroads, were grants in presenti and conveyed all 
the right and interest of the United States therein, subject to the con- 
ditions named in the grant. 


sections of the public lands along the line of a proposed railroad, not 
located, the grant was in the rature of a float. 
the road was definitely fixed the grant attached to specific tracts and 
became definite 
in the grantec 


in fee—a qualified or base fee—at the date of the grant 


it may have been a grant upon condition subsequent and be liable to be 


determined by the entry of the grantor for non-performance of condi- | 


tion 

In the cases of the grants to the Northern Pacific, the Atlantic and 
Pacific, and the Texas Pacific Railroad Companies, in addition to the 
claim mentioned by the Senator from Alabama that the United States 
has failed to perform the conditions of the grant to be performed, it is 
strongly contended that under the terms and conditions of the grant 
Congress has not reserved to itself the right of forfeiture, but has pro- 


nyt 


When such grants were made of alternate | 
Whenever the line of | 


Although a grant was in presenti and vested the title 


| made. 





bridge over the Willamette River, and one ground alleged was that the 
company had lost the right to build the bridge or further construct th: 
road by failure to comply with the condition upon which the grant was 
In the decision the court (Deady, J. 


But the condition imposed upon the defendant by section 8 of the act is ev« 
modified by the provisions of section 9, from which it plainly appears that so fu 
from Congress intending that the powers of a corporation should cease or becom, 
forfeit in any particular by reason of its failure or inability to keep any of th« 
conditions imposed by said section 8, it expressly reserved to itself the right 
case of such failure for the period of one year, to * do any and all acts and things 
which may be needful and necessary to insure a speedy completion of the sa 
road.’ 

In this way Congress undertook to secure the completion of this great natio: 
work in any event, and so plainly declare in advance what otherwise might ha 
been left to inference and argument from analogous cases, that it reserved t 
self the right to deal with the defen ant for any failure to comply with the co 
ditions of the grant, and to excuse or enforce the same as it might under.al! 
cumstances deem just to the defendant and best for the public good. Indeed 
view of the magnitude and hazard of the undertaking it was expressly provide 
that even Congress should not take advantage of a failure to perform any of th: 
conditions for any period less than a year. And even the land set apart by Con 
gress to aid in the construction of the road was not left liable to revert to the pul 
domain or be otherwise disposed of by Congress for the failure of the company 
to construct or complete the work as required by the act, but, as was said 
United States os. Childers (5 Sawyer, 174), it was devoted to the construction of 
the road in any event, and it is the duty of Congress to see that it is so applied 

See, also, on this point Southern Pacific Railroad Company rs. Orton, 6 Saw 
178 

And this position is fortified by the fact that when Congress intended that 
the corporate existence of the defendant should be forfeited or affected by its 
failure to keep a condition imposed upon it, it hasexpressly said so, asin sectior 
19, where it is provided that unless two millions of the stock is subseribed and 
10 per cent. paid thereon within two years from the passage of the act, “it sha! 
be nulland void.”’ (18 Federal Reporter, 106, 108.) 


Says: 





I also quote from an opinion of Hon. J.S. Black upon the legal rights 
of the same company: 


Hon. Ropert M. McLane, 
Chairman of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 


House of Representatives 
> 


* * * * 


* * 


Now, let us look and see if there is anything in this act of incorporation which 
declares that the land grant may be forfeited, or declared void, or resumed in 
any event. 

In the first place it will be observed that the grant is in verba de priesenti—the 
title is vested in the company at the moment when the charter is accepted. Un 
like some other grants, it does not provide that the title is to be vested as th« 
work goes on 

It gives it all at once; and when the road is made patents may issue, not to 
create the title, but to confirm it. If, therefore, the right of the company is now 
to be taken away, the thing must be done by forfeiting a title already vested 
not by refusing to make atitle where none existed. 

The eighth section declares that the grant shall be held upon conditions, &« 
one condition being the completion of the road within a certain time, afterward 
extended. This I admit would, if there were nothing more, make the estat 
conditional, and the grantor might exact a forfeiture for condition broken 

But there is something more. 

The ninth section prescribes what the penalty shall be fora breach of the con 
dition, and that penalty is not forfeiture. In case of such breach the right is 
reserved to do what may be necessary to insure the speedy completion of the 
road. By the terms of the contract this is the only thing that the United States 
can do 

It excludes the conclusion which might have been drawn from the naked 
statement of the conditions of the eighth section. 

It has been argued (I do not know by whom) that the right to “do any anda! 
acts and things which may be needful to insure a speedy completion of the said 
road "’ includes the power to resume the land grant by legislative act. I hope 
this has never been asserted by any respectable lawyer, for I must say that it is 
absurd. Iam not afraid that any gentleman on this committee will believe it 

The power to deprive a man of his property without process of law is avery 
different thing from the power to hurry him up in his work. This privilege to 
speed the making of the road, in case it did not go fast enough, was put in on 
purpose to negative the rightof resumption and furnish another—a specific and 
exclusive—remedy for the public injury which might be caused by delay or 
negligence. Besides, the resumption of the land grant is very far from being 
needful as a means of hastening the work. It is just exactly the contrary 
Here is a company moving rapidly along toward the completion of the greatest 
railroad in the world,and you propose to disable it utterly by taking away its 
means of going on. Call you that insuring the speedy completion of the work 
You might as well cut the hamstrings of a race-horse to insure his fleetness 


* * > = > 


* + 


J.8. BLACK 

York, Pa., April 19, 1881. 

Without expressing an opinion as to the correctness cf this view of 
the law, I do not think that it is a matter to be overlooked or ignored 
Some provision ought to be made for judicially determining the question 
in. case of the forfeiture of any grant containing like provisions. Con- 


| ceding a grant to be a grant upon condition subsequent, for a breach of 


vided in each of said grants what the penalty should be for a breach of | 


the condition and that that penalty is not forfeiture, but is only in case 
of such breach the right to do what may be necessary to insure the 
speedy completion of the road 

Some eminent lawyers hold to this opinion, and at least one Federal 
court has taken the same view of the question 

rhe case of Hughes vs. The Northern Pacific Railroad Company and 


} 


others, heard and decided by the circuit court of the United States for 
the district of Oregon, in October, 1883, was a suit in equity brought to 


restrain the company from proceeding further with the erection of a 


which the lands may be forfeited and diverted from the object for which 
the grant was made and restored to the public domain, and made sub 
ject to the general land laws of the United States, which, as I have said 
in the case of the Northern Pacific, Atlantic and Pacific, and Texas Pa 
cific is denied, let us inquire what the rules of law applicable to such 
grants are, which, if not governing the action of Congress, limit its 
power to legislate so as to affect the title of the granted lands and th« 
rights of the grantees 

In case of a grant upon a condition subsequent it is well settled that 
the grantor alone can take advantage of a failure to perform the cond 
tion, and until he asserts such right the legal estate remains vested 
the grantee 

This is no new doctrine, and in its application to grants of lands in aid 
of internal improvements by the Departments and the courts they hav: 
only followed the long-settled rule of law upon the subject. 

In an opinion dated November 29, 1879 (16 Opinions Attorneys-Gen- 
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eral, 398), Attorney-General Devens, giving construction to the Min- | sections becomes absolute and not liable to be divested fer a failure to 


nesota land grant of July 4, 1866, states the law on this subject fully as 
relates to land grants. I quote the following from that statement: 


While the part of the road to which your inquiries relate was not completed 
within the time limited by law, no attempt has been made to enforce any for- 
feiture of the lands granted to the State of Minnesota, or by any means, legisla- 
tive or other, to revest the title in the United States. 

rhe question whether the State of Minnesota may still claim under the act of 

Congress lands which have been earned by the construction of the road since 
the expiration of the period, is determined by the case of Schulenburg vs. Har- 
riman (21 Wall.,44). This was the case of a grant of lands to the State of Wis- 
consin to aid in the construction of a certain railroad within that State, by an act 
of June 3, 1856; the language there used in reference to the condition upon 
which the grant might be defeated by non-completion of the road within ten 
years was as follows: 
“ “No further sales shall be made, and the lands unsold shal! revert to the 
United States. The road had not been completed within the time required for 
its construction, which had not been extended, and Congress had passed no act 
nor taken any judicial proceeding to enforce any forfeiture of the grant for fail- 
ure to construct the road within the period prescribed. Upon this state of 
facts it was held that a present interest was by the grant to the State of 
Wisconsin ; that the proviso was in the nature of a condition-subsequent; that 
the prohibition against further sales if the road were not completed added noth- 
ing to the force of the proviso, because a cessation of sales was necessarily im- 
pled in the condition that the lands should revert, but that if the condition were 
not enforced the power to sell continued as before its breach, limited only by 
the objects of the grant and the manner of sale prescribed by the act; and that 
as no action had been taken, either by legislation or judicial proceedings, to 
enfore a forfeiture or revest the title in the United States, that title remained in 
the State as completely as it existed on the day that the title by location of the 
railroad acquired precision, and became attached to the adjoining alternate sec- 
tions. In direct answer to your inquiry upon this point I therefore reply that 
the Department is authorized by law to issue patents to the State of Minnesota 
for lands opposite that portion of the road constructed in sections of ten con- 
secutive miles since February 26, 1877, the date at which, according to the fourth 
section of the act of July 4, 1866, it was provided in the event that the road was 
not completed that the lands not patented should revert to the United States ; 
and this for the reason above stated, that no act, legislative or judicial, has been 
taken to revest the title in the United States.”’ 


Attorney-General Brewster, in an opinion of date June 13, 1882, in 
the case (Backbone case) of the application of the New Orleans Pacific 
Railway Company for certain lands claimed under the grant of March 


3, 1871, to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 
Company, says: 


The act of March 3, 1871, passed to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicks- 
burg Railroad Company a present interest in a certain number of alternate sec- 
tions of publie lands per mile within the limits there prescribed. Itslanguage 
is, * There is hereby granted to said company’ the number of alternate sec- 
tions mentioned, wane which import a grant in presenti and not one in futuro. 

But the grant thus made is in the nature of a float. It is of sections to be 
afterward located, their location depending upon the establishment of the line 
of the road, Until this is definitely fixed the grant does not attach to any spe- 
cific tracts of land. * * * The proviso in the grant that the company shall 
complete the whole of its road within five years from the date of the act is a 
condition-subsequent, the failure to perform which does not ipso facto work a 
forfeiture of the grant, but only gives rise to a right in the Government to en- 
force a forfeiture thereof. Yet in order to enforce a forfeiture such right must 
be asserted by a judicial proceeding authorized by law, or by some legislative 
action amounting to a resumption of the grant. (Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 21 
Wall., 44.) Hence until advantage is taken of the non-performance of the con- 
dition, under legislative authority, the interest of the grantee in the grant re- 
mains unimpaired thereby. 


In Van Wyck vs. Knevals (16 Otto, 365) Mr. Justice Field, in de- 
livering the opinion of the court, said: 


The defendant having failed to establish the validity of his own title, attacks 
the right of the company to the lands covered by the grant, alleging that the 
company never completed the construction of the entire road for which the grant 
was made; that after filing its map with the Secretary of the Interior it changed 
for part of the distance the route of the road, and that it never complied with 
the conditions of the law of Nebraska for the extension of its road within the 
limits of that State. We do not deem these objections, when considered with 
the facts on which they are based, as havingany force. There is tothemaready 
and conclusive answer. Assuming that the Burlington and Missouri River 
Railroad, with which the company’s road connected, was not, as averred by the 
complainant, a branch of the Union Pacific Railroad, and that therefore the 
company’s proposed road was not entirely completed, the fact remains that the 
company constructed a portion of the proposed road, and that portion was ac- 
cepted as completed in the manner required by the act of Congress. Patents 
for some of the adjoining sections were accordingly issued to the company, and 
a right to all of them not specially reserved by the condition of the grant vested 
in it. So far as that portion of the road which was completed and accepted is 
concerned, the contract of the company was executed, and as to the lands pat- 
ented, the transaction on the part of the Government was closed and the title of 
the company perfected. The right of the company to the remainiug odd-num- 
bered sections adjoining the road completed and accepted—not reserved—is 
equally clear. Ifthe whole road has not been completed, any forfeiture conse- 
quent thereon can be asserted only by the grantor (the United States) through | 

udicial proceedings or through the action of Congress. (Schulenberg vs. Har- 

riman, 21 Wall.,44.) A third party can not take upon himself to enforce condi- | 
tions pane to the grant when the Government does not complain of their | 
breach, 


perform the condition as to any other section of the road. In other 
words, it was not the intention of Congress, in case of the failure of a 
grantee to complete its road, to make the entire grant subject to for- 
feiture. 

It is a well-settled principle of law, that in cases of estates upon con- 
dition subsequent time is not of the essence of the contract, and that a 
forfeiture may be waived by the party who has the right to avail him- 
self of the breach of the condition, and that if entry is not made by the 
grantor or some act equivalent to entry done by him before the condi- 
tion is performed, the title of the grantee becomes absolute. In other 
words, that the performance of the condition by the grantee, though 
after the time limited in the grant, before the grantor has signified his 
intention to take advantage of the non-performance of the condition, is 
as effectual to transform the conditional fee into an absolute title as 
if the condition had been performed within the time limited in the 
grant. 

It is said that laches may not be imputed to the Government, but the 
maxim does not apply to a contract between the Government and its 
citizens. As I have before said, in construing a contract between the 
Government and individuals, both stand upon an equality before the 
law. The doctrine that a condition subsequent attached to a grant of 
the fee to real estate may be performed after the time limited in the 
grant and before entry by the grantor for a breach is a rule of property, 
and forms a part of the general law of contracts, and enters into and 
becomes a part of a contract between the Government and individuals 
in the same manner that it applies to a contract between individuals. 
But if this were not so it would hardly be consistent with the honor 
and dignity of a great government to undertake to apply a different rule 
to the construction of its contracts with its citizens from that which 
is applied to the construction of contracts between individuals. 

Something has been said as to the rights of mortgagees and grantees 
of Congressional land grants. As the fee in such grants passes to the 
grantee there appears to be no reason why the grantee may not sell the 
granted lands or mortgage them, if in case the grantee is a corporation it 
has power under its charter to mortgage its property even before the 
condition is performed and the lands are earned. But itseems evident 
to me that the vendee or mortgagee of such lands takes no greater es- 
tate in them than the original grantee had at the date of the convey- 
ance, namely, a conditional fee only, subject to be forfeited for non-per- 
formance of the condition upon whigh the grant is made. 

Several bills for the forfeiture of railroad grants have been reported 
from the Senate Committee on Public Lands. Among them is the bill 
under consideration, to forfeit the grant of the Atlantic and Pacific 
Railroad Company, a bill to forfeit the grant of the Texas Pacific Rail- 
road Company, a bill to forfeit the grant of the Oregon Central Rail- 
road Company, and a bill to forfeit the grant of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad*Company. 

The facts in relation to the bill under consideration have already 
been fully stated. The company appears to lack the present ability 
to complete its road, and circumstances have so changed since the grant 
was made that it is believed the public interests will be better protected 
by a present forfeiture of the grant than by longer withholding the 
lands from settlement. 

The Texas Pacific bill involves questions of law only, the grant being 
now claimed by virtue of an assignment by a company which constructed 
its road before it took the assignment. The committee was unani- 
mously of the opinion that even admitting the right of the grantee 
to assign the grant, the construction of the road by the assignee com- 
pany before the assignment was made was not a performance of the 
condition of the grant, and that the grant should be forfeited. The 
facts concerning the Oregon Central land grant were as follows: 

By an actof Congress entitled ‘*An act granting lands to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from Portland to Astoria and 
McMinnville, in the State of Oregon,’’ approved May 4, 1570, there was 
granted to the Oregon Central Railroad Company, its successors and as- 
signs, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from Portland to Astoria, and from a suitable point of junc- 
tion near Forest Grove to the Yam Hill River, near McMinnville, in the 
State of Oregon, besides the usual right of way, materials for construc- 
tion, and necessary land for stations, each alternate section of the pub 
lic lands (not mineral, excepting coal and iron) designated by odd 
numbers nearest the said road, to the amount of ten such alternate sec- 
tions per mile upon each side thereof not otherwise disposed of or re 


In most, if not all, the Congressional grants to States and to corpora- | served, or held by valid homestead or pre-emption right at the time of 


tions to aid in the construction of railroads, the grant is what may be 
called a divisible grant. By the acts making the grants it is provided 
that as the construction of the road progresses and sections of a given 
length, usually from ten to twenty-five miles, are completed, the same 
shall be inspected and if found to be constructed in accordance with the 
requirements of the act and the evidence thereof filed, patents for the 
«ranted lands conterminous with the completed section shall be issued. 
{n my judgment such a grant is divisible, and the grant as to each sec- | 
tion of the road should be so far considered as a separate grant as that 

when the condition of the grant as to any section of road is performed 


the passage of said act. 
Immediately after the passage, of said act the said Oregon Central 
| Railroad Company constructed its railroad from Portland to Saint Jo- 
seph, about one and a half miles from McMinnville, and about forty- 
eight miles from Portland. The line as constructed passes in the vi- 
cinity of the town of Forest Grove. The road so constructed, and the 
| lands, earned and unearned, have been transferred to and are now 
owned by the Oregon and California Railroad Company, another Ore- 
gon corporation incorporated for the purpose of constructing a railroad 
| from Portland to the southern boundary of theState. The latter com- 


the title of the grantee to the lands coterminous with such completed | pany is engaged in the construction of the southern extension of its 
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road to connect with the California and Oregon Railroad, now owned 
by the Central Pacific Railroad Company, and which is being extended 
northward to meet the Oregon and California Railroad, and thus form 
railroad connection between the cities of San Francisco, Cal., and Port- 
land, Oreg. 

The Oregon and California Railroad Company also owns an extension 
of the Oregon Central road, built by still another company, the Western 
Oregon Railroad Company, from Saint Joseph to Corvallis, in Benton 
County, Oregon, a distance of about fifty miles, and is engaged in con- 
structing an extension of the said road from Corvallis to a junction 
with the Oregon and California road at Junction City, in Lane County. 
Preliminary surveys of the line from Forest Grove to Astoria have been 
made by the Oregon Central and Oregon and California Railroad Com- 
panies, but nothing has been done toward the construction of that part 
of the line. Petitions have been presented to Congress at the present 
and at previous sessions, praying the forfeiture of the unearned portion 
of the grant. 
western end of the proposed line from Forest Grove to Astoria. The 
Committee on Public Lands early in the session reported favorably a 


bill to forfeit the unearned portion of this grant; that is, the grant for | 


that pertion of the road from Forest Grove to Astoria. 

1 expect to support that bill. I shall do so not for the reason that 
the citizens of any locality or localities have petitioned for the forfeiture 
of the grant, for I think that the citizens of the entire State of Oregon 
have an interest in the construction of the road, and consequently in 
the forfeiture of the grant, but I shall support the bill for the reason 
that the construction of this part of the road, which may properly be 
termed a branch, has never been commenced, and, so far as I can see, 
is not likely to be undertaken within a reasonable time by the com- 
pany. Applying the rule which I think should govern in determining 
the question of forfeiture to this grant, 1 think the lands ought not 
further to be withheld from the market without some satisfactory assur- 
ance of the speedy construction of the road. 

The report of the committee upon the bill to forfeit the unearned 


portion of the Northern Pacific land grant is not a unanimous report. | 


A minority of the committee are unwilling that the portion of the grant 
for what is known as the Cascade branch, which is the projected road 
from a point where the main line from Lake Superior first reaches the 
Columbia River across the Cascade Mountains to Puget Sound, and 
which is a part of the direct line from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, 
should be now forfeited. The bill introduced by me on the 19th of 
May last, and which I will ask the Secretary to read as a part of my 
remarks, is the bill which I think should de passed concerning this 
grant. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2229) restoring to the United States certain of the lands granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a railroad 


from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, and to restore the same to settlement, 
and for other purposes. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress gssembled, That all the lands heretofore granted to the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company by an act entitled ‘An act granting lands to aid 
in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from Lake Superior to Puget 
Sound, on the Pacific coast, by the northern route,’ approved July 2, 1864, and 
subsequent acts and joint resolutions of Congress, which are adjacent or apper- 
tain to and are conterminous with that part of its main line which extends from 
Wallula Junction, in Washington Territory, to the city of Portland, in the State 
of Oregon, except such of said lands as are adjacent or appertain toand are con- 
terminous with the branch line across the Cascade Mountains, be, and the same 
are hereby, resumed by the United States and restored to the public domain and 
made st bject to disposition and settlement under the general laws relating to 
the public lands. 

Sec. 2. Thatin all cases where persons have settled upon any of the lands 
affected by said grant, and hereby resumed by and restored to the United States, 
or have madeimprovements thereon with a bona fide intention of purchasing 
the same of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and such person is not en- 
titled to enter the same under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the United 
States,such person, upon proving the same to the satisfaction of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, shall be entitled to enter not more than three 
hundred and twenty acres of said lands, including such person's settlement or 
improvement, at the rate of $1.25 per acre: Provided, That in all cases where 
parties, persons, or corporations, with the permission of said Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company, are in the possession of and have made improvements upon 
any of the lands hereby resumed and restored, and are not entitled to enter the 
same under the provisions of this act, such parties, persons, or corporations shall 
have six months in which to remove any growing crop, and within which time 
they shall also be entitled to remove all buildings and other movable improve- 
ments from said lands. 

Sec. 3. That the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company shall complete its 
said branch across the Cascade Mountains within five years after the passage of 
this act, subject to the provisions, duties, and obligations, and with the grants 
and privileges provided in said act approved July 2, 1864, and the joint resolu- 
tion relating thereto approved May 31, 1870; and also its main line in the State of 
Wisconsin to its eastern terminus at or nearthe mouth of Montreal River, within 
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Mr. DOLPH. I need not to this body detail the history of this com. 
pany. Nor need I state with what energy, since the company re- 
covered from its financial embarrassments caused by the financial crisis 
of 1873, the construction of its road has been pushed across the conti- 
nent. The rapidity with which this road was constructed attracted th: 
attention of the whole country, but the interest in the progress of th, 
work in other portions of the Union was slight compared with the inter- 


| est with which the people of the Pacific Northwest watched its progress 








| Superior to Portland. 
The petitioners mostly reside at Astoria and along the | 


All eyes were turned with expectation toward it. We waited and 
hoped and at last rejoiced greatly when the last spike was driven an 
the main line from Lake Superior to Wallula was completed, and Oregon 
was connected by rail with her sister States. 

Wallula is about two hundred and fourteen miles from Portland. Th. 
Northern Pacific there connects with the Oregon Railway and Naviva 
tion Company’s road, which forms a part of the through line from Lak: 
From Portland along the south side of th 
Columbia to a point just below Kalama, which is upon the north « 
Washington side of the river, and thence to New Tacoma, on Puget 
Sound, the road is completed. There is also railroad connection be- 
tween New Tacoma and Seattle, partly by the constructed portion o! 
the Cascade branch of the Northern Pacific Railroad and partly by a 
railroad constructed by another company. There is also completed 
and in operation over twenty-five miles of the Cascade branch tron 
New Tacoma eastward, and the construction of that branch is being 
carried on from the Columbia River westward. It will cost a large 
amount of money and require considerable time to construct the Cas 
cade branch. If the land grant of the company should now be forfeited 


| I have no doubt that the effect of the forfeiture will be the necessary 


suspension of the work of construction upon this branch as well as upon 
the main line. 

As to that portion of the grant between Wallula and Portland, ap 
plying the rule by which, as I have before stated, I think the ques 
tion should be determined whether a grant should be forfeited, I thin 
the time has come when the people will be benefited more by an im 
mediate restoration of the granted lands to the public domain and t 
the operation of the land laws of the United States than by longer hold- 
ing them from market in order to secure the construction of the road 
I am informed that the company during last year did some work along 
the north side of the Columbia River upon this line, but the work hua- 
not been pushed with an energy which indicates an intention and 
ability of speedily completing that section of the road. 

Another company has constructed a road from Portland to Walluls 
which gives the public the benefit of a through line, and to that ex- 
tent lessens the public benefits to be derived trom the construction 0! 
the Northern Pacific road, and by causing the rapid settlement of th: 
country along the line of the road, has increased the inconvenience and 
injury to the community which will be caused by the further withhold 
ing of the lands from market. Many persons have settled upon thes: 
railroad lands and are anxious to secure title. As I have before said 
if it appeared certain that the road would be built at once, the most 
satisfactory way to secure the rights of these persons, in my judgmeut 
would be to permit the lands to be earned and the settlers to secur 
their title from the company. 

In considering what should be done for the relief of these persons 
there is a question worthy of consideration as to the power of Congres- 
to divert the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company) 
from the object of the grant, namely, the construction of the road 
which I have already discussed. The bill offered by myself for the for- 
feiture of this portion of the grant avoids this question, and if it should 
become alaw would at once, no doubt, settlethe question of title to al! 
the forfeited lands. It requires the company toassent to the provisions 
of the bill. The company agreeing for itself, its stockholders, and bond- 


| holders, and the United States agreeing for the public, to the forfeiture 


the title to the lands and the power of Congress to dispose of them 


| would be finally settled, whatever may be the power of Congress with- 
| out such assent to declare a forfeiture of the grant. 


As a condition upon which an extension of time is granted for the 


| completion of the Cascade branch, I have no doubt that the company 


would assent to the provisions of a bill for that purpose by which th: 
grant for a portion of its main line from Portland to Wallula would lx 
forfeited. Should the bill repoited from the Committee on Publi: 
Lands become a law the courts would be called upon to determin 


| whether Congress had the power to divert the grant from the objects 


two yearsafter the passage of this act, subject toand with the provisions, duties, 
obligations, grants, and privileges aforesaid: Provided, That in case of its fail- | 
ure to complete said branch, or said part of the main line in the State of Wis- | 


consin, within the times herein respectively limited therefor, then and in such 

case the granted lands appertaining to and conterminous with the then uncom- 

pleted parts of said branch and main lines, or either, as the case may be, shall 

revert to the United States and become part of the public domain, and be sub- 

ject to disposition and settlement under the qunevel lawa relating to the public 
ds. 

Sec. 4. That the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company shall accept the pro- 
visions of this act by a resolution of its board of directors, and file in the office 
of the Secretary of the Interior, within sixty days after the passage of this act,a 
copy of such resolution authenticated by its corporate seal and the signatures of 
ite president and secretary. 


to which it was made. But inthe meantime, and until some final ad- 


judication of the question could be had, the title of the settlers to th« 


lands would be under a cloud, and their value would be greatly im- 
paired. 

Looking at this question from my standpoint, unless the act to for- 
feit this grant should be passed in such a shape as to secure the assent 
of the company, I should be in favor of providing for the institution ot 
a suit atonce by the United States against the company, and all parties 
claiming under it whose rights are not provided for in the act, to settle 
finally and within the shortest practicable time the question of title at 
the expense of the United States, instead of leaving it to be settled at 
the expense of settlers under the land laws, and providing for an early 
final decision of the case by giving it precedence on the calendars of 
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all courts, requiring the courts to hear it, and shortening the time for 
§ ypeal. 

. t he circumstances are quite different in regard to that portion of the 
vrant for the Cascade branch. That part of Washington Territory 
lying west of the Cascade Mountains is entirely cut off and separated 
from Eastern Washington by the Cascade Mountains. Without thecon- 
struction of the Cascade branch, which is in fact the direct line, the 
only communieation between the two portions of the Territory is by 
way of the Columbia River Valley. The lines of transportation and 
travel pass through or connect at Portland. Western Washington con- 
tains about 30,000 square miles, and is about three and a half times 
as large as the State of New Hampshire. It contains the great Puget 
Sound, with its fertile islands, capacious harbors, and its 2,000 miles 
of shore indented by bays and inlets. It probably now contains the 
most extensive and valuable forests of timber in the United States. 

Underlying these vast forests of fir, pine, and cedar are inexhausti- 
ble mines of iron and coal. It has considerable tracts of the finest ag- 
ricultural land. Its waters teem with fish. In short, it is a valuable 
portion of the great Northwest, destined to be the future home of mil- 
lions of people. It was, until the establishment of the civil govern- 
ment for Alaska, the extreme northwestern portion of the organized 
territority of the United States. The citizens of Washington Territory 
were among the earliest and most intelligent friends of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad. They believe that they are entitled to direct railroad 
communication with the eastern portion of the Territory and with the 
main line of the Northern Pacific Railroad by way of the Cascade 
branch. 

1 believe they are so entitled. I am frank to say that in my opinion 
the construction of the Cascade branch would not be immediately ad- 
vantageous to Oregon, or to Portland, its chief city, and I even doubt 
whether its present construction would be profitable for the company 
itself. I base my action in this matter upon broader grounds than the 
interest alone of the people of my State. I believe I should be false 
to my duty if I permitted myself to be governed by such a considera- 
tion, and by my silence, my voice, or my vote helped to place an ob- 
stacle in the way of the completion of this branch. I shall be gov- 
erned in this matter by what I conceive to be the interest of the whole 
Northwest and of the whole country, and will not without a protest 
see so large and promising a section of the country cut off from direct 
communication with the railroad system of the Union at a time when 
the long-deferred hopes of its people seem about to be realized. 


Illinois, Mississippi, Alabama, Florida, Louisiana, Arkansas, Mis- | 


souri, Iowa, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and Kansas have all re- 
ceived from the Federal Government valuable lands for the purpose of 
aiding the construction of railroads, and many other States and Terri- 
tories have received the benefits of valuable grants made to corpora- 
tions to aid the construction of railroads within their limits. By the 
liberality of the Government they have been given the facilities of rail- 
roads and telegraphs, daily mails and schools; their resources have been 
developed, their unoccupied lands settled and cultivated, and they 
have grown strong and independent of further national aid. Are the 


representatives in this body of these States which have been heretofore 


so highly favored by the General Government, and whose Senators and 


Representatives were once suppliants for aid from the Federal Govern- | 


ment for railroads for their States, willing to deprive far-off Washing- 
ton Territory of the aid heretofore granted to secure to her a single 
direct railroad connection with the railroad system of the country ? 

It is said that the time is past when it is necessary for the Govern- 
ment to aid in theconstruction of railroads. That may be true in most 
of the States and Territories, but it is not true as to Washington Terri- 
tory. Thecondition of that Territory to-day is practically the same as 
was the condition of the Territories of the West when they received lib- 
eral Government aid for the construction of their railroads, and which 
now, by reason of the settlement of their territory and the development 
of their resources, no longer require assistance. The sparse population 


of the great Northwest, the difficulties of constructing railroads, the | 
great cost of the transportation of railroad material, the high prices | 


of labor, render the cost of railroad construction very great. 

To the Government itself the question as to whether the land grant 
of the Northern Pacific shall be forfeited and restored to the operation 
of the land laws, or earned by the railroad company and sold to set- 
ers, is of no great importance. I am not concerned about the sum 
that would find its way into the public Treasury if the lands were 


restored to the operation of the land laws. My concern is to know | 


what is for the best interest of the people of Oregon and Washington 
Territory and of the whole country. If any people deserve liberal 
treatment at the hands of Congress it is the people who braved the 
dangers and endured the toils and hardships incident to pioneer life 
in that country, and who have waited so long for the tide of immigra- 
tion just now setting toward it. 

I am asking of Congress in behalf of Oregon, in view of our great ex- 
tent of territory, our great and rapidly increasing internal, interstate, 
and foreign commerce, our great rivers, our extended seacoast, our rap- 
idly increasing population and development, liberal appropriations for 
the improvement of our riversand harbors. I should feel in a measure 





estopped from asking such liberal treatment in this regard as our peo- 
ple deserve if the reasons for doing so were not strong enough to prevent 
me from assisting in depriving the people of Washington Territory of 
the aid heretofore granted by Congress for the construction of the great 
highway across the continent which for the last quarter of a century has 
been the object of their hopes by day and the subject of their dreams 
by night. 

I briefly call attention to another matter which I deem worthy of care- 
ful consideration in connection with the proposition to forfeit the land 
grant for the Cascade branch of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 
The Canadian Government has expended large sums of money in the 
improvement of the St. Lawrence River, and is making a great effort 
to secure the trade of the Northwest. The Canadian Government has 
also already expended and is expending fabulous sums in pushing the 
construction of the Canadian Pacific Railroad. It seems certain that in 
a comparatively brief period we may look for the completion of that 
road, and when that time arrives there is scarcely a doubt but that 
Great Britain will subsidize a line of steamships between the city of 
Victoria and Hong-Kong and other ports of China and Japan, and Vic- 
toria will become a competitor for the trade of the East, not only with 
Portland and the cities of Puget Sound, but with San Francisco, which 
has hitherto enjoyed a monopoly of that trade upon the Pacific coast. 
In view of this fact it is not alone Western Washington or the people of 
the Northwest or the stockholders and bondholders of the Northern 
Pacific that are interested in securing a through line of railroad for the 
Northern Pacific from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, but sucha through 
line is a national necessity to enable us to fairly compete with Great 
Britain for the commerce of China and Japan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Winconsin, in the 
chair). The question is on the amendment of the committee, which 
will be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is this the amendment of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGAn]? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands there is an 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Public Lands on which the 
question has not yet been taken. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 22, after the word “ stations,’’ the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands propose to insert: 

Provided, That the price of the lands so forfeited and restored shall be the 
same as heretofore fixed for the even-numbered sections within said grant. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, theglaborate speeches which have been 
made upon this subject and the impossibility which I have found to 
make anything like proper preparation to discuss a question of this 
magnitude will justify me (as I am sure my course will please the Sen- 
ate) in making my remarks very brief; and yet, as a member of the 
committee, having given some thought to the general subject that is in- 
volved, not alone in this bill but in the various bills that are before the 
Senate and the other House of Congress and before the country, pro- 
posing the forfeiture of the unearned and in many cases of the earned 
land grants to railroads which have been constructed by their aid and 
which it was expected would be constructed by their aid, and not hav- 
ing the good fortune to agree with a majority of the committee but being 
obliged to vote like the rest of the Senate, I feel that it is proper that 
I should give some expression to my views. 

All the land grants proposed to be forfeited were originally made 
between the years 1860 and 1870. They all had the same general pur- 
| pose. From the Mississippi Valley to the Pacific coast our country 
was comparatively a wilderness, to be sure inhabited here and there. 
Even large States had been developed and political communities had 
been established in portions of that great territory, and yet when the 
actual population of that territory is compared with the teeming mill- 
ions that it may well support, I am justified in saying that at least in 
that period that portion of our country westerly of the Mississippi 
Valley and the Missouri Valley was a wilderness. 
| For the purpose of opening communication with the Pacific coast it 





seemed desirable that at least four great natural lines of communica- 
tion should be established connecting the Atlantic and the Pacific seas. 
They were chartered; they were all endowed with liberal land grants. 
They were separated from each other from three to four hundred miles, 
parallel lines, the Northern Pacific, the Central and Union Pacific, the 
Atlantic and Pacific, and the Texas and Pacific. Upon the Pacific 
coast lines connecting these great thoroughfares were also chartered 
and were endowed with a land grant as in other cases. 

In round numbers something like 200,000,000 acres of land were 
granted to promote these great objects; substantially 50,000,000 acres, 
a little less [ think, to the Northern Pacific; considerably less than that 
to the Union and Central; some 47,000,000 acres to the Atlantic and 
Pacific, to which road the bill under consideration has special refer- 
ence; and a smaller amount to the Texas and Pacific, which appertained 
only to the Territories lying westerly of the State of Texas. Including 
the lines extending along the Pacific coast which connected these great 
proposed thorotighfares, the sum total of the land grant was in round 
numbers about 200,000,000 acres. 

All these enterprises have been entered upon; one of them prosecuted 
to completion; the Northern Pacific substantially completed to-day ; the 
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Atlantic and Pacific more than half completed; the Texas and Pacific, 
now the Southern Pacific, wholly completed, while the lines connecting 
the Pacific extremities of these great roads are also practically com- 
pleted; so that from the Northern Pacific to the Texas and Pacific, now 
the Southern Pacific, there will be in a very short time a continuous 
line of communication. 

It must be admitted, I think, that substantially the great end sought 
to be accomplished in the chartering of these lines and in the granting 
of these immense tracts of land has been accomplished, or if not en- 
tirely accomplished it is now so near completion that in the eye of a 
nation looking to its development and to its destiny we may as the 
American people say that these roads are finished. 
complete. 
plished, and that is the éstablishment of the termini on the Pacific 
coast and some of the connections on the East in order that these great 
competing transcontinental routes may be established for all time. 

I do not know that the Senate makes any proposition to deprive any 
of these roads of any portion of the grant which has, in the parlance of 
the time, been earned in any of these cases. That would be such fla- 
grant and abominable injustice that at least the sentiment of this end 
of the Capitol bas rebelled against it. I do not know that any mem- 
ber of the Committee on Public Lands or any member of the Senate 
entertains the idea of forfeiting the earned portion of any one of these 
great land grants. By the earned portion I understand that portion of 
the land grant which lies contiguous and opposite to the completed 
portions of the road. 

In this way there has come to be finally disposed of, vested in these 
various corporations, their successors, their assigns, their legal repre- 
sentatives (1 speak in round mumbers now that the memory may be 
more likely to carry the figures), about 150,000,000 acres of the 200,- 
000,000 acres granted. Of the remaining portion of these land grants, 
the 50,000,000 acres, more or less, lying along the uncompleted portions 
of these roads, no part of which, however, in any of these cases has failed 


to be surveyed, the line located, and more or less actual and important | 


expenditure made upon them—I say along these remaining uncom- 
pleted portions where lie the unearned portions of the grants the lands 
as a rule are relatively of very little value. I shall not undertake to 
speak with accuracy. Nobody can speak with accuracy. The data do 
not exist. 

Neither the Senate nor the other branch of Congress nor the commit- 
tee has been from the beginning to the end of this investigation in the 
possession of the definite data whereon any jury would be expected to 
base a verdict, and no judicial decision affecting rights of property to 
the value of $5 or $5,000,000 would be rendered anywhere in this broad 
land, I venture to say, before the most incompetent justice of the peace 
or the highest tribunal in the country, upon such sort of investigation 
of fact as has been made in any of these cases in either branch of Con- 
gress. Basing my statement upon sach information as I possess, and 
such inferences as I think may be fairly made, considering that the un- 
completed portions of these various roads pass, many of them, through 
mountain gorges, that they go through wilderness and desert lands, 
that very large portions where the land is valuable are already located 
upon and will be held by private individuals or companies, homestead- 
ers, pre-emptors, individual settlers—taking all these circumstances 
and others that might, if time would permit, be dwelt upon, I do not 
believe that to-day there is a really intrinsically valuable portion of 
the unearned land grants which will be recovered if all these bills of 
forfeiture are enacted into law, and all of them are successful, invest- 
ing in the United States what they undertake to do, 10,000,000 acres 
of good land to-day that will be recovered by the United States by this 
effort to forfeit land grants amounting to 200,000,000 acres. 

We see in the newspapers and hear something in the discussions in 
both branches of Congress of the practical result that will come from 
this great movement to destroy vested rights and to humbug the Ameri- 
can people. The proposition that they are to recover immense portions 
of the public domain in my belief will simmer down to a recovery of 
not exceeding one-twentieth part of the land originally granted, and 
which the people are led generally in the discussions to expect that 
they will recover. So the real, practical, sensible proposition before us 
in the aggregation of these bills (I am not speaking now of the single 


one that is before the Senate) is to make an effort by this public dem- | 


onstration or declaration of forfeiture of all these grants to recover to 
the United States not exceeding 10,000,000 acres of really valuable 
lands. 

Itis very true we might recover perhaps mountain tops, we might 
recover desert lands, lands that the companies themselves would be 
glad to part with for5 cents an acre in cash, or 10, 15, 20, or 25 cents an 
acre in cash, and a much larger amount, nominally an amount in my 
belief not exceeding forty or fifty million acres and an actual amount 
not exceeding 10,000,000 acres of really valuable, homesteadable, if I 
may use the expression, land fit for occupation and for purposes of get- 
ting a livelihood on 160 acres. Most of this land may be valuable in 
the way of pasturage, and it may be important to individuals in this 
country that the lands should be forfeited in order that vast projects 
in the direction of the accumulation of great ranches and the develop- 
ment of pasturage for cattle with a view to the accumulation of fortunes 


Yet they are not | 
Certain almost indispensable things remain to be accom- | 
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in that way may be facilitated; but Iam talking about the actual value 
of what we are undertaking to do to the ordinary American citizen, the 
homesteader, the man who understands that from the proceeding which 
we are initiating here in these concluding moments of the session he 
is to have the opportunity, and his children after him, to establish a 
homestead on 160 acres as a consequence of our action to-day. 
Whether this is a project which it is worth while to undertake with- 
out due consideration, without ample investigation, without the set- 
tlement of all questions of fact in a substantially judicial procedur 
although the action itself might be taken by Congress, is a very seri 
ous question. I think it is understood from decisions of the courts and 
the general position of legal minds in this country that lands may } 
forfeited in either of two ways—by a judicial procedure or by an act o! 
Congress. Whether an act of Congress is equivalent to forfeiture or not 
seems to be to some extent a controverted question. I think the best 
authority is to the effect that a declaration of forfeiture is simply equi, 
alent to what is known in the common law as “‘ office found.’’ It is a 
declaration of an intention to recover the possession of whatever lands 
the United States may be entitled to in law. It is not an actual re 
covery. It certainly is no recovery as against any individual or corpo 
ration who has a vested right. It is simply a declaration of an inten- 


| tion to get what belongs to the United States, to take possession of it 


| and dispose of it as its own property. 


| 


That it is not-an actual recover) 
I think will be universally conceded as against an individual who had 
an already vested right, and although the declaration may be mad: 


| wherever there is a controversy, or an opportunity for controversy, the 


| 


! 








| done is substantially the same. 


courts are still open, or if there is no legal procedure available it is the 
duty of Congress to make courts and to open courts which may adjudi 
cate that controversy. 

But, Mr. President, in whichever way this is done, the thing to lx 
It is necessary to ascertain the fact 
It must be conceded that the fact should be ascertained upon no less 
reliable testimony when we are to legislate upon that fact than should 
be required for its establishment when that same fact is to be made th: 
basis of legal decision. If that is asound position—and assuming that 
it is on the whole the duty of Congress to exercise the power of for 
feiture whatever it may be—I say, in the first place, there has been by 
Congress no such procedure to ascertain the facts in this case or in any 
of these cases as would be required by the universal sense of justice on 
the part of mankind in the most trivial matter concerning property o1 


| any human right. 


The Committee on Public Lands of this body which has reported al! 
these bills has had nosources of information excepting the public records 
of the country and the statements of counsel for the interested corpo- 
rations. In not a single instance do the public records of the country 
shed the necessary light as a basis of action. They are the charters 
they are the records of the survey and location of the various routes 
They show something of the completion of these roads so faras they have 
been completed; theacceptance of certain portions of the projected lines, 
and the conveyance of the lands conterminous therewith; but so far as 
the uncompleted portions of the lines are concerned along which lie the 
lands which it is proposed to forfeit, there has been nothing like that 
sort of investigation as a basis of action on the part of the committee 
of the Senate, and in so far as I knowof any committee, that would be 
required in the most ordinary judicial procedure. We have the state 
ment of counsel representing these corporations, and that is all that we 
have on the other side. 

I believe that before we undertake to enact laws which will result 
unquestionably in a vast mass of litigation, in the violation of a great 
deal of private right, or at all events in inciting a vast amount of contro- 
versy that will have to be adjudicated somewhere, we should first fo: 
ourselves ascertain the facts and in such a way that the evidence would 
be satisfactory in any judicial proceeding. We certainly can not justify 
ourselves in dealing with these great questions, nor in dealing with 
minor questions that concern the rights of property and the great publi: 
questions which are involved in the completion of these roads unless 
we have the facts, and the facts, I assert, we have not. 

Therefore, I say it is my belief that the proposition to forfeit, as is 
proposed in these various bills, any portion of these land grants is at 
the present time immature; and the first thing that should be done b; 
Congress, if it proposes to pass these bills, is to refer them to appr 
priate committees with instructions to investigate and report the fact 
to the Senate, and thereupon legislation may be safely based. I am 
opposed to the enactment of any one of these land-grant-forfeiture bill- 
at the present time. I believe they are radically wrong. I belie. 
that they are simply the entering wedge to disturbance and distress 
that they are against sound public policy; that the land-grant-forfeitur 
bills which it is proposed now to enact are simply humbugs, and are 
if not designed to be, substantially misleading the American people. 

Now, sir, let us look a little more closely to the condition of these 
various roads. Take the Northern Pacific for instance. It is a routs 
substantially of 2,500 miles in length. It has its eastern terminus, not 
yet constructed, to be sure, the one that it is proposed finally to rely 
upon. Ithinkit has located at Ashland, on Lake Superior a little north 
of Duluth, and a short distance remains to be constructed to establish 
the eastern terminus of that great road. It has been built westerly, it 
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has passed through the Territories, it has crossed the Rocky Mountains, 
it has come to Snake River, in has arrived within two hundred miles 
of Puget Sound by the Cascade branch; it has arrived within two hun- 
dred and fifteen miles of Portland city, the other terminus on the Pa- 
citic Ocean of this great route. 

By the universal concession in the Senate, the whole length of the 

Northern Pacific is completed, with the exception of the two prongs 
which open upon the Pacific coast and which are its termini in that 
direction. With the exception of less than five hundred miles lying 
directly on the Pacific, the road is completed; but those five hundred 
niles are not completed. To be sure, the Northern Pacific has an 
outlet to Portland over a rival line which it has hired or leased or ob- 
tained the useof for a limited period of time. It does not own that cor- 
yoration; it does not own that road. 
' Suppose, now, that the Cascade branch is never constructed; suppose 
that the main line down the Columbia River is never constructed, who 
owns the Northern Pacific Railroad? Do the people of the United 
states? Has the Government control over the Northern Pacific accord- 
ing to the conditions of the charter? Of what avail is it as a great 
transcontinental road if we are to abandon—and the object of the 
proposed forfeiture is the abandonment practically of what is called the 
Cascade branch that goes to Puget Sound and opens to us the prospect 
of control, by way of the Northern Pacific, of the great Asiatic trade of 
the future? That is to be removed from the possibility of construction. 
At all events if built hereafter there is no reason to suppose that it 
will remain in the ownership of the Northern Pacific Company. The 
forfeiture of the land grant down the Columbia River is instigated in 
my belief by parties, not homesteaders, not settlers, but great corpora- 
tions who know that if they own the western terminus of this road they 
own the road the whole length of it. Whoever owns the two ends 
owns the road. I say in the interest of another great corporation it is 
proposed to forfeit the lands along the Columbia, the main line of the 
Northern Pacific, and thus to disappoint the people of the United States 
in regard to the purpose which was designed to be obtained by the con- 
struction of the great northern route. 

To the people of Oregon, to the local interests of Oregon, it may be 
very well that her Senators, one or both of them, should appear on 
this floor and say ‘‘ forfeit both these branches”’ as one of them does 
say, and the other ‘‘ forfeit one of them; forfeit the land along the 
main branch leading to Portland, but save the Cascade branch,’’ which 
can not be constructed without great expense and requiring some three 
or four years’ time to doit. I say it may be very well for local inter- 
ests, for corporate interests (for I believe those are the interests con- 
cerned here) to say forfeit the land grant along these two branches 
which open upon the Pacific and which practically control the North- 
ern Pacific transcontinental line, but for the people of the United 
States who have furnished the money that has built this great road, 
for the capitalists, for the small farmers, for the depositors in savings’ 
banks, for the widows and children and those who are the controllers 
of trust fands in my portion of the country to sympathize with a move- 
mentof this kind is not in the nature of things. NordoI believe it to 
be otherwise than utterly subversive of the great ends for which the 
Northern Pacific Railroad was originally incorporated. 

It is matter of common knowledge that the British Government is 
constructing a transcontinental Canadian railroad with its outlet prac- 
tically upon Puget Sound, substantially and practically the same ter- 
minus as our own line with reference to the great commerce in the future 
of the Asiatic continent and of our own possessions in that direction. 

As I said before, while it may be well enough for large pecuniary 
interests on the Pacific coast to come here and how! about this little 





bit of a land grant that is essential to the completion of the four or five | 


hundred miles that remain uncompleted upon the Pacific coast, it is 
utterly subversive of the great ends for which the United States Gov- 


ernment and the people of the United States first chartered this great | 


line and devoted 50,000,000 acres of land to it. Tosay to the common 
\merican people, those in pursuit of homesteads, that a measure of 
this kind is in their interest is almost an infamous lie. 

1 am very well aware that the position which I take upon this mat- 
ter is not the popular position, and I had much rather take the oppo- 
site. I should very much prefer to vote for all these bills. I under- 
stand how it is easier to drift with the current, but I appeal from the 
now to the hereafter, and I assert here in my place in the Senate that 
and destructive of private personal rights. 
us. That is a line connecting that portion of our country centering at 
Saint Louis and further south with the Pacific coast, or was designed 
80 to do, by a line practically along the thirty-fifth parallel of latitude. 

I will not here—because thestory has already been recited—undertake 
to speak of the efforts, of the struggles in good faith, and of the things 
accomplished already by this greatly crippled corporation. It has by 
itself or by its assigns actually constructed, if I am not mistaken, about 
1,400 miles of road. In that I include the four hundred miles that 
have been constructed through the State of Missouri westerly and into 
the Indian Territory, including along with the rest that which was 
acquired by purchase. More recently and within the last four years, 
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about 1,000 miles have been completed in what is practically the cen- 
tral portion of the Atlantic and Pacific line, commencing substantially 
in the center of the line as originally chartered and building both ways 
about five hundred miles. There you have the link which cost some 
$16,000,000, which was constructed, as I said, between 1880 and the pres- 
ent time and so as to form a junction with the Southern Pacific, which 
extends from San Francisco southerly to Fort Yuma and then easterly 
to New Orleans. 

This junction has been accomplished with the Southern Pacific, a 
rival ownership, and this 1,000 miles of road is to-day a feeder of the 
Southern Pacific on the one hand and of the Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fé route, another rival ownership, on the other hand. Before 
the purpose for which this road was chartered can be accomplished it 
must have an outlet upon the Pacific, and there is a point, the name of 
which has at this moment escaped me, almost directly westerly of the 
point of junction with the Southern Pacific, which is the outlet upon 
the Pacific coast originally contemplated and still contemplated as 
one of its outlets, and then farther off its line is to extend from that 
point northwardly along the coast to San Francisco. 

If the land grant is forfeited along this uncompleted line on the 
westerly end of this railroad, of course it is with the expectation that 
it will never be built, and it is not likely to be, at least for a great 
many years. That land grant, as such information as we get has shown, 
is not of much value. A great portion of it, I think, was described 
properly by the Senator who opened the debate, the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB], as wilderness, waste land, sand, utterly useless, until 
by some expensive system of irrigation it shall be made valuable in the 
future, if it can be in fact made valuable at all. Other portions of it 
may be cultivable land; but the great mass of that land grant which is 
of value, I believe, is in what has been for a long time a populated 
country, and is already taken up, and is not available to the corpora- 
tion. So that the land grant, which, if this bill passes, we shall re- 
cover west of the junction of the Atlantic and Pacific with the South- 
western Pacific, is very trifling in extent and still more trifling in value. 

It may be said that if it is of so trifling value it is of very little con- 
sequence even to the corporation whether it is forfeited or not; but 
omitting all reference to the matter of legal rights already vested in 
those who have contributed their money for the construction of those 
portions of the road already built, and who had taken security for their 
bonds along this same land grant, we all know that if you deprive this 
road of the credit, such as it is, based upon the possession of these 
lands, the fact will be taken advantage of by the road itself as an ex- 
cuse for failing to carry out its stipulations with the Government, and 
it would be right that it should do so. On the other hand, if these 
comparatively unimportant lands, not valuable lands, are allowed to 
remain as they are in the possession of the corporation, and it could 
understand that it was not to be interfered with for a reasonable length 
of time, there is very little doubt that the necessity of finding an out- 
let upon the Pacific coast in order that the remaining portions of their 
expenditures invested in the constructed railroad should be of value 
to them would induce them, if left undisturbed, very soon to construct 
the remaining portions of their road, and thus give to us a terminus on 
the thirty-fifth line of latitude on the Pacific coast, and also have the 
extension northerly and another terminus of the same road in San 
Francisco. 

With reference to the other end of the Atlantic and Pacific connect- 
ing the portion constructed in the Territories with that already built 
westerly to Vinita, in the Indian Territory, and now in progress of con- 
struction still farther west, if we forfeit this land grant it is not likely 
to be built, and thus at both ends the original idea of a transconti- 
nental line along the thirty-fifth parallel of latitude is utterly subverted 
and destroyed. The representatives, the officers of this company, and 
its attorneys came before the committee. They stated to the committee 
the efforts which they had put forth, the amounts of money which they 
had raised, and the amount of road which they had constructed, and 
the great portion of it in a very recent period of time, and they stated 
what they had done as an omen, as a pledge of the good faith with 
which they would proceed, if permitted to do so, to the completion of 
their great enterprise. I believe that if this road is not interfered with, 
the capital already invested will be made a profitable investment by 
the completion of both extremities of this transcontinental line. | 


| believe if we do not pass this bill but pass other legislation such as I 
these bills, in my belief, are utterly subversive of sound public policy | 


| shall presently suggest to the Senate, we shall not only protect these 


; | private interests, but we shall very soon see the accomplishment of the 
Now take the Atlantic and Pacific, which is the bill pending before 


great enterprise itself and the promotion of the interests of the Amer- 
ican people in a very large degree. 

With reference to the other grants which extend northerly and south- 
erly which are designed to connect the Northern Pacific with San Fran- 
cisco, I have but little to say. Two such lines are nearly completed. 
The Oregon and California and the California and Oregon roads, the 
one running southerly and the other northerly, extend toward each 
other, and when they meet are designed to be practically the same line 
of road, though owned by different corporations. With reference to 
these corporations, the land grant is of very slight importance. It 
probably is not worth 10 cents an acre on the average. 

The roads are nearly completed. If I recollect aright, the officers 
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testified that if they were left undisturbed, the road extending south- 
erly from Portland in the direction of the California line, that is, the 
Oregon and California road, would be completed by next January, and 
they have come now to the most expensive portion of theirwhole road, 
a very expensive piece of tunneling to be done, so that the road itself, 
longitudinally speaking, isalready almost completed, but very few miles 
remaining, the expenditure remaining being upon this exceedingly dif- 
ficult pass or tunnel of which I speak. 

The other road pushing northwardly is likely to be completed, if I 
remember the statementof those representing the company, within one 
year. The great mass of the land grant is already vested; the land to 
be recovered is exceedingly trifling, and the whole proceeding in my de- 
liberate judgment, speaking with all respect to the views of others, is a 
mere farce, unsatisfactory to the people if it is done, no reward from it, 
nothing realized, and so far as anything is done we simply enter upon 
a course which subjects the people of the United States to a great mass 
of litigation in the future—simply that and nothing more. 

Mr. President, with these general, emphatic views in regard to the 
policy of this sort of legislation at the present time and until we have 
ascertained particularly the facts in all these cases, and then with very 
strong views that it would be entirely unwise to proceed to forfeit 
these lands, even if the facts alleged to be true were found to be so, I 
have thought it worth while to prepare an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute to this bill, which I should be very glad to see adopted 
instead of the bill itself. I will read it; but before proceeding to do 
so I wish to say that while these roads, in my belief, should have fur- 
ther time, those that are proceeding and have been proceeding in good 
faith to the completion of their ways to finish them, I do recognize the 
justice of the complaint that in many instances settlers, homesteaders, 
private individuals are exceedingly embarrassed in the establishment 
of homes by reason of the delays that have in most cases, unavoidably 
I think, occurred in the construction of the roads. 

I think in any action that we take, while we give these roads a fair 
opportunity to constract their lines, particularly on account of the fact 
that the remaining portion of them involves the termini to the lines, 
if we give any further remedial legislation in the substantial nature of 
amendments to their charters, we have a right to impose such condi- 
tions as will protect the settlers and the common people of the country 
who desire to obtain possession of the lands. There is no reason, it 
seems to me, why we may not in such legislation, while giving the 
roads the substantial benefit to be derived from the sale of their lands, 
at the same time take back into the possession of the United States, 
the land authorities of the country, the practical management of this 
domain. If we could do that and secure the completion of the roads, 
and while we protected vested rights on the one hand gave on the 
other full opportunity to those in the pursuit of homes to obtain unen- 
cumbered, unquestioned, uncontroverted titles to the unearned lands, 
we should meet all the requirements of the public at large, at the same 
time that we do no injustice to those corporations. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Before the Senator reaches the other branch of 
the case, will he allow me to ask a question ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think he was characterizing the desire to for- 
feit unearned lands as being in the nature of humbug or something of 
that kind. I do not object to the language. I merely wish to know 
whether the Senator would mean to epply those criticisms to the reso- 
lutions of the State of New Hampshire that were approved or the 7th 
day of September, 1883, and submitted b; himself in this body on the 
5th day of December last? Would he desire it to be understood that 
his remarks apply to the resolutions adopted by the State of New 
Hampshire ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator has several times called my attention to 
those resolutions of the State of New Hampshire in our little contro- 
versies in our committee and elsewhere on this subject, and I have no 
disposition that in this public manner he shall undertake to fasten upon 
me the imputation of an affront to the Legislature that did me the 
honor at an earlier period to give me a seat upon this floor. I say to 
the Senator that he entirely misrepresents what I said to the Senate. 
I did not stigmatize the desire to forfeit these lands asa humbug. I 
made no intimation of that description; and the Senator would do well 
before he arraigns me in this manner to note what I did say. I said 
that I looked upon the impression that was given to the public as to 
the results of these proceedings for forfeiture as a humbug to the 
American people, and I assert it again, and I have endeavored to show 
to the Senate why I considerita humbug. Unless I am misinformed, 
I aver that it is my deliberate belief that the representation made by 
many that ought to be responsible sources of information to the Ameri- 
can people that there are about 200,000,000 acres of land to be re- 
covered by these proceeedings and returned to the public domain and 
opened for settlement to homesteaders and the people at large is a hum- 
bug to the extent of at least nineteen-twentieths of the mathematical 
assertion. 

If every one of these bills is successful, if everything is forfeited that 
it is undertaken to forfeit by any bill before the Senate, for all of them 
combined cover nothing but unearned lands, not more than 50,000,000 
acres in the aggregate will be covered, and those 50,000,000 acres com- 





















prise the mountain tops and desert lands, so that not more than 1( 
000,000 acres in my belief are of any substantial value. I say that ip 
view of these facts, and I believe that they are facts, this assurance to 
the American people that we are recovering for the homesteaders of 
the country 200,000,000 acres of land is an arrant and disgracefy) 
humbug. 

Now a word in reference to the resolutions of the Legislature of my 
State. Iam an American citizen. I do not live in Nebraska or in 
New Hampshire alone; I live in America, and I will read to my friend 
a@ more recent utterance of the national organization of the Republican 
party, in which they proceed to say: 

We demand of Congress the speedy forfeiture of all land grants which hav 
lapsed by reason of non-compliance with acts of incorporation in all cases wher: 


there has been no attempt in good faith to perform the conditions of su 
grants. 


I ask the Senator if in a single instance wherein these bills have be: 
reported to the Senate, which he has sustained, he can say that any on 
of these corporations has made no attempt in good faith to construct its 
road? The Northern Pacific has built 2,000 miles of road under the 
most enormous difficulties, and the Senator aow proposes to abolish th: 
termini on the Pacific coast which alone make it of consequence to the 
American people whether it iscompleted or not. The Oregon and Cali- 
fornia and the California and Oregon roads are nearly completed under 
enormous difficulties. And has there been no attempt on their part in 
good faith, as well as on the part of the Northern Pacific, to complete 
their roads? The Atlantic and Pacific have constructed 1,400 miles of 
road under difficulties for the existence of which the United States is 
very largely responsible, as the Senator well knows and as the records 
of the country show. 

Will the Senator undertake to say that with only four or five hun 
dred miles remaining to be constructed on the Pacific coast, and those 
the miles that are essential to make the road valuable to the publi: 
at large, he does his duty to his own people or the American people 
or shows allegiance to the Legislature of his own State, or true allegi- 
ance to the great party of which he is so high and worthy a representa- 
tive, by forfeiting those lands which are essential to the completion of 
those four or five hundred miles on the Pacific coast? Does he under- 
take to say that there has been no attempt in good faith on the part 
of the Atlantic and Pacific Company to complete its line of road? 

Take the Southern Pacific. We know it was completed within the 
time, and that the questions involved im reference to that grant are not 
those which are involved with reference to the others, because the facts 
were already settled, the road is completed, the grant is assigned, th« 
assignment is valid as they believe. It is a question of law who owns 
it, and it is aquestion that the courts must decide. No legislation we 
can have will have effect upon it. 

Now, I ask the Senator, in return for his question to me, if he thinks 
it is quite the thing, if it is quite the part of a gentleman to rise and 
interrogate me as though I had accused my own Legislature of an utter 
ance in the nature of a humbug? My State does not want to forfeit 
lands properly vested and which belong to corporations that have been 
chartered and that are endeavoring to construct their roads. My Leg- 
islature is not made up of the kind of men who desire to perpetrat 
highway robbery simply because they have the power to doit. They 
would like perhaps to take the unearned lands; they would be glad 
where the corporations have abandoned the effort to build their roads 
to get back the lands, and so would I; so [hope would the Senator from 
Nebraska. I am very sorry to be obliged to believe, if I draw my in- 
ferences from his conduct rather than from what I know of his motives 
and his heart, that he himself would, if he could, be willing to take 
some of the land that did not belong to him, speaking of him in his 
representative capacity. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator has in a measure answered the ques- 
tion. I very much regret that he should have felt that it was meant 
in an offensive sense. 

Mr. BLAIR. I presume the Senator had an idea that ' would take 
it in an offensive sense. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido not know why the Senator should under- 
take to take it in an offensive sense whether I desired him to do so or 
not. I can not understand that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I thought I understood the Senator, and his 
| answer to the question shows that I did. I stated that he spoke of 
| certain operations in regard to the matter of forfeited land grants as 
being humbug, and the Senator concedes that he did use that language 

Mr. BLAIk. No; I concede nothing about my language. If I am 
to be quoted and quoted as assenting, I prefer to appeal to the record 
| rather than the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Lappeal to the record, too; but the Senator dis- 

| tinctly repeated What he had characterized as being a humbug in this 
matter as the pretext that there were millions of acres more than there 
were, that the land was more valuable than it really was, that that 
part of it wasa humbug; and then I merely propounded the question 

| and supposed the Senator would consider that as rather a favor than 
| otherwise, because 

Mr. BLAIR. Sol did. 
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Mr. VAN WYCK. Because the question might be propounded to 
him hereafter where he could not meet it so readily in his speech. 

Mr. BLAIR. Probably; but I am accustomed to take care of my own 
hereatters. If I need assistance in Nebraska I know I can call on the 
honorable Senator from Nebraska, and I shall get it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Notat all; I supposed it was a matter of friendly 

yurtesy. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
essary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair understands that the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire yielded to the Senator from Nebraska; there- 
fore the Senator from Nebraska is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I yielded for a question. I did not yield for a cate- 
chism; I did not propose to do that. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No; I do not propose to come in any collision 
with the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will address the Chair. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator propounded a question to me also 
in his concluding remarks, which I, of course, presume he intended I 
should answer right here. Certainly the Senator will not refuse me 
the privilege to deny that there was any idea to intrude anything on 
his time which might be considered at all offensive; but in the inno- 
cency of my nature I asked whether that portion of his remarks was 
designed to apply to the resolutions of the State of New Hampshire | 
upon the matter of forfeited land grants, and the Senator in answer to 
that reads a resolution of the Republican national convention at Chi- 
cago. I would only refer him to some very pertinent remarks made | 
by the Senator from Ohio. 

“Mr. BLAIR. I would prefer, if the Senator is to enter upon a lengthy 
diseussion, that he should do so when I have completed what little I 
have to say. Iam perfectly willing that the Senator shall read the res- 
olutions of the State of New Hampshire if he chooses, and I will incor- 
porate them inmy speech. The Legislature of New Hampshire ordina- 
rily produces something worthy of the attention of any body. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That is what I supposed and that is the reason 
my attention was called toit. I knew it was worthy of notice when it | 
came from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. But when the Senator has read it, I desire to give him 
notice I propose to claim the floor. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I supposed the Senator did not want anything | 
more. I will read the New Hampshire resolutions: 


Certainly; I take it that way; but it was quite unnec- 


STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
Office of Secretary of State, Concord. 
Joint resolution against land subsidies to railroads. 


Resolved by the senate and house of representatives in general court convened, 
That whereas the Government of the United States has given to the rajlroads 
178,952,688 acres of land, an areaequal to thirty times the State of New Hampshire, 
and comprising the best lands of our national domain, the land grants in many 
cases being over 25,000 acres to every mile of railroad constructed; and 

Whereas if such grants were ever proper that necessity has passed away, and 
many of the roads recently built are uncalled for, far in advance of any public 
need, and projected and constructed mainly to gain possession of immense tracts 
of land to enrich a few men, who monopolize the best sections, holding them 
fora _ or to exact unreasonable prices from settlers, against the public wel- 
fare; anc 

Whereas the public lands are the property of the whole people, held in trust 
for the benefit of the whole people,and when sold they should be sold in such 
quantities and onsuch terms as to encourage settlement and improvement, and 
not be given to large corporations nor inany other way squandered: Therefore, 

Resolved, That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our Representatives 
be requested to oppose any further land subsidies to railroads except the right 
of way,and any land grants for any purpose except for objects of national im- 
portance ; and, especially, to oppose any renewal of forfeited land grants. 

Resolved further, That his excellency the governor be requested to send copies 
of this joint resolution to each of our Senators and Representatives, and to the 
President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives, at the 
opening of the next session of our national Congress. 

Approved September 7, 1883. 





Now, if the Senator desires to resume the floor, I presume I must 
vield. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘‘Any renewal of forfeited land grants’’ is what the 
New Hampshire Legislature objects to, and that is entirely consistent 
with everything I have said. I have not advocated the renewal of for- 
feited land grants at all. When a corporation comes here asking fora 
renewal of a forfeited grant it will be time enough to discuss that ques- 
tion. The Senator knows, I suppose, that the question when a land 
crant is forfeited is a question of law depending upon the facts that may 
be established in each particular case. It is getting to be conceded now, 
what was not earlier in the session, that it is impracticable and wrong 
to take from a corporation that portion of its land grant lying along the 
completed part of its road. A different doctrine was once held. That 
much has been conceded. That is not forfeited, and is not forfeited 
because it is earned, as they say. 

Now, suppose that the same corporation has partially constructed the 
remainder of its road, that it has expended large sums of money in so 
doing, that it has surveyed the entire length ofits line, that it has done 
all these things in the nature of preparation essential to the construc- 
tion of its line, and expended very considerable amounts of money on 
the whole length of the remainder of that line—you will say is a par- 
tially earned land grant perhaps, because that same process continued 
a little longer and the road is completed and then the whole of the | 
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| should be applied to all of them. 
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grant would beearned. But in every one of these cases the time origi- 
nally limited for the completion of the road has expired. What dothe 
courts say as to that? I know the Senator does not believe in the 
courts so much where their decisions touch land grants, notwithstand- 
ing the courts make the law that all of us are bound by. 

I do not know why the decision of an honest court is not entitled to 
obedience, at all events, if not to respect, as much in one case as in an- 
other. The courts have settled that where the time Nmited for the 
construction of a road has expired so that the right to make the decla- 
ration of forfeiture has accrued or to undertake the forfeiture itself 
and the recovery of the land through a judicial proceeding, if, never- 
theless, the United States stands by and sees that corporation go on 
and expend its money in the further prosecution of its enterprise, it 
thereby gives to the corporation a license to continue its work, and it 
is under the operation of such a license that the greater proportion of 


| the Northern Pacifie Railroad has been constructed and the lands vested 


and transferred to the corporation. It is in consequence of a like license 
and the acquiescence of the Government in the exercise of its rights 
and the expenditure of its money by the corporation, that 1,400 miles 
of the Atlantic and Pacific have been constructed. 

Here I raise a question to which I ask the consideration not alone of 
the Senator from Nebraska, but of the Senate. If the country gives 
this corporation a license to proceed with its enterprise after the Gov- 
ernment have the right to exercise a forfeiture legislatively or judicially, 
if they extend its time at all, I ask for what period do they extend it? 
Originally the period was fixed in the statute, a reasonable period for 
the construction of the road as it was then supposed. It failed to he 
a period within which the road was constructed. At all events ‘ 


sc 
time is extended by the license, and for how long isitextended? .iow 
| long in law, how long in reason is itextended? There can be Jut one 


answer to a question like that. It is extended to such time as gives 
reasonable opportunity to the corporation to complete the road, not to 
build an additional section of fifty miles or one hundred miles or five 


| hundred miles; but if the company subsequent to that limitation fixed 


proceeds to expend its money and undertakes to complete its entire 
enterprise, and the country lies quietly, acquiescingly, by and sees the 
expenditure going on, that license I say is a license for such reasonable 
time as is necessary to complete the whole enterprise; and the land 
grant of the Northern Pacific can not in law be forfeited, certainly it 
can not be forfeited in equity or in justice, until the Northern Pacific 
has had the utmost limit fixed by law for the completion of its road, 
the Government having allowed it to go on beyond that time, until 
the Northern Pacific has had a reasonable time to complete its road to 
Puget Sound and to Portland. 

You may say that is not law; it is equity, and in my judgment it is 
And just so in regard to these other roads. I 
speak only of this as an illustration, for the principle is the same and 
I assert that there is no legal right 
and still less a moral right on the part of the United States to exercise 
this act of forfeiture in a single instance that has been brought to the 
attention of the committee or the Senate, excepting in the case of one un- 
important road where there had been an actual and perpetual abandon- 
ment of the enterprise. I say the legal status is such that you can not 
properly apply the term ‘‘ unearned land ”’ toa single portion of the 
line on the Northern Pacific or on the Atlantic and Pacific or on the 


| Oregon and California or on the California and Oregon road, and as to 


the Southern Pacific whatever questions may arise in the case of that 
corporation are simply questions of law because all the facts are already 
in the past. 

And now, Mr. President, I wish to proceed with the few further re- 
marks I was about to offer when I was interrupted. I should be glad 
to see adopted instead of this bill and instead of all these bills the 
measure I hold in my hand; or if this is not as perfect in the matter 
of legal expression as it ought to be I should be glad to see it adopted 
with such modifications as the legal acumen of the Senate may suggest 

That whenever any portion of the public lands shall have been granted to any 
State, or to any corporation, its successors or assigns, not including the right of 
way and land for stations,to aid in the construction of a railroad westerly of 
the Mississippi River, and there has been failure to perform such conditions on 
the part of the grantee, its successors or assigns, and the cause of forfeiture, if 
such there be, has not been enforced by the United States, and since such failures 
to perform and the accruing ofsuch cause of forfeiture there shall have been ans 
further prosecution of the work of building such railroad in good faith, and 
with intent of completing the same on the part of such State or corporation, its 
successors or assigns, and such intention and purpose still exist, there shall be 
such further extension of time as may be necessary. not exceeding four years 
from and after the passage of this act, for the construction and completion of the 
road, and for the performance of the conditions contained in the acts granti 
such lands, which may be done either by the grantees, their successors or assigns 
or such parties in interest, whether creditors or otherwise, as shall find the com- 
pletion of the road necessary for the protection of capital invested in the con- 
struction of such railroad, and who therefore in equity and good conscience 
should be allowed to perform such conditions and complete such road or roads 

Sec. 2. That this act shall be construed strictly as a notification to every such 
State and corporation, its successors or assigns, and to all persons and parties 
whatsoever, that the United States will declare,and hereby does declare, all 
lands granted hitherto and embraced in the first section, and all rights and 
franchises therein, which shall not, at the end of the extension of time provided 






| in the first section, be fully earned in accordance with the provisions of the 


grant, absolutely forfeited, and to be forfeited to the United States, saving only 
such vested rights as can not be forfeited according to law. 

Sec. 4. That nothing in this act shall be construed as permitting the with- 
drawal or withholding of any portion of the granted lands— 
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And I call attention to this section particularly, as it is the section 
that I should be glad to see adopted to practically vest the control of the 
lands along the uncompleted portions of these roads in the United 
States, saving only the consideration to the companies provided they 
complete the road 


That 
ithholding of any portion of the granted lands not earned before the passage of 
«act from occupation or settlement or acquirement by actual settlers in good 
under the public-land laws, or to enlarge or change in any way the rights 
the grantees, their successors or assigns, so as to prevent the acquirement of 
ich lands by actual settlers under the land laws in the same way that would 
permitted in consequence of the expiration of the limitation of time or breach 
condition in the original grants of such lands, and the acts amendatory 
but all such lands not already earned shall be open to occupation and 
ettlement and acquirement upon the terms and conditions which would exist 
{ the consideration paid for such granted lands 
may be sold and disposed of after the passage of this act being paid by the 
ted States tothe grantee, its successors or assigns, so long as the conditions 
posed by law upon such grantee, its successors or assigns, shall be complied 
with id not afterward 
Src. 5. That from and after the passage of this act patents for such lands shall 
directly from the United States to the settler thereon who shall be entitled 
» the same 


ther 


this act had not been passed 


t 


Legislation of that kind, it seems to me, would protect the public, 
ind the individual, and the corporation—all those interested in the 
construction of the road. It is a very serious matter to this particu- 
lar corporation to pass this bill. Within the last two or three years 
some $16,000,000 have been invested in the construction of the 1,000 
miles in the central portion of the line. I am informed by a party 
who cannot be mistaken that that portion of the road, owing to the 
want of its eastern and its Pacific connections, is a dead loss. It is run 
at a loss of one or more hundreds of thousands of dollars annually, and 
is likely to be for the future. The investment is drawn very largely 
from my portion of the country; and the question is whether this in- 
finitesimal amount of the land grant shall be forfeited, and this great 
enterprise be crippled, dwarfed, defeated, and this amount of property 
drawn from capitalists and from all classes of people, those hoarding 
their little savings as well as those having larger amounts, is to be en- 
tirely lost. That is the question with which the Senate is dealing to- 
day, and I have felt constrained to give utterance to these views and 
to insist upon it that the Senate is dealing with a great subject involv- 
ing many, many millions of dollars, and the failure of great enterprises 
having very much to do with the questions of transportation which so 
largely concern our present and our future. I trust that some heed 
may be given to these considerations, that at least we pause before we 
enact this bill without important modifications. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Public Lands, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 24, section 1, after the word ‘‘stations,’’ 
it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That the price of the lands so forfeited and restored shall be the 
same as heretofore fixed for the even-numbered sections within said grant. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not desire to detain the Senate. I hope we shall 
be able now to vote upon the several amendments without any further 
debate. There are many things that might be said, but the main facts 
of the case are too plain to be a matter of dispute, and I think the Sen- 
ate is fully advised in the premises. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think we had better have the yeas and nays on that. 

Che yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the question be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama will be reported 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 17, after the word “‘forfeited,’’ it is 
proposed to strike out all down to and including the word “‘ grant,’’ in 
line 26, and to insert— 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Alabama, as I understand, desires 
simply to attach his amendment at the proper place to the amendment 
of the committee which has just been adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN. It will come in more properly and regularly after 
the proviso. I move to strike out all after the word “‘ forfeited,’’ in 
line 17, down to and including the word “‘ stations,’’ inline 24. That 
will bring the proviso which has just been adopted at the end of the 
section; and then the additional sections will follow the proviso. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out after the word *‘ for- 
feited,’’ in line 17, all of section 1 down to and including the word 
‘‘stations,’’ in line 24, and after the proviso at the end of section 1 to 


insert the following new sections: 

Sec. 2. Jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Missouri to hear and determine all questions 
and controversies concerning the rights and equities in said forfeited lands that 
are claimed or asserted by the United States, or by any person or corporation 
claiming the same under or in consequence of any laws of the United States, or 
any act of its lawfully authorized agents, and to enforce any judgment or decree, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


either interlocutory or final, that said court shall render in respect of said lar 


nothing in this act shall be construed as permitting the withdrawal or | 








or any interest therein. 

Sec. 3. It shall be the duty of the district attorney of the United States f., 
the western district of Missouri, under the direction of the Department of Jus 
tice, to proceed in the circuit court of the United States for the said district 
bill in equity in the name of the United States of America as plaintiff, again <: 
any corporations or persons that claim any interest in the lands hereby dec|ared 
forfeited arising under said act of Congress approved July 27, 1866, or unde; 
this act, so as to bring before said court for its determination the validit, 
such claim, whether the same be legal or equitable. 

Sec. 4. Any person or corporation not made a party defendant in said pro 
ceeding, but claiming any interest under the laws of the United States in th 
lands or any part thereof which are declared forfeited by this act, may present 
such claim by petition in said cause, duly verified by oath, and if the court, up 
consideration thereof, shall decide that the adjudication and settlement of sux 
claim is necessary to docomplete justice in such cause the court shall direct that 
such further proceedings be had upon such petition as that the same may } 
fully heard and determined, and shal) proceed to decree upon the same as tu 
as if such petitioner had been made a party defendant in said suit: Provid: 
That no such petition shall be filed after twelve months from the date of 1! 


| filing of the bill in said cause. 


Sec. 5. The court shall, if it see fit, tax all the costs of the suit under the third 
section of this act against the United States, and shall apportion the cost of ary 
proceeding under the fourth section of this act between the parties accordi: 
to justice and equity. Any party to the suit instituted under this act shall hay 
the right of appeal from any final decree therein to the Supreme Court of tly 
United States, in the same manner and under the same conditions as are pr: 
scribed by law and the rules of said court for appeals in equity cases. And thy 
Supreme Court shall cause said to be advanced on the docket so that th: 
same shall be speedily determined. But no right of appeal shall exist after six 
months from the time when said final decree is entered on the records of thi 
circuit court of the United States. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Kan- 
sas who has the bill in charge whether the provision for restoring this 
land immediately to the public domain and making it open to settle- 
ment and entry at once does not leave settlers who may thus purchas: 
of the Government just in that unsettled condition as to their titles in 
which the people on the Des Moines River grant and the Ontonagon 
people and others are? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think it does at all. My own belief is that 
the railroad company have no right that is not forfeitable absolutely at 
the pleasure of the legislative authority of the Government. I think 
it would be much wiser to declare this forfeiture now and make it fina! 
than to submit the matter to the slow process of adjudication in the 
courts with all the uncertainty which would undoubtedly ensue. | 
am perfectly certain that no portion of the railroad in the State of Cali- 
fornia, at least, will be built under this land grant. If it should be 
the question would at once arise as to whether under the charter it 
could be built on the line from which the lands are now withdrawn 
I am as clear as I ever was of anything in my life that the railroad 
can not be built upon the line after the withdrawal is made. All these 
questions will remain to be determined hereafter, and I think the proc- 
ess of settling them in the courts will only add to the difficulties rather 
than eliminate them. 

Mr. HARRISON. I believe the committee have good reason why 
we should declare and why we may declare effectively a forfeiture of 
this land grant. I thoroughly agree with the Senator from Kansas in 
saying that thecase is one where the declaration of the forfeiture ought 
to be made; it is one where probably a declaration will be efficient ; but 
it can not be denied that there are legal difficulties connected with the 
title to the lands which we thus seek to restore to the public domain 
The question in my mind is this: Pending those legal difficulties, before 
they are settled and before the title has been established in the United 
States by some judgment that will bind the railroad company and bind 
the mortgagees, is it wise for us to throw these lands open to settlement 
and make them part of the public domain, and set the Commissione: 
of the General Land Office to work selling them? It seems to me that 
if we do that we shall have in many of these cases for years clouds ove: 
the titles of the settlers to whom the United States has conveyed th« 
property, so serious as to affect the value of the property and their abi! 
ity to realize upon the sale of it, and perhaps ultimately throw the bu: 
den of litigation upon the people who buy of the United S:ates as against 
the railroad company instead of having the Government take the initia- 
tive and get a decree which shall be binding upon the railroad company, 
and then put the lands upon the market. 

While we have the right as the owners of these lands, having sold 
them ona condition subsequent to make a re-entry for condition broken, 
or to do what is equivalent to that in law, to pass this bill declaring 
the lands forfeited, after all, this legislative declaration is not binding 
on the railroad company. That isthe trouble. A judgment of a court 
in a proceeding in which the railroad company was a party would be 
binding; it would be conclusive upon all parties before the court and 
upon their privies in interest. I feel if the bill passes in the shape in 
which it is reported that we shall multiply all over this country just 
the difficulties which the settlers on the Des Moines land grant in Iowa 
are now having. 

It seems to me, therefore, that it would be wiser to establish this for- 
feiture which we declare here, and which I think we ought to declare 
by some competent judicial proceeding, and when it has been estab- 
lished by a judgment that will bind the railroad company and bind the 
mortgagees and bind everybody having an adverse claim, then put the 


Upon this amendment the yeas and 
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lands on the market and sell them when we can give a clear title to the 
people who get them. 

I am decidedly in favor, in all cases where it can equitably be 
done, of proceeding to declare the forfeiture; I think in some of these 
instances it was a mistake that it was not done long ago; but I have 
great difficulty, and Iam inclined to support the amendment of the 
senator from Alabama, for the reason that it settles the question as to 
our being the owner of the lands before we put them on the market to 
sell them; and I do not see how the question can be settled in any other 
way. 

Mr. MAXEY. I call the attention of the Senator from Indiana toa 
trouble in my mind. If these people have a right, inchoate or com- 
plete, legal or equitable, under that clause of the Constitution which 
says that no person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property with- 
out due process of law, I do not see how we can deprive them of the 
right to go into court, whether we say so in the bill or not. 

Mr. HARRISON. I agree with the Senator from Texas. I think 
if we pass this measure we have simply done that which declares the 
forfeiture. 

Mr. MAXEY. Precisely. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then whether there has been a breach of con- 
dition subsequent, as we have declared in the bill, is a matter to be 
settled by the courts. I suppose nobody else can settle it. 

Mr. MAXEY. It is a matter for the courts, and whether we put 
that provision in or not, we can not deprive them of the right to go to 
the courts. 

Mr. INGALLS. The question is as broad as it is long, in my judg- 
ment. The Constitution declares that no person shall be deprived of 
life, liberty, or property without due process of law. It has been held 
by the Supreme Court of the United States that an act of Congress is 
not due process of law. That has passed into the settled determinations 
of the judicial power of this country as the interpreiation of that clause 
of the Constitution. Therefore, if the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad 
Company, by virtue of the original act, acquired title or obtained a 
vested interest in and to a portion of this land grant, the act of Con- 
gress, in my judgment, that we may pass declaring a forfeiture will be 
ineffective so far as the divesting of their right or title is concerned. 

I do not believe it is within the power of Congress, I am very confi- 
dent it is beyond the power of Congress, if the Atlantic and Pacific or 
any of the other land-grant railroads have acquired by virtue of a pre- 
vious act of Congress right or title, legal or equitable, to one acre or to 
a hundred million acres of the public domain, to deprive them of that 
right by an act of Congress. If we pass an act of Congress declaring 
the forfeiture of their title and attempting to deprive them of rights 
they may have previously acquired, I assume that they will proceed 
at once to test the constitutionality of that act and of our power to pass 
it. Ifthe grant that they have received or that they claim they have 
received is valuable, they will contend for it. So I do not see the dif- 
ficulty that the Senator from Indiana apprehends. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator will allow me, the difficulty is just 
this: Suppose the Senator’s idea as to what course the railroad com- 
pany will pursue be true, and that very soon after the passage of this 
bill they bring some suit and test it in some way. 

Mr. INGALLS. It can be just as well tested on one acre as on the 
entire grant. 

Mr. HARRISON. That suit may drag on and will drag on probably 
for years. In the mean time the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office is to go on and sell to settlers; settlers will be moving in and 
taking their patents and locating all along on these lands. If the de- 
cision should be untimately against the United States, we shall have 
put in under a statute of the United States these settlers, and the ques- 
tion in adjusting their rights as to what the Government shall do or 
what the railroad company ought to do is involved exactly as in the 
case in Iowa and the case in Wisconsin. 

Mr. INGALLS. No. 

Mr. HARRISON. So it seems tome. If the Senator himself had 
sold land upon a condition subsequent, and believed the condition to 
be broken and made the declaration or the entry which should declare 
the condition to be broken so far as he could, if his title was involved 
in doubt, until he or his adversary had procured a settlement of it he 
would not want to go on and divide the land into town lots and sell it. 


Mr. INGALLS. The law’s delay, which has been the reproach of | 


jurisprudence for many centuries, would apply in the one case as well 
as the other. While it is true that there might be dilatory proceedings 
in the effort of the corporation to test the validity of the act of Congress, 
it is equally true that there would be delay and dilatory proceedings 
in any effort that might be made to secure the decree of forfeiture by 
judicial proceeding. There is nothing gained and nothing lost one way 
or the other, 

I assume that in case this measure should pass, which there is no 
question we have a right to pass, if it has no other effect it will be a 
declaration of an intention on the part of the grantor to resume; and 
then if the corporation see fit to contend and proceed in the courts to 
test the validity of the act of Congress, as I said before the suit may be 
brought as well upon one acre as upon the entire grant as it may be de- 
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fined upon the map; there will be the notice of lis pendens, and whoever 
goes on the land will do so at his peril. 

I do not regard the case as parallel to that of the Des Moines Rive 
grant or the Ontonagon grant, because, as I understand, in those cases 
the judicial proceedings for determination have not been had, neither 
has any effort to determine the right been had by any act on the part of 
the Government. 

I have very grave doubts about the wisdom or propriety of the leg- 
islation here invoked. There are cases where this power of Congress 
has been invited to which I should not, under any circumstances, give 
my assent. But it appears from the investigation of the committee 
that there was no effort at compliance on the part of the railroad cor- 
poration with the terms of the grant until long after the period when 
it expired by the terms of the original act of Congress. So faras I can 
see thereis a very strong prima facie case made up in favor of the Govern- 
ment and against the corporation. Relying upon the report of the com- 
mittee, therefore, I shall with something of reluctance give my support 
to the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me to say with reference to 
the matter of fact that he is under amisapprehension. From three to 
four hundred miles, either by construction or by purchase, came into 
the possession of the company before the expiration of the original 
limit. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
ter. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was from Springfield, Mo., westward, and so far as 
Vinita, some thirty-four miles, into the Indian Territory. That is my 
recollection in regard to it. Then the line acquired by purchase was 
practically the same line, for the reason that the corporation which was 
expected to connect at the easterly terminus failed to build its road, 
and the company was obliged to do that in order to have the line avail- 
able. 

Mr. MORGAN obtained the floor. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate of the United States : 


I transmit herewith, in response to a resolution of the Senate of the Ilth ot 
February last, a report of the Secretary gf State relative to the papers on file in 
the Department of State touching the unsettled claims of citizens of the United 
States against France for spoliations prior to July 31, 1801. 

CHESTER A, ARTHUR. 





But not on the line of the road as shown by the char 


EX®cUTIVE Mansion, Washington, July 3, 1884. 
GENERAL COURTS-MARTIAL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
5709) to amend article 72 of the Rules and Articles of War, returned 
to the Senate according to its request. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. LoGAN, Mr. 
HAWLEY, and Mr. MAXEY were appointed. 

GOVERNMENT TELEGRAPH AND TELEPHONE SERVICE. 

Mr. MAHONE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Superintendent of Public Buildings and Grounds report to 
the Senate on Tuesday after the first Monday in December next a comprehen- 
sive system of telegraph and telephone for the Government service in Wasli- 
ington on the Waring or other system of underground cable, presenting in de- 
tail the same and an itemized estimate of the cost Also the cost per annum fo 
rentals and maintenance at which the existing service stands the Government 

ORDNANCE AND GUNNERY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair appoints under the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] yeste1 
day and adopted to-day, to inquire into the steel-producing question, & 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], the Senator from Cal 
fornia [Mr. MILLER], the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH 
| the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], and the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the tollow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore: . 

A bill (H. R. 6925) to amend sections 4381 and 4382 of the Revised 
| Statutes of the United States, relative to fees levied and collected from 
| the owners and masters of vessels in domestic commerce; and 
A bill (H. R. 6861) making appropriations for the support of the 
| Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
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he amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7440) making appro- 
priations for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the arma- 
ment thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 15885, and for other 
purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SAMUEL J. RAN- 
DALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. WILLIAM H. ForNey of Alabama, and 
Mr. J. WARREN KEIFER of Ohio managers of the conference on the 
part of the House. 
Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
disagreed to by the House and accede to their request for a committee of 
ontference. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Senate 
the action of the House of Representatives. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 3, 1884. 
Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7440) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of de- 
f , and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 


ense 
for other purposes, and ask a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 


Ordered, That Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Forney, and Mr. Kerrer be the managers 
of said conference on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate insist upon its amendments and agree to the con- 
ference asked for by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the rresident pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. DAWEs, Mr. 
LOGAN, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


CALIFORNIA INDIANS. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask leave to offer a resolution to lie 
over under the rule and to be considered to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California asks 
unanimous consent to offer at this time a resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read for infor- 
mation, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the provisions of the resolution of the Senate adopted June LI, 
1884, instructing the Committee on Indian Affairs to inquire into the condition 
of the several tribes and bands of Indians in the Indian Territory, &c., be ex- 
tended to and embrace therein the Indians upon the several reservations in 
California; and that the said inquiry be directed particulary to the Round Val- 
ley Indian reservation in said State; and that full investigation be made into 
the present and past management of said reservation and all abuses of the 
rights and interests of the Indians thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the resolution 
being offered at this time? The Chair hears none. The resolution 
will be printed and go over until to-morrow. 


CATHARINE H. GLICK. 


Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] has 
kindly agreed to yield to me for amoment. Some daysago the Senate 
passed a bill (S. 1971) granting a pension to Catharine H. Glick, widow 
of Elias B. Glick, late surgeon of the Fortieth Regiment of Indiana Vol- 
inteers. The chairman of the Committee on Pensions informs me that 
the purpose of the committee was to have reported the House bill so 
that when it was passed by the Senate it would become a law. _ I there- 
ipon asked for the return of the bill which the Senate passed. It has 
been returned and is upon the table. I ask unanimous consent at this 
time to put the House bill upon its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unan- 

mous consent to report at this time from the Committee on Pensions 
the bill (H. R. 6514) for the relief of Catharine H. Glick. [A pause. ] 
Che Chair was mistaken in stating that the Senator from Indiana re- 
ported the bill from the Committee on Pensions. He states that he is 
authorized by the Committee on Pensions to bring the bill to the atten- 
tion of the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Thechairman of the Committee on Pensions, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL], is just coming in. I was 
stating, if the Senator will give me his attention, that in conference 

th the chairman I was informed that it was the purpose of the com- 
mittee to report the House bill in the case of Mrs. Glick, and on that 
.ccount I asked the return of the Senate bill. It has been returned, 
ind Iam asking for the consideration of the House bill at this time, 
and I ventured to state that it met with the approval of the Senator 

rom Pennsylvania, the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. As I understand the case, the Senate passed a 
bill precisely like the House bill and I think we might as well take up 
the House bill now and pass it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana moves 
that the Committee on Pensions be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of House bill 6514. Is there objection? The Chair hears no 
»bjection. 
House bill be now considered. 
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arine H. Glick, widow of Dr. Elias B. Glick, late a surgeon in the For- 
tieth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If necessary I shall move to postpone indefinitely 
the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill (S. 1971) granting a pension to Catharine H. Glick, widow of Elias 
B. Glick, late surgeon of the Fortieth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the bill be postponed indefinitely 

The motion was agreed to. 

ATLANTIC 


AND PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 7162) to forfeit the unearned lands granted to the 
Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to 
the Pacific coast, and to restore the same to settlement, and for othe: 


| purposes, the pending question being on the amendment of Mr. Mor 
| GAN. 


Mr. MORGAN. Itis very difficult to consider this bill in the order in 
which it ought to be considered with the great number of interruptions 
that arenecessary atthistime. TheSenatorfrom Kansas[ Mr. INGALLS 
has suggested that this subject is as broad as it is long, by which I un 
derstand him to mean that the remedies in favor of persons whose rights 
may be affected by this legislation are quite as good under the existing 
law as they would be under the amendment if it should be adopted 
The trouble about that suggestion is this: The Government ofthe United 
States can not be sued by one of its citizens except in virtue of a special 
act of Congress authorizing asuit to be brought. The rights which are 
involved in this litigation are private rights, whether they are rights of 
corporate bodies or of citizens. If we allow this matter to go on after 
we have declared the forfeiture, and allow citizens in collateral proceed 
ings, as they would be certain to do, to test the validity of our action 
and the extent to which it is valid, we shall encumber the people of 
this country with a vast amount of litigation really resulting in no good 

I will give an illustration of that. This land grant is forfeited unde: 
the provisions of the bill as it passed the House. That bill goes on to 
relegate the lands to the public domain, and brings in the rights of al 
persons who might be upon the public domain in accordance with thei: 
respective claims, and they are very variant and almost innumerab! 
One of those persons, whether it be a bondholder, a pre-emptor, 
homestead settler, or whoever he may be, brings his action not against 
the Government of the United States, for he can not sue the United 
States, but against some person in possession. That party sets up the 
title of the United States. The suit may be brought in one of the Ter 
ritorial courts; it may be brought in one of the State courts of Calitor- 
nia or Missouri, or wherever the land may be. If the land lies in th 
Indian Territory, of course suit could not be brought anywhere. The 
courts go on in that case and in a great many other cases of like charac 
ter that would spring up throughout the length and breadth of th 
entire land grant after we had declared that the lands were forfeited 
and had become the property of the United States. The cases are set 
tled, one court deciding in one direction and another in another, con 
flicting decisions, which have been heretofore a source of unmeasured 
trouble and difficulty in our legislation and in our dealing with the 
public domain. The courts of the Northwestern States are absolutely 
filled up with litigations of an inconsequential character brought by 
A against B, in which it is attempted to settle all these great questions 
which we are now trying to deal with in Congress. 

It was the intention of the committee to supply to the people who 
might be concerned in these land grants, whether corporations or private 
citizens, a remedy for the purpose of contesting in a suit with the Gov- 
ernment of the United States these grave questions and settling them 
once and forever, settling in one suit those controversies which have 
spread over the country and involve a great number of suits. Conse- 
quently the Committee on Public Lands in another bill identical in 
principle with my amendment, which was reported by the majority of 
the committee to this body, have provided a remedy precisely like the 
one I offer to put into the bill by my amendment, requiring the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to file a bili in equity in the nature of a 
bill of interpleader so as to settle all the material controversies bet weeu 
the Government and persons claiming under any law of the United 
States. That reaches every person in absolute or material interest con- 
nected with these affairs. 

Another section of the bill proceeds, however, to admit those parties 
who are not necessary parties, but may be proper purties, to file their 
petitions and bring their controversies before the court if they see 
proper to do so in preference to going to the local courts, the State 


courts; and thereupon the court examines the petition, and if it finds 


The Senator from Indiana asks unanimous consent that the | 


By unanimous consent the bill was considered as in Committee of | 


the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the nameof Cath- 


that the settlement of the question presented in the petition is neces- 
sary for the doing of complete.and full justice in the cause, the court 
will take jurisdiction of that matter and settle that also, discriminat- 
ing in the bill between those who are necessary parties in order to de- 
termine the full measure of the right of the case and those who may 
become proper parties upon petition to settle rights as between them- 
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selves. ‘These rights are not mere private quarrels or controversies | 
between citizens, but they must be rights that arise under the laws of 
the United States, and only in consequence thereof. 

[ regret, I do not hesitate to express the regret, that this bill could | 
not have been referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, so that this | 
whole subject could have undergone a very thorough investigation. | 
Nevertheless, in offering the amendment which I now offer and in re- 
porting the general bill which is on the Calendar, substantially the 
came With this amendment from the Committee on Public Lands, I 
have consulted the action taken by the Committee on the Judiciary 
hitherto. They have made various reports, particularly in the Des 
Moines case, in which precisely the doctrine of this amendment is in- 
corporated by the Judiciary Committee. I have also since that time 
taken the liberty privately to present the language of this amendment 
to various members of that committee, and they all concur that the 
amendment is properly and sufficiently guarded. 


| have no ambition to be considered the author of a bill for the pur- | 


pose of settling these great rights that have come forward in this way 
and have been carried to the Committee on Public Lands by necessity ; 
and finding the committee in that attitude I have consulted the au- 
thorities of the Senate as far as I have been able to do, and I find that 
they concur with the amendment which I have had the honor to offer 
both in its principles and inits language. I have heard as yet no criti- 
cism upon the language of the amendment. I have heard no one sug- 
gest that there was an inadequacy of its provisions for the purpose of 
getting a proper judicial determination of all the rights thus presented. 


Now, let me cal) the attention of the Senate for a moment to the | 


state of the British law on this subject as contrasted with the state of 
the American law. 
taries. 
he says: 

These inquests of office were devised by law as an authentic means to give 
the king his right by solemn matter of record, without which he, in general, can 
neither take nor part from anything. 
and greatly for the safety of the subject that the king may not enter upon and 
seize any man’s possession upon bare surmises without the intervention of a 
jury. 


That is the power the Crown of England has over citizens. Further 


on the author says: 


With regard to real property, if an office be found for the king it puts him in 
immediate possession, without the trouble of a formal entry, provided a sub- 
ject in the like case would have had the right toenter. * * * If the king’s 
escheator or sheriff seize lands into the king’s hand without cause, upon taking 
them out of the king’s hand again the party shall have the mesne profits re- 
stored to him, 


Again, speaking of the procedure and of the rights of the subject in 
England under such proceedings as we are having now, “‘ office found ”’ 
in England, a declaration of forfeiture here, he says: 


In order to avoid the possession of the crown, acquired by the finding of such | 


oftice, the subject may not only have his petition of right, which discloses new 
facts not found in the office, and his monstrans de droit, which relies on the facts 
as found; but, also, he may (for the most part) traverse or deny the matter of 
tact itself, and put itin trial by the common-law process of the courtof chancery ; 
yet still, in some special cases, he hath no remedy left but a mere petition of 
right, * * * the party traversing is considered as the plaintiff, and must, 
therefore, make out his own title as well as impeach that of the crown, and then 
shall have judgment quod manus domini regis amoveantur, &c. 

The proceeding in this amendment brings in the Government of the 
United States as the plaintiff and all the persons in interest as defend- 
ants by a bill in equity, as is saggested in the Commentaries from 
which I have just read, making it in the nature of a bill of interpleader, | 
the Government asserting its right, in virtue of the declaration that we 
make here now, to all the lands, the corporation asserting its right by | 
way of answer and defense, the bondholders suggesting their right by | 
way of answer and defense, wheever else may claim under the corpora- | 
tion suggesting their right by way of answer and defense; and if there 
still may be any person whose rights are necessary or proper to be de- 


termined in order to clear the field for the resumption of title if the | 
Government of the United States has the right to resume it, these per- | 
sons come in by petition; the court considers the petition, and determines 


in limine whether it is proper that these persons should be admitted 
into the litigation. If the court shall so decide, then they become 
parties defendant to the 
parties defendant. That is the procedure which, 


as I remark again, I 
have not heard criticised. 


It is absolutely indispensable after we have declared a forfeiture of 
these lands that the citizen of the United States, whether a corporation Mr. 


or an individual, should have the right to sue the Government to test 
the validity of our action and its constitutional extent and limitation, 


or else the Government of the United States ought to bring the suit it- | 
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I will read an extract from Blackstone’s Commen- | 
Speaking of inquests in reference to the forfeiture of land titles, | 


For it is a part of the liberties of England | 


cause as if they had been originally made 
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for or against the rights of any person upon the facts in this case. Let 
us leave them to the justice and judgment of the judicial tribunals of 
the country, so that after we have gotten through this thing we can 
say to the country we have done our duty as a political body in declar- 
ing that it is the right and duty of the Government of the United 
States to make assertion of its claim, and we have further done out 
complete and full duty by relegating the whole decision of the ques- 
tion into the hands of the judiciary, so that they can hear the wit- 
nesses, hear demurrers, hear pleas, try the cause, and make a final 
decree and dispose of it. 

After these lands have been relieved of this difficulty which has grown 





, out of Congressional action, I am quite willing that the Senator from 


Kansas shall have the amendment which he proposes still further to 
add, which is a part really of the text of the original bill coming from 
the House, that these lands after the final decision shall pass into the 
public domain and shall there become lands subject of course to all th« 

rights of citizens which may have accrued and have the determination, 

| I do not care which, either of the courts of justice or the De *~partment 
| of the Interior. But let us first get rid of the trouble which our own 
| legislation and our own laches, if you can call it such, our delay to say 
the least of it, has caused in the nature of acloud upon the title of 
every person concerned here. Let us remove that by the judicial au 

thority, and then we can have a clear field for the decision of what- 
ever other questions may come. 

I should never have offered the amendment if I had not known that 
there was no adequate remedy provided by the laws of the United 
States, we having continually denied to our people the right to sue the 
| Government except in cases where we have expressly so provided by 
statute. 

Mr. INGALLS obtained the floor. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to ask unanimous consent that we shall take 
a vote on the bill some time to-morrow. I do this because I am ad- 
vised that it is important to have an executive session this evening, 
and there are some other matters which ought to be disposed of in ordet 
to promote the convenience of both Houses. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose we could agree to take the vote at any 
time to-morrow. 
| Mr. INGALLS. Let us take it now. 

Mr. PLUMB. All right; if the vote can be taken without any fur 
ther debate, I withdraw the suggestion. 

Mr. INGALLS. Ido not wish fo pursue the discussionif a vote can 
be had on the bill now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator in charge of the bill will earry 
it through. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire very much to do so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Quite anumber of us have bills on the Calendar 
upon which we would very much like to have action, and this bill is 
going todrawl on into next winter apparently. [‘‘Question!’’ ‘‘ Ques- 
tion !’’] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] 
| on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
| Mr. HARRISON. I wish toask the Senator from Alabama whe ther 
| he thinks it is best to strike out all after the word ‘‘ forfeited,’’ or 
whether he had not better let the words stand ‘‘ and the title thereto 
| resumed by the United States.”’ 

Mr. MORGAN. That would be one of the effects of forfeiture. In 
the event of the forfeiture being successfully declared the title woul] a 
| be resumed by the United States, but I felt and I think that those g 
| tlemen who concurred with me on the committee felt that that wou ald 
| be rather a rash procedure. It throws the weight of the legislation of 

the Government against the claimant of the property, and he does not 
have a fair trial after that when we declare that the title is resumed by 
| the Government. I will say to the Senator from Indiana that the Sena 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] proposes that after the final decree has 
been passed then to have the lands revert to the Government and to be 
| subject to disposal after the decree of the court. 
its being done beforehand; I do not think it would be right 
Mr. HARRISON. It seems to me that we ought to make this de 
| laration of forfeiture ample. We ought to say all we can say as a leg 
| islative body in the direction of the resumption of these lands by the 
| Government. If we were simply to say that they are declared forteited 
| I think there would be some question whether that would be sufficient 
MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I will say to him that 
| is precisely the effect of office found after a prerogative writ and jury 
of inquest in Great Britain. That is precisely the effect; it goes no 
fnrther, as I have read from the text of Blackstone on that question 





I do not care about 


selfin order that these parties may be made parties defendant and come in | I wanted to limit our action here precisely to the effect of office found 


and test the right. 
this corporation is the creature of Congress. 
<reated by a State or Territorial Legislature. 


tion and gave it all its rights of every kind and character, and in deal- | 


ing with it it isa proper thing for the Government of the United States 


to bring its action in the courts, so that that corporation andevery per-| Mr. BLAIR 
son concerned in interest in any direction may have the opportunity of 


litigation. That is all I desire. 
I do not wish that Congress shall lay its hand in the balance to weig! 


Let me observe just one more thing, and that is that | 
It is not a corporation 


under the common law. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The question is on the amendmen 


We created the corpora- proposed by the Senator from Alabama, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
when his name was called I am paired with the 
IAMS 


| junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. WILL I do not know how 
he would vote 


1 The roll-call was concluded 
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Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. WILLIAMS] upon political questions. I observe that this is not 
treated as such and I therefore vote. 


I vote * yea. 
Mr ees L. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] who is 
absent, sick, desired me to state that he is paired with the Senator from 


West Virginia [ Mr. 


ent 


KENNA]. If the Senator from Illinois were pres- 
, he said he would vote for the bill. I do not know how he would 
vote on the pending amendment. 


The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—31 
Bayard, Garland, Jones of Nevada, Pendleton, 
Blair Hampton, Lamar, Pike, 
Bowen, Harris, Lapham, Platt, 
Brown Harrison, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Ca)] Hawley, Maxey Sewell, 
Colquitt Hoar, Mitcheil, Vance, 
Dolph, Jonas, Morgan, Wilson. 
Frve Jones of Florida, Morrill, 

NAYS—11 
Aldrich, Dawes, Miller of Cal., Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill Plumb, Van Wyck. 
Coke Ingalls, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—3. 
Allison, Edmunds, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Anthony, Fair, Logan, Sabin, 
Beck Farley, McMillan, Slater, 
Butler George, McPherson, Vest, 
Camden, Gibson, Manderson, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, Miller of N. Y., Walker, 
Cockrell, Groome, Palmer, Williams. 
Conger, Hale Pugh, 
Cullom, Jackson, Ransom, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does seem to nte that while the provisions of 
the amendment of the Senator from Alabama are right enough to pro- 
vide for the mode of trial and to determine the effect of this legisla- 
tion, yet if we are to give any vigor or force to the law at all we must 
go beyond a mere naked declaration of forfeiture. A mere naked dec- 
laration of forfeiture contained in the bill I do not think is worth the 
paper on which it is written, and I suppose as a matter of course the 
friends of the bill would regard it as practically its defeat. It is not 
worth anything at all. A mere declaration of forfeiture, leaving every- 
thing open, leaving the land in possession of the company, it seems to 
ine is a defeat of the bill, and it had better at once be laid on the table 
rather than consume the few precious moments of the remainder of the 
session in its farther consideration. 

Following the forfeiture with an actual possession and recoupment 
of the land, I have no objection at all to the provision made for trying 
the rights of persons which may be involved hereafter, and I think the 
provisions are wisely framed by the Senator from Alabama to try the 
rights of the company. I do not wish, by any act or vote of mine, to 
interfere with or impair the rights of any corporation or any individual. 
I wish to keep open the doors of the courts for the protection of their 
rights; yet it seems to me that if the Government is to forfeit this land 
it ought to follow that forfeiture with actual possession. 

After consultation with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON], 
who has looked at this more than I have, perhaps, though he does not 
go quite so far as 1 do, I move to insert after the word “‘ forfeiture ’’ 
the words ‘‘and the title thereto resumed by the United States.”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that is already in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was stricken out by the amendment of the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not so understand it. 
ment of the Senator from 


I understand the amend- 
Alabama came in after the words ‘‘ United 


States,”’ in line 18. 
Mr. MORGAN. No: after the word “ forfeited,’’ in line 17. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is not sufficient. I wish further to add: 


And the title thereto resumed by the United States, and said lands declared to 
be a part of the public domain, but not subject to disposal under the general 
laws of the United States until after the termination of the legal proceedings 
prescribed by this act. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have an amendment in regard to that part of the 
section which I think will better accomplish the idea which the Sen- 
ator from Ohio has in view. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read, and perhaps I shall accept it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I propose to add at the close of the amendment of 
the Senator from Alabama: 

And such lands as may be declared by the final judgment herein provided for 
to be the property of the United States shail upon the rendition of such judg- 
ment become a part of the public domain, and be subject to disposal under the 
general land laws of the United States as if no such grant had ever been made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Government of the United States now has 
waited for years for the completion of the railroad, and the company 
have done nothing except to earn a portion of the grant. Having failed 
to earn the grant, the Government of the United States ought to take 
possession of it, holding it, however, subject in its possession to the 
it to be brought underthe amendment. I think it would be restored 
to the public domain by the judgment of the court, or at least by the 
subsequent action of Congress, and we may at least leave that matter | 
for the future action of Congress. 


su 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





2 
», 


JULY 





etn Keen J Mr. PLUMB. There ought to be something, so that whenever it is 
| decided these lands may be immediately open to settlement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that, but I think that might 
| properly be left to future legislation. This will protect the rights of 
|§ he United States. I submit my amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understood the Senator from Alabama to insert his 
amendment after the words ‘‘ United States,’’ in line 18 of section 1 

Mr. MORGAN. After the word ‘‘ forfeited.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question was put on striking 
out all after the word ‘* forfeited,’’ in line 17, to and including th: 
word ‘‘stations,’’ in line 24, and inserting the words of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. Ifthe Chair correctly 
| unde rstands the recital made by the Senator from Ohio, the words hi 

now proposes as an amendment are a part of the very words the Senat: 
has already voted to strike out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Entirely changed, however, in very 
particulars because they are reversed in some respects. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio will be read, after which the Chair will determine 
the question. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
proposed to insert: 

And the title thereto resumed by the United States, and said lands declared 
to be part of the public domain, but not subject to disposal under the genera! 
laws of the United States, until after the termination of the legal proceedings 
prescribed by this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair thinks the amendment is 
in order. It changes the import of the words strickenout. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am very anxious, for one, that this declaration 
of forfeiture should be ample; in other words, that we should do by 
this legislation all that is necessary to reinvest the Government with 
this title so as to enable it to proceed in the court to which this matter 
is to be referred for determination, having done all that it is possible 
for the legislative branch of the Government to do to reinvest the 
Government with the title to these lands. I therefore asked the Sen- 
ator from Alabama, before voting on his amendment, his opinion 
whether the simple word ‘‘forfeiture’’ accomplished that purpose. | 
felt that there was some doubt about it, and I am in favor of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio because I think it puts it beyond 
doubt. In other words, my objection to the bill as it came from the 
committee was that*the Government was going into the business of 
selling lawsuits. That is what we were doing, not providing for any 
action by the Government to settle this as one question. We were pro- 
ceeding to let pre-emptors and homesteaders and purchasers of the pub- 
lic domain take up land in small tracts and then turn them over to 
an endless litigation, separate lawsuits with this railroad company, to 
settle the question of their title. This title is involved; the railroad 
company will contest this forfeiture. 

I think, therefore, before we sell this land we ought to settle the 
question of our own title to it, and that the United States Government 
ought to bear the burden of that litigation and settle it in one suit. | 
want this bill to go far enough to make the declaration of forfeiture 
full and complete so far as we can do it; then referring the question as 
to the effect of our act. and the facts of the case to the courts for settle- 
ment, and when we have once got a title that we can pass to a pre- 
emptor or to a homesteader unclouded, then I want to see it put upon 
sale. 

Mr. INGALLS. Does the Senator think weshould acquire a title by 
saying that we resume it? 

Mr. HARRISON. I donot know that weshould. I think it would 
be subject, of course, still to the determinationof thecourts. Nothing 
that we can do can reinvest the title, but we are to do something by 
legislation that will be equivalent to re-entry for condition broken 

Mr. INGALLS. If we resume the title by declaring that it is vested 
again in the United States, what is the use of having the judicial pro- 
ceeding ? 

Mr. HARRISON. It is this, that before we undertake to sell the 
land we have ourselves instituted a proceeding in the nature of a bil! 
quia timet, to settle the question whether we have actually been pos- 
sessed and obtained title by this legislation. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator is not quite ¢lear that a declaration 
of resumption would be really equivalent to the reinvestment of tit] 
in the United States. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am not, but it is all we can do. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should think that under those circumstances it 
would be a very idle and nugatory declaration if we are to proceed by 
| judicial investigation to determine where the title is, and to avoid that 

result the legislative declaration that the title is in the United States 
is very simple. 

Mr. HARRISON. 


important 


After the word ‘“‘ forfeiture,’’ in line 17, it 


1s 


Not at all. While I have not examined 
Mr. INGALLS. Suppose the court decide the other way ? 
Mr. HARRISON. While I have not examined this case critically, 

yet I understand that the Supreme Court in a case before them have 

said that it rested with Congress to make by law some declaration that 
would declare the forfeiture of land grants. 
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Mr. INGALLS. Let us assume for one moment that the court in | I have had good opportunity to observe that since I have been on this 
this determination, that the land belongs to the railroad company, what | floor with him; and he will not say that it is necessary for the Congress 
effect then would a declaration in the bill that it belonged to the | of the United States to direct or to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
United States have ? terior to enter into possession. He has got no possession of the public 

Mr. HARRISON. None whatever, of course. The question as to | lands. The Government of the United States as a government takes 
whether there has been a breach of condition subsequent is one that | possession in virtue of its legislation, and the moment that we declare 
the courts must settle, no matter what we say. If we go on and pro- | a forfeiture of lands granted by the Government, that instant of time 
vide forselling this land and put settlers in possession under their war- | we are in possession, the Government is in possession as a government 
rants from the Government of the United States, it still remains a ques- I have no objection to those words coming in here except that I think 
tion which the courts will settle as between our grantee and the rail- | they will mar the sense of the statute and might induce some judge to 
road company as to which has the superior title. But I think the | suppose that Congress after all in granting this relief to its own citi- 
words proposed by the Senator from Ohio go somewhat further and | zens had loaded it down with a declaration that it makes no difference 
make the purpose of Congress to resume possession of this land or to | as the Senator from Kansas suggested, what you have got to present 
make it a part of the public domain clear and explicit, and then post- | to the court; the question is already decided against you, if the tit 
pone the selling of this land to individual buyers until we have, by the | has been resumed. 
judicial proceedings prescribed in this bill, established our title to it. I want to leave the title to be disposed of by the courts after the pos 

Mr. PLUMB. Ithink the words are very material, because they are | session, after the right of entry, and all that belongs to these facts by 
equivalent to a re-entry, so far as the Government needs to do that for | virtue of the operation of law is secured as I think in the form of the 
the purpose of asserting its intention to oust the possession of the rail- | amendment I presented. I have no pride of opinion about it. I want 
road company and to dispose of its claim of title. The words of the | to do precisely what the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from In- 
bill, as I supposed they had been left in lines 17 and 18, I think would | diana are trying to accomplish, and I believe I have secured it in the 
accomplish that purpose; and if, as my colleague says, the courtshould | amendment. But still if the Senate wants to put in other words there 
decide the title in the railroad company beyond the power of Congress | which I think will rob the court perhaps of its jurisdiction to try the 
to reach it, then of course it would not amount to anything any more | title, they may put them in, but I think they are dangerous words to 
than a re-entry of a private person would on an estate which he had | those persons who claim rights against the United States for us here to 
granted away on a condition which subsequently proved not to have | say that we not only resume possession as. upon office found, and not 
been fulfilled. only resume possession as a private owner would who had made a grant 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in preparing my amendment I[ had | upon condition subsequent that was forfeited, but we go further and 
the full intent and purpose of putting the Government of the United | by legislative declaration we resume the title, it makes no difference 
States in the possession of all its rights under this grant. What are | how the judge may decide. 
those rights’ Assuming, or admitting rather for the sake of the argu- The Senator from Kansas put a question very pertinently I thought 
ment, not according to the way the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Com- | to the Senator from Indiana—what will be the attitude of the case if 
pany looks at it, but for the sake of the argument, that upon the fail- | after we make the declaration the judge still decides that the title is 
ure of that company to complete its line within the period prescribed | in the claimant? How are we to get along with that? I really think 
in the act the lands absolutely revert to the United States, putting it | that the apprehensions of Senators on that subject are not well founded 
upon that hypothesis, the words which are in this amendment are all | They are not founded in the state of the law. This is a new question, 
that are necessary to cause the reversion. I will illustrate it, if the | and I venture my opinion very gingerly about it. At the same time 
Senate will bear with me fora moment. A private man makes a grant | we have got no analogies that we can appeal to except those derived 
of lands upon condition subsequent. That condition is nof complied | from the English common law, and under that system I think it is 
with, or itis broken. That man has a right of entry upon his lands | very clear that as far as we ought to go, as far as we need to go, is to 
in consequence of the breach ef that condition. His entry made in that | declare the forfeiture of the lan® which puts us in as of our former 
way is exactly in conformity with the law: he is not a trespasser, in | right. 
other words, because he has reserved the right of entry in possession in Mr. HAWLEY. I was about to move an executive session, in the 
the deed making the grant. So the very moment he enters into the | hope that we might return to legislative session in a few minutes and 
possession the title unites with the possession and he is in, as the books | finish this bill. There is important business to be attended to in exe: 











say, as of his former right. | utive session. 
Now the Government of the United States, or any other government, | Several SENATORS. Let us vote now. 
having madea grant of land and not being capable of taking pedis possessio, Mr. HAWLEY. Very well; I shall not make the motion 


being itselfan incorporeal establishment, through its legislative authority The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
makes a declaration of its right of entry; and in Schulenberg vs. Harri- | of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. 


man the Supreme Court has held that that declaration is equivalent to| The amendment was agreed to. 
an entry by a private owner, it is equivalent under the English law to Mr. PLUMB. I now move to add the words which will be found 


office found. The entry by the private owner, or office found under the | in line 20, commencing with the word ‘‘ but’’ down to and including 

English law, unites the possession with thetitle. The party is in asof | the word “‘stations,’’ inline 24 of the original bill, as follows 

his former right. But nothing in this act shall be construed to recognize the right of said 
Here we make a declaration that these lands are forfeited. The very | company to any land in the Indian Territory, or claim thereto, on condition or 

moment that that declaration becomes a law, the Government of the | °therwise, except the right of way and land for stations. 

United States is in possession of these lands, and if the title unites with The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Those are the very words which the 

the possession because of the fact that the forfeiture has occurred, then | Senate has stricken out. 


the Government’s title is full and complete. If, however, it turns out Mr. PLUMB. But in connection with other words. 
that the cause of forfeiture did not actually exist, the Government loses Mr. INGALLS. Much more was stricken out. 
its title, and the courts under this power, as the court of equity in Eng- Mr. PLUMB. This is only a portion of what was stricken out 
land would have done, restore the possession to the original grantee. The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be read, after 
That is the condition of the thing. which the Chair will decide. 

Now, suppose we go further, and not merely declare a forfeiture of Mr. PLUMB. I will move it as a separate section according to a 


the land, but also make a legislative declaration that the title is re- | suggestion of the Senator from Alabama, commencing with the word 
sumed to the United States or reconferred on the United States, then | ‘‘nothing:”’ 

we do that or attempt to do that by legislation which is the part only Nothing in this act shall be construed to recognize the right of said company 
of the judicial authority. The Government of the United States—there | to any land in the Indian Territory, or claim thereto, on condition or otherwis 
can be no mistake about it—gains every right under a declaration of | ©**¢Pt the right of way and land for stations 


forfeiture that it could gain by the most positive declaration of the re- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that this is tl 

sult of that. identical language which has been stricken from the bill by a vote ot 
Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to ask | the Senate 

him why, if we declare this to be a part of the public domain and the Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to insert those words 

United States should direct the Secretary of the Interior to enter, we The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks whan 


are not settling legal questions, we are not taking it out of the domain | imous consent that the question be taken on restoring these words to 
of the courts any wore thun in the case of a private grant on condition | the bill as an addition to the amendment agreed to 


subsequent where the grantor enters as of his original right? Then I Mr. PLUMB. As a separate section 
want to say to the Senator, as some of us have agreed with his views The PRESIDENT pro tempore Asa separate section. Is there ob 


in the main, that this can not do any harm if he be right in saying that | jection? The Chair hears none, and the amendment is received. Tue 
if it is a declaration of something that should be reserved for the courts question is on agreeing to the amendment 


the courts will say so, and it is simply a concession to some of us who The amendment was agreed to 

think that the language as it stands does not go far enough to do that The bill was reported to the Senate as amended 

which we ought to do in this case. 1 hope, therefore, he will let the Mr. JONAS. 1 ask that the bill be read at the desk as amended 
amendment come in. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill as amended in Committee 


Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Indiana is an excellent lawyer. | of the Whole will be read 
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he Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Be u enacted, &c., 


b 


That all the lands, excepting the right of way and lands for 
stations, heretofore granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company by 

act entitled “An act granting lands to aid in the construction of a railroad 
snd telegraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific coast,” 
approved July 27, 1866, and subsequent acts and joint resolutions of Congress, 
which are adjacent to and conterminous with the uncompleted 
main line of said road, embraced within both the granted and Sademmatiey limite, 
ss contemplated to be constructed under and by the provisions of the said act 


of July 27, 1866, and acts and joint resolutions subsequent thereto and relating 


to the construction of said road and telegraph, be, and the same are hereby, | 


declared forfeited, and the title thereto resumed by the United States, and said 


ortions of the | 


snds declared to be part of the publicdomain, but not subject to disposal under | 


the general laws of the United States until after the termination of the legal 
proceedings prescribed by thisact: Provided, That the price of the lands so for- 

ted and restored shall be the same as heretofore fixed for the even-numbered 
sections within said grant 

Sec, 2. That jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the circuit court of the United 
States for the western district of Missouri to hear and determine all questions 

nd controversies concerning the rights and equities in said forfeited lands that 
are claimed or asserted by the United States, or by any person or corporation 
claiming the same under or in consequence of any law of the United States, or 
any act of its lawfully authorized agents, and to enforce any judgment or decree, 
either interlocutory or final, that said court shall render in respect of said lands 
or any interest thereon 

Sec, 3. That it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the United States 
for the western district of Missouri, under the direction of the Department of 
Justice, to proceed in the circuit court of the United States for the said district, 
by bill in equity, in the name of the United States of America as plaintiff, against 
any corporations or persons that claim any interest in the lands hereby declared 

feited arising under said act of Congress approved July 27, 1866, or under this 
act.so as to bring before said court for its determination the validity of such 
claim, whether the same be legal or equitable. 

Sec. 4. That any person or corporation not made a party defendant in said 
proceeding, but claiming any interest under the laws of the United States in the 
ands, or any part thereof, which are deciared forfeited by this act, may present 
such claim by petition in said cause, duly verified by oath; and if the court,upon 
consideration thereof, shal! decide that the adjudication and settlement of such 
claim is necessary to do complete justice in said cause, the court shall direct that 
such further proceeding be had upon such petition as that the same may be fully 
heard and determined, and shall proceed to decree upon the same as fully as if 
such petitioner had been made a party defendant in said suit: Provided, That 
no such petition shall be filed after twelve months from the date of the filing of 
the bill in said cause 

Sec. 5. That the court, if it shall see fit, may tax all the costs of the suit under 
the third section of this act against the United States, and shali apportion the 
costs of any proceeding under the fourth section of this act between the parties 
according to justice and equity. Any party to the suit instituted under this act 
shall have the right of appeal from any final decree therein to the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the same manner and under the same conditions 
as are prescribed by law and the rules of said court for appeals in equity cases; 
and the Supreme Court shall cause said appeal to be advanced on the docket so 
that the same shall be speedily determined; but no right of appeal shall exist 
after six months from the time when said final decree is entered on the records 
of the cireuit court of the United States. 

Sec. 6. Nothing in this act shall be construed to recognize the right of said 
company to any land in the Indian Territory, or claim thereto, on condition or 
otherwise, except the right of way and land for stations 


Spc. 7. That the act of March 3, 1875, entitled ‘‘ An act for the relief of settlers 
within railroad limits,’’ is hereby repealed. 


Mr. PLUMB. 
ment-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). The Chair 
will state that the question is on concurring in the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole, unless the Senator proposes to amend 
one of the amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB. I propose to amend one of the amendments by in- 
serting the word ‘‘ immediately,’’ in line 3 of section 3 of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama, so that it shall be made the duty 
of the Department of Justice to immediately proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Kansas will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 3, line 3, after the word ‘* Justice,’’ 
it is proposed to insert the word ‘‘ immediately; ’’ so as to read: 


Sec.3. That it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the United States 


I move in the first line of section 3 of the amend- 


for the western district of Missouri, under the direction of the Department ot | 


Justice, immediately to proceed in the circuit court of the United States for the 
said district, &c 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments made as in Committee of the Whole were con- 
curred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


Mr. HILL. I move to take up for consideration Senate bill No. 
2022, Order of Business 474. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado moves 
that the Senate proceed at this time to the consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be read. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
ceed — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. Order of Business 474, Senate bill No. 2022, to 
establish a postal-telegraph system. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HILL. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The amendment of the Senator from | 


Pending that motion, I move that the Senate pro- | 


Pending that motion, I move that the Senate pro- | 
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The yeas and nays being ordered and taken, resulted—yeas 12, nays 
31; as follows: 

YEAS—12. 
Aldrich, 


Coke, Jonas, Pugh, 
Bayard, Garland, Jones of Florida, Vance, 
Butler, Ingalls, Pendleton, Vest. 
NAYS—31. 

| Blair, Groome, Mahone, Pike, 

| Bowen, Harris, Manderson, Platt, 
Brown, Harrison, Maxey, Plumb, 
Call, Hawley, Miller of Cal., Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Jones of Nevada, Morgan, Sewell, 
Colquitt, Logan, Morrill, Van Wyck. 
Dolph, McMillan, Palmer, 

ABSENT—33. 

Allison, Fair, Jackson, Sherman, 
Anthony, Farley, Kenna, Slater, 
Beck, Frye, Lamar, Voorhees. 
Camden, George, Lapham, Walker, 
Cockrell, Gibson, McPherson, Williams, 
Conger, Gorman, Miller of N. Y., Wilson. 

} Cullom, Hale, Ransom, 
Dawes, Hampton, Riddleberger 
Edmunds, Hoar, Sabin, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion of 
the Senator from Colorado that the Senate now proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill the title of which has been read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, the bill being up—— 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let it be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read by title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A bill (S. 2022) to establish a postal-telegraph 
system.’”’ 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1 move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. PLUMB.®* I ask the Senator toallow me to call the attention ot 
the Senate to the conference report on the District of Columbia appro- 


| priation bill. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Is it desired to have action on that report now? 
Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. The conference report has been submitted and is on 


the table of the Presiding Officer now. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator desires to present one. 
POST-OFFICE 


It ought to be disposed of. 
A conference report is in order if the 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I have the conference report on the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill. I am advised on very good authority that in view ot 
the action of the House receding from the disagreement to the amend- 
ments made by the Senate, it is not necessary so far as the bill itself is 
concerned that this report should be presented. At the same time it 
is proper that the record of the Senate should disclose the fact of the 
report having been made in order to have a continuous narrative of the 
proceedings. I therefore present the report of the conference committe¢ 
on the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask that instead of being read it may appear in the 
RecorD. I do not make any motion in regard to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be, Will the Senate 
agree to the conference report? And by unanimous consent the Senate 
may act upon it without its being read, but it can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. PLUMB. That isa question I desire to have settled: if it is nec- 
essary to take action on this report. I simply present the report in 
order that the RECORD may show what has actually taken place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair rules that the Senate must 
act upon the conference report by agreeing or disagreeing to it. By 
unanimous consent the Senate can act upon it without its being read 01 
after the reading. [‘‘ No objection.’’] 


Mr. HAWLEY. The bill has passed, I understand. 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And the bill has gone to the President. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand it has. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The House has concurred with the Senate in th 


passage of the bill, and this paper is dead paper. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is true, but at the same time the records of the 
Senate should show exactly what was done and how the result was 
arrived at. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was addressing myself more particularly to the 
proposition that it was necessary to take a vote. It seems to me it 
would be absurd to take a vote when the vote has no effect upon any- 
thing. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. There is nothing to vote upon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. General consent might spread this on the record 
for the satisfaction of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that the report be placed 
on record without any further action of the Senate. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that the report of the con- 
ference committee on the Post-Office appropriation bill be spread on 
the record without further action by the Senate. It seems to me the 
report should be out of the custody of the conference committee and 
in the possession of the Senate. 


The Chair did not hear the request 


it, or postponing its consideration. The Senate could, by unanimous 
consent, act upon it without its being read, but the record must show 
that the Senate agreed to it or disagreed to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. It seems to me we can get around the trouble by 
simply receiving it as information. That is what the Senator from 
Kansas is driving at. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is what I suggest. 

Mr. HARRISON. What objection is there to having it read? It is 
brief. 

Mr. PLUMB. It simply records a disagreement between the two 
Houses, and that would necessitate the necessity of taking up the ques- 
tion whether the Senate would adhere to its position. 
on record in such a way that our Journal shall show exactly what was 
done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Our record does show by a message from the House 
that the House receded on the identical bill, and concurred in the pas- 
sage of it. The record on the bill is complete. 

Mr. PLUMB. But it does not show that the committee had met 
and that a disagreement had occurred which preceded the action of the 
House in receding from its disagreement to our amendments. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The bill has passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. There is no doubt about that. 
draw the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas can with- 
draw the report if there be no objectiou. The Chair hears none. 


I ask leave to with- 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. Now I desire to have action of the Senate upon the 
report of the conferees on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks that 
there be laid before the Senate a House bill pending on a report froma 
conference committee. The Chair will lay before the Senate the bill 

H. R. 6656) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Now, purely as a formal matter I move the adoption 
of the report of the conference committee, and that will bring up the 
subject which has been heretofore in controversy. I wish to say now 
in regard to the question that I should be glad to have the Senate in 
some authentic way settle so far as it can what shall be made the sub- 
ject of action by conference committees of the two Houses; and for the 
purpose of illustrating to some extent what has been done, not a long 
time ago, but recently, I call the attention of the Senate to the re- 
port of the conference committee upon the pension appropriation bill, 
which is found on page 5679 of the RecorD of June 27. It will there 
be seen that the conferees reported to the two Houses, and the two 
Houses by adopting the report have accepted a provision changing the 
law in regard to certain very important matters of administration in 
the Pension Office; and notonly that, but inserting provisions which had 
never been in print or never been considered by either House of Congress 
prior to the time when they were presented in the conference report. 

That is not singular, because I presume I may state what is within 


the knowledge of every person here, that a little over a year ago we | 
I remember hearing a member of 


got a tariff bill in the same way. 
the committee that brought forth that bill describe in somewhat terse 
and lurid language the manner in which certain conclusions had been 
arrived at. But the fact remains that a tariff bill was prepared sub- 
stantially in a committee conference a year ago last March by the con- 


lerees, or at least a considerable number of items were inserted which | words “ 


were not the subject of controversy between the two Houses. 
I speak of this not for the purpose of justifying anything that has 
been done by anybody else, but for the purpose of illustrating the rule 


I only want it | 








that has obtained heretofore, and also the necessity that there should be | 
some rule of action which shall govern beyond any possible controversy. | 


I do not care so far as I am concerned for the present or for the future 
within what narrow limits the action ef conterees is brought. It is 
much easier to get along here as it is elsewhere without assuming too 
much responsibility, and certainly I suppose no one who may have 
charge of bills of any description cares to have a responsibility which 
is not especially committed to him by a vote of the Senate. 

I could go a great deal further than I have gone in regard to what 
has heretofore been done in the way of legislation by conference com- 
mittees; but I do not care to plead anything as a precedent for what 
appears in this report. I will only say that the amendment objected 
to was tendered to the Senate conferees by the House conferees and was 
accepted by the Senate conferees at the hands of the House conferees 
and agreed to by them as a matter proposed substantially by the House. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves 
that the conferees report read and then printed for the useof the Sen- 
ate on a former occasion be concurred in. On that occasion the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH], as the Chair recollects, raised a question of order in 
regard to the last amendment of the Senate, that the subject agreed to 


| by the conferees had not been committed to the conference and was 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has already ruled that the | 


Senate must act on the conference report by agreeing or disagreeing to | 


not in dispute between the two Houses, and also that it introduced 
legislation contrary to the rules of the Senate. If those points of order 
are insisted upon, the Chair will express his opinion about them. If 
they are not, the Chair will put the question on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. [A pause.] If there be no objection the Chai 
will put the question on the motion of the Senator from Kansas that 
the conference report be adopted. 

The report was concurred in. 

THERESA CROSBY WATSON. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent that the pending order be laid 
aside informally, and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business 764, being the bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension to 
Theresa Crosby Watson. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I feel obliged to object, because 1 know many Sen- 
ators desire an executive session. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Seyator from Florida asks unan- 
imous consent that a bill, the natare of which he has stated, be now 
considered, pending which the Senator from Connecticut moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. The 


| question is on the motion of the Senator from Connecticut. 


The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After nine minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened; and (at 6 o’clock and 31 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, July 3, 1884. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
JOHN 8. Linpsay, D. D 

The Journal of the proceedings®f yesterday was read and approved 

EXPLANATION. 

Mr. FINERTY. I desire to state that I left the House yesterday 
before the vote was taken upon the Fitz-John Porter bill, and with the 
understanding that I was paired if that question came up. I find this 
morning that no pair was announced for me, and I desire to state that 
had I been present, I should have voted for the passage of the bill not- 
withstanding the veto of the President. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. A single word of personal explana- 
tion. Not having been very well for some time past, | left the Hall yes- 
terday about 3o’clock, not expecting that anything of importance would 
come up. I wish to say that had | been here I should have voted for 
the passage of the Fitz-John Porter bill over the President’s veto. 

VIOLATIONS OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 

Mr. OATES. By direction of the Committee on Revision of the 
Laws, I ask that the Senate amendments to the House bill 6370, to limit 
the time within which prosecutions may be instituted against persons 
charged with violating internal-revenue laws, be taken from the Speak- 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


| er’s table and non-concurred in. 


Mr. REED. Let the Senate amendments be read. 
The amendments were read, as follows: 


In line 2, strike out the word *“ crime”’ and insert the words “of the various 
offenses.”’ 

In line 5, strike out “‘ two’’ before the word “* years’’ and insert ** three. 

In lines 7 and 8, strike out the words * beyond the reach of legal process 
insert in lieu thereof the words‘ 
committed. 

In line 9, strike out the word “ action” and insert the word “ proceedings 

In line Il, strike out the words * pending cases 
offenses committed prior to its passage.”’ 

Also at the endof line 1l add the following 

‘ And provided further, That when a complaint shall be instituted before a con 
missioner of the United States within the period above limited the period sha! 
be extended until the discharge of the grand jury at its next session within th 
district.” 

So that the section will read as follows 

* Be it enacted, &c., That no person shal! be prosecuted, tried, or punished for 
any of the various offenses arising under the internal-revenue laws of the United 
States unless the indictment is found or the information instituted within thre: 
years next after the comuission of ~ offense: Provided, That the time during 
which the person committing the offense is absent from the district wherein the 
same is committed shall not be taken as any part of the time limited by law fo 
the commencement of such proceedings: Provided further, That the provisions 
of this act shall not apply to offenses committed prior to its passage : And pr 
vided further, That when complaint shall be instituted before a commissioner of 
the United States within the period above limited the period shall be extended 
until the discharge of the grand jury at its next session in the district 


Mr. OATES. I move that the Senate amendments be non-concurred 
in, and that a conference be asked. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the part of the House 


and 
absent from the district wherein the same is 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


| Mr. OATES, Mr. MCMILLIN, and Mr. PAYNE. 
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| 
RELIEF DESERTION. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I rise to a matter of privilege, and call up the 
request of the Senate for a conference upon the bill (H. R. 4383) to 
relieve certain soldiers from the charge of desertion. I move that the 
House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate and agree to the | 
request for a conference. 

Mr. DUNN. Is this a public measure? 

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged matter. A request from the 
other branch of Congress for a conference has always been treated as a 
matter of privilege. 

The motion of Mr. ROSECRANS was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. RosECRANs, Mr. 
MORGAN, and Mr. STEELE as conferees on the part of the House. 


FROM CHARGE OF 


BRANCH 


Mr. BAIRD. I call up as a question of privilege the request of the | 
Senate for a conference upon the bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the lo- 
cation of a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in 
either of the States of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, lowa, Minnesota, 
Missouri, or Nebraska. I move that the House non-concur in the 
amendments of the Senate and agree to the request for a conference. 

The motion of Mr. LAIRD was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. RosecRANs, Mr. 
MORGAN, and Mr. LAIRD as conferees on the part of the House. 


HOME FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


INVESTIGATION OF CHARLESTOWN NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Iam authorized by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to ask the adoption of the report and resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unanimous 
consent to report from the Committee on Naval Affairs for immediate 
consideration a resolution, which will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to appoint a subcommittee of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, of not less than three members of said committee, to investigate the 
charges aforesaid of official misconduct on the part of Moses H. Webber in appro- 
priating to his own use Government property in and from the United States 
navy-yard at Charlestown, Mass.,and of requiring the hands under his control 
and supervision to devote their time as Government employés to the manufact- 
ure of furniture and articles of adornment for his household use ; and such other 
charges as may come to their notice respecting the management of said navy- 
yard; with power to sit during the recess of Congress, to visit said navy-yard, 
to send for persons and papers, and to employ a stenographer; and the sum of 
$2,500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of 


the contingent fund of the House of Representatives for the purpose of defray- 
ing the expenses of said investigation. 


The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 

Mr. TALBOTT. 
the REcoRD. 

Mr. DUNN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I have a privileged report. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with amendments in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested, a bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask to have taken up for the action of the House 
the amendments of the Senate to the sundry civil apppropriation bill | 
which has just been returned. 

I have not had the opportunity to call together the Committee on 
Appropriations for the consideration of this matter; but I think I ex- 
press their wish, if I do not express the wish of any individual mem- 
ber of that committee I hope he will now make known his dissent, when 
I ask that the amendments of the Senate be non-concurred in. 

The Senate has added to this bill appropriations amounting to more | 
than $4,000,000. It may be right to have made those additions or it | 
may not; the propriety of the judgment of the respective Houses on this | 
matter may be shown by subsequent events. I have prepared, and ask 
the liberty of incorporating in my remarks, a brief statement of figures 
relating to the appropriations in the several sundry civil appropriation 
bills of 1883, 1884, and 1885. I do not wish to detain the House with 
a recital of these figures } 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the statement will be pub- 
lished. 

There was no objection. 


Is there objection ? 
I object. 
I ask that the report and resolution be printed in | 





The statement is as follows 


> 


Sundry civil bills—1883, 


1884, and 1885. 


1883. 1554. 


1885. 


Bill as passed House 
Bill as passed Senate 
Amount added by Senate. 


$23, 976,783 66 
26, 547,508 38 
2,570,724 72 


23, 119, 232 50 
24, 565, 347 47 
1,446, 114 97 


$20, 919, 400 35 
24, 937,491 28 


} 4, 018,090 93 
Amount yielded in conference.... 958, 150 32 885, 772 08 |..... 
REE OG TW a reees censesnciccceneses 25,589,358 06 23,679,575 44 
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Mr. RANDALL. I now move, and I call the previous question upon 


| the motion, that the amendments of the Senate be non-concurred in 


and in order to expedite action on the matter, I will add to my motion 
a request for a conference with the Senate. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The motion of Mr. RANDALL to non-concur in the Senate amend 
ments and ask a conference was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. RANDALL, Mr 
FoRNEY, and Mr. RYAN as conferees on the part of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the bill with the Senate amendments 
numbered be reprinted so as to facilitate the consideration of this sub- 
ject by the Committee on Appropriations and by the House. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection that order will be made 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

CLAIM OF NORTH CAROLINA. 
On motion of Mr. SCALES, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 


for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the bill (H. R. 3037 
to refund to the State of North Carolina certain moneys therein named 
LEAVE 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Cook, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. RoGers, of New York, for ten days, on business of impo 
tance. 

To Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, for four days, on important 
business. 

To Mr. Patron, for one week. 

To Mr. STEVENS, for ten days, on account of important business 

To Mr. BINGHAM, indefinitely. 

To Mr. Hatcu, of Michigan, from and after July 5, on account of 
important business. 


OF ABSENCE. 


J. W. THOMPSON. 


On motion of Mr. McCOID, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal trom the files of the House of the papers in the case 
of J. W. Thompson without leaving certified copies with the Clerk of 
the House. 


ASA FAULKNER AND OTHERS. 


On motion of Mr. DIBRELL, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in 
the claim of Asa Faulkner, Lewis L. Faulkner, and others, no adverse 
report having been made thereon. 


MARY E. HILL. 


On motion of Mr. SKINNER, of New York, by unanimous consent, 
leave was granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the 
bill (H. R. 3712) granting a pension to Mary E. Hill, and all papers 
in the case, there being no adverse report. 


CONSOLIDATED CLAIMS INDEX. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I rise for the purpose of submitting a 
privileged report from the Committee on Accounts, and as it states 
more fully than I can do the reasons for passing the accompanying res- 
olution, I ask the House to pay particular attention to its reading. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to which was referred the following resolution 
namely— 

“Resolved, That the Clerk be, and he is hereby, authorized to employ a clerk 
during the recess for the purpose of preparing a consolidated index of the 22,29s 
claims reported to Congress by the commissioners of claims, under the act of 
March 3, 1871, and subsequent acts; also for the purpose of recording the cases 
referred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act; said clerk to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House the same compensation paid committee 
clerks "’— 
having had the same under consideration, submit the followiag report 

That under the act of March 3, 1871, establishing what i known as th 
Southern Claims Commission, and subsequent acts, 22,298 claims were presented 
involving the sum of $60,258,150.44. 

Under said acts the commissioners of claims made ten reports to Congress 
of which number 17,048 were reported to Congress either favorably or unfavor- 
ably, 5,250 were forever barred under the act of June 15, 1878, and 57 were with- 
drawn. ‘ 

The total amount allowed in the favorable reports made to Congress by the 
commissioners was $4,636,920.69, the amount disallowed being $55,621 229.75 

The cases reported upon favorably have been transmitted to the Treasury 
Department, and remain, with the evidence, upon its files as evidence of settle- 
ment. 

The cases reported to Congress as disallowed remain upon the files of the 
House of Representatives, with but few exceptions; the original act of March 3 
1871, prohibiting the withdrawal of any claim or evidence therein without au 
thority of Congress 

These ten reports are scattered through the files of the Forty-second, Forty 
third, Forty-fourth, Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, and Forty-eighth 
Congresses, and it is of the first importance thatthere should be a consolidated 
record of these cases, giving the number of the claim as presented to the com 
mission, its nature, the amount of the claim, the amount allowed, and such other 
particulars as may be necessary to fully and completely identify the claim. 

This is rendered more important by the act of March 3, 1883, entitled “An act 
to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in 
the investigation of claims and demands against the Governnjent,”’ known as 
the Bowman act, under which any claim pending before a committee of either 
House may be transmitted to the Court of Claims and there proceeded with 
under such rules as the court may adopt. 
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Under this act numerous claims have been transferred to the Court of Claims 
by the committees of the House, of which no record has been made upon the 
Journal except in one instance. 

It is desirable that there should be a complete record of cases so transferred, 
in order that they may be properly located or traced. 


The committee believe that the importance of this work can not be overesti- | 


ated. 
The expense of preparing such a history or consolidated index will be but 
trifling, and it is believed it can be accomplished during the coming recess. 

The committee therefore report back the said resolution without amendment, 
and recommend its adoption. 


of the statute of limitations, will be of no possible value, as these 
claims are all barred by express statute, that this resolution be not 
adopted. As they are all barred by express statute, an index of thou- 


Even if it should be of value, let me call attention to the fact that the 
Committee on War Claims in charge of this whole subject has two 
clerks, for I notice by amendment an assistant clerk has been secured— 
this Committee on War Claims has these two clerks; and if this work 
be necessary they can do it, and they will do it efficiently. 

But why should we encumber our records with an index of thou- 
sands of claims which are barred by the statute of limitations and which 
can be of no value whatever. They are barred by the act of 1881, 


which has been referred to; they are excluded especially by the pro- | 
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committee for a number of years. They can perform this duty, and I 
trust that there will be no unnecessary increase of the number of the 
employés of the House. I think the employés have been already in- 
creased beyond the necessities of the service. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I now yield to the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] three minutes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that this report has 


| been unanimously indorsed by the Committee on Accounts, and I 


| must say I think the House should also unanimously indorse it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I must insist, Mr. Speaker, as that work, in view | 


I for one can bear witness to the fact that for several years my con- 
stituents who had presented war claims here and claims before the 
Court of Claims have written me making inquiries as to what had be- 


| come of them, and I have had a deal of trouble because of having no 
sands and tens of thousands of claims can be of no possible value. | 


visions of the Bowman bill, and J hope, as it will only unnecessarily | 


encumber the records of the House, the gentleman will not press the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, of course I shall press what 
I am ordered by the committee to press. But I will say in answer to 
the gentleman from Indiana, that if everything he suggests was true 
with reference to these cases and there was not a single claim here that 
could be subject to legislation in this Congress or any other, it would 
still be well and most desirable to have a complete history and index 
of all such claims, so that they might be referred to and identified with- 
out difficulty at any time. I have, of course, no personal knowledge 
of the matter; but I am informed by those who have, and I believe it 
to be true, that it often happens when members of Congress from the 
South come here and want to find from the files the history of cases 
relating to their constituents, that in order to obtain such a.history the 
clerk must go over ten voluminous annual reports to find it. Net only 
the files of these claims, but the records in connection with them, are 
in such a condition that it is a matter of economy and convenience to 
have this itemized list prepared. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the gentleman should remember that these 
cases are already disposed of. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Let me continue by saying that so far as 
barred cases are concerned I think if the gentleman from Indiana had 
listened to the reading of the report he would have found that only a 
small proportion of the cases referred to are actually barred. He would 
have discovered also that this resolution covers many claims which were 
not before the Southern Claims Commission at all, namely, claims re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims under the Bowman act. But as the report 
states the facts in the case so clearly and conclusively I do not think I 
ought to take up the time of the House by any explanation. If the 
gentleman wants a few minutes longer I will yield to him, and will 
then move the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lam very much obliged to the gentleman. 


Mr. YOUNG. Will my friend from Indiana permit me to make a | 


suggestion? It occurs tome that the fact of these claims being barred 
by the statute of limitation would hardly prevent their being brought 
before Congress at some time, and hence that there would be conven- 
ience in having such anindex. ButI see no reason why the two clerks 
of the Committee on War Claims could not prepare the index. 

Mr. HOLMAN. By the act of 1871, my friend will remember, cre- 


guide in my search for the action taken upon them. On applying to 
the clerk, I found I could get but little information from him in sev- 
eral cases, and only that after much search and trouble on his part. 
We have had all general claims against the Government indexed, and as 
a member of the Committee on Claims I know how exceedingly valuable 
itistoevery member of that committee and indeed to every member of 
the House. Besides, sir, over 1,000 claims are pending against the Gov- 
ernment. These claims range all the way from a million of dollars 
down, and the Committee on Claims have not been able to discharge 
their duties as expeditiously and efficiently ascould be desired because 
of the difficulties connected with the matter of investigation and de- 
cision. Consequently they have been seeking relief not only as to the 


| mode of lifting the heavy burden from their own shoulders, but from 


the Government by dumping them upon the Court of Claims under 


| the Bowman act. I submit, therefore, that the Congress could not 


spend any portion of the public money in a better way than that pro- 
posed by the resolution of the committee on accounts now before us. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this resolution if it has had the consideration of the Commit- 
tees on Claims of this House; whether it is recommended by either the 
War Claims Committee or the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I am not able to answer that question. 
But as it has been asked I will say it was recommended one year ago 
unanimously by the committee as a desirable thing and only failed for 
lack of time at the close of the session. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It will no doubt be very convenient for 
claim agents, but I do not knoy that either of the Committees on 
Claims desires it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. It will be very convenient for many Con- 
gressmen who have to be claim agents in a proper sense of the term. | 
demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on adopting the resolution. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 29. 

Mr. LEFEVRE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. WARNER, and the 


| gentleman from Illinois, Mr. ADAMS. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 134, noes 35. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 


; be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
CENSUS FOR 1885. 


The SPEAKER, by nnanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a communication from 


| the acting Superintendent of the Census, with accompanying papers, 


ating that commission, a bar is fixed to every claim presented atter a | 


specified time; and consequently an index of that class of claims would 
be manifestly unnecessary, as they could readily be found by looking 
over, it is true, perhaps with some little trouble, several volumes of books 


which contain thelist. Butitisonly a matter of alittle trouble. Noth- | 


ing is gained by this proposition. And I desire to call his attention 
again and mainly to the fact that there are already two clerks of the 
Committee on War Claims who can do the work. 

Mr. SHELLEY. Let me interrupt the gentleman to say that these 


claims are not before the Committee on War Claims but are on the files | 


of the House. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is true, but they all go through the War | 


Claims Committee. Under the law they went to the Committee on 
War Claims in the first instance, and were there examined. Then the 
reports were made to the House under the act of 1871. So that these 
claims have been already, and all of them, subject to review by the 
Committee on War Claims. 

But the point I was making is that this committee has already two 
annual clerks; one provided for by the legislative bill passed by the 
House, and a provision for another has been inserted in the bill as an 
amendment by theSenate. If thatis adopted there will be two clerks 
to that committee able to perform this work. One of them I know to 
de an exceedingly competent clerk, who has been connected with the 
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relative to a proposed census of the States and Territoriesof the United 
States for 1885; which was referred to the Select Committee to Ascer- 
tain the Results of the Tenth Census, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a bill for grading and bowldering street ad- 
jacent to the United States court-house and post-office at Indianapolis, 
Ind., and recommending its payment; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

CHARGES AGAINST HON. W. H. ENGLISH AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to makea privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report sent up by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HammonD, from the select committee investigating charges against Hon. 
William H. English and others, ex-members of Congress, submits the following 


| report: 


The resolution of the House, under and by virtue of which your committee 
have been acting, instructed the committee“ to inquire and report to the House 
whether or not Hon. William H. English, an ex-member of this House, has 
violated the privileges thereof in the contested-election case of English vs. 
Peelle” * * * and “‘ whether any ex-member of the House, employed as 


| agent or attorney in any contested-election case here pending, or for any rail- 


road or other corporation, or of persons having any claim pending here, has 
during this session abused the privileges allowed him under the thirty-fourth 





i 
i 


rule of 
sald pr y 


the House, and report, if any, who they are and how they have abused 


ilege 


rhe thirty-fourth rule of the House 


is 


OF ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR 


persons hereinafter named, and none other, shall be 
1¢ House or rooms leading thereto, viz -; . 


ho are not interested 


admitted to the 
ex-members of Con- 
nany claim or directly in any bill pending before 


t 


In the light of the debate which led to the adoptio 
' 


n of the resolution and im- 
y preceded it we might well consider that its on)y purpose was to learn 
whe Mr. English and other ex-members of Congress had violated said rule 
We think that the words “claim” and * bill" in the rule should be construed 

erally, but that the word “ interest’’ therein has been uniformly held to cover 

y & pecuniary interest. The house has not made relationship to a contestant 
or contestee or to one interested in a bill or claim a reason for excluding an ex- 
member from the floor of the House iherefore we report that the Hon. Will- 
iam H. English did not violate said Rule XXXIV by coming upon the floor of 
the House pending the contested-election case of his son against Mr. Peelle 
We do report that Jeremiah Wilson, J. H. MeGowan S. Burdett, Eppa 
Hiunton, and Green B. Raum were ex-members employed as attorneys for cor 
porations and persons having pecuniary interests in claims or bills pending 
here d ng this session of Congress and did come upon the floor of the House 

lly they had no right to come upon the floor while the House was in 
But your committee reports that nothing contained in the tesiimony 
en, and which is submitted as part of this report, shows any conduct by them 
the floor calling for animadver 
be that the first clause of the resolution, in words 
t confine the inquiry as to Mr. English to his conduct as ex-member, nor 
est anything about Rule XXXIV of the House. He is there spoken of as | 
) ex-member, in describing him; but the inquiry is by those words to be not 
whether he abused the privileges of the floor under Rule XXXIV, but whether 
he had violated the privileges of the House in the contested-election case of his 
nest Mr. Peelle 
All that the committee have been able to learn touching his conduct in that 
rard is fully set forth in the evidence herewith submitted 
That Mr. English did go to see members of the House at their rooms and in 
the House in session and seek to induce them to votefor hissonistrue. Butin 
no case was that done otherwise than quietly and in such ways as were not cal- 
ulated to disturb the business of the House. There is no shadow of evidence 
of any effort by Mr. English to use any corrupt means or to suggest any corrupt 
motive for the consideration of any member in the case of English vs. Peelle 
Ly the Constitution the * House may determine the rules of its proceedings.” 
It must have authority to maintain its privilegesand be the judge of their infringe- 
ment. Butit must proceed according to law. Many causes are cited in our 
manual in whichthe llouse has asserted and acted upon thatright. They were, 

» parties, attempting to participate in the debates without being members | 
he House (Journal 1, 4, p. 407); of persons refusing to testify before commit- 
the House (Journal |, 12, p. 280, and 2, 33, p. 315); of persons offering 
to influence the conduct of members (Journal 1, 15, pp. 119-154); of a 
stenographer of the House who committed an assault in the session of the 
lHiouse (Journal |, 24, p. 1021), or for assaults upon members of the House, as in 
we of Houston and Woods (Journal 1, 22, pp. 736,750, and 2, 41, pp. 1199-1200 
May,on Law of Parliament (page 82), divides breaches of privilege into, first, 
disobedience to general orders ur rules of either house; second, disobedience to 
particular orders; third, indignities offered to the character or proceedings of 
Varliament; and, fourth, assaults upon its members or reflections upon their | 

haracter and conduct in Parliament, or interferences with officers of the house 
n discharge of their duty 

Cushing, in his work on the Laws and Practice of Parliamentary Assemblies, 
quotes the extreme views of a member of Parliament, who, in 1771, said that 
one charged with a breach of privilege should not be heard by counsel, because 
he thought parliamentary privileges were and should be undefined. The com- 
ments of Mr. Cushing are that privilege was then “ what each house chose to 
make so upon the particular occasion But he added this: “Since the period | 
above mentioned a different doctrine has been established as to the nature of 
parliamentary privilege, which is now regarded as a part of the law of the 
land evidenced by the customs and usages of Parliament when not specifically 


defined by statute and incapable of enlargement by the resolutions or proceed- 
ngs of either house 


her 
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observed, however 
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Your committee have found no custom or usage of Parliament which would | 
justify them in concluding that the conduct of Hon. William H. English, as 
disclosed by the evidence, was a breach of the privileges of the House in said 


election case, and therefore recommend that the whole matter be laid upon the 
table 


Mr. MIELARD 
it may be read 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks leave to pre- 
sent the views of the minority. If there be no objection they will be 
presented and read 

Chere was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


[ desire to present a minority report and ask that 


CHARGES AGAINST HON, WILLIAM H. ENGLISH 


Mr. MILLARD, from the committee, submitted the following views of the mi- 
nority 

Che undersigned, a minority of the select committee appointed to investigate 
whether or not Hon. William Hl. English violated the privileges of the House 
during the consideration of the election case of English vs. Peelle, begs leave 
to make the following report 

While the contested-election case of English vs. Peelle was under considera- 
tion in the House Mr. Horr, of Michigan, rose in his seat and made the follow- 
ing statement 

Mr. Speaker, no ex-member of Congress has the right to the floor if hetakes 

it and then abuses its privileges by attempting to influence legislation here. I 
now rise to say that it has been brought to my notice by a Democratic member 
of this House thatan ex-member of Congress, who is the father of one of the 
litigants in this case, has been on the floor of the House soliciting members, 
sending for them, taking them into consultation, and attempting to influence 
their votes in thiscase. If that be true, it is such a violation of the dignity and 
integrity of this House that it ought not to go unnoticed.” 

rhe charge of the distinguished gentleman from Michigan was met with an 
emphatic denial from various gentlemen upon the Democratic side of the House. 
Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, obtaining the floor, replied as follows: ** The 
father of the contestant would be unnatural if he did not take the deepest interest 
n his son's contest,”’ and that he was a witness to the fact that that gentleman 
had exercised the most careful propriety in connection therewith. Aftersome 
considerable discussion the following resolution was passed 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven members be appointed by the 


j 
} 
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Speaker, and it is hereby instructed to inquire and report to the House whether | 


o not Hon. William H. English, an ex-member of the House, has violated the 
privileges thereof in the contested-election case of English vs. Peelle; and said 
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| that he had intended to speak in favor of Mr. Pe 


| conduct of the Hon 
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| committee shall inquire and report whether any ex-member of the House ;« 


ployed as agent or as attorney in any contested-election case here pending ; 
for any railroad or other corporation of persons, has during this session abused 
the privileges allowed him under the thirty-fourth rule of the House, and rx port 
if any, who they are and how they abused said privileges 

It will be observed that the resolution directs the committee to inquire and 
report to the House not whether Hon. William H. English had violated an 
of the provisions of Rule XXXIV, but whether or not, after coming upon the 
floor under and by virtue of this rule, he did not by his subsequent conduct y 
late the privileges of the House. Rule XXXIV only goes tothe point of ad 
mitting ex-members of Congress to the floor, and they are entitled to this priy 
lege only when they are not interested in any claim or directly in any } 
pending before Congress. The charge of the distinguished member from Mich 
igan was that Mr. English had been engaged in lobbying in the interest 
his son, the contestant, while upon the floor of the House, and while the cas 
was actually under consideration. This charge, we submit, has been sustained 
by the evidence taken by the subcommittee 

The evidence shows that he came to Washington on the Ist day of May last 
that from the day of his coming down to the final vote, which was taken on thy 
22d day of May, he was constant!y engaged in attempting to influence the votes 
of the members of this House; that before the Committee of Elections had mac 
their report, and while they had the case under consideration, he visited mer 
bers of the committee at their respective abodes in Washington and tried to 
duce them to report in favor of the contestant. 

Mr. English, before the committee, admitted that in the absence of Mr. Coox 
who was one of the subcommittee of clections having the case in charge 
called upon Cook's wife and induced her to use her influence with her husbar 
to get him to report in favor of the contestant. He also testified that at his r 
quest Mr. Springer, of Iinois, called upon Mr. Cook at his rooms and tried to 
induce him to stand by the contestant. Mr. English also admitted before thy 
subcommittee that lic told Cook upon the floor of the Ilouse that it was for t} 
interest of the Greenback party in Indiana that his son should be seated 
ing CooK to be a Greenbacker, he said he * thought he might reach him by this 
kind of argument.”” Mr. 8S. W. Perr, of Arkansas, testified that while the cas« 
was under consideration, and after he had voted, the distinguished ex-mem}x 
came to his seatand asked him “if he was going to stand by and see a Denx 
crat slaughtered in this way.” That he replied “that if it were at the polls h« 
would vote for his son, but the evidence did not show ihat his son was elected 
whereupon English replied All right; time will bring us all even See ey 
dence of Mr. PEEL at pages 48 and 49 of the printed testimony before the comm 
tee 

At page 58, of the printed evidence the Hon. William H 
follows 

Q. Did you discuss the effect it would have if Mr. Peelle were allowed to tak 
his seat ? 

A. I think it was spoken of with a view to its political effect 

Q. Did you talk to anybody else, state to anybody else the effect it would 
have in Indiana if your son were ousted? 

A. I did 

Q. To whom? 

A. To every member with whom I talked. We made noconcealment about 

Q. What did you represent the effect would be? 

A. I said to my friends—political friends—those who asked me about it, th 
I thought it was highly desirable for the party to stand together upon the ques 
tion; that that was the policy in Congress when I was there, and that they oug 
not to divide upon this election case. I said the effect would be injurious to th« 
party in the country. 

The Hon 8S. W. Movtron, of Illinois, testified that before he voted English 
came to his seat upon the floor of the House and stated to him that if he could 
not vote for his son not to make a record; that hecou!d stepout. That English 
also stated to him that they had had a good deal of trouble in Indiana, and that 
it was everything to them that his son should be seated. 

Mr. ORLANDO B. Potter, of New York, testified before the subcommitte: 
‘that while in his seat and while the case was actually under consideratien he 
received a note from Hon. William H. English to come to the cloak-room in the 
area of the Hall upon the Democratic side of the House. That he complied 
with the request; that when he reached the cloak room he found that English 
had with him Senator Voorueess, of Indiana. Uptothistime Mr. Porrer says 
lle, and he so stated to Mr 
English. He also told English that he had carefully examined the case and 
that in his opinion Mr. Peelle was elected. That Mr. English importuned him 
not to speak against his son. That Senator Voorn errs made the same request 
and out of deference to their joint request he did not speak. He testifies further 
that on his way back to his seat from the interview he did tell Mr. Horr that 
he thought it was an outrage that an ex-member of Congress should be upon 
the floor attempting to influence members in a case of this kind; that in his 
judgment whether English or Peelle was entitled to the seat was a judicial and 
not a political question. 

In view of the foregoing evidence we submit that the charge of the gent!« 
man from Michigan has been fully sustained and more than sustained. Th« 
William H. English, as established by his own admissions 
and the evidence of ORLANDO B. Porter, of New York, 8S. W. Movrton, of I! 
nois, and 8S. W. Pree.,of Arkansas, while upon the floor of the House and while 
the case was actually under consideration, was characterized by Mr. Porrer an 
outrage, a gross violation of the courtesy extended to him by the House, and 
an insult to the honor and integrity of every member upon this floor 

Mr. English claimed before this subcommittee that before coming wpon the 
floor he sought the advice of the Hon. WiLiLiaAM 8. HoLmMAn, of Indiana, but 
Judge HOLMAN says that the question of the election case was not discussed or 
referred to. Mr. HotMAN was asked whether or not he intimated to Mr. Eng 
lish directly or indirectly that after being upon the floor he could importune 
members. His answer was, ‘Oh, no, sir.”’ 

Other questions were put to him, including the following 

Q. Did you advise him that way”? 

A. No, sir 

Q. What do you understand by the term lobbying while on the floor of the 
House? You have spoken of the rule and its force 

4. Yes, sir. I suppose in its general sense it would have reference to any 


Know 


English testified as 


action to influence the action of the House on any subject. 


Q. Any interference or request made? 

A. Any intercession or otherwise for lobbying is carried on; that is, attempts 
to influence the action of Congress by personsin the lobby is in progress, I take 
it for granted, as well when the House is in session as when it is not in session. 

In the judgment of the undersigned the conduct of Hon. William H. English 


after being allowed to come upon the floor through the courtesy of the House 


was improper and a flagrant violation of its privileges. That this House owes it 
to itself, its honor, and integrity that such conduct should not go unnoticed 
Whether English or Peelle was entitled to a seat in this House was not a po- 
litical but ajudicial question, to be determined solely from the evidence. What 
had the euccess of the Democratic party of Indiana to do with such a question ? 
What are the privileges of the House? One of the most important priv ileges 
of the House undoubtedly is the immunity of its members from all influences 
that would warp their deliberations. The members of the House discuss the 
matters that come before it, not only publicly as in open debate, but also in con- 
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versationamong themselves. Exemptions from external influence is intended to 
be secured by excluding others than members from the floor of the House, Is 
it not clear that the entrance of a stranger, admitted notof right but by courtesy, 
who for days and weeks is actively engaged in lobbying, is a clear violation of 
this privilege? ; s 4 

It is also the duty of the House to protect itself from scandal. Its integrity, 
honor, and good fame should be held to be sacred. Can it be so regarded and 
esteemed when that universal servitor and censor, the press of the country, pub- 


lishes broadeast the news that lobbying is carried on openly on its floor and | House. 


during its deliberations? 

In view of the foregoing the undersigned submit the following resolution and 
recommend its passage : 

Resolved, That the conduct of Hon. William H. English upon the floor of the 
House while the contested-election case of English vs. Peelle was under consider- 
ation, as shown by the evidence taken before the select committee appointed 
to investigate the same, was improper and a violation of the privileges thereof, 
and that he be excluded therefrom during the present Congress. 

STEPHEN C. MILLARD 
THOS. M. BAYNE. 
J. B. WAKEFIELD. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I would like to know from the gentlemen of the 
minority whether they consider it desirable to debate the issues be- 
tween the members of the committee; and, if so, for what length of 
time ? 

Mr. MILLARD. 
allowed to each side. 

Mr. BAYNE. Thirty minutes are enough. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I will then retain the floor and yield half of the 
hour to the other side, reserving the other half, that gentlemen on our 
side who desire to speak may occupy such portion of that time as they 
may desire. Atthe end of that time I will make my motion to lay the 
whole matter on the table. Do gentlemen on the other side desire to 
speak now in favor of their resolution ? 

Mr. MILLARD. I do not care which side shall be heard first. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then proceed, if you please. 

Mr. MILLARD. Mr. Speaker, that we may understand at the out- 
set of this discussion the precise question under consideration, I de- 
sire to call the attention of the House to the facts and circumstances 
out of which this whole matter arose. While the contested-election 
case of English vs. Peelle was under consideration the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Hork] rose in his seat and made the following state- 
ment: 


I would suggest that thirty or forty minutes be 


Mr. Speaker, under the rules of this House no ex-member of Congress has the 
right to the floor of the House if he abuses the privileges by attempting to influ- 
ence legislation while here on the floor. I now desire to say that it has been 
brought to my notice, and that bya Democratic member of this House, that 
an ex-member of Congress, who is the father of one of the contestants in this 
case, has been on the floor of the House for days soliciting members, sending for 
them, taking them into consultation, and attempting to influence their votes 
upon this case. If that be true, it is such a violation of the dignity and integrity 
of this House that it ought not to go unnoticed. I assert such to be the fact. 


The charge of the distinguished member was specific both as to the 
person accused and the character of the offense charged. The person 
referred to was the Hon. William H. English, of Indiana, and the of- 


fense charged was lobbying in the interest of the contestant while the | 


case was under actual consideration by this Heuse. 

The statement of the gentleman from Michigan occasioned not a lit- 
tle excitement upon this floor and was met by an emphatic denial from 
many members upon the other side of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, obtaining the floor, replied to Mr. 


HorR in the following manner, and I desire to use his precise words: | 


I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, the father of the contestant would be unnatural 
if he did not take the deepest interest in his son’s contest. I stand here a wit- 
ness to the fact that that gentleman has exercised the most careful propriety In 
connection with this case. 

It is very evident that the distinguished member and ex-Speaker 
from Pennsylvania had not been a witness to the extraordinary con- 
duct of the ex-member from Indiana or he would not have made the 
statement he did on that occasion, for I do not believe he would in- 


tentionally and deliberately countenance so flagrant an infraction of the | 


privileges of this House, even though the guilty person be none other 
than the late candidate for the Vice-Presidency of the great Demo- 
cratic party. 

After some considerable discussion pro and con the following reso- 
lution was passed : 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven members be appointed by the 
Speaker, and it is hereby instructed to inquire and report to the House whether or 
not the Hon. William H. English, an ex-member of this House, has violated the 
privileges thereof in the contested-election case of English vs. Peelle. The said 
committee shall inquire and report whether any ex-member of the House, em 
ployed as agent or attorney in any contested-election case here pending, or for 
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any railroad or other corporation, or of persons having any claim pending here, | 


has during this session abused the privileges allowed him under the thirty 
fourth rule of the House, and report, if any, who they are, and how they have 
abused said privileges of the House. 


In pursuance of this resolution a committee was appointed, consisting 


of seven members—four Democratic and three Republican members of 


the House. 

The committee at once entered upon the investigation, several wit- 
nesses have been called and sworn, including Hon. William H. English 
himself, and the evidence has been printed and is before the House. 
As a member of that committee and familiar with the evidence, I want 
to say that in my humble judgment the charge of the distinguished 
member from Michigan has been sustained; that Hon. William H. 
English, out of hisown mouth and by his own admissions, stands con- 


| step out while the vote was being taken; t 


| country. 
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icted of the grossest improprieties and violations of the privileges of 
his House, and I challenge any fair-minded person, I care not to what 
litical party he belongs, to read the evidence taken before the investi- 
gating committee and arrive at any other conclusion. 

This, as I have stated, is not a question whether he violated Rule 
XXXIV, but whether or not he has not violated the privileges of the 
Rule XXXIV only permitted him to come upon the floor of 
the House, but after once upon the floor it did not permit him to engage 
in lobbying members to vote for his son. What I complain of is not 
his being upon the floor at such a time, though in my judgment it was 
an exhibition of very bad taste in the distinguished gentleman, but his 
conduct after once upon the floor. Sir, the evidence of Judge MOULTON, 
of Illinois, Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, Hon. ORLANDO B. PoTrTeR, of 
New York—all these gentlemen of the same political faith as himself 
shows that his conduct was not only improper and indecent in any light 
you may view it, a flagrant violation of the rights and privileges of this 
legislative body, but an insult to the honor and integrity of every 
member he approached. 

It is uncontroverted that he came to this city on the Ist day of May 
last, and from the time he landed in Washington down to the eve of his 
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| departure, which was within three hours after his son had been seated, 


there was scarcely an hour that he was not engaged in lobbying in the 
interest of the contestant on and off the floor of the House. Before 
the Committee on Elections had reported, and while the sabcommittee 
had the case under consideration, we find him at their rooms importun- 
ing them to report in favor of the contestant, and he comes upon the 
floor and procures members of the House to labor with the subcom- 
mittee that they may make a favorable report. 

There is not a Democratic member of this committee of elections with 
whom he says he did not talk concerning the case either at their re- 
spective places of abode in Washington or upon the floor of the House, 
Did he ask and 
demand that his son be seated upon the ground that he had been 
honestly and fairly elected? Oh, no! He claimed that while he was 
in Congress the party always stood together upon such questions, and 
that by putting his son in Mr. Peelle’s seat the great Democratic party 
of Indiana would be benefited. May the good Lord deal tenderly with 
the Democratic party in Indiana if it can only achieve success through 
such foul means! 


and yet this man says he saw no impropriety in it. 


Mr. Cook of Iowa, one of the subcoypamittee of elections, and one of 
the subcommittee having the case under consideration and advisement 
(CooK was a Greenbacker, elected on that issue), was told before the 
report was made that it was for the interest of the Greenback party in 
Indiana that his (English’s) son should be seated. Sir, permit me to 
call the attention of this House to a small portion of the evidence of 
Hon. William H. English before the investigating committee 


Q. Did you discuss the effect it would have if Mr. Peelle were allowed his 
seat’ 

A. I think it was spoken of with a view to its political effect 

Q. Did you talk to anybody else, state to anybody else, the effect it would 


have in Indiana if your son were ousted? 


A. I did. 
Q. To whom? 
A. To every member with whom I talked; we made no concealment of what 


we thought about it 

Q. What did you represent the effect would be 

A. I said to my political friends, those who asked me about it, that I thought it 
highly desirable for the party to stand together upon the question; that that 
was the policy in Congress when I was there, and that they ought not to divide 


upon this election case. I said the effect would be injurious to the party in the 


Sir, what had the Democratic party of Indiana or the whole country 
to do with this question, a judicial question to be decided upon its 
merits. I know of no claim or right more sacred or inviolate than the 


right to a seat upon this floor. It was a question that not only con- 
cerned Stanton J. Peelle, but 150,000 citizens of his district. 


The logic 


| of the argument of the distinguished ex-member was that to benefit the 


party to which he belonged he was justified in robbing Mr. Peelle of 
his seat upon this floor. 

Some one during the discussion, and about the time the vote was to 
be taken, told him that Judge MouLTOoN, of Illinois, was going to vote 
for Mr. Peelle. 


He at once went to the seat of the judge and requested 


him not to vote at all if he could not vote for his son. The judge re- 
plied, *‘ I have examined the evidence, and in my judgment your son 
was not elected and is not entitled to the seat W hereupon English 


replied that since he had not made any r could 


that they had had a good 
deal of trouble in Indiana, and it was everything to them 


ord on the case he 
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should be seated; and yet this distinguished gentleman and ex-member 


| Saw no impropriety in all this. 





It will be remembered that one of the distinct charges of tl 
ber from Michigan was that while the case 


le mem- 
vas actually under consid- 
eration by this House he had sent for members and taken them into 
consultation in reference to this case and with the 


their action in respect thereto. 


view of intluencing 
Hon. ORLANDO B. Porrer, of New 
York, and a Democrat, testified before the subcommittee that while he 
was in his seat, and while the case was under consideration, he received 
a note from Mr. English to come to the cloak-room on the Democratic 


side of the House; that he complied with the request; that in the 
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cloak-room he found English and Senator VoORHEEs, of Indiana, an- 
other distinguished Democrat; that English there told him that he had 
heard that his [POTTER’s] opinion was against the right of his son to the 
seat. PoTTEeR told him that what he had heard was true; that he had 
carefully examined the case and he did not think his son was elected, 
but that Mr. Peelle was. Healso told him that he [ PoTrEerR] intended 
to speak for Mr. Peelle. Mr. English requested him not to fight them 
on the floor; that he should not speak; that the Senator joined in this 
request, and out of deference to their joint request he did refrain from 
speaking. 

Yet this distinguished ex-member, for eight years a member of this 
House, familiar with its rules and privileges, told the investigating 
committee that he saw no impropriety in it. Sir, 1 am not surprised that 


that this sort of business was an outrage. 
minded gentleman, honorable and strictly conscientious in all his trans- 
actions, [ would not have been surprised if he had ordered this man 
from the floor of the House. 

But the evidence of Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, is not less damaging than 
thatof Mr. Porrer. Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, and he is a Democrat, tes- 
tified that after he had voted upon the first proposition, English came 
down to his seat and asked him if he was going to stand by and see a 
Democrat slaughtered. He replied to him that if it were at the pol!s 
he would vote for his son, but he had examined the case, and he was 
satisfied that his son was not entitled to the seat. Whereupon English 
replied, “ All right; time will make us all even.’’ Such, sir, is the 
character of the evidence against this man and his conduct during the 
consideration of this case. 

With all due respect to the gentlemen who have joined in the ma- 
jority report, I protest against it. It is a violation of the evidence, and 
the evidence does not justify its conclusions. I care not, whether the 
accused be a Democrat or Republican, such extraordinary conduct 
during the consideration of a measure affecting the right to a seat in 
this House ought not to be tolerated. 
port we say to the country that this sort of thing is right and proper. 

Sir, I protest against it. Whether English or Peelle was entitled to 
the seat was nota political but a judicial question, to be determined 
from the evidence, and no man knew this better than Hon. William 
Hi. English himself. If it was right or proper for him to come upon 
this floor at such a time and seek to influence the votes of any of the 
members of this House, it is right and proper for him or any person to 
enter the jury-room after the cause has been tried, the evidence closed, 
and the jury sent out under the charge of the court to find according 
to the law and the evidence. Sir, there is not a lawyer upon this floor 
who does not know that such an interference with the deliberations of 
a jury would invalidate any verdict they might render. 

If it is proper or decent for this man to appear here at such a time and 
seek directly or indirectly to swerve any of the members of this House 
from a faithful performance of their duty, it is right and proper for any 
litigant or his father to approach the highest judicial tribunal in the 
land after the cause has been fully heard and submitted. What court 
or judicial tribunal in this or any other civilized country would toler- 
ate such an interference ? 

Sir, had Hon. William H. English remained at home during the con- 
sideration of this ease Stanton J. Peelle would not have been deprived 
of his seat upon this floor. Mr. Peelle had been honestly and fairly 
elected. So thought the distinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Elections, and he is also a Democrat. Such was the deliberate judg- 
ment of thirty-one Democrats upon the other side of this House as ex- 
pressed by their votes. But I will not longer weary the patience of the 
House. The question, sir, is an important one; it affects the honor 
and integrity of every member upon this floor. We can not by any 
action we may take here to-day undo the wrong and injustice done 
Mr. Peelle in taking from him a seat to which he was clearly entitled. 
That remains for the people of his district. They willseetothat. The 
people of Indiana believe in equal rights and fair play. 

I had the honor to occupy a seat in the immediate vicinity of that of 
Mr. Peelle, andI want to say that a truer gentleman or a more consci- 
entious Representative I have never known; but though we may not 
have it in our power to place him back in his seat, we can by promptly 
passing the resolution submitted by the minority of the committee 
place the seal of our condemnation upon the fraudulent means by 
which he was deprived of his rights and the people of his district wholly 
disfranchised. 

Mr. BAYNE. I suppose this debate should be alternated somewhat. 
Before I proceed I should like to hear one of the gentlemen on the other 
side. [Cries of ‘‘Go ahead !’’ and ‘‘ Vote!”’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

Mr. HAMMOND. I thought the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
ROGERS] desired to speak. 

Mr. BAYNE. He is now in his seat. 

Mr. HAMMOND (after a pause). I believe he does not desire to 
speak now. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like to have the Chair inform me when I 
have consumed ten minutes 


Mr. Speaker, it would have been a fairer way of disposing of this case 


if some of the arguments upon the other side had been first presented. 
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But gentlemen on that side seem disposed to withhold any remarks 
until we shall have concluded ours. They reserve the closing speech, 
which all lawyers know to be a very decided advantage. If it were 
not for the supreme strength of our case I should insist that something 
be first said on the otherside. But when the House of Representatives 


| is confronted with the state of facts presented by this evidence argu- 


| The latter are admitted by courtesy. 
Mr. Potter upon his return from thatinterview should say to Mr. HorR | sumed to be above reproach. 


Knowing him to be a high- | 


By the adoption of such a re- | 








ment either one way or the other can not swerve the House from a cor- 
rect conclusion, if conscience is to be the guide in the casting of the 
vote. 

What have we here? We have the House of Representatives or- 
ganized under strict rules, which exclude from the floor everybody ex- 
cept the necessary officers of the House and a few privileged persons. 
Why? Because they are pre- 
It is supposed that in coming upon the 
floor they will do nothing unbecoming a gentleman and a man of honor 
in the presence to which they are admitted by this’ courtesy. 

What was the conduct of Mr. William H. English? The contested- 
election case of Peelle vs. English was pending before the Committee on 
Elections. Before that committee had reported Mr. English came to 
Washington. He went to every Democratic member of the committee 
and importuned him to vote in favor of seating hisson. He came upon 
the floor of the House and importuned on the floor every Democratic 
member whose attitude was in the least doubtful to vote in favor of 
seating hisson. He learned that the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Elections [Mr. CONVERSE], my honored friend from 
Missouri [Mr. BURNEs], the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Evvis], 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Porrer], the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MouLTon ], and various other gentlemen on this floor had 
consciences which they proposed to assert. He approached them; he 
did everything that lay in his power to persuade them either not to vote 
at all or to vote for his son. What arguments did he use? Why, sir, 
he said that to refuse the seat to his son would ruin the Democratic 
party all over the country; that the party had a hard fight out in In- 
diana. ‘‘Are you,’’ he said in substance, *‘ going to slaughter a Dem- 
ocrat in this way?’’ He made the strongest partisan appeals to Dem- 
ocratic members of this House to seat his son and unseat Mr. Peelle 
He went to the gentleman from New York [Mr. PorrEeR], who was to 
deliver a speech in favor of Mr. Peelle, and having failed to prevail on 
him not to vote in behalf of Mr. Peelle, he did prevail on him not to 
make the speech he had intended w deliver. 

He secured pairs in the Committee on Elections. He even went so 
far as to draw into this case the wives of gentlemen of high standing, re- 
sorting to every device that could be known to a politician to secure the 
end he had in view. Time after time he visited the members of the 
Committee on Elections at their homes. Time after time he came to 
them on the floor of the House. Time after time he went to members 
on the Democratic side of the House and importuned them in every way 
that lay in his power. He did his best to persuade the Democratic 
members of this House to vote for his son on the ground that to vote 
otherwise would ruin the Democratic party, on the ground that the Dem- 
ocratic party had no right to slaughter one of its sons. And he wound 
up all this action with the menace, addressed to a Democratic member, 
that ‘‘time would make all things even,’’ or something to that effect. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. BAYNE. No, sir; you refused to speak and let me hear what 
you had tosay. He said that ‘‘ time would make all things even,’’ 
thus intimating that his great purse should be used to visit punishment 
upon those Democrats who failed to come up to the mark and do their 
partisan duty in this matter. 

Mr. WELLER. Will the gentleman permit me a question ? 

Mr. BAYNE. I have not the time. 

Mr. WELLER. My name is involved in this matter; and do you 
deny me the privilege of a question at this time ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I claim the floor. 

Now, sir, this House is confronted by the state of facts I have recited; 
and the vote on this question will indicate the political ethics that reg- 
ulate the conduct of members. 

What rule was violated? Noexpressrule, I believe, according to the 
construction which has been put upon the rule by Mr. Speaker Car- 
LISLE, by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], by Mr. Gar- 
field, Iam told, and by others. These gentlemen, it is understood, 
have held that Rule XXXIV applies only to cases where the person 
admitted to the floor advocates a matter in which he has a pecuniary 
interest. I leave Rule XXXIV entirely out of this case. But there 
is a rule of parliamentary law which applies to this case, and which is 
as well known as Rule XXXIV can be. What isthatrule? That the 
House of Representatives, while deliberating, while acting, should be 
free from all external influences, and that no man should come upon 
the floor of the House of Representatives and undertake to participate 
in the deliberations of that body unless he is a member of it. Let me 
read the definition of this power; this rule which rises in magnitude 


| and in dignity way above Rule XXXIV, and includes it and a multi- 


tude of great principles not involved in Rule XXXIV. 


That these privileges must be continually progressive, seems to result from 
their rejecting all definition of them; the doctrine being that “ their dignity and 
independence are preserved by keeping their privileges indefinite, and that 
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‘the maxims upon which they proceed, together with the method of proceed- 
ing, rest entirely in their own breast, and are not defined and ascertained by 
any particular stated laws.’"” (1 Blackst., 163, 164; Jefferson’s Manual.) 


That is the principle under which this man has violated the courtesy | 
of this House. It is the idea of self-preservation, of the dignity, of the | 
honor, of the uprightness of the proceedings of this body; and so jealous 
is the principle of a possible infringement of that dignity 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. YOUNG in the chair. ) 
man’s time has expired. 

Mr. BAYNE. Buta moment longer to finish the sentence. But so 
jealous is the principle of a possible infringement of that dignity that it | 
says the manner of conducting these proceedings is lodged in the breast 
of its members, and whether it may be written law, there is an un- 
written law which finds every member here to regard any such conduct 
as that of William H. English as a clear, palpable, and manifest viola- | 
tion of the privileges of this House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BAYNE. I now yield what remains of the time to the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Horr]. 

Mr. HORR. I will go on now if the other side does not wish to be 
heard; otherwise I shall prefer to hear them first. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Does the gentleman from Arkansas wish to speak 
now ? ; 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I have no objection if it be considered 
desirable by the other side. 

Mr. HORR. Very well, then; I will reserve my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has eight minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I did not care to follow the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. MILLARD], because he had stated 
but one thing, and that was a question of fact, that seemed to require 
a response of any sort. He states that when this charge was made by 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] that it was denied and posi- 
tively denied by this side of the House. I challenge the record for the 
truth of that statement. 

Mr. MILLARD. Repeat what Mr. RANDALL said. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. RANDALL never denied the state- 
ment of Mr. HorR, but what he did say was that he stood ‘‘ as a wit- 
ness to the fact that that gentleman [Mr. English] has exercised the 
most careful propriety-in connection with this case.’’ Sir, it is a most 
serious mistake, and it is a mistake which the gentleman who was on 
the subcommittee on this investigation ought not to make, after having 
read this record over and over and over again before the subcommittee. 
I state on the contrary with truth that there is not a single solitary 
denial on this side of the House of the charge made by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Horr] so far as to the fact that Mr. English in- 
terested himself in behalf of his son by talking to members on this side. 
Not only was that admitted in debate, but it was admitted in commit- 
tee and was admitted by Mr. English himself, as was stated by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I might stop at this point to discuss the question 
as to whether or not, if you admit every statement made by Mr. Horr 
to be true, it is a violation of any rule of parliamentary law on this 
subject. I say it is not, and if gentlemen have authority to the con- | 
trary let them produceit. But there is one thing I desire to speak about 
in connection with Mr. Horr’s testimony. Sir, if we are to enter in 
this discussion upon the wide domain of ethics or good taste or propri- 
ety on this floor, there are many things to investigate in the course of 
this proceeding which ought to merit the attention of this House. In 
the course of that debate Mr. Horr made use of this language: 





The gentle- 





Q. Mr. Bayne said that he got the information from you in the first instance 
and Mr. Kasson in the second. 

A. He could not have gotten it from me in the first instance, because I did not 
know anything except what those gentlemen told me rightthere. 1 did not in- 
corporate it in my remarks, because I did not think it was definite enough. I 
purposely left it out. 

Q. In addition to what you have stated in the record and to which I have 
called your attention heretofore, you said, ‘* Now, if you do not believe what I 


and I promise to prove more than I have stated, and prove it to your satisfac- | 
tion,” Now, in support of that allegation, have you anything further to sub- 
mit to the committee ? 

A. Nothing more than to say that at least six or seven members on your side 
of the House 





By the CHAIRMAN: 


Q. The Democratic side of the House ? 
A. On the Democratic side of the House. They stated to me that the thing 
was notorious, and that it ought to be stopped. 





| after this dark hint that there was something back of all of this pro- 
ceeding that could be brought forward to indicate corruption with ref- 
erence to this gentleman that he had alleged on the floorof the House. 


| a lance find themselves falsified by the records. 


| charge used toward the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] or Mr. 


| made his remarks, and I sought the floor for that purpose. 


tack unwarranted by the testimony and not established by the proot 
tell you’’—you were then addressing the House—* then investigate the matter, | 





By Mr. HENLEY: 


Q. You have given us the name of Mr. ELLIs. 

A. I can not tell who it was; it was in a casualtalk. I have given the names 
of three members who spoke to me about the case; but I do not think I stated 
before that I could give the name of any one who gave me specific information 
upon that point. 

Q. What did those three members accuse Mr. English of; state it spec ifically; 
boil it down as nearly as you can to the exact language ? 

A. That he was on the floor log-rolling the case for his son 

Q. That is what you referred to in the first portion of your remarks, to which 
I have called your attention ? 

A. It is, 

‘Q. What is there in addition to what you stated on the floor that you can fur- 
nish us information about? 





individual statement 


men to corroborate me, sothat the House would be perfectly satistied. 
that for a day or two it was quite common talk around the House 


| If there is anything at all in the character of the transaction it is a 


| somebody for a violation of the rules of the House why did they not 
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That is an intimation that he meant something more than his 











Mr. MILLARD 


The WITrNEss 




















































































Oh, no; what I meant by that was that there would be more 


I know 


Nothing more to prove, Mr. Speaker; no more facts to bring before 
the House, but simply more witnesses to prove what he l.ad said; that 


Now, sir, with these remarks in reference to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. MILLARD], who submits the report of the minority, 
I have nothing more to say about what he has stated in this connec- 
tion, and turn my attention to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
BAYNE], who has just addressed the House, but whom I do not now 
see in his seat. I have shown by the record of the testimony to which 
I have referred, and nobody will have the hardihood to deny it who 
takes the trouble to read the record, that the gentleman from New 
York was mistaken in the statement he made on the floor of this House 
as well as in his report, and I sought the floor during the progress of 
the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to correct him in a 
misstatement to which I desired to call his attention with reference to 
a member of this House. It will be remembered that the gentleman 
denied me that privilege. He had stated, as the RECORD will show, 
in substance that Mr. English, the father of the contestant, had made 
a threat against Mr. PEEL, of Arkansas, holding a threat and a menace 
over him in a conversation they had together upon the floor. Sir, I 
appealed to the gentleman from Arkansas, my colleague here who sits 
on my left, whether that statement of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia was true or false. He informs me that it is not true; and so the 
first two parties upon that side who have rushed into the lists to break 


But, sir, that is not the first offense committed by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania in this direction. Mr. Speaker, there is a gentle- 
man representing a district inthe great State of lowa, who sits upon 
this floor, and the testimony taken in this case develops the fact that 
he is a man of integrity and high character at his own home. It de- 
velops this further fact that he is the father of a family; and the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania in the presence of this body rose in his seat 
and stigmatized the gentleman from lowa with reference to his alleged 
connection with facts that have turned out to be utterly groundless and 
without foundation when attempted to be supported by testimony. 
But the gentleman consumes his time in attacking Mr. English instead 
of making an honest, fair, and manly disclaimer of this offensive charge 
against the gentleman from Iowa. 

Sir, I state here plainly, boldly, and openly on this floor that this 
declination on the part of the gentleman from Pennsylvania involves a 
greater degree of moral turpitude than anything and everything dis- 
closed by the testimony in this case against the father of the contest- 
ant from Indiana or anybody else. And yet, sir, he consumed the time 
of the House allotted to him in this debate by attacking Mr. English 
for his connection with the contest of his son without attempting to 
make a proper disclamer or withdrawal of the offensive insinuation o1 


English. 

In vindication of the gentleman from Iowa, I wish to state here now 
as the sense of the subcommittee which investigated this matter, and 
as shown by the evidence submitted to the House, that he is wholly 
exonerated from anything improper in connection with the whole trans- 
action. 

Mr. WELLER. And the gentleman from Pennsylvania refused me 
opportunity to bring this matter to the attention of the House when he 
He would 
not yield me a moment. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
perfectly satisfied, it seems, tomake an attack upon gentlemen—an at- 


against Mr. English and Mr. WELLER, and yet is perfectly willing 
and satisfied to leave these gentlemen under the cloud of condemnation 
and obloquy he sought to cast upon them, and seems content himself 
to remain under the cloud with them by his declination and refusal 
to withdraw the offensive assertions made by him against them. 

Now, sir, I have but brief time to occupy in this debate. I want to 
occupy the attention of the House for a few moments as to the animus 
of this transaction. 

Sir, these gentlemen could find it in their hearts to come here and 
make an attack and direct their assaults against a man in this case 
whom the law and the facts show to be guilty of nothing whatever. 


mere question of propriety orof ethics. Itisnoinfringement upon the 
privileges of the House; and yet they come here with a garbled re 
port, so badly garbled in the light of the testimony taken by the com 
mittee as to make it practically indeed a false report upon its face, 
false in part, and false as a whole, because it is a garbled report, not 
justified by a fair construction of the evidence. 

Sir, what is the animus of these parties? If they desired to reach 
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take 
Ktepublican 


up Green B. Raum. He standshere an ex-member of Congress, a 
x-member of Congress; and he admits broadly he was em- 
ployed in cases pending before Congress and that he was on the floor of 
this House repeatedly during this session 
Mr. Josepii D. TAYLOR rose 
Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas 
Mr. JOSEPH D 


The gentleman will excuse me. 
TAYLOR I merely desire to ask the gentleman 


m 
Mr. ROGERS, 


of Arkansas. The gentleman will excuse me. 


that he talked to members of this body on the whisky bill during the 
time it was pending before Congress. Another witness—and he 
Mr. Wurre, of Kentucky—says Raum was here 
when the debate was going on in consuitation with another member on 
the 


jiepublhcan witness 


dence now, when the vote was being taken 

Why do notthese gentlemen, if they desire to find somebody to con- 
demn, somebody to asperse—why do they not condemn a man who is a 
of the He says he was employed by 
the whisky association, received money from them, appeared before the 
Ways and Means Committee, and the proof shows he was on this floor 
pending the consideration of the bill 

The SPI AKER pro tempore Mr 
man has 


Mi 


thirty-fourth rule of this House. 


YouNG The time of the gentle- 

expired 

ROGERS, of Arkansas 
Mr. HAMMOND 
Mr. ROGERS, of 

and Mr. ht 

father 


terested in 


I should like one moment more. 

[ yield the gentleman another minute. 
Arkansas. T..e distinction between Mr. English 
Mr. English 


ium was this 


his son's contest; and it is not contended 
ther relation than that of a friendly interest. 


wa 


he had any 
But Green 


the provisions of this rule 

Sir, I state in conclusion that in the Fortv-second Congress—and I 
will cite 
Ohio, said in discussing this rule the meaning of the word *‘*interest’’ 
was that it was a pecuniary interest. Raum fell within the provisions 
of the rule directly English was neither an agent nor a hired counsel, 
and testified he had no interest direct or indirect, pecuniarily, in the 
results of this contest, and hence he did not 
the whole animus had not been to make political capital out of a man 
whose shoe-latchets they are unworthy to loose, why did they not se- 
lect Raum ? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania 
their report about Green B 

Mr. ROGERS, 


Do the majority say anything in 
Raum ? 
of Arkansas rhe majority state in plain language 
that he violated the rules of the House, and the testimony shows it. 
\nd I go one step further, and say he is the only man who appears here 
and flagrantly violates the rules of the House by being on the floor 
pending the consideration of the bill and during the period when the 
vote was being taken. When we asked the gentleman trom Kentucky 
| Mr. Warre] for his information, when he spoke of parties who were 
lobbying for the whisky association, he said that Green B. Raum went 
out at one door and another gentleman at the same time went out at 
another, and remarked in passing, ‘* The wicked flee when no man pur- 
sueth 
from Georgia for the extension of time 

Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. HAMMOND. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. HENLEY ] 

Mr. HENLEY. It is altogether expedient for this House, in the first 
place, to make a bref inquiry and ascertain with accuracy the specific 


charge that inspired this investigation; and I suppose I may safely re- | 


fer to the gentleman who offered the resolution as an interpreter of the 
purposes for which he offered it. And I want to see whether or not the 


t and vatinting declaration which was made on the other side 
House, 


resonan 


of this 


mittee 

What, sir, was the specific charge upon which the resolution was 
predicated? The gentleman from lVennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] himself 
says that it was because information had been conveyed to him or be- 
cause he himself knew that Mr. English, sr., had taken the gentleman 
from lowa [Mr. WELLER] to the cloak-room, or to some secret place, 
and had there subjected him to improper influences, and had changed 


previously following in this case. That, sir, was the charge which the 
gentieman from Pennsylvania made on this floor. When he was in- 


terrogated before the committee as to whoit was he referred to, in order | 


that there might be no mistake in this matter, he said he meant Mr. 
WELLER, of lowa. How has that charge been made good? I ask Rep- 
resentatives upon this floor to note how that has been sustained. 
was no pretense of any question of propriety or moral ethics or mere 
decorum on the part of Mr. English or as to the cut of his coat or the 


A I say | 
Green B. Raum admits himself that not only was he on the floor, but | 


18 a | 
| Horr, did you say so and so to Mr. BAYNE?” 


floor of the House; and he was likewise here, as I recollect the evi- | 
at?” 


| information from Mr. BAYNE and Mr. Horr.”’ 
self-confessed violator not only of the general parliamentary law but | 


was here in the relation of a | 
to a son, not employed as a counsel or agent, nor pecuniarily in- | 


B. Raum | 
the hired counsel of the whisky association, and fell directly under | 


gentlemen to the Recorp, if they desire it—Mr. Gartield, of 


fall under the rule. If 


| and of propriety. 
| to do this and that and to urge his son’s cause on this floor. 


My time is up and | yield the floor, with thanks to my friend | 





that they would not only prave everything which had | 
heen intimated on this tloor but a great deal more—I want to see how | 
that has been fulfilled by the testimony that has been taken by this com- | 


There | 
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color of his cravat. The charge was that he had taken a member on 
this floor off to some place and there subjected him to some sinister in- 
fluence which had operated on that member’sconduct in voting on this 
case. 

Now, sir, what is the resultof it? Wecalled General BAYNE—and | 
speak of him now by name, because I am dealing with him as a wit- 
nesss and not as a member of this House. We called him before the 
cemmittee and said: *‘General, you said so and so; that Mr. English 
did so and so with Mr. WELLER. Where is your proof? 
know it?’’ ‘*Oh,’’ he said, holding up his hands, ‘’I have no per 
sonal knowledge of it.’ ‘*Who told you so?’’ ‘Mr. Horr, of Mich- 
igan, told me so.”’ Then the committee called Mr. Horr. ‘* Mr 
**Oh, no,’’ says the 
gentleman from Michigan, ‘‘I know nothing personally at all about 
it; I got my information from Mr. KAsson and Mr. BAYNE.”’ We 
then called Mr. Kasson. ‘‘Mr. Kasson, what do you know about 
Mr. KASSON said, ‘*I do not know anything about it; I got my 


How do you 


And so they go on round and roundin a circle. We would call one 
and he would put it offon another; and we would call that other, and he 
would put it off on the one just called. And so when you come to 
sift this thing down to the bottom it appears that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, in a spirit—I can attribute it to nothing else—of the 
blindest and most vindictive partisanship, without making any inquiry 
at all as to the verity of the information which he had received, and 


| without apparently thinking it worth while to make any inquiry, rises 


in his place on the floor of this House and with due solemnity offers a 
resolution the effect of which will be, as I fear, nothwithstanding 
this resolution of exoneration, to fix an everlasting stigma upon the 
reputation and fame of Mr. WELLER, although the proof in this case 
shows and gentlemen of the other side on the committee have ad 
mitted that so far as this charge is concerned he stands here as pure 
and as innocent as the child unborn. 

Yet we have here the extraordinary spectacle of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] when he has an opportunity to exonerate 
and vindicate and acquit the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] 
sitting here with sealed lips, knowing as he does that there is not a 
scintilla of proof in this case in support of the allegation which he so 
solemnly made on this floor 

It is admitted that Mr. English did not subject the gentleman from 
Iowa to that interview. It is admitted that Mr. English did not vio 
late Rule XXXIV. And now we come down to the question of ethics 
Why, it is urged that was indelicate in Mr. English 
Probably 
it might be. But I am reminded of a speech of the great Irish orator, 
Mr. Curran, before a jury, when upon a certain occasion, speaking ot 
the conduct of his client which had been criticised, he said: *‘ Why, you 
expect my client, when all the fiends of hell are tugging at his heart 
strings, to stand before a mirror and bid the streams of agony to flow 
decorously down his cheeks.”’ 

The senior English, knowing his son to have been Villainous! y—I was 
going to say euchred out of his election in Indiana [laughter], came 
here to Washington and came upon the floorof this House. What does 
he see? He sees a Republican Senator of the United States coming 
upon the floor of the House soliciting, importuning 
kind of thing going on. 

Mr. MILLARD. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HENLEY. Of course I will allow you. 

Mr. MILLARD. Is there a particle of evidence in this case 

Mr. HENLEY. Iam not talking about the evidence inthiscase. | 
am talking about what the gentleman himself and every observant gen- 
tleman upon this floor saw; that is what I am speaking about. 

Mr. MILLARD. The gentleman as a lawyer—— 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HENLEY. Mytime isup. I say in conclusion that the senior 
English, seeing what was going on upon the Republican side, is not to 
be criticised in probably overstepping the limits of strict decorum and 
delicacy of demeanor. I now yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I understand the gentleman from Michigan [Mr 
Horr] will now oceupy the time to which he is entitled. 

Mr. HORR. The charge which I made on a former occasion is ex- 


he sees all that 


| plicit: 


I now rise and say that it has been brought to my notice by a Democratic 
member of this House that an ex-member of Congress, who is the father of one 
of the litigants in this case, has been on the floor of the House soliciting mem- 
bers, sending for them, taking them into consultation, and attempting to influ- 


> : | ence them in their votes on this case. 
the course of the gentleman from lowa trom that which he had been | 


If that be true, then it was such a violation of the dignity and in- 
tegrity of this House that it ought not to go unnoticed. 
now before us is, has that charge been sustained ? 

If you will look at the testimony of Mr. Porter, of New York—and 
nobody denies that he is a Democrat—you will see that he swears that 
he told me that Mr. English was doing exactly that thing, and that it 
was an outrage and ought to be stopped. Now that is proof enough on 
that point, is it not? Heis corroborated by Mr. MouLTON, of Illinois, 


The question 
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by Mr. Peer, of Arkansas, by Mr. ELLis, of Louisiana, and by Mr. 
English himself; for Mr. English, if you will read his testimony, testi- 
ties that day in and day out he went about the House importuning | 
members, begging of them to vote for his son, and warning them that 
they were injuring the Democratic party if they did not stick together 
without regard to their convictions and vote to oust Mr. Peelle. 

Mr. HENLEY. Mr. English never said anything of that sort. 

Mr. HORR. Read the testimony. 

Mr. HENLEY. He never said anything of the sort. 

Mr. HORR. Now the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. RoGers] 
says- 

‘Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. From Arkansas. 

Mr. HORR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I apologize also to Ken- 
tucky. [Laughter.] The gentleman stated that they on that side of 
the House did not deny my charge at the time. You stated just now, 
my friend from Arkansas, did you not, that nobody denied on your 
side of the House the charge that I made ? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I challenged the record. 
reading of it. Now show the contrary if you can. 

Mr. HORR. I thought at the time nobody had denied it; 
stated in these words that you had not one of you denied it: 

I was about to say, Mr. Speaker, to my surprise, that since I have called the at- 
tention of the House to this matter, among all the speakers on that side of the 
House not a single one has risen in his seat and denied a single charge that 
has been made in this case. 

Whereupon Mr. CosGrRove, of Missouri, who is a Democrat, is he 
not? Where is Brother CosGROVE ? 

Several MEMBERS. He is a Democrat 

Mr. HORR. Mr. CosGROVE said: 

It is all denied. 





I gave my 


and | 


So much for that. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] soon after said: 

There is no admission on this side of the House of that sort. 

Is Brother RANDALL a Democrat ? 
party not long ago, but he is back now, is he not? 
you did deny it. 


[Laughter.] Now, 


of this House. 
body 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, one moment—— 

Mr. HORR. My time is so limited—— 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Just one moment. I desire to say, in 
justice to myself and to the gentleman from New York [ Mr. MILLARD], 
that I had not noticed the expression of Mr. COSGROVE. 

Mr. HORR. You did not notice it? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. No, sir; I did not observe it. 

Mr. HORR. Very well; that is satisfactory to me; I accept your 
correction—of yourself, I mean. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the real question here is whether that kind of 
conduct is proper. 
we are trying the question whether a man is entitled to a seat on this 
floor, and the proof becomes so convincing as it did to the able chair- 
man of this committee that he can not vote to seat a Democratic con- 
testant—is it right because the contestant has a father who was once a 
member of the House, more than that, a father who has once held be- 
fore the American people a still more distinguished political position 
is it proper for that man to come upon the floor of this House, to go 
from member to member and tell them—what’? That his son was 
elected? No. That his son under the law ought to be seated? No; 
because my friend from Illinois [Mr. MouLTon }, a better lawyer than 


An election case goes to the very existence of this 





Mr. English, told him, ‘‘ I have examined this case, and I am satisfied | 


that your son was not elected.’’ Then Mr. English replies, ‘‘ Well, 
you have not voted yet. Now, just leave the Hall and don’t make any 
record atall.’’ What for? For the benefit of the Democratic party ? 
Then he struck Brother Cook; and his solicitude then was for the ben- 
efit of the Greenback party. [Laughter.] Then he struck Brother 
PEEL, of Arkansas, and his concern was for the interest of Mr. PEEL, 
because, as he said, ‘‘ Time will make all things even.’’ That was a 
way of saying, *‘ You vote against my boy, and I, the ex-candidate for 
Vice-President on the Democratic ticket, will hunt you out before you 
get much older. That is what it meant. Come now, my Democratic 


friends, is that what you call sustaining the dignity of the American | 


Congress? Issuch conduct proper? Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, in all 
candor—I can not go into the testimony, but any man reading it will 
come to this conclusion—that this man did what no sensitive man 
having a true sense of the honor and dignity of the American Congress 
contd do. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. HAMMOND. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMan]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to mea great deal more time 
and attention have been bestowed on thissubject than its real and intrinsic 
merits warrant. In my view the propriety of the conductof Mr. Eng- 
lish as an ex-member of this House in coming upon this floor and his 
action while here is to be judged of entirely by reference to the rules of 
the House. I am willing to admit for myself that I have always in- 





I know you read him out of the | 


The proof is overwhelming that exactly what I stated | 
was true, apd the question is whether that is a violation of the dignity 


Is there a Democrat here who thinks it right when | 
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dulged the belief that the present rule, as well as the rule which pre- 
ceded it, and indeed any rule admitting upon this floor other persons 
than members themselves—the men responsible for legislation—to- 
gether with the necessary officers or employés of the House, and perhaps 
heads of Departments, is not dictated by wisdom. 

I have always entertained that view, and I do still; but the rule of 
the House is otherwise, and that rule of the House must be appealed 
to in determining the propriety of the conduct of any gentleman com- 
ing upon the floor. And that rule is very brief. A gentleman having 
been a member of the House is entitled to the privileges of the floor 
if he has no interest in any claim pending in Congress and is not directly 
interested in any pending bill. It has not been pretended by any mem- 
ber that Mr. English had any interest in any claim pending within the 
meaning of the rule, or that he had any direct or indirect interest in 
any bill pending before Congress. That is clear beyond all question; 
and being admitted to the floor of the House under the rule, in the ab- 
sence of any such interest the only question that remains, therefore, 
is whether or not conversing with members of the House touching a 


} measure affecting his son was an abuse of the privilege of the House ex- 


tended to an ex-member. Ithink a sense of justice in every member 
of the House must force him to the conclusion that if Mr. English was 
rightfully admitted to the floor, his conversing with members on a sub- 
ject not included in the rule was not a breach of the privileges of the 
House. There was no violation of the rule, and the rule is the law 


| of the House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish merely to say in addition that the very im- 
portant fact which was established before the committee, that Mr. Eng- 
lish consulted with the Speaker of this House, a gentleman honored by 
both sides of this House for his moderation, impartiality, and fairness, 


| as to the propriety of his presence on this floorduring the pendency of 
| the election contest, and was informed by the Speaker that it was not 


improper, ought to be conclusive of this controversy. 

Mr. REED. I suggest the gentleman from Indiana should be amen- 
able to the rules of the House he admires so much. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
minute longer 

Mr. HAMMOND 

Mr. Speaker, 
from New York 
differ with him 
am a fool 


The gentleman’s time has expired 
I ask the gentleman from Georgia to yield me one 


I have only six minutes remaining 
I donot know exactly what to say. The gentleman 
Mr. MILLARD] has said that no man of sense could 
in this matter, and I am not willing to admit that I 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] has said 
that no honest man ean differ from him, and I never was charged with 
dishonesty until I drew a seat on the Republican side of the House. 
[ Laughter 
I desire to look at this thing plainly. I do not know Mr. English 

or care anything about the case personally. I know nothing in this 
| case but the law. A resolution is offered that the conduct of Mr. Eng- 
lish on the tloor of the House was ‘‘improper and a breach of the 
privileges ot the House.”’ 
a question of propriety. 

breach of privilege. 


The committee was not raised to pass upon 
The question is whether his conduct was a 
Gentlemen were asked before this report was 
written to cite in all the history of all the parliaments of the earth any 
precedent that quiet efforts at persuasion to vote on a particular case, 
without corruption, had ever been held to be a breach of parliament, 
and they were silent. 

The resolution we are asked to adopt is that his conduct on the floor 
was « breach of privilege, and gentlemen tell you what his conduct was. 
They have descended—and I say it as respectfully as an honest man ought 
to—they have descended to invade the privacy ofa family. And because 
Mr. English admitted that he had called upon a member of the House 
at his home, and, finding him away, had spoken to his wife and asked 
her to aid him in getting his son seated, therefore they urge that we 
shall, because of his conduct ‘‘ on the floor,’’ say that he committed a 
breach of the privileges of this House. That is the argument they 
make and that is all they can make 

The gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. Horr] also alluded to the fact 


Mr. English is a man of distinguished political position. He was 
| elected—— 
Mr. REED. Oh, no; you mean the other man. 


Mr. HAMMOND. 
whole trouble. 

Several MEMBERS. You mean Hendricks? 

Mr. HAMMOND. Yes; the truth is, Iam so full of that great polit- 
ical wrong I blundered. 

Mr. REED. You are not only full, but boiling over. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The truth is simply this: There was an effort 
made (and that is all there is in the case) to blacken the reputation of a 
man because he was a distinguished Democrat These gentlemen come 
here and with lofty words talk about the dignity of the House, the un- 
bounded dignity, and the gross outrage, and say let us punish this 
grand culprit. How? 
floor next winter. The very limit of their proposed punishment shows 
how little they thought of law and logic If it be true that this dis- 
tinguished man has violated the privileges of this House as charged 


But never got it. That is the real secret of the 


By voting that he shall not come upon this 
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an honest man would take away from him the right ever again to put 
his foot within its sacred precincts. 

Mr. MILLARD. Will you allow me a question? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I can not. 

I characterize it, therefore, as a terrible strain to bring out a conclu- 
sion; as a struggle of the Republican mountain, and not even the birth | 
of a mouse. The testimony in this case shows that Mr. English used | 
the ordinary means, as he swears, of persuasion, like a man electioneer- 
ing for office. He says he used personal influence with this man and | 
that man and the other 


Thecharge as originally brought, and by innuendo insisted upon, was 
that there had been direct corruption of a member of this House. That | 
isall. Nobody now pretends that it is true. Nobody pretends that 
there is anything like truth in it; but they come nowand simply say as 


a matter of taste he ought not to have been here electioneering for his | 
son 


I now move to lay the whole matter upon the table. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. I read from my remarks on this floor the day after | 
the resolution was presented to the consideration of the House by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. I then said: 


Mr. Speaker, this is not the first time I have had occasion to discredit the 
judgment of the gentleman |Mr. Browne, of Indiana) in the matter of his views | 
and opinions Laughter and applause.| I stated to the member who particu- | 
larly importuned me and somed mae of the glory I could win that his appeal 
came too late, for I had already voted. [Laughter.]) 

I would most certainly myself, Mr. Speaker, when this matter came up for con- 
sideration on yesterday have spoken and voted for an investigation by a com- 
mittee of all improper acts on the part of any one on this floor in the premises 
of a question of the high importance of a rightful seat as a member of this 
House 

Iam informed by reading the record of yesterday’s proceedings that a commit- 
tee for the investigation of this whole matter has been appointed. I am glad 
that this has been done, and I trust that it will do ite work immediately and per- 
form its duty in this matter most thoroughly. Lam not slow to perceive that 
there may be a deep underlying purpose in the bringing of my name into this 
business. My centinuous presence here on this floor during the hours of ses- 

mm of this House,and my persistent objections to measures that were repeat- 
ediy presented for consideration, has doubtless rendered me very objectionable | 
and obnoxious to certain members, and to others who are not members. 





I now read from the evidence of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
|Mr. BAYNE] who presented the resolution to investigate. 

Mr. KEIFER. So far I think no question of privilege has been 
stated . 

Mr. WELLER. I am laying the basis for my question of privilege, 
and will amply disclose it ina moment if the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. KEIFER] will listen. 

rhe SPEAKER. The Chair will state that so far the gentleman has 
certainly not disclosed anything in the way of a matter of personal 
privilege. The gentleman will proceed and state his matter of privi- 
lege 

Mr. WELLER. I trust that no one will object or endeavor other- 
wise to hinder me, as I am one of the principal parties attacked by this | 
resolution, and I propose to show it, and to show why the Republican 
members of the committee fail to state here openly that naught has | 
been found against me. 

I read from page 30 of the testimony taken before the investigating 
committee; first, the answer given by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania |[Mr. BAYNE] to a question by a member of the committee. 

Mr. BAYNE answered 

A. What I know about it is purely a matter of information. I was told that 
Mr. WELLER, of lowa, had been called from his seat, and bad gone away from 
the House, and refused to take part any further in the deliberations and pro- 
ceedings of the House on the morning referred to 

Q. Who was it gave you the information ? 


A. It was Mr. Horr, of Michigan; and if I do not mistake somebody else told 
me that, but who it was I am not sure. 


Q. You do not remember who the other person was? 
A. No, sir; I do not remember who the other person was 


Q. Did Mr. Horr profess to have personal knowledge of it, or did he derive 
his knowledge from information? 


A. Ido not know that Mr. Horr professed or did not profess to have personal 
knowledge. His statement to me was that Mr. WeLLEeR had been approached, | 
had been taken away from his seat, had a consultation with Mr. English, sr., 
and that Mr. WeLLer had then disappeared from the House. It was on the | 
strength of that information that I offered my resolution. 

Mr. HART. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of order that the 
gentleman has not stated a matter of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has so far not | 
presented a question of privilege. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I think the gentleman from Ohio 
ought to withdraw the point of order. There is no question but that 
‘the gentleman from Iowa’? is indirectly affected in this investigation | 
of Mr. English and the House owes it to him and itself to hear him. | 
The majority report exonerates him entirely, and I understand that 
the minority concurred in this, although it does not appear in the mi- 
nority views. In the interest of fair-play, I ask that no point of 
order be interposed. I understand that the committee unanimously 
agreed that no blame whatever attached to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. WELLER]. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. REED. I should think we ought to have a right to make ob- 
jection after we find out what it is about, if we can find that out. 





| with me patiently for a moment longer. 


| Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
| I supposed, from my reading of the record of proceedings then had 


| liamentary inquiry. 


| be printed. 
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Mr. WELLER. The gentleman will be able to find it out if he bears 


I desire to make it clear be- 
yond question that not even the shadow of stain is left to rest against 


| me, my integrity or conduct in any particular involved in this investi 
| gation. 


Mr. REED. There is too much patience in this matter. 
Mr. WELLER. No doubt from your standpoint of observation there 


| is 


Mr. KEIFER. The custom has been in such matters for a gentle- 


| man rising to a matterof personal privilege to disclose the fact at first 


that what he refers to does present a matter of privilege. 
The SPEAKER. That is the custom of the House, and the gentle- 


| man from Iowa should present his question of privilege so that the House 


may determine for itself. 

Mr. WELLER. The question of privilege is this: as I stated in my 
remarks on the floor of this House on the day subsequent to the intro- 
duction of the resolution for investigation by the gentleman from 
3AYNE], and which remarks I have just read, 


and also from the reading of this resolution in question that the com- 


| mittee appointed to investigate under the resolution were not only au 


thorized but directed to make specific report as to my connection with 
the charges of improper conduct, but I find that the resolution was 
not so drawn as to direct a specific finding as to myself personally; but 
the majority report of the committee entirely and completely exoner- 
ates me; the minority report fails to make the least mention of my 
acts at that time, fails to allude to me atall. I want the minority to 
state unmistakably either that I am or am not guilty of improper con- 
duct in the English-Peelle contest. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand there is not a man on the commit- 
tee that does not exonerate the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HENLEY. That is so. That is true of gentlemen on both 
sides. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
RECORD. 

Mr. WELLER. I want to goastep further. An examination ot 
the minority report appears to show that it does not specifically involv« 
me or my reputation one way or the other. It is true that the mem 
bers of the committee on the Democratic side have made a report that 
completely exonerates me; that I am as free from anything dishonor 


Iam glad of it, and I want to put that in the 


| able as a new-born babe, and the gentleman from New York [ Mr. MIL- 
| LARD], member of the committee representing the other side, stated to 


me in the committee-room that there was nothing found against me 


| yet other gentlemen on the Republican side who were of the commit- 


tee or implicated in making the charges or giving them currency, have 
here uttered no word exonerating me, but have made their remarks, 
or remained in their seats with closed lips, allowing the minority re- 
port to go to the country as a sort of a whitewash. 

I say it seems to me this does involve my right to rise to a question 
of privilege. If I am ngt to be blamed, if there is no moral turpitud: 
whatever that can be attached to me or to the course that I have here- 
tofore pursued, it is but right, it seems to me, that I should in some 
way be permitted to so raise the question that the minority would bh 
put to the necessity of a disclaimer or hereafter hold their peace. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not understand there was any 
charge against the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER], directly or in- 
directly, in the resolution directing the investigation. The Chair does 
not understand there is anything in the report of the majority or the 


report of the minority implicating the gentleman from Iowa in any 
| manner whatever in any improper conduct. 


That being the case, up- 
less the gentleman has something to state outside of the report, the 
Chair does not see that any matter of privilege is involved. 

Mr. WELLER. Justamoment. I think I can bring it to the at 
tention of the Speaker. 

Mr. KEIFER. I insist on the point that there is no question of 
privilege involved. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohioinsists on the point that 
there is no matter of privilege. 

Mr. WELLER. I yield to the decision of the Chair, making, how- 
ever, this statement that the gentleman from New York [Mr. MIL- 


| LARD] said before the committee there was nothing in the testimony 
| to implicate me; and I want him now to deny my present statement 


if my statement is not true. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Before the question is put I desire to make a par 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It has been said that without a special motion 
therefor the report of the committee and the minority report would not 
1 supposed they would be. 

The SPEAKER. They will be printed as documents. 
Mr. HAMMOND. So I supposed. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMoND} 


| moves to lay the whole subject on the table. 


Mr. BAYNE. Upon that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 








1884. 


—_——- - 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
substitute offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. MILLARD]? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to lay the whole subject, including 
the majority and minority reports, on the table. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
[ Mr. MILLARD] offers q substitute. 

’ The SPEAKER. But the motion is to lay the whole subject on the 
table, which has precedence. Of course if the House refuses to lay the 
subject on the table 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then the resolution of the gentleman 
from New York would be in order? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; the substitute is pending, but the gentleman 
from Georgia moves to lay the whole subject on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Georgia, as I understand, has 
reported a resolution for the action of the House ? 

Mr. HAMMOND. No, sir. On behalf of the committee I made a 
report recommending that the whole matter be laid on the table. 1 
withheld that motion for an hour in order to permit discussion. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate insisted upon its amendment to the bill (H. 
R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending Juue 30, 1885, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, agreed to the con- 
terence asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. BECK 
as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

‘The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5377 
for the allowance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers 
of the United States Treasury Department. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 6370) to limit the time within which 
prosecutions may be instituted against persons charged with violating 
the internal-revenue laws, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, agreed to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. LOGAN, Mr. 
SHERMAN, and Mr. HARRIS as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6925) to amend sections 4381 and 4382 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relative to fees levied and collected from 
owners and masters of vessels in domestic commerce; 

A bill (H. R. 6677) granting the consent of Congress to the Saint 
Cloud Water Power and Mill Company to erect a dam across the Mis- 
sissippi River at Saint Cloud, Minn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6409) to validate and cure defects in certain acts of the 
Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory; and 

A bill (H. R. 1798) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to execute cer- 
tain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,’’ approved May 6, 1882. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill of 


the following title; in which the concurrence of the House was re- | 


quested: 
A bill (S. 2041) granting the right of way to the city of Newport, R. 
I., over the breakwater at Goat Island. 


But the gentleman from New York | 


Is not the vote to be taken first on the | 





The message further requested the return to the Senate of the bill | 


(H. R. 5709) to amend article 72 of the Rules and Articles of War. 

The message further announced that the Senate had proceeded in 
conformity with the Constitution to reconsider the bill entitled ‘‘An 
act for the relief of Fitz-John Porter,’’ returned by the President of the 
United States to the House of Representatives, in which it originated, 
with his objections, and passed by the House notwithstanding the ob- 


jections, and had resolved that the said bill do not pass, two-thirds of 


the Senators present not voting in the affirmative. 
RULES AND ARTICLES OF WAR. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the 
of the Senate for the return of a bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House the request 


_ Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (H.R. 
and Articles of War. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request of the Senate 
will be complied with. 
There was no objection. 


1709) to amend article 72 of the Rules 


CHARGES AGAINST HON. WILLIAM H. ENGLISH AND OTHERS. 


The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. HAMMOND to lay on 
the table the subject of the charges against William H. English and 
others, upon which the yeas and nays had been ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays 72, not vot- 
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ing 115; as follows: 


Aiken, 
Alexander, 





Breckinridge 
Buchanan, 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 
‘aldwell, 
ampell, J. E 
andler, 
‘assidy 
halmers, 
lay, 
lements, 
‘obb, 
‘onnolly, 
‘onverse, 
osgrove, 
joOvington, 
ox, W. R. 
‘risp, 
‘ulberson 
‘urtin, 
Dargan, 
Davis, L. 
Dibble 
Dibrell, 
Dorsheimer, 


D.B 


a fi fi fm fl fim im im im tim tim 


H, 


Adams, G. E. 
Atkinson, 
Bayne, 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W 
Campbell, J. M 


Cannon 


Culbertson, W. W. 


Cullen, 
Cutcheon 
Davis,G. R 
Davis, R. T 
Ellwood 
Evans, I. N. 


Everhart, 
Funston, 


Adams, J. J. 
Anderson, 
Arnot, 
Barr, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 


| Bingham, 


Bisbec 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland 


Bowen, 


| Brainerd, 


Breitung, 
Brewer, J. H 
Broadhead, 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
Budd, 
Burleigh, 
alki 
campbell, Felix 
arleton, 

‘has« 

lardy, 


ollins, 





ook, 
ox. SS 
Davidson 


So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 


duncan, 
yunh 
Lidredge, 


nmond, 
Ha 
Hardeman, 
Hardy, 
Hateh, W 
Hemphill, 
Hentle Vy, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A. S. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Hopkins 
Houseman 
Hunt 

Jones, B. W. 
J. H. 


OCK, 


H. 


Jones 


Goff 
Guenther, 
Hart 

Haich, H. H. 
Hitt 
Holmes, 
Howey, 
James, 
Johnson, 
Kasson, 
Kear 
Lacey, 

I iwrence, 
Long 
Lyman 
McCoid, 
McComas, 


McCormick, 


NOT VO" 


Deuster, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dowd, 
Dunham, 
Eaton 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Evins, J. H. 
Fiedler, 
Fyan 
George, 
Graves, 
Hanback, 
Harmer, 
Haynes 


Henderson, D. B. 


Tae 


Henderson, 
Hepburn, 


rd, 
utchins, 
Jeffords, 


Jones, J. K. 





Lovering, 


Lowry, 


Matson 
Milier 


M 


J 


Mitchell, 
Muldrow, 
Murray 
Murphy, 
Mutchler, 


Ne 


ec 


Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
©’ Ferrall, 
O'Neill, 


Paige, 


Patton, 


Pierce, 


Pee 


l 


Post, 
Pryor, 
Pusey, 
Randall, 
Rankin 
Reese 


Rigg 





Robinson, W. E. 
J. H. 


Rogers 
Scales, 


seney 


seymot 
TS 


MceM 


Mil 


O'Neill, Charles 


J.J. 


F. 


Ir, 


rd, 
Nelson, 


Parker 
Payne 
Payson, 


Pet 


Phelps, 
Poland, 
Price 

Ranney 
Ray 


eed, 


Ric 


Ossian 


Robinson, 
Rowell, 
Ryan 


TING 


Jor 


K 


Kelley, 


Kel 


Ke 


115. 


Ham, 


King, 


Laird, 


Lamb 
Lewis, 


Libbey, 
Lore . 
McAdoo 
Maybury, 


Mi 


er 


S. H. 


a 


Milliken, 
Money 
Morg 


Morril 


Morris« 


Morse 
Moulton, 
Muller 

Nicholl 


N 


itt 


O'Hara 

Perkins 
Pettibone, 
Potter 


The following were announced as pairec 


Mr. MOULTON with 


Mr. EZRA B. 


Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. RUSSELL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. HAYNES. 

Mr. BUCKNER with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. RoGers, of New York, with Mr. Hooper. 
Mr. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH. 

Mr. DocKERY with Mr. BREWER, of New Jer 
Mr. CLARDY with Mr. JOHN S. WISE. 

Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. CHACE. 

Mr. HutrcHINs with Mr. CALKINS 

Mr. JoNES, of Alabama, with Mr. BURLEIGH 

Mr. SUMNER, of California, with Mr. WAKEI 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. BARR. 

Mr. MORRISON with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. SHELLEY with Mr. BISBEE. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr. BOWEN 


} 
i 


Ww. 


J 


Ss 
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Singleton, 
Springer, 
storm 
Sumner 
Falbott 
Tayl J.™M 
The pson 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Prownshe 
Tucker 
Tully, 
rurner, H.G 
lurner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton 
Wallace, 

Ward, 

Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
Wemple, 
Wilkins 
Williams, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 

Wood, 

Yaple, 

Young. 


D. i 





nd, 


Skinner, C, R. 
Smalls 

ith 
Spooner, 
Steele 


Sin 


Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Strait, 
Taylor, J 
Thomas 
Valentine, 
Wadsworth 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
White, J 
Whiting 


D 


D 


Reagan 
Robert 
Rock we 
Rogers, 
Rosecr 


son 


wee 
ins, 
Russell, 
Shaw 
Shelley, 
Skinner, T 
Slocum, 
Snyder 
Spriggs, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 


Stockslager 


G 


Stone, 
Struble 
Sumner, C, A 
Taylor, E. B 
Warner, A. J 
Weller 

White, Milo 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Wise, J. 8 


Woodward 
Worthington 


York 


until further notice 


TAYLOR. 


IELD. 
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Mr. CAMPBELL with Mr. BREITUNG should become apparent later that the bill can not be passed without a 

Mr. REAGAN with Mr. PETTIBON} session to-morrow, I will ask the House to revoke the order for adjourn- 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. Howuk ing over. 

Mr. FiepLerR with Mr. HEPBURN Several MEMBERS. All right. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. HANBACK | Mr. PETERS. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. ANDERSON. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. BuRN ES] makes 

Mr. CoLLIns with Mr. DUNHAM | the point that no quorum has voted. The Chair appoints as tellers the 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. BELFoRD | gentleman from Missouri and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr 

The following were announced as paired for this day: | RANDALL]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. STONE 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. BrumM™M. 

Mr. Money with Mr. BINGHAM 

Mr. Hiscock with Mr. Jones, of Arkansas 

Mr. LAMB with Mr. Horr 

Mr. WILLIs with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

ee ee ee | Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the regular order. 

1 he fol | Ww a a aleo menal as paired: inn SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 

mr. SKINNER, of wane Coney TER Ae. SVRIND, GEN Suny S. Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to dispense with the morning hour 

Mr. Dowb with Mr. Ray, of New York, until July 8. | Mr. JEFFORDS. I rise to a matter of privilege ° : 
See eee eA ae cane oe ott Ronen: Mt. | Mr. TOWNSHEND. I raise the question of consideration upon it. 
: tUB 0 ote for the minority report, and Mr. STOCKSLAGER The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. JEFForD 
0 he majo eport . 2 + roe a . : So ei 
Mr. eased Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, on this vote. will os nis ogee privilege. <i . : 

ue Linney with Mr, WoopWARD. cn this vote Mr. JEFFORDS. I desire to call up for immediate action the report 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. ROCKWELL. on this vote. with accompanying resolution, from the Committee on Ventilation and 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to say that, my name having been connected oo 5 Pesied om sar ation, 
= ee tip adnan wei The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands; but if this be a matt. 

Che result of the vote was then announced as above stated. , ; ' ; : 

Mr. HAMMOND moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also | = privilege that oem can not be entertained oe ; 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. wukuinen e points of order upon the report of the gen- 

The latter motion was agreed to. TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi calls up as a matter 
| of privilege the report of the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics 
Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary question. Is it not 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the House | competent to raise the question of consideration against the report ? 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: The SPEAKER. It is; but the resolution must first be read, so that 

A bill (H. R. 1682) providing for two additional associate justices of | the House may know what it is. 
the supreme court of the Territory of Dakota, one additional associate Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
justice of the supreme court of the Territory of Washington, and for | 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 120, noes 54 

So the motion of Mr. RANDALL was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
| moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


My purpose is to go to business on the Speak- 
er’s table, so as to get at the Mexican pension bill. 
other purposes Mr. HOLMAN. The report of the gentleman from Mississippi 
ADJOURNMENT OVER FOURTH OF JULY. subject toa point of order, at any rate. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move that when the Honse adjourns to-day it be TheSPEA KER. It is not necessary to reserve points of order. They 
to meet on Saturday next. I think it will facilitate the final adjourn- can be made when the matter is before the House. 


ment by giving committees of conference an opportunity to complete Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the regular order. 
their labors. — om OTe The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution called up by 
Mr. HAMMOND. Dolunderstand the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. the gentleman wom Mississippi. : , 
aed = : ; a? On ata Mr. JEFFORDS. 1 ask for the reading also of the report. 
HoLMAN | to say that he makes this motion for the purpose of facili- 7 ae . ” 
ne ate ; The Clerk read as follows: 
tating the final adjournment ? 


Mr. HOLMAN. Thatismy opinion == ; Siepramntgtives tn ted they ame taney, ecieesionl, eanpewensh, and alvected 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I suppose it will facilitate the final ad- | to accept the proposition by them reported and attached to their report, and to 
journment by passing over the Mexican-war pension bill. | at once proceed with the introduction and trial of the new system in accord- 
Mr. RANDALL. No; we can take that up to-day and dispose of it. ance with the terms of said proposition. 
Mr. REED. We all know that under the rules of the House one The SPEAKER. On this resolution the gentleman from Illinois 
member can stop any business being done, and we know that the rules | [Mr. TOWNSHEND] raises the question of consideration. 
of the House will be thoroughly availed of. We know ithas been done Mr. TALBOTT. I make the point of order 
in the past and we know it will be in the present, and we may as well| The SPEAKER. The matter is not yet before the House for consid- 
understand it. eration. The point of order can be made if the House should determine 
Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will get into a good humor | to consider it. 
before we part Mr. JEFFORDS. Iasked for the reading of the report as well as 
Mr. HOLMAN. As my colleague [Mr. BROWNE] seems to think | the resolution. 
that the adjournment over to-morrow should not take place on account | TheSPEAKER. The reading of the report would be in the nature 
of the Mexican pension bill not having been disposed of, I do not think | of debate, and debate is not in order on a question as to the order of 
that I will press that motion. business. 
Several MEMBERS (to Mr. HOLMAN). Withdraw the motion. The question being taken, will the House proceed to consider the 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw the motion? | resolution reported by the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, it 
Mr. KEIFER. I wish to suggest that something might arise in the | was decided in the negative—ayes 49, noes 60. 
way of conferences between the two Houses which would make it very Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move to dispense with the morning hour. 
important that the House should be in session to-morrow. Mr. SCALES. I desire to present a report. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the regular order. | TheSPEAKER. There is a matter before the House. 
Mr. RANDALL. If we are to adjourn over we ought to know it Mr. SCALES. I understood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
immediately. | SHEND] yielded to me for this purpose. 
Mr. KEIFER. We ought not to adopt the motion now. | Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend misunderstood me. I must insist 
Mr. RANDALL. We ought to do it now or not at all. | on my motion. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand the motion is withdrawn. | TheSPEAKER. The guestion is on the motion of the gentleman 
Mr. RANDALL. Then I renew it. We can go on with the Mexi- | from Illinois to dispense with the morning hour, which requires a two- 
can pension bill at once, and can sit to-night if it should be necessary. | thirds vote. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the motion. The question being taken, there were—ayes 99, noes 37. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. No quorum. 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], that when the House adjourns to- TheSPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, the 
day it adjourn to meet on Saturday next. Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. HEWITT, 
Che question being taken; there were—ayes 101, noes 51. and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
Mr. BURNES. No quorum The Houseagain divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 130, noes 22. 
Mr. PETERS. I call for the yeas and nays Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. No quorum has voted. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 1 hope that those who desire to pass the The SPEAKER. The tellers will resume their places, and members 
Mexican pension bill will not ask for the yeas and nays now. If it | who have not voted are requested to pass between the tellers. 








1884. 





The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 140, noes 23. 
So (two-thirds having voted in the affirmative) the morning hour was 
dispensed with. 
HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. RANDALL. I rise to make a privileged motion. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the hour of meeting of the House on Saturday next, July 5, be 
9 o'clock a. m. 


The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FOURTH OF JULY WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. ROWELL submitted the following privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 5377 for the allowance of 
certain claims reported by the accounting officer's of the United States Treasury 
Department having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with the following amendment: 

In lieu of the Senate amendment insert the following: 

** Mississippi : 

“To Julia A. Nutt, widow and executrix of Haller Nutt, deceased, of Adams 
County, the sum of $35,556.17." 

And the Senate agreee to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, and agree to the same. 

JNO. B. STORM, 

J. H. ROWELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

ANGUS CAMERON, 

C.F. MANDERSON, 

JAMES Z. GEORGE, 


Managers onthe part of the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. Thestatement accompanying the report under the 
rules will now be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
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printing additional copies of the Medical and Surgical History of the 
War of the Rebellion; which was read a first and second time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the Public Printer is hereby authorized to print and bind 
in the usual style 5,000 additional copies of the Medical and Surgical History of 
the War of the Rebellion, allof which are to be sold to applicants at cost with 10 
per cent. added: Provided, That not more than one copy of each volume shall be 
sold to any one person. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move to proceed to the cqnsideration of 
the business on the Speaker’s table, and on that I demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I call up forconsideration, Mr. Speaker, 
the special order, that bill H. R. 3962, granting pensions to certain sol- 
diers and sailors of the Mexican war and other wars therein named, 
and for other purposes, be made the special order in the House, as in 
Committee of the Whole, on Thursday, the 21st day of February, 1884, 
after the morning hour, and from day to day thereafter until disposed 


| of, not to interfere with general appropriation or revenue bills or reports 


votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate tothe bill (HL R.5877) | 


for the allowance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the 
United States Treasury Department, submit the following written statement in 
explanation of the effect of the action recommended in the accompanying con- 
ference report: 


The Senate amended the bill by inserting a clause to pay Julia A. Nutt, widow | 
and executrix of Haller Nutt, deceased, of Adams County, Mississippi, thesum | 


of $85,556.17 for supplies alleged to have been taken from him by the Army of 
the United States during the late war. 

The amendment to the Senate amendment as agreed upon diminishes the 
amount by $50,000 by striking out certain items included in the amount allowed 
to Mrs. Nutt in the Senate amendment. 

The second amendment only goes to a change in the title to the bill. 

JNO. B. STORM, 
J. H. ROWELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ROWELL. 1 move the adoption of the report. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. ROWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING REPORT 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move to proceed to the consideration 
of the business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SCALES. I have a privileged motion to submit from the Com- 
mittee on Printing for the printing necessary for the two Houses of 
Congress. 


OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


dustry. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, &c., That there be printed 50,000 copies of the first annual report of the 
Bureau of Animal Industry of the Department of Agriculture, of which 10,000 
shall be for the use of members of the Senate, 35,000 for the use of members of 
the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for the use of the Commissioner of Ag- 


riculture; the illustrations to be executed under the supervision of the Public | 


Printer, in accordance with directions of the Joint Committee on Printing; the 
work to be subject to the approval of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


Mr. SCALES. The estimated cost is $16,521. 
olution be put on its passage. 


_ The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | 


(passed. 

Mr. SCALES moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
daid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MEDICAL AND SURGICAL HISTORY OF THE WAR. 


Mr. SCALES, from the Committee on Printing, reported, as a sub- 
stitute for H. Res. 106, joint resolution (H. Res. 284) providing for 


Z I am directed by the Committee on Printing to report back | 
favorably joint resolution (H. Res. 276) providing for the printing of | 
50,000 copies of the first annual report of the Bureau of Animal In- 


I move the joint res- | 


| sideration of the business on the Speaker’s table, I ask 


from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But [have moved to go to the business on the 
Speaker’s table 

The SPEAKER. 
special order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

The SPEAKER. 
time ago. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It was disposed of yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. It was decided not to consider it yesterday. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order against it. 

The SPEAKER. There isno point of order, but the gentleman can 
raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I call for the reading of the bill so the 
House may know what they are voting on. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a ferliamentry inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Having made a motion to proceed to the con- 
whether the 
gentleman can take me off the floor by any motion he can make ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not take the gentleman off 


The gentleman from Alabama has called up the 


What is it? 
The pension bill fixed by order of the House some 


| the floor; the gentleman did not have the floor 





Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demanded the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. You did. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then how can the gentleman take me off the 
floor ? , 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not hold the floor against 
everybody in the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demanded the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did, but pending that the gentle- 
man from Alabama called for the special order, which is a privileged 
matter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
sideration ? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all. He could not raise the question of 
consideration against the gentleman’s motion to go to the business on 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] raises the question of consideration against 


Is if not necessary to raise the question of con- 


| the special order called up by the gentleman from Alabama. 


Mr. Hewitt, of Alabama, rose. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. LYMAN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask to make a statement. 

Objection was made. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
79, nays 142, not voting 103; as follows: 


YEAS—79 

Aiken, Clay, Forney, Jones, J. H 
Alexander, Clements, - Garrison, Kleiner, 
| Ballentine, Cosgrove Graves, Lanham, 
Barksdale, Cox, W. R. Green Lore 
Belmont, Crisp, Halsell MeMillin, 
Bennett, Culberson, D. B. Hancock Miller, J. F 
Blount, Dargan Hardeman Mills, 
Broadhead, Davis, L. H Hatch, W. H Muldrow, 
Buchanan, Dibble Hemphill Oates 
Cabell Dibrell, Herbert Ochiltree 
Caldwell, Dunean, Hewitt, A. S O' Ferrall 
Candler, Dunn Hewitt, G. W. Paige, 
Cassidy, Findlay Hopkins Peel 
Chalmers, Foran Hunt P 
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NAYS 


Potter Taylor, J. M. 
Pryor Thompson, 
Reese Throckmorton 
Rowers, J. H. Tillman, 
Seney Tucker, 
Singleton, Turner, H.G 
Adams, G,. E, Geddes 
Ltkinson, George, 
Hagley Glascock, 
Barbour, Goff 

Bayne Greenleaf, 
Beach Guenther, 
Boutelle Hardy, 
Brainerd, Harmer 
Brewer, F. B Hart 
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Turner, Oscar 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
Williams, 


112 
McCoid 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Miller, 8S. H. 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 


Wilson, W. L. 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 
York, 

Young 


Smith, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Storm, 

Strait, 





Browne, T. M. Hatch, H. H Morrill, Sumner, C. A. 
Brown, W. W Henderson, D.B. Murray, Sumner, D. H. 
Budd, Henley, Neece, Talbott, 
Burleigh, Hitt Nelson, Taylor, J.D. 
Calkins Hoblitzell, ©’ Hara, Thomas, 
Campbell, J. E Holman, O Neill, Charles Townshend, 
Campbeli, J. M Holmes, O'Neill, J. J. Valentine, 
Cannon Howey, Payne, Wadsworth, 
Carleton James, Payson, Wait, 
Cobb Jeffords, Perkins, Wakefield, 
Connolly, Johnson, Peters, Wallace, 
Culbertson, W. W. Jones, B. W. Phelps, Ward, 
Cullen Jordan, Poland, Warner, A. J. 
Cutcheon, Kasson, Post, Washburn, 
Davis, G. R Kean, Pusey, Weaver, 
Dingley, Ketcham, Randall, Weller, 
Eaton Lacey, Ranney, White, J. D. 
Eldredge Laird, Ray, Ossian White, Milo 
Elliott Lamb Rice, Wilkins, 
Ellwood, Lawrence, Riggs, Wilson, James 
English Le Fevre, Robinson, J.S. Winans, E. B. 
Evans, I. N. Libbey, Rosecrans, Winans, John 
Everhart, Long Rowell, Wood, 
Ferrell, Lovering, Ryan, Woodward, 
Finerty, Lowry, Seymour, Yaple. 
Follett Lyman, Skinner, C. R. 
Funston, McAdoo, Smalls, 

NOT VOTING—168, 
Adams, J. J. Curtin, Hurd, Reed, 
Anderson, Davidson, Hutchins, Robertson, 
Arnot Davis, R. T. Jones, J. K. Robinson, W. E. 
Barr Deuster, Jones, J. T. Rockwell, 
Belford, Dockery, Keifer, Rogers, W.F. 
Bingham, Dorsheimer, Kelley, Russell, 
Bisbee Dowd, Kellogg, Scales, 
Blackburn, Dunham, King, Shaw, 
Blanchard, Ellis, Lewis, Shelley, 
Bland, Ermentrout, Milliken, Skinner, T.G, 
Bowen, Evins, J. H. Money, Slocum, 
Boyle Fiedler, Morrison, Snyder, 
Breckinridge, Fyan, Morse, Spriggs, 
Breitung, Gibson, Moulton, Stevens, 
Brewer, J. H. Hammond, Muller, Stewart, Charles 
Brumm Hanback, Murphy, Stone, 
Buckner, Haynes, Mutchler, Struble, 
Burnes Hendersen, T. J. Nicholls, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, Felix Hepburn, Nutting, Tully, 
Chace Hill, Parker, Van Alstyne, 
Clardy Hiscock, Patton, Wemple, 
Collins Holton, Pettibone, Whiting, 
Converse, Hooper, Price, Willis, 
Cook Horr, Rankin, Wise, J. 8. 
Covington, Houk, Ray,G. W. Worthington. 


Cox, 8. 8 Houseman, Reagan, 


So the motion to proceed with the special order was not agreed to. 


Mr. YORK. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of the names. 


Mr. CLAY. I object. 


The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those recorded as having 
voted. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. REED with Mr. HAMMOND, on all questions, until further notice. 
Mr. CooK with Mr. STRUBLE, on all political questions for this day. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


Mr. HARDEMAN. It is evident we can not get any justice for the 
Mexican soldiers, and I now move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois, that the House do now proceed to consider business on the 


Speaker’s table, pending which the gentleman from Georgia moves that 
the House do now adjourn. 


The question was taken. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 95. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the regular order. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following title; | 


when the Speaker signed the same, namely, a bill (H. R. 4680) to grant 
a right of way through the Indian Territory to the Southern Kansas 
Railway Company and for other purposes 


ADDITIONAL ENROLLING CLERKS. 


Mr RANDALL. Iask unanimous consent to submit a resolution 


to which I think nobody will object, in relation to the business of the 
House 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it refers to the business of the House I wil! 
yield for a moment for its introduction. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be authorized to employ for the remainder of the 
present session two additional enrolling clerks, whoshall be paid for their sery- 
ices out of the contingent fund of the House such sums as may be fixed by the 
Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. RANDALL. This has been done before and is necessary for the 
prompt enrollment of bills. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Regular order. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I wish tosuggest thatit would be desirable to have 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills enlarged for the purpose of more 
readily comparing the bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to ask unanimous consent to 
appoint two additional members of the Committee on Enrolled Bills; 
and if there be no objection the Chair will make the appointments now. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GLASCOCK and Mr. PETERS were appointed: as additional mem- 
bers of the committee. 











PAY OF STENOGRAPHFTS FOR COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN 
THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have a resolution in relation to the business of 
the House to which I am satisfied there will be no objection when it is 
heard. It relates to the expenses of the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Justice, and provides for the payment of the ex- 
pense of employing stenographers, which expense can not be met unless 
this resolution is passed. The fund set apart for the committee was 
used for this purpose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it relates to the business of the House | 
shall not object, unless it leads to debate. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let it be read subject to objection. 

The resolution was read. It is as follows: 

Resolved, That there is hereby appropriated out of the contingent fund of the 
House a sum sufficient to pay for the service of stenographers to the Commit- 
tee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, in addition to the amount 
heretofore allowed said committee, for the payment of the expenses of investi- 
gations; the accounts to be approved by the Committee on Accounts, as provided 
by the resolution of the House authorizing the appointment of stenographers to 
committees, 

The SPEAKER. 
the resolution ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me say that the clerk of the committee charged 
the expenses incurred for reporting testimony to the fund which had 
been appropriated by the House for the payment of the expenses of the 
committee. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If I understand correctly, when the 
gentleman from Illinois was about to enter upon this investigation he 
asked the House for the appropriation of a certain sum, and stated then 
that that sum would cover all of the expenses of the investigation. 
Now, I think, sir, we had better let that sum cover it, as he then sug- 
gested, and for that reason I object to the resolution, and call for the 
regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will yield to me for one 
moment, before insisting upon the demand, to hear a brief statement. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Atthat time the law provided for the reporters of 
the committees and they were paid regular salaries like the other em- 
ployés or officers of the House. But a week after the inauguration of 
this investigation the office of committee reporters was abolished, and the 
committees were authorized, as the gentleman will remember, to employ 
stenographers, to be approved by the Speaker of the House. This the 
committee have done; but the clerk charged the reporting of the com- 
mittee to the fund set apart for its other incidental expenses, which 
more than exhaused the fund and left no provision for the payment of 
the expenses necessarily incurred by the committee in taking testimony. 
Now, unless this resolution is passed the expenses incurred can not be 
paid. 

Mr. CALKINS. 
his objection. 

The SPEAKER. 
his objection ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


I hope my friend from Kentucky will withdraw 
Does the gentleman from Kentucky insist upon 


| I have no desire to take up the time of 
| the House by debating the question or objecting. If the House is sat- 
| istied that the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Jus- 
tice is doing the proper thing I am satisfied. 
| Mr. SPRINGER. It is trying to do the proper thing. 
Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I wish to ask a question of my colleague, 
whether the services to be paid for in this matter are services to be 
' hereafter rendered ? 
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Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; services already rendered. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Then, even if the resolution passes, the 
accounts can not be paid in this way. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The amount has been already paid, asI have said, 
but it is charged to the fund of the committee. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. But it was paid under the provisions of 
the law? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, the resolution required that it should be paid 
outof the contingent fund of the House; but it was charged to the fund 
of the committee. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is, Will the House proceed to 
the consideration of business on the Speaker’s table ? 

Mr. CLAY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 89. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question being taken on Mr. TOWNSHEND’sS motion that the 
House proceed to the consideration of business on the Speaker’s table, 
there were—ayes 96, noes 12. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No quorum. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
voting 123; as follows: 


162, nays 39, not 


YEAS—162, 


Adams, G. E, Follett, McCoid, Springer, 
Arnot, Foran, McComas, Steele, 
Atkinson, Funston, McCormick, Stephenson, 
Bagley, Geddes, Matson, Stewart, J. W. 
Barksdale, Glascock, Maybury, Stockslager, 
Bayne, Goff, Millard, Storm, 

Beach, Graves, Miller, S. H. Strait, 
Boutelle, Greenleaf, Mitchell, Sumner, C. A. 
Brainerd, Guenther, Morril!, Sumner, D. H,* 


Hardy, 

Harmer, 

Hart, 

Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W. H. 
Henderson, D. B. 


Breckinridge, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Budd, 
Lurleigh, 


Murray, 

Neece, 

Nelson, 

O Hara, 
O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J 


Talbott, 
Taylor, J 
Thomas, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Valentine, 


D. 


Burnes, Henley, Paige, Van Alstyne, 
Calkins, Hewitt, A. 8. Parker, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, J. E. Hitt, Payne, Wait, 
Campbell, J. M. Hoblitzell, Payson, Wakefield, 
Cannon, Holman, Peel, Wallace, 
Carleton, Holmes, Perkins, Ward 
Chalmers, Hopkins, Phelps, Warner, A. J. 
Cobb, Houseman, Poland, Warner, Richard 
Connolly, James, Post, Washburn, 
Culbertson, W. W. Jeffords, Price, Weaver, 
Cullen, Johnson, Pryor, Weller 
Curtin, Jones, B. W. Pusey, Wemple, 
Cutcheon, Jordan, Randall, White, J. D. 
Davis, G. R. Kasson, Ranney, White, Milo 
Davis, R. T. Kean, Ray, Ossian Wilkins, 
Dingley, Keifer, Riggs, Wilson, James 
Duncan, Ketcham, Robinson, J. S. Wilson, W. L. 
Eaton, Kleiner, Robinson, W. E. Winans, E. B. 
Eldredge, Lacey, Rowell, Winans, John 
Elliott, Lamb, Ryan, Wolford, 
Ellwood, Lawrence, Seney, Wood 
English, Le Fevre, Seymour, Woodward, 
Evans, I. N. Libbey, Skinner, C. R, Yaple 
Everhart, Long, Smalls, York, 

Ferrell, Lovering, Smith, Young 
Finerty, Lowry, Spooner, 

NAYS—39. 
Alexander, Dargan, Hewitt, G. W. Rogers, J. H. 
Belmont, Davis, L. H. Hunt, Scales, 
Bennett, Dibrell, Jones, J. H. Taylor, J. M. 
Broadhead, Dunn, Lanham, Thompson 
Buchanan, Forney, Lyman, Throckmorton, 
Cabell, Garrison, Mills, Tillman, 
Clay, Haisell, Mutchler, Turner, Oscar 
Cosgrove, Hancock, Oates, Williams, 
Cox, W. R. Hemphill, O' Ferrall, Wise,G. D 
Culberson, D. B. Herbert, Pierce, 
NOT VOTING—123. 

Adams, J. J. Caldwell, Dunham, Hooper, 
Aiken, Campbell, Felix Ellis, Horr, 
Anderson, Candler, Ermentrout, Houk, 
Ballentine, Cassidy, Evins, J. H. Howey, 
Barbour, Chace, Fiedler, Hurd 

Barr, Clardy, Findlay, Hutchins, 
Belford, Clements, Fyan, Jones, J. K. 
Bingham, Collins, George, Jones, J. Ty 
Bisbee, Converse, Gibson, Kelley, 
Blackburn, Cook, Green, Kellogg, 
Blanchard, Covington, Hammond, King, 

Bland, Cox, 5. 8. Hanback, Laird, 
Blount, Crisp, Hardeman, Lewis, 
Bowen, Davidson, Haynes, Lore, 

Bovle, Deuster, Henderson, T. J. McAdoo, 
Breitung, Dibble, Hepburn, MeMillin, 
Brewer, J. H. Dockery, Hill, Miller, J. F. 
Brumm, Dorsheimer, Hiscock, Milliken, 
‘Buckner, Dowd, Holton, Money, 
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Morgan, Pettibone, Russell, Taylor, E. B 

| Morrison, Potter, Shaw, Tucker, 

| Mors:, Rankin, Shelley, Turner, H. G 

| Moulton, tay, G. W. Singleton, Vance, 

| Muldrow, Reagan, Skinner, T. G. Van Eaton, 
Muller, Reed, Slocum, Wellborn, 
Murphy, Reese, Snyder, Whiting, 
Nicholls, Rice, Spriggs, Willis, 

| Nutting, Robertson, Stevens, Wise, J.S 


| Ochiltree, 
Patton 
Peters, 


Rockwell, 
Rogers, W. F. 
Rosecrans, 


Stewart, Charles 
Stone, 
Struble, 


Worthington 


| So the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of the names of members voting be dispensed with. 
Mr. CLAY. I object. 
The names of members voting were read. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
| Mr. HARDEMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
| The question being taken, there were—ayes 25, noes 78. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 


The SPEAKER. The House resumes the consideration of business 
on the Speaker’s table, the pending business being the bill (H. R. 5667) 
granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexiean war, and 
for other purposes. 

The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read the second amendment of the Senate, as follows: 


| In line 18, strike out the word “‘ wars’’ and insert the word ‘* war.” 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to concur in the Senate amendment, 
and on that motion I demand the previous question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to concur in the Senate amend- 
|} ment with an amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does not my motion to concur take precedence 
of a motion to concur with an amendment? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask for the reading of my amend- 
ment. 
| The SPEAKER. Both motions are before the House. The gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] moves to concur with an amend- 
ment. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does not the motion I make have precedence ? 
| The SPEAKER. It has not under the rules of the House. When 
| the gentleman from Illinois moves to concur the gentleman from Ala- 
bama is entitled to move to amend by concurring with an amendment. 

The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment proposed by Mr. Hewitt, of Ala- 
bama, as follows: 





And the surviving officers and enlisted men, including militia and volunteers 
in the military service of the United States, who, being duly enlisted, actually 
served fourteen days with the Army of the United States in Illinois in the Black 
Hawk war of 1832, or en route thereto, or in Alabama, Georgia, or Florida in the 
| Creek war of 1835 and 1836, or in the Florida war of 1835, 1836, 1837, 1838, 1839, 
1840, 1841, and 1842, or en route thereto,and who were honorably discharged 
Provided, That the act of March 3, 1883, entitled “‘An act to amend the pension 
laws by increasing the pensions of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm or 
leg in the service, and for other purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, amended 
so as to read as follows, to wit: “That from and after the passage of this act 
all persons on the pension-roll, and all persons he reafter granted a pension, who 
while in the military or naval service of the United States, and in the line of 
duty, shall have lost one hand or one foot, or been totally or permanently dis- 
abled in the same, or otherwise so disabled as to render their incapacity to per- 
form manual labor equivalent to the loss of a hand ora foot, shall receive a pen- 
sion of $30 per month; that all persons now on the pension-roll, and all persons 
hereafter granted a pension, who in like manner shall have lost either an arm 
at or above the elbow, ora leg at or above the knee, or shall have been other- 
wise so disabled as to be incapacitated for performing any manual labor, but 
not so much as to require regular personal aid and attendance, shall receive a 
pension of $0 per month: Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be 
construed to repeal section 4699 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, or 
to change the rate of $18 per month therein mentioned to be proportionately di- 
vided forany degree of disability established for which section 46% makes no pro- 
vision : And provided, That in order to provide the funds to pay the pensions 
provided for by this act, there shall be laid, assessed, and collected on all incomes 
of over 3,000 and under $10,000 a tax of 2 per cent. per annum; on all incomes 
of $10,000 and under $15,000 a tax of 3 per cent. per annum; on all incomes of 
$15,000 and under $20,000 a tax of 4 per cent. per annum; and on all incomes of 
$20,000 and over a tax of 5 per cent. per annum. The tax hereby laid shall be 
assessed and collected by the collectors of the internal revenue under such 
rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and all moneys collected under the provisions of this act shal! be held asa 
sacred pension fund, and shall only be expended in the payment of pensions 
provided for in this act 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is not germane to the bill 

Mr. HOLMAN. And besides, it is a part of a bill already pending 
| in the House 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The amendment contains a proposition 
to create an income tax, which certainly has no place in a pension bill 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I desire to be heard on the point of 
order 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Perhaps I have not made myself sut 
ficiently explicit. If I am correctly advised the amendment to be in 
order must be germane to the Senate amendment which it seeks to 


I make the point of order against that 
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amend 
al 


It must be not simply germane to the bill but germane to the 
1cndment 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 


ontains three points 


‘ 
ol 


The amendment which I have offered 
First, it provides for a pension for the soldiers 
That is certainly in order. Secondly, it pro- 
ides an increase of pension for a certain class of soldiers who were dis- 
ibled in the late war. It increases the pension of all the soldiers of 
the late war who have lost one hand or one foot or been totally or per- 
manently disabled in the same or otherwise so disabled as to render 
their incapacity to perform manual labor equivalent to the loss of a hand 
or a foot—it increases the pension of such soldiers from $24 to $30 per 
month. And as regards all soldiers who have lost an arm at or above 
the elbow or a leg at or above the knee, and who are incapacitated for 
manual labor it increases their pension from $30 to $40 per month. 

Now I have offered this amendment at the earnest request of repre- 
sentatives of the Grand Army of the Republic. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And with no intention to vote for the 
bill even should the amendment be adopted. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. And the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
BROWNE}, ‘a friend of the pensioners,’’ gets up here and makes a 
point of order against my amendment. Oh, yes! he is a friend of the 
soldier! 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
If so, then I would like to respond to it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I muststate what my amendmentis in 
order to speak to the point of order against it. The first two portions 
of the amendment are certainly in order. The third portion is intended 


certain Indian wars. 


Is this in order upon the point of order? | 








to provide the means to pay for the pensions provided for by this act. | 


That is all there is in the amendment. 
pass an act that requires money to carry it out any provision for sup- 
plying the means to carry it out is germane to the bill. If this bill 
shall pass in the shape in which it came from the Senate it will require 
$56,000,000 annually in excess of the amount now required for pensions 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman is not discussing the point of 
order, and, besides, 1 will say that the gentleman is in error any way; 
he is mistaken as to the amount this bill will call for. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. No‘ °t all. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I insist that the gentleman shall confine him- 
self to the point of order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
bill will not increase the amount required for pensions over $12,- 
500.006. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I want the people to know that, in 
passing this bill, instead of reducing taxes you will have to increase 
taxes, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I insist upon my point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEwirr] 
must confine himself tothe point of order. The point of order is made 
that the amendment proposed by him is not germane to the amend- 
ment of the Senate now under consideration. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. And I am replying to the pointof or- 
der by showing that if this bill passes it will require $56,000,000 to 
discharge the pensions under this act, and my amendment provides the 
means of meeting those pensions. 

The SPEAKER. 
whatever on the point cf order. The point of order is made that the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt] 
is not germane to the amendment which comes to the House from the 
Senate. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think it is, because this is a bill 
granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair will state to the gentleman that 


I am discussing the point of order. 





It seems to me that when you | 


The Commissioner of Pensions says that this | 


The Chair does not think that has any bearing | 
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sert it when some subsequent amendment of the Senate shall have been 
reached. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the amendment is not ger- 
mane to the amendment of the Senate now under consideration. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to have the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] withdraw his point of order against my 
amendment. He certainly is not afraid of a vote upon it. : 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Whatever I might be inclined to do for 
a gentleman who is in favor of the bill, I can not withdraw my point 
of order for a gentleman who desires to defeat the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Ihave been a better friend of the Mexi- 
can soldiers than the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I insist upon the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken by a viva voce vote, but before the Speaker 
announced the result, 

Mr. HARDEMAN moved that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to adjourn is not in order while the House 
is engaged in voting. 

The question was taken upon concurring in the amendment of the 
Senate; and upon a division there were—ayes 96, noes 18. 

Mr. HARDEMAN, Mr. ROBERTSON, and others. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The pointof order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes; let us have the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 46 in the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the yeas 
and nays were ordered. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
House of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6861) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 
PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN WAR, ETC. 

The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5667) grant- 


ing pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for 
other purposes. 


The question was upon concurring in the second amendment of the 


Senate, upon which the yeas and nays had been ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 177, nays 20, not 
voting 127; as follows: 


Adams, G. E. 
Atkinson, 
Bagley, 

Barr, 

Bayne, 

Beach, 
Blount, 
Boutelle, 
Brainerd, 
Breckinridge, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 


| Campbell, J. E. 


when the Senate amends a bill of the House each amendment of the | 
Senate stands by itself, a separate and independent proposition, a new | 


proposition for the consideration of the House. The text of the bill, 
except so far as it may be affected by the amendments proposed by the 
Senate, is not now before the House for consideration, but has been 
agreed upon, and nothing this House can do will change it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 





to insert- 

The SPEAKER. 
bill and had inserted something else in its place, then the amendment 
of the Senate could be defeated by simply refusing to agree to it. If 
the Senate had moved to strike out and insert, it is competent to amend 
the matter which the Senate proposes to insert, provided the amend- 
ment is germane to the subject to which the amendment of the Senate 
relates. But the point of order made here is that the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] isnot germane to 
the subject to which the amendment of the Senate relates. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and others. Regular order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the Speaker rules that this amend- 
ment is not in order in this place, I will withdraw it and move to in- 


But suppose the Senate had stricken | Dingley, 


out the soldiers of a certain war, would I not have the right to move | 


If the Senate had stricken out any provision of the | 


Campbell, J. M. 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 
Chalmers, 
Cobb, 
Connolly, 
Cosgrove, 

Cox, W. R. 


Culbertson, W. W. 


Cullen 
Curtin, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dibble, 


Duncan, 


| Dunn, 
| Eldredge, 


SHiott, 
Sliwood, 
cnglish, 
crmentrout, 
tvans, I. N. 
Sverhart, 
Ferrell, 
Finerty, 
Follett, 


Ss tes 


Arnot, 
Ballentine, 
Bennett, 
Cabell, 
Dargan, 


YEAS—177. 


Foran, 
Funston, 
Geddes, 
George, 
Glascock, 
Goff, 
Greenleaf, 
Guenther, 
Halsell, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 

Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W. H. 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henley, 


Hewitt, A. 8. Paige, 
Hitt, Parker, 
Hoblitzell, Payne, 
Holman, Payson, 
Holmes, Peel, 
Hooper, Perkins, 
Hopkins, Peters, 
Houseman, Poland, 
Howey, Post, 
Hunt, Price, 
James, Pusey, 
Jeffords, Randall, 
Jones, B. W. Ranney, 
Jordan, Ray, Ossian 
Kasson, Rice, 
Kean, Riggs, 
Keifer, Robinson, J. 8. 
Kleiner, Robinson, W. E. 
Lacey, Rockwell, 
Laird, Rogers, J. H. 
Lamb, Rosecrans, 
Lawrence, Rowell, 
Le Fevre, Ryan, 
Libbey, Seney, 
Long, Seymour, 
Lovering, Skinner, C. R. 
Lyman, Smalls, 
McCoid, Smith, 
McComas, Spooner, 
NAYS—20. 
Davis, L. H. Lore, 
Eaton, MeMillin, 
Garrison, Mills, 
Hancock, Oates, 
Lanham, O'Ferrall, 


McCormick, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Miller, S. H. 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Muldrow, 
Murray, 
Mutchiler, 
Neece, 
Nelson, 
Ochiltree, 

O’ Hara, 

O' Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J. J. 


Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Storm, 

Strait, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Turner, Oscar 
Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, Richard 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W.L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John, 
Wise, G.D. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
Vaple, 

York, 

Young. 


Pierce, 
Pryor, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Tillman, 
Turner, H, G, 


1884. 


NOT VOTING—127. 
Holton, 
Horr, 
Houk, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
Johnson, 
Jones, a H. 
Jones, J. ie 
Jones, J.T. 
Keiley, 
Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Lewis, 
Low ry, 
McAdoo, 
Millard, 
Miller, J. F. 
Milliken, 
Money, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
Patton, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Potter, 
Rankin, 


Cook, 
Covington, 
Cox, 5. 8. 
Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B. 
Davidson, 
Deuster, 
Dibrell, 
Dockery, 
Dorsheimer, 
Dowd, 
Dunham, 
Ellis, 

Evins, J. H. 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Forney, 
Fyan, 
Gibson, 
Graves, 
Green, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Hardeman, 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 
Hiscock, 


Adams, J. J. 
Aiken, 
Alexander, 
Anderson, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
bowen, 


Ray, G. W. 
Reagan, 
Reed, 

Re« se. 
Robertson, 
Rogers, W. F. 
Russell, 
Scales, 

Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stone, 
Struble, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Throckmorton, 
Tucker, 

Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Wellborn, 
Williams, 
Willis, 

Wise, J.S. 
Worthington. 


woyle, 

sreitung, 

srewer, J. H. 

sroadhead, 

jrumm, 
suchanan, 
Buckner, 
judd, 
aldwell, 
alkins, 

‘ampbell, Felix 
andler, 
hace, 
lardy, 

‘lay, 
lements, 
ollins, 
onverse, 


So the amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

Mr. LAMB. Iam paired with the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 
Horr], but understanding that on this question he would vote as I 
would, I have voted. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. DINGLEY, on this vote. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. COVINGTON with Mr. HoLton. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. MILLARD. 

Mr. WILson, of Iowa, with Mr. TALBOTT. 

Mr. Cook with Mr. STRUBLE. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to have the House remain in session 
until we receive from the Senate the fortification appropriation bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Oh, the House will remain in session. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. We are going to stay here until 
we pass this bill. 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HARDEMAN that the | 


House adjourn, it was not agreed to, there being—ayes 35, noes 113. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now demand the regular order. 
PRINTING 

Mr. SMITH. Irise to make a privileged report. I am instructed by 

the Committee on Printing to report back for immediate consideration 

the joint resolution (H. R. 260) authorizing the printing and binding 

of additional copies of the reports of the National Board of Health. 
The report of the committee was read, as follows: 


REPORTS OF NATIONAL BOARD OF HEALTH. 


Report from the Committee on Printing on joint resolution (H. Res. 260,) au- | 


thorizing the printing and binding of additional copies of the reports of the Na- 
tional Board of Health: 


The reports for the years 1880, 1581, and 1882 of the National Board of Health | 


contain many valuable papers, covering the results of long-continued and care- 
ful investigation in matters affecting the public health. 


is gratifying to be able to state that the leading sanitarians, both of this country 


and of Europe, agree in their estimate of the extraordinary value of the serv- | 


ice thus rendered by the board. The reports embrace the results of investiga- 
tions into yellow fever, cholera, diphtheria, the sanitary condition of our sum 


mer resorts, the effect produced upon water by its filtration through soils, the | 


sewerage systems of Europe, the flow of sewers, and the analysis of water, 
together with reports on many other subjects relating to the public health. 

The report on water analysis is regarded by all competent judges to be the 
most complete and valuable inquiry into the sanitary relations of potable water 
which has yet been made. 

The report on the filtering capacity of soils made under the direction of Pro- 
fessor Raphael Pumpelly, of the Geological Survey, has awakened the liveliest 
interest among sanitarians all over the world, and has been pronounced to be 


one of the most important contributions ever made, to our knowledge, of the | 


propagation of epidemic diseases. 

The report on the sewerage systems of Europe gives in detail the general sys- 
tems and their application, together with their cost of construction and main- 
tenance, in the principal cities of Europe. 


The subject of city and town sanitation is now attracting attention through- | 


out the country, and all reports bearing upon sewerage, water supply, &c., are 
eagerly sought for. 

it is unnecessary to refer in detail to all of the investigations made by the 
board. The constant demand for them from engineers, health authorities, stu- 


dents in colleges, and sanitarians both in this and foreign countries fully attest | 


their value. 

Of the reports published since that for 1879, only the usual number has been 
printed, and the supply of those for 1880 and 1881 has been exhausted, while the 
report for 1882 has but recently been delivered. 


In view of the importance of the subjects treated, and of the great value of the | 


contributions thus made to the general knowledge of sanitary subjects, the 
board has had its reports stereotyped, in order that the cost of reproduction 
might be reduced to the lowest possible point. The Public Printer estimates 


that it will cost $3,426 to print the number of copies of the reports for the years | 


1880, 1881, and 1882, called for in the resolution. 


Your committee is of the opinion that every effort to improve the sanitary | 


condition of the people should be fostered. 
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These investigations | 
have been made by men the most eminent in their several lines of study, and it | 
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In view, therefore, of the importance of these reports in the addition which 


they make to our knowledge of sanitary subjects, we recommend the adoption 
of the resolution. 


A. HERR SMITH. 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senateand House of Representatives, &c., That the Public Printer 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and bind for use of the National Board 
| of Health 2,000 copies of each of its annual reports, beginning with the year 


| 1880 
Mr. SMITH. Iam instructed by the committee to move an amend- 
ment, to strike out ‘‘ two’ and insert ‘‘one;”’ 
printing of 1,000 copies instead of 2,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


so as to provide for the 


The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SMITH moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 


| tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SMITH. I have two further reports which are not privileged, 
but I ask that they may be received and placed upon the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Smit] 
| asks unanimous consent to make two reports from the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 

Mr. SMITH. They will create no discussion. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
| the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 

lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
| <A bill (H. R. 6925) to amend sections 4381 and 4382 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relative tofees levied and collected from 
the owners and masters of vessels in domestic commerce. 


RELIEF CHARGE DESERTION 


Mr. ROSECRANS. I submit the following privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


FROM OF 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
| the amendments of the Senate to the bilP(H. R. 4383), an act to relieve certain 
soldiers from the charge of desertion, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
| follows 
That the House 
11, 12, 15, and 14 
| And the House recedes from Senate amendment numbered | 
ment as follows 
At end of section 1 insert 





Houses as 


recede from Senate amendments numbered 3, 4,5, 6 


7, 8,9, 10, 


with an amend- 


‘Provided, That no soldier shall be relieved under this section who, not being 
sick or wounded, left his command without proper authority while 
was in the presence of the enemy.” 

And also recedes from Senate amendment numbered 2, with 

| as follows 

In first paragraph strike out the words “the service 

| **his command,” and in second paragraph strike out the 
and insert the words ** hiscommand.”’ 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


the Same 


an amendment 


and insert the words 


words ‘the service * 


W. S. ROSECRANS, 
CHARLES H. MORGAN, 
GEO. W. STEELE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
BENJ. HARRISON, 
W. J. SEWELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The report was adopted. 


Mr. ROSECRANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 


was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. i 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. LAIRD. I submit the following privileged report 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (A. R. 4696) to authorize the loca- 
tion of a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in either 
the States of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, lowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Ne- 
braska, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same with the following amendments: In sect 
the word “ rebellion,”’ insert the words “‘ and the volunteer sol 
of the war of 1812 and of the Mexican war ;”"’ 
viso to section 5 


‘Provided, Such disability was not incurred in service against 
States.”’ 


after 
liers and sailors 
also by adding the following pro- 


on 5, 


the United 
W.S. ROSECRANS 
CHARLES H. MORGAN, 
1. LAIRD 

Managers on the part of the House. 
BENJ. HARRISON, 
JNO. F. MILLER, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 

| Managers on the part of the Senate. 

| The report was adopted. 
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Mr 
adopted 
table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


MEXICAN PENSION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Third amendment: Page 1, line 12, strike out the words “although the term 
of service may have been less than sixty days.” 

The SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman make? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to concur. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Fourth amendment: Page |, lines 14 and 15,strike out ‘“‘as were married to 


such officers or soldiers or sailors prior to the discharge of such officers and en- 
listed men 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
question 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
ment, under Rule XX, must have its first consideration in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is that? 

The SPEAKER 
order that this amendment, under Rule XX, must have its first consider- 
ation in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
The Chair will hear the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
pension such widows as were married to soldiers prior to their discharge 
from the service. 


I move to concur, and demand the previous 


the pension on the widow regardless of the time when she may have been 
married 


The SPEAKER. That is not the amendment under consideration. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Yes; it is the fourth amendment. 


| 


LAIRD moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I have made the point of order to the 
Speaker. I have been addressingthe Chair on the point of order, and 
he understands it if the gentleman from Illinois does not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman from 
Illinois that the gentleman from Alabama claims the effect of the Sen- 
ate amendment is to increase the number of persons who will re- 
ceive pensions under the operations of this bill if it shall become a law 


| over the number who would have been pensioned according to the pro- 


visions of the original bill. 
That is to say, if the bill provided that hereafter the widows of sol- 


| diers who had served in the war of 1812 should be pensioned, provided 
| they were married to such soldiers before the service began, and it was 
| proposed to amend the bill by inserting a provision so as to make it in- 


clude the widows of all such soldiers no matter whether they were mar- 


| ried before or after the service began, the question is, would not that 


I rise toa point of order that this amend- | 


The gentleman from Alabama makes the point of | ‘. ; > 
| discharge from that service. 
| amendment. 


provision, if the point of order was made, have to be considered in a 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In answer to that suggestion I make this point: 
The amendment upon its face does not directly involve the expenditure 
of'an additional dollar of money. 

Now, in the first place, to sustain the point of order it will be neces- 
sary to assume that there were soldiers who married subsequent to their 
It does not so appear from the face of the 
It does not appear upon the face of the amendment that 


| any of these soldiers married after the service. 


The bill as it passed the House is to | 
| ture. 


The Senate strikes out that limitation and confers | 


Rule | 


XX requires an amendmentof the Senate to go to the Committee of the | 


Whole House on the state of the Union, when the point of order is | armament thereof for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1855, and for 


made, provided if that amendment had been an original bill in the | 
If the law stood as | 


House it would be subject to the point of order. 


the bill passed the House, giving a pension to the widows of so’ iers of | 
the Mexican war who were married prior to the discharge of the sol- | 


dier, and if a bill should be introduced to amend that law by striking 
out that provision, it would clearly be subject to the point of order 
and would have to go to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


state of the Union for its first consideration, because it pensions persons 


not entitled to pensions under the law as it stood. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will not discuss the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest tothe gentleman from IIli- 
nois the question whether or not this amendment of the Senate does 
not increase the number of persons to whom pensions will be allowed 
under this act, and if so whether it does not come within the terms of 
Rule XX. The Chair will state the original bill seems to have con- 


It is only by argument that it can be claimed to involve an expendi- 

It must, according to the rule, upon its face show an additional 

expenditure of money in order to make it subject to the point of order. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPson, one of their clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, a bill (H. R. 7440) making 
appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense and for the 


other purposes. 
The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill of 
the following title, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, 
namely: 
A bill (8. 1250) for the relief of the Mission Indians in the State of 
California. 
FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION 
Mr. RANDALL. 


BILL. 
I ask to take up the message from the Senate for the 


| purpose of moving non-concurrence in the amendments of the Senate 
| to the fortification appropriation bill and asking the appointment of a 


| 


fined pensions to the widows married previous to the soldiers’ discharge. | 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

The SPEAKER. 
pensions to surviving widows of soldiers, no matter when they were 
married, not only those married before the expiration of the term but 
those married afterward. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then upon that statement I submit to the 
Chair whether the point of order is good under the third clause of 
Rule X XIII, and I presume that is the clause to which the gentleman 
from Alabama refers. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
order under the provisions of Rule XX. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Well, that can not be sustained. I presume it 
is made under the third clause of Rule X XIII, that all motions or pro- 


That is true. 


considered in a Committee of the Whole. 
I can not see how the gentleman can sustain his point of order upon 
the provisionsof Rule XX. It must be upon the rule that I have read, 


am not able to see. 


The SPEAKER. 


committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to non-concur in the amendments of the 
Senate. 


Mr. KEIFER. Perhaps we had better have the amendments read. 


| We may avoid a disagreement. 
The Senate amendment strikes that out and gives | r 


Mr. RANDALL. I think it is better that it should take this course. 

The motion to non-concur was agreed to. 

Mr. ELLIS. Before the appointment of the conferees is made I 
desire to state that it is usual as I understand to appoint those gentle- 
men as conferees who have prepared the bill. We prepared the bill 


| which was defeated by the House, and the substitute of the minority 


| adopted. 


The gentleman from Alabama makes the point of | 


The point made by the gentleman from Alabama | 


is under the provisions of Rule XX, thatany amendment of the Senate | 
which if it had originated in the House would have been subject to | 


the point of order, is still subject to the same rule if the point of order 
is made against it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
it is subject to the point of order; he simply makes an assertion that 
itis. He says that under certain circumstances the point might be 
made. The provisions of Rule XX are: 

Any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subjeet to the point 
of order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union if, originating in the House, it would be subject to that 
point. 


Now, under that rule is this amendment subject to the point of order? 


But the gentleman does not point out wherein | of the House the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. RANDALL; the 


I believe the conferees should represent the will of the House. 
Believing so I must therefore ask te be excused from service on the 
conference committee, and beg the Chair will appoint some other gen- 
tleman. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that the 


; . »TO- | practice of the House has always been to appoint as managers on the 
positions involving a tax or charge upon the people, &c., shall be first | 


| part of the House at a conference gentlemen who represent the prevail- 


ing sentiment of the House on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. RANDALL. That is the practice; but the statemert of the gen- 


= . : . | tleman from Louisiana is very considerate. 
if any; and where this amendment is subject to the point of order, I | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will not appoint any gentleman who 
represented the original bill, but those who represent the views of the 
House as expressed by the vote upon the substitute. 

Mr. ELLIS. I desired to make this statement in order to avoid any 
mistake; and I wish to suggest further, that it is shared in by my co- 


| associates upon the committee. 


I repeat, I presume that he bases it upon the third clause of Rule XXIII. | 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has stated that he bases his point 
of order on Rule XX. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as conferees on the part 


gentleman from Alabama, Mr. FoRNEY; and the gentleman from Ohio, 
Mr. KEIFER. 
MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

The SPEAKER. The House will resume the consideration of the 
pension bill. 

The point of order made by the gentleman from Alabama is pending. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think the difficulty about the point of order made 
here arises in the fact that it is in the nature of an amendment to strike 
out a portion of the House bill, and does not come here as an aflirma- 


| tive action on the part of the Senate in the form of an amendment, 
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which amendment might be of a character, if originated in the House, 


to require its consideration in Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union. I think the difficulty is in giving application to the mere 
fact that this strikes out a part of the House bill and changes the num- 
ber of persons perhaps who would become pensioners under the bill if 
it becomes a law. That can hardly be a sufficient reason for making 
the point of order. 

I think it is not very important whether the point of order be sus- 
tained now or on the next proposition we reach that may be subject to 
the point of order. But I consider it would be a doubtful policy to 
hold that an amendment of the Senate which simply struck out a part 
of the House bill when it came here would be subject to the point of 
order that we must consider that in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Must not the Chair look to the effect of a proposed 
amendment to see whether it does or does not increase the expendi- 
tures? 

Mr. KEIFER. If it is an amendment of the Senate in the nature of 
an addition to the bill I have no doubt the Chair would have to look to 
the effect of it. But when we are dealing with the substance of the 
House bill itself it is hard to see how such an amendment as that could 
have originated in the House at all under any circumstances. 

The SPEAKER. Suppose the House bill had been a law; for that 
is the way in which the Chair must look at it for the purpose of decid- 
ing this question. Suppose there was a law which provided for the 
giving of pensions only to those widows who were married before the 
discharge of the soldiers or the sailors; and suppose a proposition is made 
by a bill or amendment to add another clause which comes in the form 
of a proposition to strike out that limitation of the existing law, and 
the effect of which is to add another class of persons to the pension-roll, 
would not that be subject to the point of order? 

Mr. KEIFER. There is force in what the Chair suggests. Buta 
literal construction of Rule XX I think would not bring this within 
the rule, because it is not an amendment that could have originated in 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. Buta bill might have originated in the House to 
do this thing. And if the proposition is one which if it originated in 
the House would have been subject to the point of order then it is sub- 
ject to the point of order under Rule XX, when it comes in the form 
of an amendment of the Senate. The Chair is inclined to think the 
point of order is well taken, but at the same time is not entirely clear 
about it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It strikes me the Chair is correct in as- 
suming that this amendment on its face increases the number of bene- 
ficiaries, and that it must therefore go to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union if the point is made. If the gentle- 
men who are opposed to the bill in its present shape are determined to 
send it there, it may as well go now. It may have to go undersome of 
the subsequent amendments, and it is likely we can reach it in Com- 
mittee of the Whole sooner by getting it there now than by allowing 
the gentlemen on the other side to filibuster two hours longer and then 
send it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides the point of order is well taken. 
The amendment will be referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the Chair decide that the bill now goes 
to the Committee of the Whole ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House can proceed to dis- 
pose of other amendments of the Senate not subject to the point of 
order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the decision of the Chair ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides the point of order is well taken, 
and that the amendment must be considered in Committee of the Whole. 
But the Chair holds the House can proceed with the other amendments, 
and dispose in the House of those that are not subject to the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read the fifth amendment of the Senate, as follows: 

In lines 23, 24, and 25, strike out these words: 

“And provided further, That this act shall notapply to any person not acitizen 
of the United States.” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to concur. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I make the point of order on that 
amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. Does not this limit the number of beneficiaries ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


To strike out these words increases the num- | 


ber, because it lets in those who are not citizens of the United States. | 


The SPEAKER. The effect of the amendment would seem to be to 
allow pensions to be given to persons who are not citizens. 
of order is well taken. The next amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows : 


In line DB insert: ‘(6) Provided, Thatevery such officer, enlisted man, or widow 
who is or may become 62 years of age, or who is or may become subject to 


The point | 


any disability or dependency equivalent to some cause prescribed or recog- | 


nized by the pension laws of the United States as a sufficient reason for the al- 
lowance of a pension, shall be entitled to the benefits of this act; but it shall 
not be held to include any person not within the rule of age or disability or de- 
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pendency herein defined, or who incurred such disability while in any manner 
voluntarily engaged in or aiding or abetting the rebellion against the authority 
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of the United States.”’ 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


that I demand the previous question. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 


amendment. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
mit me to ask him to state the effect of that amendment? 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 





5OS5S 


I move toconcurin that amendment, and upon 
I hope the House will not concur in that 
Will the gentleman from Illinois per- 


I insist on my call for the previous question. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 27. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. 
Mr. STEELE. 


the yeas and nays at once. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 48 members voting therefor. 


Mr. LAMB. 


The SPEAKER. 


No quorum. 
I call for the yeas and nays. 


as demanded by the gentleman from Ilinois. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 26, not 


voting 164; as follows: 


Adams, G. E. 
Alexander, 
Atkinson, 
Bagley, 
Bayne, 
Boutelle, 
Brainerd, 
Brewer, F.B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Campbell, J. E. 
Cannon, 
Cassidy, 
Cobb, 
Cosgrove, 


Culbertson, W. W. 


Cullen, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Dorsheimer, 
Ellwood, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Evans, I. N. 
Everhart, 
Ferrell, 
Finerty, 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Funston, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
George, 
Glascock, 


Aiken, 
Arnot, 
Ballentine, 
Barksdale, 
Buchanan, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 


Adams, J. J 
Anderson, 
Barbour, 

Barr, 

Beach, 

Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard 
Bland, 

Blount, 

Bowen, 

Boyle, 
Breckinridge, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, J. H 
Broadhead, 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
Budd, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 

‘alkins, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M 
Candler 
Carleton, 
Chace, 
Chalmers 
Clardy 
Clay, 
Clements 
C 

C 

C 

( 

Cc 

C 


ollins, 
onverse, 
ook, 

ox, 5.5 
‘ox, W.R 
risp, 


YEAS—134. 


Goff, 
Graves, 
Greenleaf, 
Hardy, 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henley, 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Hooper, 
Hopkins, 
Howey, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jordan, 
Kasson, 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Ketcham, 
Kleiner, 
Lacey, 
Laird, 
Lamb, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Libbey, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 


McCoid, 


McComas, 
McCormick, 
Matson, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Murray, 
Neece, 

O’ Hara, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Paige, 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Potter, 
Price, 
Pusey, 
Randall, 
Ranney, 
Ray, Ossian 
Rice, 

Riggs, 
Robinson, J.S. 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
a. 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Smalls, 
Smith, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 


NAYS—26. 


Connolly, 
Covington, 
Dargan, 
Halsell, 
Hoblitzell, 
Lyman, 
MeMillin, 


Muldrow, 
Mutchler, 
Peel, 

Pierce, 

Pryor, 
Tillman, 
Turner, Oscar 


NOT VOTING—1&4 


Culberson, D. B. 
Curtin, 
Davidson, 
Davis, L.H 
Davis, R. T. 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 
Dibrell, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dowd, 
Duncan, 
Dunham, 


Dunn, 
Eaton, 
Eldredge, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Evins, J. H 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Forney, 
Fyan, 
Gibson, 
Green 
Guenther 
Hammond, 
Hanback 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, W.H. 
Haynes, 
Hemphill 
Henderson, T. J 
Hepburn 
Herbert, 


Hewitt_G.W 
Hill 
Hiscock 
Holton, 


Horr, 
Houk, 
Houseman, 
Hunt, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
Johnson, 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J.K 
Jones, J.T. 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
King, 
Lanham 
Lewis, 
Lore 
McAdoo, 
Mavbury, 
Millard, 
Miller, J. F. 
Miller, S. H 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muller 
Murphy, 
Nelson 
Nicholls, 
Nuttir 
Oates 
Ochiltree, 

O' Ferrall, 

O' Neill, Charles 
Patton, 

Payson 

Peters 
Pettibone 


We may as well have 


I ask that the amendment be again reported. 
This vote is upon ordering the previous question, 


Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Strait, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wood, 

Yaple, 

York 


Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Warner, Richard 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford. 


Post, 
Rankin, 
Ray,G. W. 
Reagan, 
Reed, 
Reese, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rogers, J. H. 
togers, W. F. 
Rosecrans, 
Russell, 
Scales, 
Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stone, 
Storm, 
Struble, 
Sumner, C. A 
Talbott, 
Tay lor E B 
Taylor, J. M. 
Throckmorton, 
Tucker 
Turner, H. G. 
Wadsworth, 
Wellborn, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Wise, J.S 
Woodward, 
Worthington, 
Young 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. DEUSTER with Mr. GUENTHER, on all questions for this day. 

Mr. OCHILTREE with Mr. TUCKER, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. TULLY with Mr. DIBRELL, for this day. 

Mr. CLAY with Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. REESE with Mr. ELLIoTT, on this bill. Mr. REESE would vote 

‘no,’’? and Mr, ELLIoTT would vote “‘ ay.’’ 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BEACH, on this bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, for 
the remainder of the day. Mr. MILLER would vote to concur in the 
Senate amendments to the pending bill and Mr. TURNER would vote 
against concurring. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania, on the 
pending bill. Mr. TAYLOR would vote ‘‘no’’ and Mr. Post would 
vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. YOUNG with Mr. STorM, on this bill. 
“ay”? and Mr. STORM would vote ‘‘ no.”’ 

Mr. PAYSON with Mr. OATES, on the pending bill, for this day. 
Mr. PAYSON would vote for the bill and Mr. OATEs against it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, until 
further notice. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. Coss, for the remainder of to-day’s session. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Iam announced as paired with Mr.O’ NEILL, 
of Pennsylvania. I did not suppose that the pair would take effect 
until to-morrow, and therefore I have voted. But assuming that Mr. 
O'NEILL, if present, would have also voted ‘‘ay,’’ I will allow my 
vote to stand. 

The SPEAKER. 
134, the noes 26. 

Mr. VAN EATON. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I request the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND | to permit me to ask unanimous consent to have a divis- 
ion of the question on this amendment of the Senate, so as to strike out 
all after the word ‘‘act,’’ in line 31. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In order to avoid the question of a quorum I 
would have no objection toallowing a separate vote, as requested by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. BARKSDALE]. In reality, I myself do 
not like the amendment of the Senate, but to secure the passage of the 
bill I feel that I must insist upon concurring in every amendment of 
the Senate. However, to avoid delay, I hope consent will be given to 
have the amendment divided. 

The SPEAKER. But the record shows that no quorum is present. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. In order to explain my meaning, I will say 
that I ask a separate vote on this portion of the Senate amendment: 


Mr. YouNG would vote 


Upon ordering the previous question the yeas are 


But it shall not be held to include any person not within the rule of age or 
disabilicy or dependency herein defined, or who incurred such disability while 


in any manner voluntarily engaged in or aiding or abetting the rebellion against 
the authority of the United States. 


Mr. GARRISON. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 56, noes 72. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I understand that the last vote by yeas 
and nays disclosed the absence of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. It did. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is perfectly clear that we can do 
nothing in the absence of a quorum of the House, and I therefore move 
a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered; there being upon a division—ayes 
64, noes 56. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move that the House now adjourn. 

The question was taken upon the motion to adjourn; and upon adi- 
vision there were—ayes 57, noes 74. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, said: I think we had better have the 
yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 32 in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. That is more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Count the other side. 

The negative vote was counted, there being 96. 

The SPEAKER. Upon ordering the yeas and nays, the ayes are 32, 
noes 96. More than one-fifth voting in favor thereof, the yeas and 
nays are ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 49, nays 111, not vot- 
ing 164; as follows: 

YEAS—49. 


Adams, J.J. Cassidy, Hewitt, A. 8. Thompson, 
Aiken, Clemente, Hewitt, G. W. Tillman, 
Alexander, Cosgrove, Lore, Turner, H.G. 
Arnot, Cox, W.R. Miller, J. F. Turner, Oscar 
Ballentine, Dibble, Mutchler, Van Alstyne, 
Barbour, Dowd, O’Ferrall, Wallace, 
Barksdale, Dunn, Peel, Warner, Richard 
Bennett, Forney, Pierce, Williams, 
Buchanan, Garrison, Potter, Wilson, W. L. 
Cabell, Green, Pryor, Wise, G.D. 
Caldwell, Greenleaf, Ranney, 

Candler, Halsell, Rogers, J. H. 

Carleton, Hemphill, Singleton, 


’ 
NAYS—111. 
Adams, G. E. Goff, Miller, 8. H. Steele, 
Atkinson, Graves, Morgan, Stephenson 
Bayne, Hardy, Morrill, Stewart, J. W. 
Boutelle, Hart, Murray, Stockslager, 
Brainerd, Henderson,D.B. O'Hara, Strait, 
Brewer, F. B. Henley, O’ Neill, Charlee Sumner, D. H. 
Brewer, J. H. Hitt, O'Neill, J. J. Taylor, J.D. 
Browne, T. M. Holman, Paige, Thomas, 
Budd, Holmes, Parker, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. E. Howey, Payne, Valentine, 
Cannon, James, Perkins, Vance, 
Culbertson,W.W. Jeffords, Phelps, Wait, 
Cullen, Johnson, Poland, Wakefield, 
Curtin, Jordan, Price, Ward, 
Cutcheon, Kean, Randall, Washburn, 
Davis, G. R. Kleiner, Ray, Ossian Weaver, 
Ellwood, Lacey, Rice, Weller, 
English, Laird, Robinson, J.8. Wemple, 
Ermentrout, Lamb, Rockwell, White, Milo 
Evans, I. N. Lawrence, Rosecrans, Whiting, 
Everhart, Le Fevre, Ryan, Wilkins, 
Ferrell, Libbey, Seney, Wilson, James 
Follett, Long, Seymour, Winans, John 
Foran, Lovering, Skinner, C. R. Wolford, 
Funston, Lowry, Smalls, Wood, 
Geddes, McCoid, Smith, Yaple, 
George, McComas, Spooner, York. 
Glascock, McCormick, Springer, 
NOT VOTING—16. 
Anderson, Davis, R. T. Hutchins, Rankin, 
Bagley, Deuster, Jones, B. W. Ray, G. W. 
Barr, Dibrell, Jones, J. H. n, 
Beach, Dingley, Jones, J. K. , 
Belford, Dockery, Jones, J.T. Reese, 
Belmont, Dorsheimer, Kasson, Riggs, 
Bingham, Duncan, Keifer, Robertson, 
Bisbee, Dunham, Kelley, Robinson, W.E. 
Blackburn, Eaton, Kellogg, Rogers, W. F. 
Blanchard, Eldredge, Ketcham, Rowell, 
Bland, Elliott, King, Russell, 
Blount, Ellis, Lanham, Scales, 
Bowen, Evins, J. H. Lewis, Shaw, 
Boyle, Fiedjer, Lyman, Shelley, 
Breckinridge, Findlay. McAdoo, Skinner, T.G. 
Breitung, Finerty, MeMillin, Slocum, 
Broadhead, Fyan, Matson, Snyder, 
Brown, W. W. Gibson, Maybury, Spriggs, 
Brumm, Guenther, Millard, Stevens, 
Buckner, Hammond, Milliken, Stewart, Charles 
Burleigh, Hanback, Mills, Stone, 
Burnes, Hancock, Mitchell, Storm, 
Calkins, Hardeman, Money, Struble, 
Campbell, Felix Harmer, Morrison, Sumner, C. A. 
Campbell, J. M. Hatch, H. H. Morse, Talbott, 
Chace, Hatch, W. H. Moulton, Taylor, E. B. 
Chalmers, Haynes, Muldrow, Taylor, J.M. 
Clardy, Henderson, T. J. Muller, Throckmorton, 
Clay, Hepburn, Murphy, Tucker, 
Cobb, Herbert, Neece, Tully, 
Collins, Hill, Nelson, Van Eaton, 
Connolly, Hiscock, Nicholls, Wadsworth, 
Converse, Hobdlitzell, Nutting, Warner, A.J. 
Cook, Holton, Oates, Wellborn, 
Covington, Hooper, Ochiltree, White, J.D. 
Cox, 8.8. eghinn, Patton, Willis, 
Crisp, Horr, Payson, Winans, E. B. 
Culberson, D. B. Houk, Peters, Wise, J. 8. 
Dargan, Houseman, Pettibone, Woodward, 
Davidson, Hunt, Post, Worthington, 
Davis, L. H. Hurd, Pusey, Young. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BENNETT with Mr. HART, on all questions, for the remainder of 
the day. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania, on the Mexican 
pension bill. 

Mr. Rice@s with Mr. VAN EATON, for the remainder of the day, on 
the Mexican pension bill. Mr. RiaGs would vote for the bill at all its 
stages and Mr. VAN EATON against it. 

Mr. Gorr with Mr. MULDROW, on all political questions, for the re- 
mainder of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above statec. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had passed without amendment a 
bill of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. 6514) for the relief of Catharine H. Glick. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 5709) to amend 
article 72 of the Rules and Articles of War, and requested a confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. LoGAN, Mr. 
HAWLEY, and Mr. MAXEY. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted upon its 
amendments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 7440) mak- 
ing appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, and for 
the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 

| other purposes, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on 
| the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed as 
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the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. Dawes, Mr. LOGAN, and 
Mr. COCKRELL. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed and re- 
quested the concurrence of the House in the following resolution: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 1. That the Joint 
Committee on Public Printing is hereby instructed to examine into the numbers 
printed of the various documents, reports, bills, and other papers published by 
order of Congress, or of either House thereof, and of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
and to report a bill in December next, making such restrictions in the numbers 
and cost of printing, and such changes and reductions in the distribution of said 
publications as they may deem expedient, with a report giving their reasons 
therefor; and that the said committee is also instructed to investigate the print- 
ing and binding for the Executive Departments, executed at the Government 
Printing Office, and at the branch printing offices and binderies in the various 
Departments, and report a bill in December next making such reductions in 
expenses and imposing such checks as they may deem expedient, with a report 
giving their reasons therefor ; and said committee is further instructed to make 
any other investigations calculated in their opinion to reduce the cost of the 
public printing, and report the result thereof; and the said committee is hereby 
authorized to summon and to examine experts and witnesses, and to call upon 
the heads of the Executive Departments and the Public Printer for such infor- 
mation regarding the preceding matters as they may desire ; and any expenses 
necessarily incurred in making the investigations aforesaid shall be defrayed 
equally from the contingent funds of the two Houses of Congress. 

2. Said committee is hereby authorized to sit during the recess for the purposes 
of the first section hereof and in the discharge of its usual duties. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. A call of the House having been ordered, the Clerk 
will now proceed to call the roll. 

The roll was called; and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Aiken, Deuster, Jones, J. T. Reagan, 
Anderson, Dingley, Kasson, Reese, 
Bagley, Dockery, Kelley, Riggs, 

Barr, Duncan, Kellogg, Robinson, W. E. 
Beach, Dunham, King, Rogers, W. F. 
Belford, Eaton, Lewis, Rowell, 
Belmont, Elliott, Lyman, Russell, 
Bennett, Evins, J. H. McAdoo, Scales, 
Bingham, Fiedler, McComas, Skaw, 

Bisbee, Findlay, Millard, Shelley, 
Blanchard, Finerty, Milliken, Skinner, T. G, 
Bland, Fyan, Mills, Slocum, 
Bowen, Gibson, Mitchell, Smith, 

Boyle, Guenther, Money, Snyder, 
Breitung, Hammond, Morrison, Spriggs, 
Brewer, F. B. Hanback, Morse, Stevens, 
Brewer, J. H. Hardeman, Moulton, Stewart, Charles 
Broadhead, Harmer, Muldrow, Stone, 

Brown, W. W. Hart, Muller, Sumner, C. A. 
Buckner, Hatch, H. H. Murphy, Talbott, 
Burleigh, Hatch, W. H. Neece, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, Felix Haynes, Nelson, Throckmorton, 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson, T. J. Nicholls, Van Alstyne, 
Chace, Hepburn, Nutting, Van Eaton, 
Clardy, Herbert, Oates, Wadsworth, 
Clements, Hill, Ochiltree, Wemple, 
Collins Hoblitzell, O'Neill, Charles White, J. D. 
Connolly, Holton, Patton, Wilkins, 
Converse, Hopkins, Payson, Willis, 

Cook, Horr, Peters, Wise, J. 8. 
Covington, Houk, Pettibone, Worthington, 
Cox, 8. S. Hurd, Post, Young. 
Dargan, Hutchins, Pusey, 

Davidson, Jones, B. W. Rankin, 


Davis, L. H. Jones, J. K. 


The SPEAKER. The doors of the House will now be closed. On 
this call one hundred and eighty-seven members have responded to their 
names. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the House will not adjourn. I think it im- 
portant, when the House shall cease work to-day, that it shall take a 
recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. The conference committee 
on the deficiency bill have concluded their deliberations so far as they 
can as conferees. The controversy betweeen the conferees must now 
be settled by their respective Houses. It is therefore important that 
a recess be taken until to-morrow at 10 o’clock, and by that time the 
committee on conference will be ready to report. I do not desire to 
make any motion now, but I suggest that "hen the House ceases its 
labors to-day it shall take a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. Before a motion can be made for a recess, the House 
must dispense with further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think I can make a proposition which will 
meet the approval of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
under the call. 

The motion of Mr. THOMPSON was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will reopen the doors. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to make an inquiry in reference to the de- 
ficiency bill, whether or not it is likely that the conferees will be able 
to make any report to-night. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
the report ready so that the signatures can be attached some time to- 
night, I can not say at what hour—perhaps 9 or 10 o’clock. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would like to subniit this proposition, that 


Ray, G.'W. 


for the purpose of ending the struggle on the Mexican war pension bill, | 
the House agree to non-concur in the Senate amendments and send the 
bill to a committee of conference at once. 


There is a possibility that the clerks may have | 
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I move to dispense with all further proceedings | 
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Mr. DUNN. Ah! 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is there any objection to that? 

Mr. BLOUNT and others. There is. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I move that the House take a recess till to-mor- 
row morning at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope that motion will be voted down. 

The motion of Mr. THOMPSON was agreed to; and accordingly (at 6 
o’clock and 20 minutes p.m.) the House took a recess till to-morrow at 
10 o’clock a. m. 


AFTER RECESS. 
At 10 o’clock a. m., Friday, July 4, the House resumed its session. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted in the following 
Cases: 

To Mr. Hewitt, of New York, indefinitely after to-day. 

To Mr. THROCKMORTON, for the remainder of the day on account 
of indisposition. 

To Mr. ANDERSON, for the remainder of the session on account of 
sickness. - 

To Mr. Ray, of New York, indefinitely on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. CANDLER, after to-day on account of important business. 

To Mr. CuRTIN, for ten days. 

To Mr. BRAINERD, for one week after to-day on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. Hatcu, of Missouri, for the remainder of this legislative day 
on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MATSON, for ten days on account of important business. 

To Mr. BEACH, for the balance of the day, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr. O’FERRALL, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania, for the balance of the day’s ses- 
sion. 

To Mr. ARNOT, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WARD, for the remainder of the session, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. LAMB, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Coss, for to-day. 

To Mr. SpricGs, for ten days, orf account of important business. 

To Mr. KING, for four days. 

To Mr. CONNOLLY, for one week, on account of important business. 

ESTATE 


OF WILLIAM FOWLE, 


On motion of Mr. BARBOUR, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in 
the claim of the estate of William Fowle, deceased. 


DECEASED. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. PARKER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print in 
the RECORD some remarks on the subject of the public lands. 

Mr. WILLIAMS was also granted leave to print some remarks on 
the educational bill. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


On motion of Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, in behalf of 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, leave 
was granted for that committee to file its report and the views of the 
minority with the Clerk of the House within sixty days after the ad- 
journment, and that the report and views of the minority be printed. 


ROSA VERTNER 


The SPEAKER. At the request of the House the Senate has re- 
turned a bill (H. R. 2185) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and 
others for the purpose of correcting an alleged mistake in its engross- 
ment. When this bill was before the House the other morning it was 
taken up by unanimous consent and certain words recommended to be 
inserted by the Committee on War Claims were stricken out of the bill 
as sent from the Clerk’s desk, a line being drawn through them, but the 
clerk in engrossing the bill has included those words. The Clerk will 
read the words: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


JEFFREY AND OTHERS. 


And the proceeds thereof received by the authorized agents of the United 
States. 


Mr. POWELL. 
The SPEAKER. 
bill will be corrected. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
HALL. 
Mr. HARDY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Acous- 


tics and Ventilation, submitted the following resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The engrossment was wrong. 
If there be no objection, the engrossment of the 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ventilation of the Hal! of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, or any subcommittee thereof, be authorized to sit during the recess 
with like power and authority as when Congress is in session. 
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Resolved, That said committee shall have control of the lighting, heating, and | even being promoted to the position of corporal in the Army of the 
ventilating of the Hall of the House of Representatives at all times when the 


House is not in session: Provided, That nothing herein shall be so construed as { nited States, by reason of the twelve hundred and eighteenth section 
to authorize said committee to interfere with any alteration or improvement | Of the Revised Statutes. I ask, therefore, to have his disabilities re- 
heretofore directed by law. moved. 
Mr. YOUNG. I did not gather the terms of the resolution, as it | _ Mr. DUNN. I regret very much that the distinguished gentleman 
was read from Virginia can not reach the measure he desires under the rules of 
The SPEAKER. It is a resolution authorizing the committee to sit | this House. 1 am anxious to have a rule adopted which will enable him 
durine the redess and other members of the House to do so. But, sir, I desire to say that 
Mr. HARDY. It is in the same terms precisely as one submitted by while I will make no objection to the necessary orders to correct clerical 
the present Speaker of the House in the Forty-sixth Congress “ | errors and mistakes in the enrollment and transmission of bills between 
5 pte J wae o> ¢ eal a ee saiaeieell Rice Ait ian = 7 : 
Mr. YOUNG. _I wish to instruct the committee to examine certain the two Houses, or their preparation for final disposal, nor object to the 
methods of ventilating the Hall and report to the next session of Con- necessary orders to further facilitate the reports of conference committees, 
gress. I am satisfied improvement can be made on the present sys- | DT make objection to necessary orders to facilitate, perfect, and continue 
tem, and the committee ought to be instructed to make thorough in- | investigations ordered by the House, I shall, as to everything else, feel 
vestigation to that end. I had prepared a resolution, and without compelled to make objection until we can have a rule adopted that will 
knowing exactly how it will come in as an amendment to the present | Secure an opportunity for everybody to have such measures properly 





resolution, I will nevertheless offer it. attended to before the House. 7 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. REED. We can not crowd everybody into two days. 
a ; i Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope the gentleman will not insist 
Resolved, That the Architect of the Capitol, the Secretary of the Smithsonian 


Institution, and the Commissioner of Public Buildings and Grounds be, and they upon the demand for the regular order foramoment. I have a matter 


are hereby, authorized and directed to accept the proposition for testing the new | here which will not occupy much time [Cries of ‘Regular order ! Poa 
system of the Exhaust Ventilator Company, of Chicago, and also the plans 


and system of any other company or persons for ventilating the Capitol, and re- BUREAU OF MILITARY JUSTICE. 

port tothe next session of this House the result of the experiments made by : a . ' oe 

them Mr. ROSECRANS. I arise to submit a privileged report. 
Mr. HARDY. I object to that as an amendment tothe resolution I I am directed by the committee of conference on the disagreeing 

have offered. It is not germane at all events votes of the two Houses on the Senate bill No. 838 to submit the report 
Mr. YOUNG. At the time I prepared this resolution I did not know which I send to the a k will ith 

that a similar proposition was to be offered giving authority to the The SI EAKER. om woqpetiatemenees the report. 

committee. I therefore move to strike out the names of the persons The Clerk read as follows: 


mentioned in that amenc 2 or to modify ; at wa’, and give The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
} ; Soden i ; , ime nt - to m lity that j cone } the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 838) to consolidate the Bureau of 
this authority to the committee as proposed by the resolution of the | Military Justice and the corps of judge-advocates of the Army, and for other 
gentleman from New York. purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
Mr. HARDY. The resolution originally off yrovides the is | and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 
; : Cho resolut ¢ originally offered _— les that thi That the House recede from its amendments and that the conferees of the Sen 
shall be under the charge of the Committee on Ventilation and Acous- 


; : . ; ate and House agree to the Senate bill with the following amendments: In line 
tics, that committee properly having control of the subject. 6 strike out the word “ two” and insert the word “three ;" and in line 8 strike 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. out the word “four” and insert the word “three.” W. S. ROSECRANS 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. CHAS. H. MORGAN, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to ask if under that resolution this B. M. CUTCHEON, 
committee would have the power to rearrange the desks and seats of Ts oo 
members on this floor? a W.J.SEWELL, - 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 8. B. MAXEY, 

Mr. YOUNG. They onght to have that power. Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope such authority will be given to the 
committee so that these desks may be removed and the seats rearranged 
for the convenience of members. 

Mr. YOUNG. It will bea very proper thing to authorize the com- 
mittee to look into and consider the subject at all events. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If that power is not already conferred upon 
the committee I hope they will ask for it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I would not be willing to authorize any ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


committee to take away the desks. Mr. TUCKER. I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. HARDY. Such authority is not embodied in the original res- The SPEAKER. A request for unanimous consent can not be en- 
olution, and if it is deemed necessary by the House to assign that duty | tertained when the regular order is insisted on by the gentleman from 
to the committee I should much prefer it being done under another | Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] and other gentlemen on the floor as well. 


and separate resolution. There is another matter of privilege called up by the gentleman from 
It is necessary that the resolution offered by the committee should be | California [Mr. RosECRANS]. 


adopted so that such matters as relate to the acoustics and ventilation 


Mr. ROSECRANS. I move the adoption of the report. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
Mr. ROSECRANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 


ence report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 





+ 
of the Hall may be referred to them foraction and report to the House. | RULES AED ARTICLES OF WAR. 
There is no objection to the consideration of the subject suggested by| Mr. ROSECRANS. 


I ask for the reading of the message of the Sen- 
ate in relation to the bil] H. R. 5709. 


The Clerk read the message of the Senate, as follows: 


the gentleman from Illinois, if the House shall see fit to direct the 
committee to consider it; but I hope the authority to do so will not be 
incorporated as an amendment upon this resolution. I trust this reso- 


: a ~ : IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATEs, July 3, 1884. 
Jution will be adopted as itis, and thenif the House deem it necessary ; : 

. : : 7 Resolved, That the Senate ask a conference with the House on the bill (H. R. 
to confer further authority upon the committee let that be done under | 5799) to amend article 72of the Rules and Articles of War. 
“a separate proposition. ° 


Ordered, That Mr. Logan, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. Maxey be the conferees on 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the amendment proposed by the | the part of the Senate. 


wentleman from Tennessee is not in order as an amendment to the The SPEAKER. 
pending proposition. 

Mr. YOUNG. I withdraw the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the resolu- 
tion proposed by the gentleman from New York. The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as conferees on the part of the 

Mr. HARDY. On that I demand the previous question. 


. . : House the gentleman from California, Mr. RosecRANS, the gentleman 
The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof | from Ohio, Mr. MURRAY, and the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. 
the resolution was agreed to. LYMAN. 
Mr. HARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution | 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on De al ae ! : : 
the table. Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
The latter motion was agreed to. the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (H. R. 6409) to validate and cure defects in certain acts of the 
Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory; and 
Mr. TUCKER. I appeal to my friend from Arkansas to withdraw A bill (H. R. 5377) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the call for the regular order in order that I may be permitted to call | the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department, and 
up a Senate bill for the relief of a man from political disabilities. He | for other pu : 


is a soldier in the Army, a private in the ranks, and is disabled from Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


If there be no objection, the House will non-con- 
cur in the amendments of the Senate and agree to the conference 
asked for. 

There was no objection. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DUNN. I demand the regular order. 





1884. 


the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the 
fullowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (S. 1581) to provide for the disposal of abandoned and useless 
military reservations. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPSON, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- | 


mittee ef conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the | 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6656) making appropria- | 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of | 


Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other pur- 
pt ses. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I would like to call up a matter which will fall 
within the rule stated by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DuNN]. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for by several mem- 
bers. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

The House resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5667) grant- 
ing pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for 
other purposes. 

The question is on ordering the previous question on the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] to concur in the sixth 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I rise to renew my request for unanimous con- 
sent to have a separate vote on this portion of the Senate amendment: 

But it shall not be held to include any person not within the rule of age or 
disability or dependency herein defined, or who incurred such disability while 
in any manner voluntarily engaged in or aiding or abetting the rebellion against 
the authority of the United States. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
quest. 

Several members objected and called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


Iam willing for my part to agree to that re- 


Was not the demand for the previous ques- 





tion sustained ? 


The SPEAKER. 


It was not. 


noon by yeas and nays, and no quorum appeared. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Can the order for yeas and nays be vacated 


by unanimous consent ? 


The SPEAKER. 


It can. 


Several members objected. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, 


voting 188; as follows: 


The vote was taken yesterday after- 


YEAS—123., 
Adama, G. E. Greenleaf, Matson, Skinner, C. R. 
Alexander, Hanback, Maybury, Smalls, 
Bagley, Hardy, Millard, Spooner, 
Bayne, Harmer, Mitchell, Springer, 
Brainerd, Hatch, H. H. Morgan, Steele, 
Browne, T. M. Hatch, W.H. Morrill, Storm, 


Budd, Henderson,D.B. Murphy, Strait, 
Burnes, Henley, Murray, Sumner, C. A, 
Calkins, Hitt, Neece, Taylor, J.D. 
Campbell, J. E, Hopkins, O Hara, Thomas, 
Carleton, Houseman, O' Neill, Charles Townshend, 
Chalmers, Hunt, Payne, Tully, 
Cosgrove, Hutchins, Payson, Valentine, 
Cox, W. R. James, Peel, Van Alstyne, 
Cullen, Jeffords, Perkins, Wait, 
Curtin, Johnson, Peters, Wakefield, 
Cutcheon, Jones, B. W. Poland, Wallace, 
Davis, G. R. Jordan, Post, Ward, 
Davis, L. H, Kean, Price, Warner, A. J. 
Eldredge, Kleiner, Pusey, Washburn, 
English, Lacey, Randall, Weller, 
Ermentrout, Lamb, Rankin, Wemple, 
Evans, I. N. Lawrence, Ranney, White, Milo 
Everhart, Le Fevre, Ray, Ossian Wilson, James 
Ferrell, Libbey, Riggs, Wilson, W.L. 
Follett, Lore, Robinson, J. 8. Winans, E. B. 
Funston, Lovering, Robinson, W. E. Winans, John 
Geddes, Lowry Rockwell, Wolford, 
Glascock, McCoid, Rosecrans, Wood, 
Goff, McCormick, Rowell, Yaple. 
Graves, MeMillin, Ryan, 
NAYS—13. 

Barksdale, Halsell, Taylor, J. M. Wise, G. D. 
Clay, Hoblitzell, Turner, Oscar 
Dibble, Pierce, Vance, 
Dowd, Pryor, Warner, Richard 

NOT VOTING—188. 
Adams, J.J. Bisbee, Brown, W. W. Clardy, 
Aiken, Blackburn, Brumm, Clements, 
Anderson, Blanchard, Buchanan, Cobb, 
Arnot, Bland, Buckner, Collins, 
Atkinson, Blount, Burleigh, Connolly, 
Ballentine, Boutelle, Cabell, Converse, 
Barbour, Bowen, Caldwell, Cook, 
Barr, Boyle, Campbell, Felix Covington, 
Beach, Breckinridge, Campbell, J. M. Cox,8.8. 
Belford, Breitung, Candler, Crisp, 
Belmont, Brewer, F. B. Cannon, Culbertson, W. W. 
Bennett, Brewer, J. H. Cassidy, Culberson, D. B. 
Bingham, Broadhead, Chace, Dargan, 





nays 13, not 





Davidson, 
Javis, R. T. 
Deuster, 
Dibrell, 
Dingley, 


| Dockery, 


Dorsheimer, 
Duncan, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Eaton, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Ellwood, 
Evins, J. H. 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Foran, 
Forney, 
Fyan, 
Garrison, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Green, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hanc ock, 
Hardeman, 
Hart, 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Hepburn, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
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Herbert, 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 
Hiscock, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Holton, 
Hoope r, 
Horr, 
Houk 
Howey, 
Hurd, 
Jones, J. H, 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J.T. 
Kasson, 
Keifer, 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Laird, 
Lanham, 
Lewis, 
Long, 
Lyman, 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 
Miller, J. F. 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Money, 


names of members voting. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
The names of members voting were read. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton 
Muldrow, 
Muller 
Mutchler, 
Ne lson, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
Oates 
Ochiltree, 
©’ Ferrall, 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Paige, 
Parker, 
Patton 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Potter, 
Ray, G. W. 
Reagan, 
Reed, 
Reese, 
Rice, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rogers, W. F. 
Russell, 
Scales, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 


Let them be read. 





DYSD 


Skinner, T. G. 


Slocum, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Stephenson, 


Stevens, 


Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 
Sto kslager, 
Stone, 
Struble, 
Sumner 
Talbott 
Taylor, E.B 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
rillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, H.G. 
Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
White, J. D. 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Willis, 

Wise, J.S. 
Woodward, 
Worthington, 
York, 

Young. 


D.H. 


I move to dispense with the reading of the 


Mr. HILL with Mr. HOLMEs, until further notice. 
Mr. AIKEN with Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania, until Saturday. 


Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. STRUBLE, on this vote. 


Mr. McApoo with Mr. Howey, for to-day. 


Mr. HANCOCK with Mr. CANNON, for this day. 


Mr. SINGLETON with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, on the Mexican 
pension bill and amendments thereto. 


Mr. DAVIS, of. Illinois. 


I desire to state in behalf of the parties 


interested that Mr. HANCOCK and Mr. CANNON are absent by order 
of the House, in conference upon the legislative, executive, and judi- 


cial appropriation bill. 


They are paired pending such absence. If 


present, Mr. HANCOCK would vote against and Mr. CANNON for the 
Senate amendments to the Mexican pension bill. 


The SPEAKER. 


No quorum has voted. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 


and nays. 


Upon this vote the yeas are 121, the nays are 12. 


I move a call of the House. 
Upon that motion I call for the yeas 


The yeas and nays were ordered—33 members voting therefor. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nays 45, not 
voting 128; as follows: 


Adams, G. E. 
Alexander, 
Atkinson, 
Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Boutelle, 
Brainerd, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brewer, J. H. 
Browne, T. M. 
Budd, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Carleton, 
Chalmers, 
Clay, 
Connolly, 
Cosgrove, 
‘ox, W. R. 


‘ullen, 
urtin, 
Sutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, L. H. 
Dingley, 
Eldredge, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Evans, I. N. 
Everhart, 
Ferrell, 
Follett, 

| Foran, 

| Funston, 
Geddes, 


~~ aA 


~ 


Barksdale, 
Bennett, 








Blount, 
| Buchanan, 


‘ulberteon, W. W. 


YEAS—151. 


Glascock, 
Goff, 
Graves, 
Greenleaf, 
Hanback, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 

Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W. H. 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henley, 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Johnson, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jordan, 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Ketcham, 
Kleiner, 
Lacey, 
Laird, 
Lamb, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Libbey, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
McCoid, 
McCo mas, 


McCormick, 
MeMillin, 
Matson, 
Millard, 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Murray, 
Nelson, 
Nutting, 
O’ Hara, 
O'Neill, Charles 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Post, 
Price, 
Randall, 
Ranney, 
Rankin, 
Ray, Ossian 
Riggs, 
Robinson, J.S. 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rockwell, 
Rosecrans, 

- Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Scales, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Smalls, 


NAYS—45 


Burnes, 
Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Crisp, 


Culberson, D. B. 


Dargan, 
Dibble, 
Dorsheimer, 





Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stockslager, 
Storm, 

Strait, 
Struble, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Turner, H. G. 
Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
Yaple, 
Young. 


Dowd, 
Eaton, 
Forney, 
Garrison, 
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Halsel! 
Hemphill 
Herbert 
Hewitt, G. W 
Hunt 
Jones, J.H 
Lanham 
Lewis 





>> 





sgroadhead 
Brown, W. W 
Brumm 
Buckner 
Burle 
Campbell, Felix 
(ampbeli, J. M. 
<‘andler 
Cannon 
Cassidy 

Chace 

Clardy 
Clements 

Cobb 

Collins 


Maybury, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Muldrow, 
Murphy 
Mutchiler, 
Oates 
Pierce, 


NOT VOTING 


Converse 
Cook 
Covington, 
Cox. 5. S 
Davidson 
Davis, R.T 
Deuster 
Dibrell, 
Dockery 
Dun it 
Dunham, 
Dunn 
Elliott 
Ellis 
Ellwood 
Evins, J. H. 
Fiedler 

Findlay, 

Finerty 

Fyan 

George 

Gibson 

Green 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Haynes, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Hepburn, 

Hill, 

Holman, 


Potter 
Pryor 
Reese, 
Stewart, Charles 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Turner, Oscar 
Vance 

128, 
Holton, 
Hooper 
Horr, 
Houk, 
Houseman, 
Howey, 
Hurd 
Hutchins, 
Jones, J. K 
Jones, J.T 
Kasson, 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
King 
Long, 
Lyman, 
McAdoo, 
Miller, S.H 
Money, 
Morrison, 
Morse 
Moulton, 
Muller, 
Neex a. 
Nicholls, 
Ochiltree, 
O' Ferrall, 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Paige, 
Patton, 
Peel 
Pettibone, 


Soa call of the House was ordered. 


Mr. PARKER. 


I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 


names be dispensed with. 


Mr. HEWITT, 


of Alabama. 


I object 


The following additional pair was announced: 


day 
Mr. CRISP. 
by sickness. 


Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
Williams, 
Wilson, James 
Wise, G. D. 


Pusey 
Ray, G. W. 
teagan 
Reed, 
Rice, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rogers, W. F. 
Russell 
Shaw 
Shelley, 
Single’ on, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 
Smith 
Snyder 
Spriggs 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Van Eaton, 
Wilkins, 
Willis 
Wise, J. 8. 
Worthington, 
York. 


Mr.CoVINGTON with Mr. HOLTON, on all political questions, for this 


My colleague, Mr. CLEMENTS, is confined to his room 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, by unanimousconsent,obtained leave 


of absence for to-day 


Mr. BRECKIN 


RIDGE. 


ance at the House. 


Mr. REESE. 


league, Mr. CLEMENTS, on account of sickness, 
There being no objection, leave was granted. 


Mr. RYAN. 


day, complaining of illness. 


Mr 
ing 


The SPEAKER. 


will be called. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 


DAVIS, of 


Illinois. 


bers failed to answer 


Adama, J. J 
Aiken 
Anderson 
Arnot 

Bart 

Belford 
Belmont, 
Bingham 
Bisbee 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bowen, 
Breitung, 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
Burleigh, 
‘ampbell, Felix 
‘ampbell, J. M. 
‘Annon, 
‘assidy, 
‘lardy, 
ements, 
Xobb, 


~ 


~~ i im 


Collins, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Covington, 
Cox, 5. 8. 
Davidson, 
Davis, L. H. 
Deuster, 
Dockery, 
Duncan, 
Dunham, 
Elliott, 
Ellis 
Evins, J. H. 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Fyan, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Haynes, 


A call of the House has been ordered. 


Henderson, T. J. 
Hill, 
Holman, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Horr, 
Houk, 
Hurd, 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J.T. 
Kasson, 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
King, 
Long, 
McAdoo, 
Miller, 8. H. 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muller, 
Nelson, 
Nicholls 
Nutting, 

O’ Ferrall, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BAGLEy). 
call the names of the absentees, for whom excuses may now be made. 
The Sergeant-at-Arms will see that the doors are closed. 


Mr. LORE. 
dispensed with. 
Mr. DUNN. 


absence for him. 


My colleague from Arkansas, Mr. JONES, 
desires, on account of sickness, to be excused indefinitely from attend- 


There being no objection, indefinite leave of absence was granted. 
I desire to ask indefinite leave of absence for my col- 
My colleague, Mr. ANDERSON, left the House yester- 


He was granted leave of absence this morn- 


Paige, 
Patton, 
Pettibone, 
Ranney, 

Ray, G. W. 
Reagan, 
Rice, 

Rogers, J. H. 
Rogers, W. F. 
Russell, 
Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 
Snyder, 
Stevens, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Throckmorton, 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 

Wise, J. 8. 
Worthington. 


The Clerk will now 


I move that all further proceedings under the call be 


I have a written communication from my colleague, 
Mr. Rocrrs, of Arkansas, who is at home sick in bed. 





The roll 








I ask leave of 


There being no objection, leave of absence was granted. 


The SPEAKER. 
answered to their names. 


Two hundred and twenty-five members have 
The gentleman from Delaware [Mr. Long} 


moves that all further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 


nays. 


On that motion I call for the yeas and 


The yeas and nays were ordered; there being—ayes 33, noes 101— 
more than one-fifth in the affirmative. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 166, nays 24, not 


voting 134; as 


Adams, G. FE. 
Alexander, 
Atkinson, 
Bagley, 
Bayne, 
Blanchard, 
Boutelle, 
Brainerd, 
Brewer, F. B 
Brewer, J. H 
Broadhead, 
Browne, T. M. 
‘abel! 
aldwell, 
alkins, 
‘Xampbell, J. E. 


~ 


Cc 
Cc 

( 
Carleton, 
Chalmers, 
Clay, 
Collins, 
Connolly, 
Cosgrove, 
Cox, W. R. 
Crisp, 


Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dibble 
Dibrell, 
Dingley, 
Dowd, 
Eldredge, 
Elwood, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Evans, I. N. 
Everhart, 
Ferrell, 
Finerty, 
Foran, 
Funston, 


Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Bennett, 
Budd, 
Follett, 
Forney, 


Adams, J. J. 
Aiken, 
Anderson, 
Arnot, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barr, 

Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Bowen, 
Boyle, 
Breckinridge, 
Breitung, 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M. 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Cassidy, 
Chace, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Converse, 


was agreed to. 
Mr. REED. 
HAMMOND]. 


withdraw it. 


Culbertson, W. W. 


follows: 


YEAS—166. 


George, 
Glascock, 
Graves, 
Green 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W. H. 
Hemphill, 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Hewitt, A. 8. 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Holmes, 
Houseman, 
Hunt, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Johnson, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jordan, 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Ketcham, 
Kleiner, 
Lacey, 
Lamb, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Libbey, 
Long 

Lore, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
McComas, 


McCormick, 
McMillin, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Millard 
Milliken, 
Mills 
Mitchell, 
Money . 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Muldrow, 
Murray, 
Mutchiler, 
Nelson, 
Ochiltree, 
O’ Hara, 
O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Pierce, 
Peel, 
Perkins, 
Poland, 
Post, 
Potter, 
Price, 
Randall, 
Rankin, 
Ray, Ossian 
Riggs, 
Robinson, J. 8. 


Robinson, W. E. 


Rockwell, 
Rosecrans, 
Rowell, 
Ryan 
Scales 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Smalls, 


NAYS—2. 


Geddes, 

Goff, 

Hewitt, G. W. 
Hopkins, 
Lyman, 
McCoid, 


Neece ’ 
Oates 
Parker, 
Pryor, 
Pusey, 
Ranney, 


NOT VOTING—1%4. 


Cook, 
Covington, 
Cox, 8. 8. 
Culberson, D. B. 
Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Dargan, 
Davidson, 
Davis, L. H. 
Deuster, 
Dockery, 
Dorsheimer, 
Duncan 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Eaton, 
Elliott, 
Eliis, 
Evins, J. H. 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Fyan, 
Garrison, 
Gibson, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Hart, 
Haynes, 
Herbert, 
Hill, 
Holton, 


Hooper, 
Horr, 
Houk, 
Howey, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
Jones, J. H. 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J. T. 
Kasson, 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
King, 
Laird, 
Lanham, 
Lewis, 
McAdoo, 
Miller, J. F. 
Miller, 8. H. 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
O’Ferrall, 
Paige, 
Patton, 
Peters, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Ray, G. W. 
Reagan, 


Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Storm, 

Strait, 
Struble, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thomas, 
Thompson, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Turner, H. G. 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Warner, A.J. 
Warner, Richard 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
Yaple, 

York. 


Skinner, C. R. 
Turner, Oscar 
Wadsworth, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Williams 


Reed, 

Reese, 

Rice, 
Robertson, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rogers, W. F. 
Russell, 
Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T. G, 
Slocum, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs. 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, £. B. 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Valentine, 
Van Eaton, 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 


ise, J. 8. 
Worthington, 
Young. 


So the motion to dispense with further proceedings under the call 


I am paired with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
I voted on this question for the purpese merely of mak- 


tions, for this day. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated 


The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. JonEs, of Arkansas, with Mr. Hiscock, on all political ques- 


inga quorum. As I find my vote is not necessary for that purpose I 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to say that during the vote preceding the 
last the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. CANNON, the gentleman from 
Texas, Mr. HANCOCK, and myself were absent by order of the House 
on a conference committee. 


DECLARATION OF INDEPENDENCE. 
Mr. BREWER, of New York. 
resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the House now go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union for the purpose of considering that great state paper, the Deciara- 
tion of Independence, and that important document be now read for the infor- 


I submit the following privileged 


INVESTIGATION OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. PEEL. I am directed by the Committee on Indian Affairs to 


submit a resolution and ask its immediate consideration. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If this will not occupy any length of time I 
do not object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] asks 
unanimous consent to report from the Committee on Indian Affairs for 
present consideration the resolution which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the resolution adopted by this House on the 3lst day of May, 
Is84, authorizing the Committee on Indian Affairs orany subcommittee thereof, 
in order more thoroughly to investigate all matters touching the leasing, sub- 


leasing, fencing, and inclosing of lands in the Indian Territory and reservations 


by citizens of the United States, and for other purposes, be amended by adding 
thereto as follows: 


And that said committee or subcommittee is further instructed to inquire into 
the condition of the several tribes and bands of Indiansin the Indian Territory ; 
the tenure by which the landsin the Indian Territory are now held, and the 
character of their actual occupation and use; the condition and rights of the 
freedmen and other residents in said Territory; the relation of said tribes to the 
United States and to each other, and the need, if any, of legislation-in respect 
to the same; and for the purpose aforesaid shall have power to sit during the 
recess of the House at such times and places as the committee may cetermine, 
and shall report their proceedings to the House at its nextsession. Andin order 
to defray the expenses of said investigation the Clerk of the House is directed 
to pay to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, out of the contingent fund of the 
House, the sum of $2,000, whose receipt shall be a good and sufficient voucher 
to the Clerk in the settlement of his account. The aforesaid sum of money, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be disbursed on vouchers approved 
by the chairman of the committee; and the Sergeant-at-Arms shall make report 
to this House in detail of the manner in which said sum has been expended, ac- 
companied by vouchers, which report when examined and approved by the 
Committee on Accounts shall be deemed a sufficient settlement of his account- 
ability therefor; and any unexpended balance in his hands shall be paid by him 
into the Treasury to the credit of the fund from which it is paid. 


The SPEAKER. 
lution. 

Mr. VALENTINE, Mr. BLOUNT, and others objected. 

Mr. WELLBORN. I think the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT] who objected will be willing to withhold his objection until 
an explanation has been made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] 
also objected. 

Mr. VALENTINE. 

Mr. WELLBORN. 
for a statement? 

Several members renewed the objection. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 6656) making 
appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 
other purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. 

CORRECTION. 


Is there objection to the consideration of this reso- 


I object to all junketing trips. 
Will not the gentleman withhold his objection 


Mr. STORM. Mr. YounG and myself are announced as paired on 
the sixth amendment of the Senate to the Mexican pension bill, and 
that Mr. YOUNG would vote ‘‘ay’’ and I would vote ‘‘no.’’ It is just 
the reverse; I would vote ‘‘ay’’ and Mr. YouNG would vote ‘‘no.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HUNT. I have been requested to announce that Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD, Mr. WILLIS, and Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, are absent by order 
of the House on a conference committee. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that all gentlemen who are 
absent from the House attending conferences are regarded as being 
absent by leave of the House. It is therefore unnecessary to obtain 
leave or make request for it. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. CABELL, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 
for one week on account of important business. 


CHARLES F. HAYES. 
_ Onmotion of Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case 
of Charles F. Hayes and House bill 324 ‘‘for the relief of Charles F. 
Hayes,’’ there having been no adverse report on said bill. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. JORDAN, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print re- 

marks on educational bill and House bill 5694. 
APPLETON OAKSMITH. 

On motion of Mr. SCALES, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 

for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in connec- 


tion with House bill 3183, Forty-fifth Congress, for the relief of Apple- 
ton Oaksmith without leaving certified copies. 


—_— 





mation of the members who are not absent from their post of duty 


The SPEAKER. 


MEXICAN 


PENSION BILL. 
The Chair does not think this is a matter of privi- 


lege, the House being engaged in taking a vote, which has failed sim- 
ply because a quorum did not vote on it. s 
The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] for the previous question on concurring in the amend- 
ment of the Senate, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 149, nays 9, not vot- 
ing 166; as follows: 


Alexander, 
Atkinson, 
Bagley, 
Beach, 
Blanchard, 
Boutelle, 
Brainerd, 
Brewer, F. B 
Browne, T. M. 
Budd, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Carleton, 
Chalmers, 
Connolly, 
Cox, W. R 


Culbertson, W. W. 


Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dingley, 
Eldredge, 
Ellwood, 
English, 





Finerty, 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Funston, 
Geddes, 
George, 
Glascock, 
Goff, 


Barksdale, 
Clay, 
Cosgrove 


Adams, G. E 
Adams, J. J 
Aiken, 
Anderson, 
Arnot, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barr, 
Bayne, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 


Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Bowen, 
Boyle, 
Breckinridge, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, J. H. 
Broadhead, 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 


Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 

Cabell, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M. 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Cassidy, 

Chace, 

Clardy, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 

Collins, 
Converse, 


YEAS—149. 
Graves, Maybury, 
Greenleaf, Millard, 
Halsell, Milliken, 
Hardy, Mitchell, 
Harmer, Morgan, 
Hart, Neece, 


Hatch, W. H. 
Henderson, D. B. 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Hiscock, 
Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holmes, 
Hopkins, 
Houseman, 
Hunt, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Johnson, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jordan, 
Kasson, 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Kleiner, 
Lacey, 
Lamb, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Libbey, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
McCoid, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 


Ochiltree, 

O' Hara, 

O' Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Peters 

Poland 

Post, 

Potter 

Price 

Randall, 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 

Ray, Ossian 
Reed, 

Riggs, 
Robinson, J.8 


Robinson, W. E. 


Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Smalls, 
Smith, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 


Matson, Stephenson, 
NAYS—9 
Davis, L. H. Thompson, 
Pryor Turner, H. G. 
NOT VOTING—166 
Cook, Hooper, 
Covington, Horr 
Cox, 8.8 Houk 
Crisp, Howey 
Culberson, D. B. Hurd, 
Dargan, Hutchins, 
Davidson, Jones, J. I 
Deuster, Jones, J. K. 
Dibble, Jones, J. T 
Dibrell, Kelley 
Dockery, Kellogg, 
Dorsheimer, Ketcham, 
Dowd King 
Duncan, Laird, 
Dunham, Lanham, 
Dunn, Lewis, 
Eaton, Lore, 
Elliott, Lyman, 
Ellis, McAdoo, 
Evins, J. H. MeMillin, 
Fiedler, Miller, J. F. 
Findlay, Miller, 8. H. 
Forney, Mills, 
Fyan, Money, 
Garrison, Morrill, 
Gibson, Morrison, 
Green, Morse, 
Guenther, Moulton, 
Hammond, Muldrow, 
Hanback, Muller, 
Hancock, Murphy, 
Hardeman, Murray, 
Hatch, H. H. Mutchler, 
Haynes, Nelson, 
Hemphill, Nicholls, 
Henderson, T.J. Nutting, 
Herbert, Oates, 
Hewitt, A. S. O' Ferrall, 
Hewitt, G. W. Paige, 
Hill, Patton 
Holman, Payson, 
Holton, Pierce, 


Stockslager, 
Storm, 

Strait, 
Struble, 
Sumner, C. A 
Sumner, D. H 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thomas, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Wait, 
Waketield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, Ww.L 
Winans, E. B 
Winans, John 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
Yaple, 

York, 
Young 


Turner, Oscar 
Warner, Richard, 


Pee 
Pettibone 
Phelps 

Pusey 

Ray, G. W 
Reagan, 
Reese 

Rice 
Robertson, 
Rogers, J. H 
Rogers, W. F. 
Rosecrans, 
Russell, 
Scales 

Shaw 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T. G 
Slocum, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stewart, J. W 
Stone, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E.B 
Taylor, J. M 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Tucker, 

Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Wellborn, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Willis, 

Wise, G. D. 
Wise, J.S 
Worthington. 


So (no quorum having voted) the previous question was not ordered. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
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Mr 
July 5 

rhe result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. REED. I have voted on this call to make a quorum, although I 
am paired, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

lhe yeas and nays were ordered, 30 members voting in favor thereof. | 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 146, nays 19, not | 
voting 159; as follows: 


Dowb with Mr. ELLWoop, on all questions to-day and until 


to the consideration of some other on which the House can agree. 
[Loud criesof ‘‘ Regular order!*’] I therefore ask unanimous consent 
to take up the educational bill, which appropriates money to aid the 
cause of education in this country, believing that our Democratic friends 
ought to be educated at least to enable them to read the Constitution. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded; and the 
first thing in order before entertaining a request for unanimous consent 
would be to dispense with further proceedings under the call. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


| the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 


YEAS—146. 
Adams, G, E Got! Matson, Smalls, 
Alexander Graves, Maybury, Smith, 
Bagley Greenleaf, Millard, Spooner, 
Bayne, Halsell Milliken, Steele, 
Beach, Hanback, Mills, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Hardy Mitchell Storm, 
Brainerd, Harmer, Morgan, Strait, 
Browne, T. M. Hatch, H. H. Morrill, Struble, 


Budd, 


ampbell, J. E. 


Hatch, W. H. 


Henderson, D. B. 


Muldrow, 
Murphy, 


Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H. 


Carleton Hitt, Mutchler, Taylor, J. D. 
Cassidy, Hoblitzell, Neece, Thomas, 
Clay, Holmes, Oates, Townshend, 
Converse Hopkins, Ochiltree, Tuily, 
Cosgrove Houseman, O’ Hara, Turner, H. G. 
Culbertson, W. W. Hunt, O'Neill, Charles Valentine, 


illen 


Hutchins, 


O'Neill, J. J. 


Van Alstyne, 


Cutcheon, Jeffords, Payne, Vance, 

Davis, G. R. Johnson, Payson, Wait, 

Davis, R. T. Jones, B. W. Perkins, Wakefield, 
Dibrell Jordan, Poland, Wallace, 
Dingley, Kasson, Post, Warner, A. J. 
Dorsheimer, Kean, Potter, Washburn, 
Duncan, Keifer, Pusey, Weaver, 
Eldredge, Ketcham, Randall, Weller, 
English, Kleiner, Rankin, White, J. D. 
Ermentrout, Lacey, Ranney, White, Milo 
Evans, I. N. Lamb, Ray, Ossian Whiting, 
Everhart, Lawrence, Riggs, Wilson, W. L. 
Ferrell, Le Fevre, Robinson, J. 8. Winans, E. B. 
Finerty, Libbey, Robinson, W.E. Winans, John 
Follett, Long, Rockwell, Wolford, 
Foran, Lore, Rowell, Wood, 
Funston, Lowry Ryan, Yaple, 
Geddes, McCoid, Seney, York. 
George, McComas, Seymour, 

Glascock, McCormick, Skinner, C. R. 


NAYS—19. 


Atkinson, Cabell, Hewitt, G. W. Van Eaton, 
Barksdale, Caldwell, Price, Warner, Richard 
Bennett, Dibble, Pryor, Wemple, 
Blanchard, Eaton, Taylor, J. M. Williams. 


Brewer, F. B. 


Garrison, 


Turner, Oscar 


NOT VOTING—159. 


Adams, J. J. Cox, 8.8 Horr, Reed, 

Aiken, Cox, W. R. Houk, Reese, 
Anderson, Crisp, Howey, Rice, 

Arnot, Culberson, D. B. Hurd, Robertson, 
Ballentine, Curtin, James, Rogers, J. H. 
Barbour, Dargan, Jones, J. H. Rogers, W. F. 
Barr, Davidson, Jones, J. K. Rosecrans, 
Belford, Davis, L. H. Jones, J. T. Russell, 
Belmont, Deuster, Kelley, Scales, 
Bingham, Dockery, Kellogg, Shaw, 

Bisbee, Dowd, King, Shelley, 
Blackburn, Dunham, Laird, Singleton, 
Bland, Dunn, Lanham, Skinner, T. G. 
Blount, Elliott, Lewis, Slocum, 
Bowen, Ellis, Lovering, Snyder, 
Boyle, Ellwood, Lyman, Spriggs, 
Breckinridge, Evins, J. H. McAdoo, Springer, 
Breitung, Fiedler, MeMfilin, Stevens, 
Brewer, J. I Findlay, Miller, J. F. Stewart, Charles 
Broadhead, Forney, Miller, 8. H. Stewart, J. W. 
Brown, W. W. Fyan, Money, Stockslager, 
Brumm, Gibson, Morrison, Stone, 
Buchanan, Green, Morse, Talbott, 
Buckner, Guenther, Moulton, Taylor, E. B. 
Burleigh, Hammond, Muller, Thompson, 
Burnes, Hancock, Murray, Throckmorton, 
Calkins, Hardeman, Nelson, Tillman, 
Campbell, Felix Hart, Nicholls, Tucker, 
Campbell, J. M. Haynes, Nutting, Wadsworth, 
Candler, Hemphill, O'Ferrall, Ward, 
Cannon, Henderson, T. J. Paige, Wellborn, 
Chace, Henley, Parker, Wilkins, 
Chalmers, Hepburn, Patton, Willis, 
Clardy, Herbert, Pierce, Wilson, James. 
Clements, Hewitt, A. 8. Peel, Wise, G. D. 
Cobb, Hill, Peters, Wise, J. 8. 
Collins, Hiscock, Pettibone, Woodward, 
Connolly, Holman, Phelps, Worthington, 
Cook, Holton, Ray, G. W. Young. 
Covington, Hooper, Reagan, 


So a call of the House was ordered. 
The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. PAIGE and Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, for this day. 





The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I believe the announcement of the vote 
shows thatthereisaquorum present. [Criesof ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 
is evident that we can not proceed with this business. Thereare yet four- 
teen amendments to be considered. We are now upon the sixth, hav- | 
ing occupied al] of yesterday afternoon and this morning since ten | 
o'clock. I think, sir, that we hed better drop this subject and proceed 


lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (H. R. 1798) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to execute cer- 
tain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,’’ approved May 6, 1882. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with amendments, in which amendments 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested, the 
following bill: 

A bill (H. R. 7162) to forfeit the unearned lands granted to the At- 
lantic and Pacific Railroad Company to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas 
to the Pacific coast, and to restore the same to settlement, and for other 
purposes. 

Also, that the Senate agreed to the reports of the committees of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on House bills of 
the following titles, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the location of a branch home for 
disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in either of the States of Arkan- 
sas, Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska; and 

A bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of 
desertion. 

The message further announced that the Senate agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 7235) making appropriations to supply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, 
and for prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 
1878, heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other pur- 

ses, 

Also, that the Senate further insisted on its amendments numbered 
5, 6, 7, 8, 9,10, 11, 19, 21, 22, 39, 47, 48, 49, 85, 86, 87, 92, 101, 110, 
117, 122, and 138 to said bill, and asked a further conference with the 
House thereon; and had appointed Messrs. HALE, ALLISON, and CocK- 
RELL as managers at said conference on the part of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of the House, which 
has been ordered, and the Clerk will call the roll. 


The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Aiken, Cobb, Holton, Pettibone, 
Anderson, Converse, Horr, Ray, G, W. 
Arnot, Cook, Houk, Reagan, 
Barr, Covington, Hurd, Rice, 

Belford, Cox, 8.8. Jones, B. W. Rogers, J. H. 
Belmont, Curtin, Jones, J. K. Rogers, W. F. 
Bingham, Davidson, Jones, J.T. Russell, 
Bisbee, Deuster, Kelley, Shaw, 
Blackburn, Dockery, Kellogg, Shelley, 
Bland, Dunham, King, Singleton, 
Bowen, Elliott, Laird, Skinner, T. G. 
Brainerd, Ellwood, Lewis, Slocum, 
Breitung, Evins, J. H. McAdoo, Snyder, 
—— 7 Ww. Fiedler, Miller, 8. H. Spriggs, 
Brumm, Findlay, Morrison, Stevens, 
Buckner, Fyan, Morse, Stewart, J. W. 
Burleigh, Gibson, Moulton, Talbott, 
Campbell, Felix Guenther, Muller, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, J. M. Hammond, Mutchler, Valentine, 
Cannon, Hancock, Nicholls, Wilkins, 
Cassidy, Hardeman, Nutting, Wise, J.S. 
Chalmers, Haynes, O’Ferrall, Woodward, 
Clardy, Hill, Paige, Worthington, 
Clements, Holman, Patton, Young. 


TheSPEAKER. Upon this call 229 members have answered to their 
names. The Doorkeeper will close the doors. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House dispense with further pro- 
ceedings under the call, so that I may call up aconference report on the 
deficiency appropriation bill for consideration at this time. 

The motion to dispense with further proceedings under the call was 
agreed to. 

, ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 

the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 


It | lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (H. R. 6514) for the relief of Catherine H. Glick; and 

A bill (H. R. 6657) granting the consent of Congress to the Saint 
Cloud Water-Power and Mill Company to construct a dam across the 
Mississippi River, at Saint Cloud, Minn. 
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DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls up the 
report of the committee of conference on the deficiency appropriation 
bill. | 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky (interrupting the reading). I ask that 
the reading of the mere numbers of the amendments recommended to 
be agreed to or disagreed to be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. That can not bedone. But the rules of the House | 
require that a detailed statement shall accompany the report explain- 
ing the recommendations of the committee. That statement will be 
read after the reading of the conference report. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to ask as a favor of the House that mem- 
bers will give diligent attention to the reading of the report and the 
statement, so that they may understand the effect of the recommenda- 
tions of the committee without the necessity of lengthy explanations, 
as I desire to save all the time possible as well as to save my strength 
as far as I am able. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will finish reading the conference report. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the conference re- 
port, which is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill R. 7235) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1854, 
and for prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of 
the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore 

id from permanent nee, and for other purposes, having met, after 
Fall and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 12, 13, 14, 17, 20, 23, 40, 
52, 54, 55, 58, 59, 60, 69, 70, 72, 73, 74, 77, 78, 80, 88, 89, 90, 91, 93, 94, 114, 126, 127, 128, 
129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 139, 140, 141, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 152, 
153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 
175, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 
195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 203, 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 
214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, and 223. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 4, 15, 16, 18, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 34, 35, 37, 38, 41, 42, 44, 
50, 51, 53, 56, 57, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 68, 71, 75, 76, 79, 81, 82, 83, 84, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 
100, 102, 108, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 111, 112, 113, 115, 116, 119, 120, 121, 123, 124, 125, 
142, 150, 151, 159, 160, 169, and 176, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
“And hereafter it shall not be lawful for any consular officer to appropriate to 
his own use, or expend from the amount received from the fees of his office, 
any sum in excess of the allowance of salary and fees directly authorized by 
law, and consular officers paid exclusively by fees, and consuls paid in part by 
salary and in part by fees, shall only appropriate totheir own use or expend such 
portion of the fees as is authorized by law;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 32, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert ‘‘ $250,333.29; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 33, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line 2 
of said amendment strike out the name “Albert Grant,” and in lieu thereof in- 
sert the names “Frank A. Behan, Francis A. Gibbons;” and after the word 
“ provided,”’ where it first occurs in said amendment, insert the following words 
“is hereby appropriated ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 36, and ee to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
- sum proposed by said amendment insert *‘ $822.96 ;’’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 43, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: After the 
word “ for,”’ where it first occurs in said amendment, strike out the words “ ord- 
nance, twenty thousand dollars; for,” and in lieu of the total sum stated in 
said amendment insert ‘‘ $2,900 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 45 and 46, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: “‘ For payment in full of 
expenses, and for compensation of civil commissioner appointed under pro- 
visions ot act of August 5, 1882, $3,788.81;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 67, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 1 of 
said amendment, after the word ‘ payment,” insert the words “to the estate of 
A. D. Fisher;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 109, and agree to the same with an amendment as folloavs: Strike out 
the name *‘ Vaugneder,” and in lieu of the name stricken out insert “‘ Vangen- 
der;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 118, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Atthe 
end of the Senate amendment insert the following: ‘‘And the Attorney-General 
of the United States is hereby directed to proceed against the warrantors upon 
the covenants in the conveyance and recover back said sum in the name of the 
United States ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 149, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: On page 
55 of the bill, in line 17, after the word “may,” insert the words “after due 
notice and opportunity for hearing ;” and after the word “ sustain,”’ in the same 
line, strike out the words “ debar, dismiss; and after the word “ to,” in line 
20, strike out the words “abide by” and insert the words ‘comply with; and 
after the word “‘shall,”’ in line 21, insert the words“ and with intent to de- 
fraud ; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference has been unable to agree on the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 19, 21, 22, 39, 47, 48, 49, 85, 86, 87, 92, 
101, 110, 117, 122, and 138, 





















SAM. J. RANDALL, 
JAMES N. BURNES, 
W. H. CALKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the statement accompa- 
nying the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 


votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7235) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies for the fiscal year 1884, and for 
other purposes, submit the following written statement in explanation of the 
conference report submitted : 


The bill as it passed the Senate appropriated $7 ,846,336.69, being $1,124,570.04 in 


excess of the bill as it passed the House 


The Senate by amendments added to the bill $1,263,514.56 and reduced there- 


from $138,944.52, making, as above given, a net increase of $1,124,570.04. 


The conference committee has agreed upon all but twenty-three of the two 


hundred and twenty-three amendments of the Senate tothe bill. In arriving at 
this agreement it is recommended that the Senate recede from amendments 
which appropriate $327,932.88, and that the House agree to amendments appro- 
priating $176,359.14. 


The amendments upon which the conference committee reports that it is una- 


ble to agree involve the appropriation of $759,222.54, and are as follows: 


Amendments 5,6,7,8,and 9 provide for paving streets and alleys around pub- 


lic buildings in Des Moines, Hartford, Jersey City, Saint Louis, and Grand 


Rapids. 

Tanineats 10 and 11 appropriate $6,758.31 for expenses of collecting internal 
revenue in 18°3 and $150,000 for the same purpose in 1884. 

Amendment 19 appropriates $43,151.17 to pay to the States of California, Ore- 
gon, and Nevada the 15 per cent. of the amount of their quota for the direct tax 
of 1861, on account of the proper costs for assuming the collection of the same. 

Amendment 21 appropriates $5,000 to pay a judgment in favor of J. D. Culp 
& Co. against a collector of interna] revenue in California. 

Amendment 22 appropriates $3,950.73 to reimburse the amount paid for ex- 
penses of the commission to go in Louisiana in April, 1877. 

Amendment 39 appropriates $33,771.69 to pay awards made by the commission- 
ers under the act of 1875 to aid in the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers. 

Amendments 47, 48, and 49 provide for payment to the Harlan & Hollingsworth 
Company, $67,987; to William Cramp & Sons, $75,790, and to John Roach, $69,201, 
respectively, for the use and occupation of their ship-yards by the ironclads Am- 
phitrite, Terror, and Puritan. 

Amendments 85, 86, and 87 appropriate $90,000 for United States attorneys, and 
$75,000 for United States marshals. 

Amendment 92 strikes out the provision that no part of the appropriation for 
United States attorneys shall be used to pay aiel counsel fees, 

Amendment 101 appropriates $33,482 for miscellaneous expenses of the Senate. 

Amendment 110 strikes out provision to repeal an appropriation in the ag- 
ricultural bill of $25,000 for the investigation of infectious and contagious dis- 
eases of domestic animals. 

Amendment 117 appropriates $175,000 for the payment for land taken for a 
reservoir for the water-works in the District of Columbia. 

Amendment 122 strikes out that portion of section 2 of the bill which pro- 
vides a statute of limitations against claims against the Government. 

Amendment 138 strikes out the provision that before any of the claims for 
difference between amount paid and legal compensation claimed by certain 
customs officers under sections 2733 and 2738 of the Revised Statutes, a test-case 
shall first be tried in the Court of Claimss 

SAM. J. RANDALL, 

JAMES N. BURNES, 

W. H. CALKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. RANDALL. The report of the committee of conference shows 
as the result of the action of the conferees on the part of the Senate 
that they have insisted in every instance upon twenty-three of the 
amendments disagreed to by the House. My colleague the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] and I have conferred, but we were not 
able to see the third conferee on the part of the House. However a 
majority of the conferees on the part of the House have not felt dis- 
posed to disagree to the amendments in bulk and insist upon a disa- 
greement to all the amendments in controversy, but have selected some 
of them to be advised upon by a vote of the House. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS], in pursuance of that understanding, will 
indicate the few amendments which we thought the House should ex- 
press its opinion upon; and it is possible that the House may be will- 
ing, in order to save time, to remit the balance, as it is likely they can 
be arranged in conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman alludes to the amendments of the 
Senate not disposed of? 

Mr. RANDALL. I allude to a part of those that were disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee of conference must 
be first disposed of. 

Mr. RANDALL. [ask that the report be agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] inform the House whether any amendment still in contro- 
versy involves the payment of the clerks of Senators? 

The SPEAKER. That matter will come up after the report has 
been agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will answer that question when I have an oppor- 
tunity. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 


Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of 


the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. In answer to the question of the gentleman from 
| Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] I will say that Senate amendment num- 
| bered 101, which gentlemen can refer to in the bill printed with the 
Senate amendments, is as follows: 

For miscellaneous items, $33,482. 


| 
| 
| That is for miscellaneous items of the Senate contingentfund. The 
i 
' 


conferees were unable to agree on that item, for it was frankly stated 
that the appropriation was intended to pay the clerks of Senators. 
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Mr. CALKINS. They were tobe paid from that appropriation. 


Mr. RANDALL. Yes; they were to be paid from that appropria- 
tion. The subject was discussed; I am not at liberty to say what oc- 
curred in the conference. But I am at liberty to say that I suggested 
that the Senate should put in language distinct and clear the object 
for which this appropriation was designed, so as not to have it simply 
classified as miscellaneous. Notwithstanding my suggestions, the 
amendment comes back with a disagreement. That isall I am at lib- 
erty to say. 

Mr. CALKINS. With the permission of my chairman I will indi- 
cate the amendment in regard to which I shall ask the House to recede 
from its disagreement. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman desire much time for debate? 

Mr. CALKINS. Very few minutes will be sufficient on my part. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the debate will be confined as much as pos- 
sible to the matters directly involved, as there are other bills to follow 
this. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move that the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate numbered 5, 6, 7, and 8, and also from 
the amendment numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will read the amendments of the Senate 
indicated, and also the amendment proposed by the gentleman from In- 
diana to the amendment numbered 9. 

The Clerk read amendments numbered 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9, as follows: 

5. For court-house and post-office, Des Moines, lowa: One-half cost of paving 
alley around building, $514.42 

6. For custom-house and post-office, Hartford, Conn.: One-half cost of paving 
between city hall and custom-house, $892.46. 

7. For court-house and post-office, Jersey City, N. J.: Paving Washington 
street adjacent to building, $244. 

8. For old custom-house, Saint Louis, Mo.: 
041.74; paving Olive street front, $946.49. 

9. For court-house and post-office, Grand Rapids, Mich.: Regrading, repaving, 
and sewering on Lyon and North Division streets, $1,491.53. 


Paving Third street front, $1,- 


The amendment of Mr. CALKINS to Senate amendment numbered 9 
was read, as follows: 

Add to amendment numbered 9 the following: 

For court-house and post-office at Springfield, Ill., paving Monroe street, 
$870.85 

Mr. CALKINS. Ishall be very brief in making my explanations to 
the House in reference to these amendments. There are two antago- 
nistic views held by myself and the chairman of my committee. I 
maintain that while the Government of the United States holds this 
ground by deed or conveyance as any other proprietor holds land, 
there is a condition annexed which we require of the States, that no 
tax or burden shall be laid by the State upon the ground which is owned 
by the United States for this purpose. 

There is no disagreement between the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] and myself with reference to the power of States or mu- 
nicipalities to tax or burden this property of the United States. I hold, 
and so does he, as I understand, that itis not within the powerof the States 
or municipalities to tax or burden this property in such a way that it may 
be sold as the property of private individuals may be for the non-payment 
of taxes. But I hold, thatas the Government of the United States has 
accepted this property as an owner and as all citizens whose property 
abuts upon the streets adjacent to these public buildings can be com- 
pelled by the State or municipality to pay for improving the streets to 
the center, subject to the penalty of having their property sold for the 
tax if they refuse to pay it, the Government of the United States ought 
not as a proprietor to insist that because of the stipulation that the 
property of the Government shall not be subjectec. to any tax or bur- 
den by State authority therefore the Government will not pay for 
paving to the center of the streets in front of its property. In other 
words, having forced the citizens who owned private property to sub- 
mit to an assessment to pay the cost of paving to the center of the 
street, the great Government of this country should not set itself up 
and say, ‘‘ We refuse to bear any part of the expense of paving the 
streets upon which our property abuts.”’ 

I admit that under the law the Government can not be compelled to 
bear any part of this expense; but I say the Government should pay 
its fair share as a matter of right and justice. The private owner whose 
property abuts upon the streets can be compelled to pay for paving to 
thecenter; and the Government, although it can not be compelled to pay 
in the same way, should step in and say, ‘‘ We require nothing of the 
private citizen that we are not ready and willing to do ourselves.’’ 

That is my proposition; there is where I stand. I say that in justice, 
in fair dealing and honesty, in common decency we should do this. 
If the Government stands out and says, ‘‘ We will pay no part of the 
expense of making pavements or building sewers,’’ then you may have 
one-half the streets upon which the Government property abuts un- 
paved; you may have no sewerage; you may have your buildings 
isolated entirely from the improvements of the cities where they are 
located. 

I wish to add that in many cases —I have not a statement of them 
in detail, but I believe the gentlemen from Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL] 
has a statement in regard to a number of cases—the Government has 










borne its share of these expenses. The Forty-fifth Comgress appropriated 
$9,000 to pay for paving in front of the arsenal in the city of Indian- 
apolis in my own State. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. To what extent? 

Mr. CALKINS. It paid the expense to the center of the street. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Was it beyond the sidewalk? 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes, sir; beyond the sidewalk. In Chicago also 
this expense has been paid by the Government in eight or ten cases, the 
particulars of which the gentleman from Missouri has before him 
That is all I want to say on the legal proposition. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to answer in advance one of the objections 
which has been urged against this proposition. The objection is that 
these cities where our public buildings are located, having the benefit 
of these establishments, ought to do this paving themselves. Now, it 
we had not purchased the land and erected these buildings, in orde: 
that the business of the Government might be transacted there, the 
objection might have some force. But the reasonable presumption is 
that the Government purchased the ground and erected the buildings 
for its own interests, and I think it is begging the question to say that 
because the erection of these buildings has added to the value of other 
property in the vicinity, therefore the citizens should pay all the ex- 
penses of street improvements. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Was it not the purpose of the Government in 
erecting these buildings to accommodate the citizens of the town o: 
city where the buildings are located; and ought not that to be induce- 
ment enough for the citizens to pay for the pavement of the streets ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Before answering my friend from Dlinois I want 
to make a statement of fact which I think ought to have great weight 
in the determination of this question. 

Take a case (which iscertainly a supposable case, and which I under- 
stand from my friend from Missouri is actually the fact in the city of 
Saint Louis) where by constitutional provision a municipality is pro- 
hibited from making any expenditure of money beyond a certain limit; 
and where an expenditure up to the constitutional limit is demanded 
in order to meet the expenses of the city. There is no general fund 
which can be appropriated for the paving of streets if the property own- 
ers fail to meet the assessment. The municipality is obliged in this 
respect to depend entirely upon the assessments made upon the owners 
of abutting property. But if the Government of the United States, 
whose property thus abuts upon the streets requiring to be paved, re- 
fuses to bear any part of this expense no assessment of course can be 
enforced against it. The city can not make an appropriation from its 
own treasury to meet this expenditure, because there is a constitutional 
inhibition. Hence if payment be not made by the Government of the 
United States the amount must go unpaid. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. _Isnot wy friend aware that when the Govern- 
ment locates a post-office or other public building in Saint Louis, or any 
other city, the value of adjacent property is thereby largely enhanced ? 

Mr. CALKINS. My answer is that every building erected in the 
city of Saint Louis or elsewhere, whether built by the Government or 
by private individuals, enhances the value of adjacent property. I say 
that is not a consideration which this Congress should entertain for a 
moment. In regard to thesestreet improvements, we should not compel 
private citizens to bear a burden which the Government refuses to bear 
We ought not to set ourselves up and, because we have the power, say, 
“*We refuse to make the appropriation.’’ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow 
me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. As far as the streets are concerned, if not 
the sidewalks, is not this virtually admitting the power to tax the 
property of the United States in all cities where public buildings have 
been located ? 

Mr. CALKINS. I will not stop to discuss a point of law. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is it not enforcing the right to tax prop- 
erty of the United States by a State or municipality which at the time 
of the location of the public building was specially waived? 

Mr. CALKINS. I have admitted no State or municipality can lay 
this burden. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 

States property? 
Mr. CALKINS. 
private citizen. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is not my point. When these pub- 
lic buildings were located in these cities was it not expressly provided 
the Government was not to pay any such tax? 
Mr. CALKINS. No;I do not agree they would not ask the Gov- 
ernment to do what it ought todo. If the Government ought to build 
a sidewalk for the purpose of getting to its custom-house and post-office 
it ought to do so, so men can go there on wheels as well as on foot, for 
the Government owns to the middle of the street. I now yield to my 
friend, the chairman of the committee, whatever time he requires. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, we sit in this House as representa- 
tives of the several Congressional districts, and we naturally look after 
their interests rather than to the amount of money to be paid out of 
the Federal Treasury. That is especially the case, and perhaps natu- 


Then why shall the tax be paid on United 


It is our duty to do that which we require of every 





1884. 


























urally so, in those districts having representatives on this floor where 
public buildings are located. For myself, I was unwilling either di- 
rectly or indirectly to admit the right of any State or municipal gov- 
ernment to levy a tax upon the property of the United States; when 
that property had been purchased for and dedicated to public uses 
upon express terms it should not be subject to taxes or other burdens. 
Iam a layman, but I believe it to be good law that a statute must be 
construed in itsentirety, and not each word as if it stood alone. Now 
you can not put the same construction upon the word ‘‘tax’’ and the 
word ‘‘ burden.’? They are two words, and they are to be construed 
together, and in their most comprehensive sense. 

Let me add, Mr. Speaker, that if we are to admit this right of taxa- 
tion against Federal property beyond former appropriations—that is, 
outside of the immediate approaches—then you are going to plunge the 
Government into a new expenditure of money, which ultimately will 
be very large. To admit we are bound to pay for one-half of the pav- 
ing of this street around this public building, it follows of necessity we 
will be compelled to pay for its repair and maintenance to the extent 
of their cost. 

I have no feeling about this beyond the principle which is involved; 
and to the adoption of any such new principle I was unwilling the con- 
ference committee should agree. If itis to be done, I wanted the Senate 
and the House in their representative relations to say that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should be taxed in this way. The gentle- 
man from Indiana himself admits there is no power to collect such a tax, 
and I am quite willing, without another word, to submit the matter to 
the decision of the House. I shal] be bound, of course, by the action 
the House shall take. 

Mr. CALKINS, Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri, and Mr. EATON rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield the 
floor ? 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Missouri wishes to make a 
correction, and I will yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. In Saint Louis the expense of repairing 
and maintaining streets is borne out of the general revenue, and it is 
only as to the original construction of a street where the expense is levied 
against the adjacent property. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the principle is clear, that if they can tax the 
property of the United States to the middle of the street it follows of 
necessity, logicaliy and legally, they can also tax it for one-half of the 
repair and maintenance of the’street. I do not think my friend from 
Indiana, who is a good lawyer, will controvert that proposition. 

Mr. CALKINS. If the gentleman will yield me the floor I will move 
now to take the vote. 
Mr. RANDALL. 

cut for a moment. 

Mr. EATON. I agree, Mr. Speaker, with the general principle ad- 
vanced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I donot believe that the streets adjacent to 
Government property should be paved to the center by the Federal 
Government. 

But there is one item in this bill to which I desire the chairman of 
the committee to give his attention. I refer to the building of an ap- 
proach between the city hall and the public building belonging to the 
United States in my own city of Hartford. Nowheels gothere. It is 
simply an approach between what used to be the State-house in Con- 
necticut and the new public building belonging to the Government. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does this alley belong to the Government? Is it 
public property—property of the United States ? 

Mr. EATON. It is, to the-extent of one-half. 

Mr. RANDALL. That, of course, presents a different case. 

Mr. EATON. That is just the case presented here, and to that I 
desire to attract the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

But another thing: the city of Hartford does not ask this Congress, 
nor do the Representatives from the State of Connecticut ask Congress 
to pave the streets adjacent to our public buildings in that State. We 
take care of them ourselves, and if my recollection serves me right we 
gave—we did not sell—one-half of that magnificent public park for this 
purpose to the United States, a park that was worth $300,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that it does not matter so far as the principle is concerned whether the 
property was given to the United States or purchased by it. The prin- 
ciple involved is the same in either case. 

Mr. EATON. But it may be a question of reciprocal generosity on 
the part of the House. The House may see it in a different light. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I desired to yield a moment to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Potter], but I do not now see him in his seat. I 
therefore yield the floor to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS]. 

Mr. CALKINS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, the amendment of the gentleman 


I should like to yield to my friend from Connecti- 


from Indiana to the Senate amendment contemplates the paving of one- 
half of the streets opposite the public building in the city of Spring- 
field, and which has already cost the city $870. The city of Springfield 
has adopted a general system of paving its streets, and has levied an 
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assessment upon the adjacent property to pay for that paving to the cen- 
ter of the street. 
am painfully aware of the existence of such a law from the fact of hav- 
ing just received notice that my own homestead has been assessed over 
$2,000 to pay the cost of building pavements in front of it for the ben- 
efit of other people, for I am not there. 


the State or the municipal government, but it is a tax for the repair, 
preservation, and building of the approaches to the Government prop- 
erty, and is not levied against the property at all, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania assumes. 
asked the Government, which is rich and able to pay its portion of the 
burden of keeping up the building and its approaches, as well as pri- 
vate individuals, to do just exactly what the owners of other property 
are doing in the city. 
what it has already done in Indianapolis, Chicago, and even in Spring- 
field on the other side of this very same building. 
for by the Government in those cases. 


Senators of the United States from that State were also present, and 
we gave assurances, under the precedents established heretofore on the 
other side of the court-house in Springfield, and also in Chicago and 
elsewhere, thatthis money expended by the citizens should be refunded 
by the Government of the United States. 


municipal authorities for the support of State or municipal govern- 
ments, yet that this is entirely a different system of taxation and only 
obliges the Government as the owner of property to do what other own- 
ers of property are required to do in reference to these repairs. 


Ohio [Mr. WARNER], if he desires it. 





committed. 
taxed to make sidewalks and streets. 
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That system is now in operation in that city, and I 


This is not an ordinary tax for the support of the Government of 


But the city has come to the Government and 


It asks the Government to do in Springtield just 
All has been paid 


When this pavement was being put down I was in Springfield, and the 


Now, as to the general principles involved in making this payment. 
I insist, while the Government should not be assessed by State and 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. CALKINS. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this ques- 
tion involves a principle to which the Government ought not to be 
It certainly is a tax and nothing buta tax. Property is 


The Government owns this property. This is a proposition to sub- 
ject that property to taxation for the purpose of constructing sidewalks 
and also paving the streets. As the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] has said, if the Govgrnment is to be taxed to make 
them it must submit, of course, to a tax to repair and forever maintain 
them. That is the policy we are committing ourselves to. 

Now, who is to be benefited by the construction of these sidewalks? 
The people of the respective towns and cities. Theyownthem. Itis 
for their benefit, their use; and for this reason the appropriation bills 
providing for the construction of these buildings—all of them, I think, 
or all of them I have known anything about—contained the provision 
exempting the Government from this tax and from all burdens. 

Why, sir, if this principle is adopted we must go on and apply it to 
all the public buildings constructed now or hereafter to be constructed. 
And one thing you may be sureof: on that principle there will always 
be good sidewalks in front of the Government buildings if nowhere 
else in these towns and cities. 

Mr. CALKINS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Porrer]. 

Mr. POTTER. In my judgment this proposition involves a question 
of serious import. In different cities of this Union different modes of 
procedure prevail. In the city of Boston, where I have paid taxes for 
ascore of years, the streets are paved by taxation upon the general pub- 
lic and not by assessment. In the city of New York, where I also pay 
taxes, it is done by a system of assessment upon the abutting proprie- 
tors. In other cities throughout the land a different practice will be 
found prevailing. But in either case and in every case it is understood 
to be a tax and a burden upon the property. 

Why, sir, setting aside technicalities and looking at this not as a mere 
question of law, but as a question as to the proper relations of the States 
and cities to the General Government, it is perfectly clear, as it seems 
to me, that this practice, if it has ever obtained at all, ought to be at once 
stopped and forever. Why, sir, the use of these streets in front of these 
public buildings is more important to the people and the business of 
these cities than almost any other portion of the streets in those cities. 
They are used and used exclusively by the population, by the owners, 
and by the business of those cities; and they are getting the best and 
most important use of them. And when they use them they should 
pave them. Thisidea of commencing to lay burdens upon the General 
Government and our different cities competing in that direction should 
not fora moment be thought of. ~ 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CALKINS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from lowa 
[Mr. Kasson]. 

Mr. KASSON. There is a smallitem in this bill for the paving of a 
street around the Federal court-house and post-office at Des Moines, 
Iowa. Over this street come all the mails from some twenty-eight 
mail trains a day, in addition to the other Government business car- 
ried on. Heretofore this Congress has appropriated just what the cost 
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of paving was for that portion lying next to the building. 
mains this to complete the street paving. 

Now, sir, I differ with gentlemen who hold it to be a tax against the 
United States. They pay so much per yard for the paving to the con- 
tractor. To him is issued a certificate for the number of yards; one- 
half is assessed against the private proprietors abutting on one side 
of the street. For the half of the paving next to the United States 
public building he gets no pay unless the United States voluntarily 
pays the amount, as it did one or two years ago upon another street. 
It has never been treated by us as a lawful tax against the United 
States, but as a just claim upon the equity of the United States to do 
just what the private citizen does and at the same terms that the pri- 
vate citizen pays. And that is just and equitable whatever may be 
said, and commits the United States to nothing except to do what is 
reasonable, just, and equitable. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CALKINS. I now move the previous question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question ? 

Mr. CALKINS. I insist on the motion for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. CALKINS] de- 
mands the previous question on his motion that the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 5, 6, 7, 8, 
and 9, with an amendment to the ninthamendment. 


Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to the previous question being 
ordered. 


The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote desired on the amendments ? 

Mr. RANDALL. On the statement of the gentleman from Connect- 
icut [Mr. EATON] there would be no difficulty about the amendment 
he referred to when that is proved to relate to public property. What 
I want is to have the principle established. ‘ 

The House divided on the motion of Mr. CALKINS; and there were— 
ayes 56, noes 61. 

Mr. CALKINS. The division is so close that I must ask for tellers. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the yeas and nays, that the vote of the 
House may be of record. This involves millions of the public money. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I also ask for the yeas and nays, because I want 
those members who think the United States is a pauper and can not 
afford to keep its own property in repair to put themselves on record. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to know whether it is constitutional to 
tax the farmers of Illinois to improve the streets in Des Moines, lowa? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. And I want to know if it is constitu- 


There re- 
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tional to make false statements on this floor. 


voting 


The SPEAKER (rapping). 


Debate is not in order. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 51 members voting therefor. 


The 


Adama, G. E. 
Atkinson, 
Bayne, 
Boutelle, 
Brainerd, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Broadhead, 
Burnes, 


( 
‘ 
‘ 
( 
( 
( 


Jalkins, 
‘arleton, 


‘halmers, 


‘ulberteon, W. W. 


‘ullen, 


‘utcheon, 


Davis, G. R. 


Jingley, 


Eldredge, 


Adama, J.J. 
Alexander, 
Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
Barksdale, 
Beach, 
Bennett, 
Blount, 
Browne, T. M. 
Budd, 


‘ 
‘ 
( 
Cc 
( 
( 
‘ 


‘abell, 
‘aldwell, 
‘ampbell, J. E. 
‘assidy, 

lay, 

tox, W. R, 
‘risp, 
‘ulberson, D. B. 
*urtin, 


Dargan, 
Davis, L. H. 
Dibble, 
Dibrell, 
Dorsheimer, 
Duncan, 
Dunn, 
Eaton, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 


YEAS—66. 


Evans, I.N. 
Finerty, 
Funston, 
Garrison, 
George, 
Harmer, 


Hart, 

Hatch, W. H. 
Henderson, D. B. 
Hitt, 
Holmes, 
Hooper, 
Houseman, 
James, 
Kasson, 
Lacey, 
Lawrence, 


Libbey, 

Lore, 
McCormick, 
Maybury, 
Milliken, 
Morrill, 
Neece, 
Nelson, 

O’ Hara, 
O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Payne, 

Price, 
Rankin, 

Ray, Ossian 
Rowell, 
Skinner, C. R. 


NAYS—115, 


Everhart, 
Ferrell, 
Forney, 
Geddes, 
Glascock, 
Goff, 
Green, 
Greenleaf, 
Halsell, 
Hardy, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hemphill, 
Henley, 
Hewitt,G. W. 
Hiscock, 
Hoblitzell, 
Hunt, 
Jeffords, 
Johnson, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jordan, 
Kleiner, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Le Fevre, 
Long, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 


McComas, 
MeMillin, 
Miflard, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Muldrow, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 
Ochiltree, 
Parker, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Pierce, 
Post, 
Potter, 
Pryor, 
Randall, 
Reese, 
Riggs, 
Robinson, W. E. 
Rock well, 
Rosecrans, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Spooner, 
Stewart, Charles 


question was taken; and there were—yeas 66, nays 115, not 
143; as follows: 


Smalls, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Thomas, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Washburn, 
Weller, 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilson, James 
Woodward. 


Storm, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, J.D. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
Turner, H.G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Warner, Richard 
Weaver, 
White, J. D. 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Winans, E. B. 


JULY 3 


, 


NOT VOTING—143. 


Hutchins, 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J.T. 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Laird, 
Lewis, 
Lovering, 
McAdoo, 
McCoid, 
Matson, 
Miller, S. H. 
Mills, 
Money, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muller, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
O’Ferrall, 
Paige, 
Patton, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Pusey, 
Ranney, 
Ray, G. W. 
Reagan, 


Aiken, 
Ar.derson, 
Arnot, 
Barbeur, 
Barr, 

Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bowen, 
Boyle, 
Breckinridge, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, J. H. 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Burleigh, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M. 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Chace, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Collins, 
Connolly, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Cosgrove, 
Covington, 


Cox, 8.8 
Davidson, 
Davis, R. T. 
Deuster, 
Dockery, 
Dowd, 
Dunham, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Ellwood, 
Evins, J. H. 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Fyan, 
Gibson, 
Graves, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Haynes, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Hepburn, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A.8. 
Hill, 
Holman, 
Holton, 
Hopkins, 
Horr, 
Houk, 
Howey, 
Hurd, 


So the motion of Mr. CALKINS was not agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Crisp with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, for this day, except on 
Mexican pension bill and Senate amendments thereto. 

Mr. RYAN with Mr. WELLBORN, for to-day. 

Mr. GRAVES with Mr. CosGROVE, on this vote. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I am paired with a gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, but on the advice of one of his colleagues I have voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House further insist upon its dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendments numbered 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Reed, 

Rice, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, J.8, 
Rogers, J. H 
Rogers, W.F. 
Russell, 
Ryan, 

Scales, 

Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Stone. 
Sumner, C. A. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Throckmorton, 
Valentine, 
Vance, 
Wallace, 
Wellborn, 
Wemple, 
Willis, 
Wilson, W.L. 
Wise, J.8. 
Wood, 
Worthington. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. 5709) to amend article 72 of the Rules and Articles 
of War. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
House of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of de- 
sertion; and 

A bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the location of a branch home for 
disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in either the State of Arkansas, 
Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska, and for 
other purposes. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the Senate amendments, not 
disposed of by the report of the committee on conference, to the bill 
(H. R. 7235) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for prior years, 
and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore 
paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CALKINS. I now move that the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to 
the same. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let the amendment be read. 

The SPEAKER. Except by consent, the amendments not disposed 
of by the report of the committee of conference must be considered in 
their regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Aftertwo orthree of those amendments have been 
voted upon, if there be no call for a separate vote on any of the other 
amendments, I can expedite matters by moving that the House fur- 
ther insist upon its disagreement to all of the amendments in gross. 

Mr. CALKINS. That is the understanding. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert the following: 


(22) To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to reimburse the amount paid for 
expenses of the commission appointed to go to Louisiana, April, 1877, $3,950.73."" 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
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from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate just read, and agree to the same. | each of these parties ought to receive for occupancy of parts of their yards 


Mr. CALKINS. I will detain the House but a moment with an ex- 
planation of this amendment. I know that I am treading upon very 
dangerous ground in calling the attention of the House to it. 

The purpose of this amendment is to reimburse President Hayes for 
the amount of money expended by him in the payment of the expenses | 
ot General HAWLEY of Connecticut, Governor Brown of Tennessee, | 
Mr. MacVeagh of Pennsylvania, Mr. Lawrence of Illinois, and Jus- 
tice Harlan, then of Kentucky, as a committee to proceed to Louisiana 
at a time when there were dual State governments in that State for the 
purpose of ascertaining the facts and reporting thereon to him. The 
Constitution of the United States requires that the President shall take 
care that the laws shall be executed. In cases where he can not him- 
self go I know of no other way in which he can obtain information ex- 
cept by selecting and sending persons to inquire and advise him. Pred- 
icated upon that portion of the Constitution, these men were selected 
and did perform a service which resulted in the turning of the govern- 
ment of Louisiana over to the Nicholls régime. Those gentlemen were 
paid by President Hayes, and ever since that time Congress has been 
asked to appropriate money to reimburse him. 

I will say that if it had been in reference to any other subject, upon 
which the minds of the people were less excited, or upon which there 
was less partisan prejudice, I take it there would be no difficulty in se- 
curing this appropriation. I think that to-day, being near the end of 
this session, the minds of members will be in such a frame that they 
will be willing to do justice by the appropriation of this money to pay 
for that Which resulted so beneficially to some of my friends on the 
other side of the House. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], 
and ask him when he gets through to call the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I admit that the commission referred to resulted 
in great good, giving that portion of the people of Louisiana who had 
carried the election in the State control of the State government. Yet 
I must recognize the fact that this is adebt which was contracted with- 
out authority of law. While, if not acting in an official relation, I 
would be glad to say that Mr. Rutherford B. Hayes should be remun- 
erated, still, acting as a legislator and as a conferee on this bill, I felt 
bound to report, as I have done, in favor ofa disagreement to this amend- 
ment, subject of course to the will of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us take up a collection for Hayes. 

Mr. CALKINS. I call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. CALKINS that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the twenty-second amendment 
of the Senate and agree to the same, the motion was not agreed to, 
there being—ayes 37, noes 75. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House further insist on its dis- 
agreement to the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CALKINS. There are three other amendments which we have 
decided to submit to a vote of the House—the forty-seventh, forty- 
eighth, and forty-ninth amendments. 

The amendments were to insert the following new paragraphs: 

To pay the Harlan and Hollinsworth Company for the use and occupation of 
their ship-yard by the ironclad Amphitrite, and the care of said vessel, and ex- 

yenses to which they were subject for watching and storage of turrets, pilot- 
10uses, guns, &c., from July 8, 1876, to December 29, 1882, $67,987. 

To pay William Cramp & Sons for the use and occupation of their ship-yard 
by the ironclad Terror, and for care and storage of the turrets, guns, &c., | ae 
July 8, 1876,to December 30, 1882, $75,790. 

To pay John Roach for the use and occupation of his ship-yard by the ironclad 
Puritan, and for the care of said vessel, and storage of her turrets, guns, &c., from 
July 8, 1876, to December 29, 1882, $69,201: Provided, That no moneys hereby ap- 
propriated for the above three mentioned ships shall be paid except upon full 
receipt and discharge of all claims of the parties to whom the same may be paid 
for care and storage of said vessels, turrets, guns, &c., for use and occupation of 
these several yards. 

Mr. CALKINS. I move that the House recede from its disagreement 
to these amendments and agree to the same with an amendment which 
1 ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the paragraph providing for the payment of William Cramp & 
Sons the followirig: To pay Phineas Burgess for the use and occupation of his 
ship-yard by the ironclad Monadnock, and for the care of said vessel and stor- 
age of her turrets, guns, &c., from Saly 8, 1876, to November 15, 1883, $65,650. 

Mr. CALKINS. Mr. Speaker, there are in this bill four items pro- 
viding payment to four different persons for storage and care of the four 
monitors for several years past. I will state the manner in which this 
question is presented. At the last session of Congress it was provided 
by law in the naval appropriation act: 

_ And the Secretary of the Navy shall take possession of the double-turreted 
ironclads, and if he thinks best, remove the same to the Government navy- | 
yards; and he shall ascertain the amounts which ought to be paid to the con- 
tractors severally for the use and occupation of their yards with said ships and 
for the care thereof, and report the same, with all the facts connected therewith, 
to Congress. 

_ The Secretary of the Navy under this law appointed a board, consist- 
ing of three naval officers, whose inquiry on this subject has not been 


in any way disputed, nor has any reflection been cast uponthem. This | 


board reported to the Secretary of the Navy the compensation which 


by these vessels and for the care of them, including the hiring of 
watchmen whom they were obliged to hire, and also the repairs neces- 
sary to be made upon each of these vessels during the time they were 
in these yards. The report made by this board to the Secretary of the 
Navy was sent to Congress with his recommendation that an appropri- 
ation be made in accordance with the law and with the report which 
had been made for the payment of these amounts. 


I think, Mr. Speaker, I need say nothing further on that subject. 


The amounts are due. The sums to which these parties are entitled 
have been ascertained. They ought to receive theirmoney. The only 
question is when we shall pay them. I think these amounts should be 
paid now. 


I want to make one further suggestion. It is said that this is a mere 


claim. I reply that it is not a claim in the ordinary acceptation of the 
term, because under the law the Secretary of the Navy was required to 
ascertain the amounts due to these parties. He has ascertained the 
sum due and it has become a settled matter under the law. We ought 
to appropriate the money. 


Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman say that this board had au- 


thority to determine finally the extent of the liability of the Govern- 
ment in this matter? 


Mr. CALKINS. No, sir. But in the absence of any dispute as to 


the amounts properly due, I say that we ought to pay them. 


I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. LORE]. 
Mr. LORE. Mr. Speaker, in 1874 the contracts were made for these 


double-turreted monitors. As the circumstances of the several cases 
are substantially the same, I will refer to but one vessel, the Amphi- 
trite. This vessel was begun in 1874. It was put upon the ways. In 
July, 1876, the Government stopped all work upon the vessel, which 
then remained upon the slip of the Harlan and Hollingsworth Company 
at Wilmington, Del., for more than six years—from July, 1876, to De- 
cember, 1882. The use of this slip thus occupied during that time by 
this vessel was worth to this company, and they could have easily made 
from its use, $20,000 a year, which would have been for six and a half 
years $130,000. By the fact that the vessel remained there they were 
prevented from taking other contracts In addition to the space which 
it occupied, they had to take care of the vessel, to see that it was kept 
in proper condition. I state upon the authority of Mr. J. Taylor Gause, 
one of the purest and best men I — in the entire country, that by 
the use of that slip during these six anc 

have made $130,000. Then, as I have said, there was the expense of 
watchmen, and, more than that, the company was prevented from taking 
other contracts. The vessel was an obstruction in their yard. 


a half years the company could 


In December, 1882, a new contract was made by the Government, 


under which the vessel was launched, and since that time the Govern- 
ment has been paying for wharfage for these vessels at the rate of $8 a 
day, which would be about $3,000 a year. 


I desire to emphasize the statement that the amount proposed to be 


paid by this bill to these people is not one-half of what they could have 
made if these vessels had not remained in their yards, and which they 


were prevented from making by reason of the obstruction which the 
vessels caused. The amountof the claim is what has been fixed by the 


Government. These people had no voice in it. At the suggestion of 
the last Congress three commissioners were appointed by the Secretary 
of the Navy. They fixed the price. They discounted that price 25 
per cent. The Secretary of the Navy now says it is a low and reason- 
able price. 


The Government has fixed a low price for what has been done by 
these ship-yards. They all standon the same basis. It is an amount 


ascertained by the Government. Itisa lowamount. Itisonly justit 
should be paid by the Government, and in this bill. I do not think I 


need add one word more. I believe this Congress is actuated by proper 
motives and that they will do that which is right or at least within 25 
per cent. of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The amount involved in the matter immediately 
under consideration is a quarter of a million of money. I do not know 
that I dissent from the statement made by the two gentlemen who have 
spoken in relation to it. But these are claims. They grow out of cer- 
tain contracts made in relation to the monitors, and there is no reason 
why these claims should be taken out of the current course of legisla- 
tion in this House and attached to the deficiency appropriation bill 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is it not true that these vessels went into these ship- 
yards under contract by the Secretary of the Navy to repair and recon- 
struct those vessels when there was no appropriation of money and 


| when there was an inhibition in the law to make any such contract? 


Is it not further true they remained year after year when Congress with 
its attention specially called to it refused to make appropriation there- 
for? 

Mr. RANDALL. The very question which the gentleman asks shows 
the propriety of these claims being considered in a full and deliberate 
way instead of being inserted in the deficiency appropriation bill at 
the other end of the Capitol. I am not fully able to answer the ques- 
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tion of the gentleman from Georgia. 
for wharfage and rent arose between the period when the Govern- 
ment stopped the contract on these monitors and subsequently when 
Congress authorized the placing of engines in them, a period of six 
years and a half. 


tleman from Georgia I should be glad to have himdo so. With many 
others I have not had full opportunity to examine into every particu- 
lar of these claims. Not having the matter immediately under con- 
sideration I have not given it that attention, perhaps, it ought to have 
had from me. As I have not been in favor of the allowance, I am free 
to say I should be glad to hear it discussed. 

Mr. CALKINS. What was the question of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is not true when these vessels were taken to 
these ship-yards they were carried there under contract for work to be 
done on them when no money was appropriated by law for the pur- 
pose, and when the law declared there could be no contract unless 
appropriation had been previously made? Did not the Forty-fourth, 
Forty-Fifth, and Forty-sixth Congresses, when this matter was brought 
before them, refuse to make any appropriation for work to be done under 
these contracts because they were illegal? Did not the minority of the 
last House stand in the way of anything being done in that matter? 

Mr. CALKINS. The matters we are now considering have nothing 
to do with the damages these parties claim they suffered by violation 
of the contracts they made for completing the monitors, and which are 
due and unadjusted. The point of difference between these parties and 
the discussion which arose tn previous Congresses was as to the amount 
of damages they sustained by Congress refusing to make appropriation 
of money to carry out the contracts they claim covered the completion 
of these monitors. They laid claim for damages against the Govern- 
ment, not only for the rent and occupation of their yards and all that 
as a part of the damages, but they laid claim against the Government 
for damages for a breach of contract. Now, that claim is not included 
here at all. 


The last Congress took this view of the case: As the Government of 


the United States had these four monitors upon the stocks, occupying 
a part of the yards of these ship-builders who had gone on and made 
repairs upon them, covering them in to protect them from the weather, 
painted them when necessary, appointed watchmen to take care of them 
so as to prevent them from deteriorating, and performed such serviceand 
such duty as they thought it proper to do to prevent them from rotting 


on the stocks, that therefore it was proper to look into the question of 


the occupancy of these yards by the vessels; and these items to which 
I have referred, that is to say the rent of the yards, the care of the ves- 
sels and their storage, were the items that the board was ordered to in- 
vestigate and make a report to the Secretary of the Navy, leaving the 
question of damages and of the violation of the contracts entirely out 
of the question. This was the view the last Congress took of the matter. 

These questions of damages are questions of claims to be considered 
and investigated by that committee, but the question now presented for 
the rent and occupation of the yards and the payment of the men who 
took care of the vessels and kept them from deteriorating and being de- 
stroyed presents an entirely different question, which was referred to 
the Secretary of the Navy by the law of last year to investigate and re- 
port upon it. Pursuant to that law and authority he appointed a board 
composed otf three officers of the Navy, consisting of Captain Johnson, 
Commander Schley, and Naval Constructor Hichborn to go to these 
yards and ascertain the amounts which ought to be paid to the contract- 
ors for the use and occupation of the same. These officers performed 
that cuty and on the 8thof January last made their report. [am in- 
formed that in some cases these men owning the ship-yards had to bor- 
row money to bear the expenses which these monitors and their care 
imposed upon them. So that the question the gentleman from Georgia 
asks is not applicable at all to this subject. 

The questions of damages are all outside. The great question we have 
to consider here is as to whether we shall pay the amount which is due 
to ‘hese men for the purposes I have indicated. 

If the gentleman from Georgia now desires any time, I will yield to 
‘im for a few minutes. _ I will then ask a vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to have two or three minutes. 

Mr. CALKINS. I will yield to the gentleman three minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not see the distinction that the gentleman from 
Indiana has presented. The position taken by the Forty-fourth, Forty- 
fifth, and Forty-sixth Congresses and the minority of the last House 


was that everything done in connection with these vessels grew out of 


an unlawful contract; that they were taken into the yards of these 
ship-builders when there was no provision of law authorizing it. Con- 
gress refused all the time to do anything with them. They were kept 
there; and there was no effort on the part of these people to relieve 
themselves of the burden of keeping them; but they were hoping evi- 
dently to keep them until some favorable opportunity would arise to 
make a contract for their completion. That was the view that was 
taken by these Congresses. 


Mr. CALKINS. Theview that I tried to impress upon the gentle- 


man from Georgia does not embrace the question of the completion of | tracted with. 
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As I understand it these claims | the vessels at all. 


i 


Ifthe gentleman from Indiana, who advocates this | 
mode of disposing of these claims, can answer the question of the gen- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Just let me read him a sentence from this report 
which will make it clear: 


The board appointed by your order of the 20th of November, a copy of which 
is herewith appended marked A, to ascertain and report to the Department the 
amounts which ought to be paid to the contractors for the use and occupation 
of their yards by the double-turreted ironclads Puritan, Amphitrite, and Terror 
and for the care thereof, has the honor to report, &c. : 


That is the subject I have just been discussing. So that the only 
thing included was for the rent, occupation, and space the monitors 
occupied in these yards and the care that was necessary to be taken of 
them; that is, the actual outlay that these men were required to make 
to keep them from being destroyed or from deteriorating. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is just the one point I have been making, that 
the occupation by these vessels of these yards grew out of an illega] 
contract, that they should never have gone into the yards in the first 
instance, and that it was an attempt to force upon Congress an appro- 
priation of money under these contracts for their care or completion 
which it had refused. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. CALKINS.. With reference to whether the contracts were ille- 
gal or not is a question not involved here. The only question is that 
these vessels occupied the space in the yards without reference to any 
contract. They were there and were cared for by these people. They 
were our property; and I wish to ask the gentleman whether he would 
consent to the occupation by the Governmentof private premises with- 
out remuneration? Does the gentleman think it right to do that? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say that the presence of these vessels, 
whatever damages grew out of it to those ship-yard owners, arose out 
of the contracts, and these parties themselves knew it to be illegal 
when they carried the vessels into their yards. And the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania suggests that it was made within a few days before 
the term of office of the then Secretary expired. There was no money 
in the Treasury to pay for it. 

Mr. LORE. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Does he not 
think that the Government is estopped from denying this claim for the 
care and preservation of these vessels from the fact that they were put 
there by the then officers of the Government, that they remained there 
as Government property without question, and that the Congress of the 
United States authorized these vessels to be finished so far as to launch 
them? That being the case, is it not true that the Government is 
estopped now from making this objection that the gentleman now sets 
up? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say if the last Congress saw fit to make a 
contract, whatever contract they made at any time we are bound by 
But when an unlawful contract was made by the Department we refuse 
to regard it; and if those vessels were continued there under the un 
lawful contract we are not bound by it. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has.expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Indiana occupied part of my 
time. 

Mr. CALKINS. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now the gentleman from Indiana says that Con- 
gress authorized the Secretary of the Navy to appoint a board for the 
purpose of ascertaining what the damage to these parties was 

Mr. CALKINS. Not the damage. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, the facts as to the occupation of the yards. 

Mr. CALKINS. And the money the parties had paid out them- 
selves. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am not complaining of the 
present Secretary of the Navy for appointing that board. He did ex- 
actly what the law required him to do. The board made an investi- 
gation and reported. But 1 go beyondthat. I believe that this whole 
matter is a pure claim; and I believe there is scarcely anything in it 
Some of the items I might be willing to allow. But I think we owe 
it to ourselves to let this take its course as a claim as al] other claims 
do. Let it go to a committee; let it be reported to this House; and let 
it be debated and acted upon by itself. A claim for damages that have 
occurred in this way is entitled to no high privilege of riding through 
this House on an appropriation bill 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Georgia seems quite familiar 
with the facts. My memory is not altggether exact in regard to them; 
but it seems to me those contracts were made conditioned upon appro- 
priations. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. RANDALL. And conditioned upon approval of the Secretary. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not desire to recur to private conversations 
But if the gentleman from Indiana will allow me another moment, | 
wish to say that at the time that contract was made, within two or 
three days or a week, or at least a very short period, before the then 
Secretary of the Navy went out of office, I happened to have charge of 
the naval appropriation bill, and he called my attention to the fact that 
the contract had been made; and it was distinctly understood they had 
no power; it all depended on whether an appropriation was made or 
not as toall of them. Mr. Roach was, I think, the only person con- 


They were. 





1884. 








Mr. CALKINS. Oh, no. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There may have been one or two others. Congress 
did not make the appropriation, and refused to do so year after year. 
And yet the work on the vessels was continued in those yards. And 
here is this claim. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to say one word in reply. The original 
contracts made with these parties, as has been stated by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and the gentleman from Georgia, were conditional 
contracts. But the hulls of the vessels were constructed; they were 
there. There was our property. That is the fact about it. Then 
Congress came in and undertook to annul those contracts and refused 
to make further appropriations. How didthatleavethem? It left the 
hulls of those vessels in these yards, and there they remained occupy- 
ing that space; and in such acondition they needed care. And Congress 
did not make sufficient appropriations to afford proper care. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Congress was never asked forthat. Itwasconstantly 
asked for appropriations under those contracts. 

Mr. CALKINS. It was asked for appropriations to finish the ves- 
sels, and Congress would not give it. But these parties expended their 
money in taking care of the vessels. We passed a law by which we 
took three of these vessels under new contracts, recognizing the valid- 
ity of the old contracts, and put armor on them, and they are now taken 
away from these yards. But there they were for several years in the 
possession of these men, occupying this space, and they paying their 
money out for their proper care. 

There is not a man who will rise on this floor and say that this 
should not be paid. It is only said that it ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. We all know what that means. That is a mau- 
soleum, a tomb, where this matter would be buried, and from which it 
would never be resurrected. But here the board has reported the 
amount that ought to be paid. Nobody disputes that we owe it. Let 
us now have a vote. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow—— 

Mr. CALKINS. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CALKINS] that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 47, 48, and 49, and 





agree to the same, with an amendment to number 49. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 71. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. If there be no other separate vote asked for, I 
move that the House insist on its disagreement to the amendments of 
the Senate not heretofore disposed of. 

Mr. DIBRELL. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if 
the Senate committee insist on amendment numbered 110 to strike out 


the provision repealing the appropriation of $25,000 to the Agricult- | 


ural Department? 

Mr. RANDALL. Theydo. This wasan amendment inserted in the 
bill in the House, if I remember rightly, at the instance of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. DIBRELL]. 

Mr. DIBRELL. It was unanimously agreed by the Agricultural 
Committee in framing the appropriation bill that if the pleuro-pneu- 
monia bill passed this provision should be stricken out of the appro- 
priation bill. The appropriation bill passed before the pleuro-pneu- 
monia bill. In the committee of conference a motion was made to 
strike this provision out. But it was®tggested by Mr. HALE and Mr. 
CALL, two of the conferees on the part of the Senate, that it was better 
to strike it out by an amendment on this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. In obedience to the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture that was inserted, and after full advisement of 
the propriety of the action recommended by that committee the House 
conferees insisted upon it. I think it can be adjusted in conference. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I agree with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] with regard to the item of $2: 
not need it now. 
some other bill, is it not? 

Mr. RANDALL. It is in the pleuro-pneumonia bill, I think. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. At least we do not need it here. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move now that the House further insist upon its 


»,000, that we do 


disagreement to the amendments of the Senate not disposed of and ask | 


a further conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as the managers of the conference on the 
part of the House Mr. RANDALL, Mr. BURNES, and Mr. CALKINS. 


CLAIM OF CHEROKEE INDIANS, ETC. 


_ Mr. ELLIS, by unanimous consent, submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 


_ Resolved, That the claim of the Cherokee Indians residing east of the Missis- 
sippi River at the date of the treaty of 1835, as set forth in the report to Con- 
gress of the Secretary of the Interior, February 3, 1883, and made under act of 
August 7, 1882, and contained in Senate Executive Document No. 60, of the sec- 
ond session of the Forty-seventh Congress, or such sum or sums as may be found 
due to them, either legally or equitably, be. and the same is hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims for adjudication, disposition, and report, as provided by the 


Cherokee treaties of 1835, 1836, and 1846, and jurisdiction is hereby conferred | conspicuous place for the information of the public 


upon said court to hear and determine the rights of all parties interested therein ; 


That feature, taking care of the quarantine, is in | 
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and that in the hearing and determination of this suit, and also in the hearing 
and determining of a certain other suit now pending before said Court of Claims, 
and known as cause No. 13828 on the docket of said court, the judges thereof 
are hereby authorized and directed to hear and consider the claim of Belva A. 
Lockwood for professional and other services rendered and expenses incurred 
by her in both cases, in aiding the said band of Cherokee Indians and other In- 
dians east of the Mississippi River in prosecuting their rights involved in the 
said suits, and to determine what amountis justly due to her on account of such 
services and expenditures, and to make and enter of record in both causes an 
order that the amount so proved to be due to her shall be paid to her out of such 
sum or sums as shal) be found to be due to said Cherokees from any funds held 
in trust by the United States for said Cherokee Nation of Indians. 


a 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
Mr. WILLIS. 

The SPEAKER. 


RIVER 


Mr. WILLIS. I submit now the report of the committee of ‘con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill of the House 7012, making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee of conference will be 
read. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


I call for the regular order. 
I rise to a privileged report. 
The gentleman will submit it. 


AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7012) ‘‘ making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes,” having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 238, 49, 50, 57,59, 60, 62, 
71, 72, 79, 82, 84, 88, 107. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the Senate recede from its amendment num- 
bered 19, with an amendment as follows: Omit the part struck through and 
insert the following: ‘Provided, That no part of said money shall be so ex- 
pended until the Secretary of War shall be satisfied that the Buffalo Bayou Ship- 
Channel Company has relinquished or abandoned to the United States, forever, 
all their franchises and any and all right to collect or impose tolls or charges for 
any part of said ship-channel or Buffalo Bayou ;"’ and the House agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the Senate recede from its amendment num- 
bered 80, with an amendment as follows : Insertafter the word “ improvement,” 
before the word “thirty-five,” the words “and survey ;"’ and the House agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 83: That the Senate recede from itsamendment num- 
bered 83, with an amendmentas follows: Strike out *‘ dredge’ and in lieu thereof 
insert “snag ;’’ and the House agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 85: That the Senf&te recede from its amendment num- 
bered 85, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Strike out 
“ preventing erosion " and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ the protection ;’’ and the House 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2,3, 4,5, 6,7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21 , 25, 26, 29, 30, 
31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 47, 48, 51, 52, 53,5 8, 61, 63, 64, 65, 
66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 81, 86, 87, 89, 90,91, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 
101, 102, 108, 104, 107}, 108, 109, 110, 111, 113, 114, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 
124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, L , 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 
143, 144, 145, 146, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert after ‘‘ Wisconsin”’ the words “continuing im- 
provement ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, 
amendment as follows: Strike out the words 
to the same 

Amendment numbered 92: That the House 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 92, 
amendment as follows: “ Strike out 
same. 

Amendment numbered 105: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 105, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word * two,” after “ million, 
“three;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 106: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 106, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all the last proviso and insertin lieuthereof 
as follows: ‘‘ Provided further, That in view of the threatened injury to the har- 
bor of Memphis and the Government property at that place, and the necessity 
of immediate protection thereof, the sum of $200,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, shall be immediately applied to protect said harbor and property, 
| out of the foregoing appropriation ;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 112: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 112, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert in lieu of part stricken out: “That out of the 
|} money herein appropriated for the Kentucky River the sum of $2,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, may be expended for the purchase of land for the 
construction of lock and dam at Beattyville; and so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary may also be expended forthe samre purpose at lock No.6;"' and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same 

And provided further, That the sum of $6,000 authorized by the act approved 
June 14, 1880, to be expended for the removal of dams in Yadkin River, North 
Carolina, may be used by the Secretary of War for acquiring the right of way 
by removal or otherwise of such dams as may be necessary for the contemplated 
improvement, the said right of way or removal to be obtained by agreement 
with the parties interested, or in eventof failure to make a reasonable agree 
ment by condemnation as provided for by the laws of the State of North Caro- 
lina 

Amendment numbered )15: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Seaate numbered 115, and agree to the same,with an 
amendmentas follows: Insert in lieu of part stricken out Phat it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of War to prescribe such rules and regulations in respect 
to the use and administration of the Des Moines Rapids Canal, the Saint Mary's 






36, 


recede from its disagreement to 
and agree to the same with an 
“and fifty ;'’ and the Senate agree 


recede from its disagreement to 


and agree to the same with an 
“and fifty ;"’ and the Senate agree to the 


and insert 











Falls Canal, and the Louisville and Portland Canal as in his judgment the pub- 
lic interest may require, which rules and regulations shall be posted in some 
Any person knowingly 
! and willfully violating such rules and regulations shal! be liable to fine not ex- 


6000 


ceeding $500, or imprisonment not exceeding six months, to be enforced in —_ 
district court of the United States within whose territorial jurisdiction suc 
offense may have been committed ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
ALBERT 8. WILLIS, 
N. C. BLANCHARD, 
THOS. J. HENDERSON, 
Managers of conference on the partof the House. 
8. J. R. McMILLAN, 
0. D. CONGER, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers of conference on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The statement in writing accompanying the re- 
port will now be read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7012) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, submit the follow- 
ing written statement in explanation of the action recommended in the accom- 
panying conference report 

The bill as it passed the House appropriated $12,086,200; as amended and re- 
ported back from the Senate it amounts to $13,584,700. 

The net amount added in the conference is $315,000. 

The bill as agreed upon in conference and now reported to the House for its 
action amounts to $13,899,700, an increase over the bill as it passed tae House of 
$1,813,500 

The Senate had incorporated a clause with reference to Memphis, which ap- 
propriated one-fifth of the whole amount set apart for the lower Mississippi. 
The Senate receded from this amendment by reducing the amount from $250,000 
to $100,000 and adding an additional $100,000, making the total for Memphis 
$200,000. It was stated that the custom-house was in danger, and this fact was 
considered in arriving at a conclusion 

The Senate increased the appropriation for the Potomac River $250,000. The 
House conferees finally agreed to this. The remaining important amendments 
of the Senate were for Gedney’s channel, at New York, $200,000; mouth of the 
Columbia River, $100,000; Hell Gate, $60,000; Black Warrior River, Alabama. 
$50,000; Brazos Santiago, Tex., $25,000; Savannah, $50,000; Norfolk Harbor, $50,- 
000; Buffalo, N. Y., $25,000; Baltimore, $50,000; Cape Fear River, North Caro- 
lina, $125,000; Santee River, South Carolina, $15,000; Detroit River, $100,000. The 
House had appropriated for most of the above-named localjties, and the sums 
here named are in addition 

The House appropriations stricken out by the Senate were all restored, 
amounting in the aggregate to $365,500. 


The general legislation contained in the bill was changed in a few particu- 
lars 

The Missouri River Commission was increased from three to five members. 

The plan for obtaining twenty-two feet at mean low tide on the James River 
was adopted as the House had agreed upon. 

The amendment of the Senate in regard to protection of navigation by booms, 
dikes, and other guarding structures was accepted by the House conferees. 


ALBERT 8. WILLIS, 

N. C. BLANCHARD, 

THOS. J. HENDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. WILLIS. On that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment House bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 137) for the relief of Becky A. Mower; 

A bill (H. R. 254) granting a pension to John Robbins; 

A bill t. 282) to reinstate Cornelius Fitzgerald on the pension- 
roll; 

A bill (H. I 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. I 

A bill (H. I 

A bill (H. I 

A bill (H. | 

A bill (H. I 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

ana, Pa. ; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

’Maj. Gen. 

A bill (H. I 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 1 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 

A bill (H. 


H. I 


. 284) for the relief of Mary G. Hawk; 
¢. 555) granting a pension to John Galloup; 
t. 819) granting am increase of pension to Merritt Lewis; 
‘. 836) granting a pension to John C. Fenscke; 
. 837) granting a pension to Reuben J. Chewning; 
t. 943) granting a pension to Samuel Barnard; 
t. 1056) granting a pension to Honora Kelley; 
. 1073) granting a pension to William J. Lee; 
’. 1077) granting a pension to Sarah Miner; 
. 1406) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary T. Barnes; 
t. 1410) granting a pension to Henry Schnetberg, of In- 


. 1436) granting a pension to William T. McCoy; 
. 1569) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord, widow 
2. O. C. Ord; 
. 1894) granting a pension to Clark Roberts; 
%. 1965) granting a pension to John A. Crozier; 
t. 2089) granting a pension to Margaret Wiggins; 
. 2091) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca Hall; 
. 2105) granting a pension to John A. Shuckers; 
2312) granting a pension to Almira B. Kaler; 
t. 2358) granting a pension to James Hawkins; 
. 2623) granting a pension to Arthur J. McConnell; 
. 2702) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellida J. Middleton, 
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widow of the late Rear-Admiral Edward Middleton, United States 

Navy ; 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill tr 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 

Davis; 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


R. 3171) granting a pension to Ella Stolz; 

R. 3591) for the relief of Sarah A. Becktel; 

R. 3606) granting a pension to Irene Baker; 

R. 3625) granting an increase of pension to Levi Anderson; 
R. 3737) granting a pension to Ann McLaughlin; 

R. 3909) granting a pension to George W. Wickwire; 

R. 4368) granting an increase of pension to Dr. Samuel 


R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 
R. 


4439) granting a pension to John R. Wallace; 
4457) granting a pension to J. G. Crawford; 
4526) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Corbin; 
4530) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Foley ; 
4568) granting a pension to Andrew J. Konkle; 
4700) granting a pension to Simon E. Lewis; 
4767) granting a pension to Mary A. Henry; 
A bill (H. R. 4970) for the relief of Mrs. Nancy Biser; 
A bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah E. F. Seelye, 
alias Franklin Thompson; 
A bill (H. R. 5485) granting a pension to Mrs. Samantha Harriman; 
A bill (H. R. 5636) for the relief of Otto Leissring; 
A bill (H. R. 5675) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan J. McKenney; 
A bill (H. R. 5723) granting a pension to Isabella Bertha Weaver; 
A bill (H. R. 5781) granting a pension to Solon L. Simonds; 
A bill (H. R. 5795) increasing the pension of Charles A. Fuller; 
A bill (H. R. 5821) granting a pension to Mrs. Susannah Barr; 
A bill (H. R. 5976) for the relief of Catherine Meis; 
A bill (H. R. 6085) granting a pension to John A. Hassell; 
A bill (H. R. 6168) granting an increase of pension to Captain H. D. 
*. Young. ‘ 
A bill (H. R. 6184) granting a pension to Julia M. Reynolds; and 
A bill (H. R. 6786) granting a pension to Rivers Banks. 





The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested 

A bill (8. 1111) granting an increased pension to Sally Rodman, 
widow of General Isaac P. Rodman; 

A bill (S. 1112) granting a pension to John Sweeney; 

A bill (S. 1287) for the relief of Juliet H. Palmer; 

A bill (S. 1446) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lou Gobright 
McFalls; 

A bill (8. 


1823) granting a pension to Ebenezer K. Marden; and 
A bill (S. 


2350) granting a pension to Anna Ginn. 
PENSIONS FOR MEXICAN WAR, ETC. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the demand of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] for the previous question upon his 
motion to concur in the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, to the 
bill (H. R. 5667) granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the 
Mexican war, and for other purposes. Upon this question the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. When the question was last taken no 
quorum voted.’ The Clerk will again call the roll. : 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 9, not vot- 


Adama, G. E. 
Alexander, 





Atkinson, 
Beach, 
Blanchard, 
Boyle, 
Brainerd, 
Browne, T. M. 
Budd, 
Burnes, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 
Chalmers, 
Clay, 
Cosgrove. 
Cox, W. R. 


Culbertson,W. W. 


Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dingley, 
Eldredge, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Evans, I. N. 
Everhart, 


| Finerty, 


Follett, 
Foran, 
Funston, 


| Brewer, F. B. 





Garrison, 
Hardy, 


ing 180; as follows: 


epas—is. 


Geddes, 
George, 
Glascock, 
Goff, 
Greenleaf, 
Halseli, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W. H. 
Henderson, D. B. 
Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holmes, 
Houseman, 
Hunt, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
Johnson, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jordan, 
Kasson, 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Ketcham, 
Kleiner, 
Lacey, 
Laird, 
Lamb, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Libbey, 
Long, 
Lovering, 


Lowry, 
McCoid, 
McComas, 
Matson, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Murray, 
Neece, 
Nelson, 

O Hara, 
O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Price, 
Pusey, 
Randall, 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 
Riggs, 
Robinson, J, 8. 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Smalls, 
Smith, 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Steele, 


NAYS—%. 


Lyman, 
Pryor, 


Thompson, 
Turner, H. G 


Stone, 

Storm, 

Strait, 
Struble, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, J.D. 
Thomas, 
Townshend, 
Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Weller, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wolford, 
Wood, 

Yaple, 

York, 

Young. 


Turner, Oscar 
Warner, Richard. 





ol 2 a 


1884. 





NOT VOTING—180. 


Adams, J.J. Crisp, Hopkins, Post, 

Aiken, Culberson, D. B. Horr, Potter, 
Anderson, Dargan, Houk, Ray, G. W. 
Arnot, Davidson, Howey, Ray, Ossian 
Bagley, Davis, L. H. Hurd, Reagan, 
Ballentine, Deuster, Hutchins, Reed, 
Barbour, Dibble, Jones, J. H. Reese, 
Barksdale, Dibrell, Jones, J. K. Rice, 

Barr, Dockery, Jones, J.T. Robertson, 
Bayne, Dorsheimer, Kelley, Robinson, W. E. 
Belford, Dowd, Kellogg, Rogers, J. H. 
Belmont, Duncan, King, Rogers, W. F. 
Bennett, Dunham, Lanham, Rosecrans, 
Bingham, Dunn, Lewis, Russell, 
Bisbee, Eaton, Lore, tyan, 
Blackburn, Elliott, McAdoo, Scales, 

Bland, Ellis, McCormick, Shaw 

Blount, Ellwood, MeMillin, Shelley, 
Boutelle, Evins, J. H. Maybury, Singleton, 
Bowen, Ferrell, Millard, Skinner, T. G. 
Breckinridge, Fiedler, Miller, J. F. Slocum, 
Breitung, Findlay, Miller, S. H. Snyder, 
Brewer, J. H. Forney, Milliken, Spriggs, 
Broadhead, Fyan, Mills, Stephenson, 
Brown, W.W. Gibson, Mitchell, Stevens, 
Brumm, Graves, Money, Stewart, Charles 
Buchanan, Green, Morrison, Stewart, J. W. 
Buckner, Guenther, Morse, Stockslager, 
Burleigh, Hammond, Moulton, Talbott, 
Cabell, Hanback, Muldrow, Taylor, E. B. 
Caldwell, Hancock, Muller, Taylor, J. M. 
Campbell, Felix Hardeman, Murphy, Throckmorton, 
Campbell, J. M. Haynes, Mutcehler, Tillman, 
Candler, Hemphill, Nicholls, Tucker, 
Cannon, Henderson, T. J. Nutting, Tully, 

Chace, Henley, Oates, Van Eaton, 
Clardy, Hepburn, Ochiltree, Wadsworth, 
Clements, Herbert, O’ Ferrall, Wellborn, 
Cobb, Hewitt, A.S. Paige, Wemple, 
Collins, Hewitt, G. W. Patton, Williams, 
Connolly, Hill, Peel, Willis, 
Converse, Hiscock, Pettibone, Wise, G.D. 
Cook, Holman, Phelps, Wise, J.S 
Covington, Holton, Pierce, Woodward, 
Cox, 8.S. Hooper, Poland, Worthing ton. 


Mr. MATSON. My colleague, Judge HOLMAN, requested me to state | 


that he is detained in a conference committee, as are also the gentleman 
from Texas, Mr. HANCOCK, and the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. CAN- 
NON. 

The SPEAKER. That has been already stated. 

Mr. HANBACK. Iam paired with the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. SNYDER], but voted to make a quorum. I withdraw my 
vote. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. ERMENTROUT, on all political questions, 
until further notice. 

Mr. OCHILTREE with Mr. GREEN, onall political questions, for to-day. 

Mr. POLAND with Mr. TUCKER, on this vote. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER with Mr. MILLARD, on all political questions, for 
the remainder of this session. 

Mr. HARDEMAN with Mr. McCorMiIck, onall political questions, until 
further notice. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 135, the nays 89. 
No quorum has voted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. KASSON. May I ask the gentleman from Alabama to with- 
draw his motion for a moment ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. We will vote it down. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to make a proposition, which I think may be 
agreed to on both sides. There are three points touching the pension 
laws, which, with theexception of one, have been agreed to by the com- 
mittees of this House and by the House, and two have been agreed to 
by the Senate 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I callforthe regular order. Let us vote down 
the motion of the gentleman from Alabama and go on with the bill 

Mr. KASSON. I hope the gentleman will hear my proposition. It 
is made in good faith, and I think will be accepted. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The regular order isinsisted upon. The question 
is on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama that the House ad- 
journ. [The question having been put.] The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I call for the yeas and nays. 





The yeas and nays were ordered; there being 31 in the affirmative— 


more than one-fifth of the last vote. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 36, nays 138, not 
voting 150; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 


Adams, J. J. Dibrell, Lore, Robinson, W. E. 
Alexander, Forney, MeMillin, Scales, 
Barksdale, Halsell, Miller, J. F. Stewart, Charles 


Bennett, 
Breckinridge, 
Brewer, F. B. 


Hatch, H. H. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hoblitzell, 


Mitchell, 
Murphy, 
Oates, 


Taylor, J.M 
Thompson 
Turner, H.G. 


Cabell, Jones, J. H. Pierce, Turner, Oscar 
Clay, ! Jones, J. K. Pryor Warner, Richard 
Cox, W. R. Lanham, Rankin, Williams, 


XV—376 


} Ander 


Adams, G. E 
Atkinson 
Bagley, 
Bayne, 
Beach, 
Blanchard, 
Boyle, 
Brainerd 
Browne, T. M 
Budd 

Burnes 
Calkins 
ampbell, J. E 
arleton, 
halmers, 
onnolly, 
rove 
Culbertson, W. W 
Cullen 
Cutcheon, 


osg 


| Davis,G.R 


Davis, R.T 


Dingley 
Dowd 
Duncan, 
Eaton 
Eldredge, 
English, 
Ermentrout 
} Evans, I. N 
Everhart 
Ferrell 
Finerty 
Follett 
Fora 





Aiket 

SO 
Arnot, 
Ballentine 
Barbour, 
Bart 

Belford 
Belmont 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn 
Bland 
Blount 
Boutelle, 
Bowen 
Breitung 
Brewer, J. H 
Broadhead 
Brown, W. W 
Brumm 
Buchanan, 
Buckner 
Burleigh, 
Caldwell, 
ampbell, Felix 
ampbell, J. M 
andler, 
annon 


assidy 





hace 


So the House r 


During the 1 
HART 
Mr. BEACH 


Funston, 


Geddes, 


George 


Glasscock, 
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NAYS—138. 


McComas, 


Matson 


Maybury, 
Milliken, 
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Stephenson 





Goff Morgan, 
Greenleaf Morrill 
Hardy Murray 
Hart Neece, 
Hatch, W. H. Nelson 
Henderson, D.B O’ Neill, Charles 
Henley O' Neill, J. J 
Hitt Parker 
Hiolmes Payne 
Hopkins Perkins 
Houseman, Peters 
James, Phelps 
Jetfords, Poland 
Johnson Post 
Jones, B. W. Potter 
Jordan, Price 
Kasson Randall 
Kear Ranney 
KReife Ray, Ossian 
Kleiner Riggs 
Lacey Robinson, J.8. 
Laird Rockwell 
Laml Rosecrans 
Lawrence Rowell 
Le Fevre Sen 
I ey Seymour, 
Long Skinner, C.R 
Lovering Smialis 
Lowry Smith 
Lymat Spoone: 
MecCo Steele 

NOT VOTING—1™ 
Crisp Holton 
Culberson, D. B, Hooper 
Curtin Horr 
Dargan Houk 
Davidson, Howey 
Davis, L.H Hunt 
Deuster, Hiurd 
D e Ilutchins, 
Dax ry Jones, J.T 
Dorsheimer Kelley, 
D Man Kell z 
Dunn Ketcham 
Elliott King 
Ellis Lewis 
Ellwood McAdoo 
Evins, J.H a rmick, 
I le Millard 
i i Miller, S. H. 
Fyar Mills 
Garrisor Mone 
Gibson Morrison, 
Graves M st 
Gre Moulto 
tr r, M y 
Ha id, Mu 
H Mutel 
H N ~ 
H man, Nutting 
Ha 2 
Havnes Oo Fs 
Hemphill, ©’ Har 
Henderson, T. J Paig 
Hey r Pat 
Herbert Pays 
Hewitt, A.S Pee 
H Pet 
H ‘ Pusey 
Holma 5 R G.W 

sed to gdjourn 
i-call Mr." TULLY was announced 
moved that the reading of the names 


Mr. HEWITT, of \labama, objected 








Suminer,C. A 
sumner, i 
raylor, J.D 
rh » 
low 
Valentine 
Van Alstyne 
Vance 

W ait 
Wakefield 
Wallace 
Ward 
Warner, A. J 
Washburn 








' 
ishend 


Weaver 
Weller 
White, J. D 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilkins 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W.I 


Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wolford 
Wood 

Yap 

Yor 


Reagan 
Reed 

Reese 

Rice 
Robertson 
Rogers, J. H 


Rogers, W. I 


Russell 
Ryan 
Shaw, 











Che vote was then announced as above recorded 
INTERNAL-REVENUE PROSECUTIONS 
Mr. MCMILLIN submitted the following privileged report 
The Clerk read as tollows: 
rhe comm ‘tte ( ifere e on the disagre ge votes 6f the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to th Hi. R. 6370) to limit the tir within 
which prosec - iy stituted against persons charged with violating 
Iinternal-revenu having met, after i u tr have agreed 
to recommend and a nend to their resp ‘ follows 
rhat the House r ie from its disagreeme to the ame nents of the Senate 
' numbered 1,3,4,and 5, and agree to sar 
hat the House recede from its disagreemet he ay ime Senate 
numbered 2,and agree to the same nded t a vs: 1 strik 
out “two” and insert ** thre ind at theend of said e 5 i ill cases 
where the penalty prescribed may be imprisonme t! } é und 
within two years in all other cases 
That the House recede from its disagreeme e ame it Senate 
numbered 6, and agree to the same w 1an additior pr t f said 
amendment as follows ind provided fu Th his | to 
offenses committed by officers of the Un IStates i se the 
same 
BI ) MceMILLIN 
WM. ¢ OATES 
SERENO E. PAY? 
Ma $0 H 
JOHN A. LOGAN 
JOHN SHERMAN 
ISHAM G. IARRIS, 
Managers on the part the Senate, 



















































sneyaeteal? 


ne 







6002 


The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows: 


Statement to accompany the report of conferees on H. R. 6370. 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses to the amendments of the Senate to H. R. 6370 “ to limit 
the time within which prosecutions may be instituted against persons charged 
with violating internal-revenue laws,”’ submit the following written statement 
iu explanation of the effect of the action recommended in the accompanying 
conference report 

Amendments 1 
the bill 

Amendment No. 2,as agreed upon in conference, changes the bill as passed 
by the House so that the statute is not changed as against officers of the Gov- 
ernment If the bill passes as agreed upon by the conferees it will reduce the 
time within which offenders may be prosecuted for violating internal-revenue 
laws from five years to three years where the penalty is imprisonment in the 
penitentiary, and two years in all other cases instead of five, as is now law. 

The effect of the sixth amendment will be to compute the time of the run- 
ning of the statut« limitations from the commission of the offense to the in- 

tution of proceedings before a commissioner or grand jury. 

WM. C. OATES. 
BENTON McMILLIN. 
SERENO E. PAYNE. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move the adoption of the report. 

The motion was agreed To. 

Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 


Ihe latter motion was agreed to. 


3, 4, and 5 are merely verbal, and do not change the nature of 


AMENDMENT OF ARTICLES OF WAR. 


Mr. ROSECRANS submitted the following privileged report. 

Che Clerk read as follows : 

rhe convm 
the amendn 


of the Ru 
it 


ittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
ents of the Senate to the bill H. R. 5709, an act to amend article 72 
es and Articles of War, having met, after full and free conference have 
agree » recommend and do recommend to their respective HOusesas follows: 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, as follows 

In line 3, after the word * 
a department 

Also, in No. 2,in line5, strike out * 
martial,’’ and agree to the same 


army,” insert the words ‘a territorial division or 


court-martial "’ and insert the words ‘‘courts- 
W. 8S. ROSECRANS, 
R. M. MURRAY, 
Tr. LYMAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
Ss. B. MAXEY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The report was adopted. 


Mr. ROSECRANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report | 


was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr 

Mr 


TOWNSHEND 
McMILLIN. 


Regular order. 
Mr. Speaker, I have a report to make from the 


withdraw the demand for a few moments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it leads to no debate, I have no objection. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Itisa report to which I think there will be no 
obje ction. 
ferred under the Bowman act by the Committee on Claims to the Court 
of Claims, and all are interested in knowing what they are. 
be no objection I will make the report now. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

OREGON AND CALIFORNIA RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave at this time to submit the 
views of the minority of the Committee on the Public Lands with ref- 


erence to the bill (H. R. 7495) to declare forfeited certain lands granted | 


to aid in the construction of a railroad from Portland, in Oregon, to the 
Central |’acific Railroad in California. 

Sever:l MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The 5PEAKER. This 1s a privileged report. 

Mr. VATES. I ask leave now to file the views of the minority of the 
comnuittee, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought leave had already been given 
and therefore stated that it was a privileged report. 
to the request of the gentleman from Alabama? 

Chere was no objection. 

Mr. OATES. 
port of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The report of the committee has been already 
printed. 

Mr. OATES. 
ceding report and to accompany it. 

There being no objection it was ordered accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to submit a proposition: I pro- 
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} mont; 
It is simply a statement of the claims that have been re- | 


If there | 
| States Navy; 


Is there objection | 


Yes, sir; but I ask that this be printed with the pre- | 


JULY 3, 


pose, Mr. Speaker, that we go into Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar for the purpose of considering Senate pension bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can not consent to set aside this pending bil! 
for that purpose. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] Itisa bill thatought 
to be passed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
these bills. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and the gentleman 
from Alabama is not in order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
has objected. 

TheSPEAKER. Various gentlemen on the other side have objected. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Iam sorry the other side have objected. 
This is a 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. STORM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now take a 
recess until 9 o’clock. I am informed that the conferees on the legis- 


There are about twelve or fifteen of 


Iam sorry the gentleman from Illinois 


| lative appropriation bill desire the House to meet at that tinte for the 


purpose of agreeing upon their report. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged motion. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 95, noes 40. 

Mr. MORRILL. No quorum 

The SPEAKER. The pointof order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. STORM were appointed tellers. 

Mr. PERKINS. Would a parliamentary inquiry be now in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. PERKINS. Would it be competent to move to take a recess 
until 8 o’clock to consider private pension bills ? 

TheSPEAKER. It would not while the Houseis dividing. Of course 
if the motion to take a recess until 9 o’clock is not agreed to any other 
motion to take a recess to another hour would be in order. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 125, noes 41 

So the motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 42 


minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 9 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House (at 9 o’clock p. m.) resumed its 
session. 


Mr. CALKINS. I desire unanimous consent to pass a little bill—a 


| pension bill—for an old comrade of mine. 


Regular order ! 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


| that the Senate had passed without amendment bills and joint resolu- 
| tions of the following titles, namely: 


A bill (H. R. 2487) for the relief of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. 


| Averell, United States Army; 
Committee on Claims, which I think ought to be printed for the infor- | 
mation of the House, and I hope the gentleman from Illinois will | 


A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 
A bill (H. R. 


562) granting a pension to H. C. Van Frees; 

569) granting a pension to Reuben Marshall; 

570) granting a pension to M. H. Clements; 

709) granting a pension to Robert L. Willey; 

747) granting increase of pension to Fannie 8. Beau- 
A bill (H. R. 1930) granting a pension to Sarah Nicoll Crane; 
A bill (H. R. 2869) for increase of pension of Martha T. Stribling, 

widow of Cornelius K. Stribling, late a rear-admiral in the United 


A bill (H. R. 2984) granting pension to Apolline A. Blair, widow of 


| the late General Francis P. Blair, and for other purposes; 


A bill (H. R. 6766) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna J. Foster; and 
A bill (H. R. 6767) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Virginia 


Zeilin. 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 260) authorizing the printing and binding 
of additional copies of the reports of the National Board of Health; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 276) providing for the printing of 50,000 
copies of the first annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 


sentatives was requested, namely: 


A bill (S. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary K. 58. 
Eaton; . 
A bill (S. 526) granting a pension of $50 per month, to be paid out 


| of the naval pension fund, to Julia T. Scott, widow of Gustavus H. 
| Se ate a rear- iral i > Uni States Nav c y-SiX 
I ask that the views be printed to accompany the re- | cott, late a rear uimiral in the United States Navy, and for forty-s 
: | years in the naval service; 


A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
Griffin; 
A bill (S. 


750) granting a pension to Catharine Schools; 

964) granting an increase of pension to Abby P. Arnold; 
929) granting a pension to Caroline Treckell; 

986) granting a pension to Laura Prine; 

1144) granting a pension to John W. Wright; 

1228) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Maria Louisa 


1286) for the relief of Henrietta N. Sands; 











A bill (S. 1337) granting an increase of pension to Louisa Le G. 
Jeffers; and 

A bill (S. 1885) to increase the pension of Henrietta A. Lewis, widow 
of Capt. Robert F. R. Lewis, United States Navy. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a resolution, 
in which the concurrence of the Houseof Representatives was requested, 
providing for the printing of 2,000 copies of Executive Document 290, 
first session Forty-third Congress, relative to the irrigation of the San 
Joaquin and other valleys in California; and also a resolution provid- 
ing for the printing of the report of the Senate Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor on the relations between labor and capital, with the | 
accompanying testimony. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

The SPEAKER. The House as the regular order resumes the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5667) granting pensions to the soldiers and 
sailors of the Mexican war, and for other purposes, with amendments 
by the Senate. The pending question is the demand for the previous 
question on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- | 
sHEND] to concur in Senate amendment numbered 6. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 1 desire to makea proposition. I pro- | 
pose that we go into Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 


endar so that we may take up Senate pension bills that have been re- | 
ported by the House committee and are now on the Calendar with a | 
iavorable report from the House committee. There are twelve or fif- 
teen of those bills to pension soldiers who were disabled in the service. 
It seems to me as they have passed the Senate we ought to dispose of 
them to-night, especially as this evening has been heretofore set apart 
jor pension bills on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In answer to the gentleman from Alabama, I 
will say it has been my earnest desire to pension the Mexican soldiers. | 
] introduced a bill for that purpose, which passed the House and went 
to the Senate. That bill has been amended in a way, in some respects, | 
that does not meet my approbation, especially as regards those amend- | 
ments which relate to the Mexican soldiers. But I am satisfied there 
is no other way by which we can secure the passage of a bill that will 
benefit those veterans. Therefore I have insisted on proceeding with 
that bill. 

| have made heretofore a reasonable proposition to the gentleman 
from Alabama, that all the amendments to the bill be non-concurred 
in and that they be sent to a conference committee, where the bill may 
meet with final action. That proposition has been declined, and the 
gentleman has persisted in opposing the passage of the bill by obstruct- 
ive measures. There remains for me, therefore, only one thing to do, 
and that is to insist that there shall be action on this bill. I simply 
desire the majority of this House shall pass its judgment on the bill 
and its amendments. Certainly that is reasonable and fair. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I submit to every reasonable thinking | 

| 


man on this floor 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to say just a word. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] has made a gallant fight to pass this bill. | 
| suggest that we now proceed to pass the bills that have come from 
the Senate, and not allow this bill to stand in the way of our doing 
justice to a large number of soldiers and their widows. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. 
iuan from Indiana speaks of we all know it will be the end of it. 

Mr. CALKINS. Oh, no; let us pass these bills to-night, and we 
will take that bill up again to-morrow. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I desire to make one remark in reply 
to what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] has said. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 





The question is 


on ordering the previous question on the motion to concur in the Senate | 


amendment numbered 6. 
been ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 12, not 
voting 193; as follows: 


On this question the yeas and nays have 


YEAS—119, 


Adams, G. E, Evans, I.N. Jones, Lb. W. Payne, 
Alexander, Everhart, Jordan, Payson, 
Bagley, Ferrell, Kean, Peters, 
jayne, Follett, Keifer, Poland 
Boyle, Foran, Kleiner, Post, 
Browne, T. M. Funston, Lacey, Price, 
Budd, Geddes, Lawrence, Pusey, 
Burnes, Glascock, Le Fevre, Randall, 
Calkins, Goff, Libbey, Ray, Ossian 
Jampbell, J. BE. Graves, Long, Riggs, 
‘arleton, Hardy, Lovering, Robinson, J. 8. 
‘halmers, Harmer, Lowry, Rockwell, 
Hart, MecCoid, Rosecrans, 


onnolly, 
osgrove, 


Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W. H. 


McComas, 
Maybury, 


Rowe ll, 


( 

{ 

( 
Clay, 
( 

( Seney, 
{ 

( 


‘ullen, Henley, Mitchell, Seymour 
‘utcheon, Hitt, Morgan, Skinner, C. R. 
Davis, G. R. Holman, Morrill, Smalls, 
Dingley, Hopkins, Murray, Spooner, 
Eldredge, Houseman, Mutchler, Springer, 
Ellwood, James, Nelson, Steele, 
English, Jeffords, O' Neill, Charles Stephenson, 
Ermentrout, Johnson, O'Neill, J.J. Stewart, J.W. 


If this bill is displaced by the bill the gentle- | 
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Storm, Townshend, Weller, Winans, John 
Strait, Tucker, White, J. D. Wolford, 
Struble, Valentine, White, Milo Wood, 
Sumner, C. A. Van Alstyne, Whiting, Woodward, 
Sumner, D. H. Wallace, Wilson, James Yaple, 
Taylor, J.D. Ward, Wilson, W. L. York. 
Thomas, Warner, A. J. Winans, E. B. 

NAYS—12. 
Cox, W. R Garrison, Mills, Turner, Oscar 
Dibble, Greenleaf, Pryor, Vance, 
Dowd, Lyman, Turner, H.G. Warner, Richard. 


| I 


NOT VOTING—138. 


Adams, J. J. Culberson, D. B. Hunt, Ray,G. W. 
| Aiken, Culbertson, W.W. Hurd, Reagan, 
Anderson, Curtin, Hutchins, Reed, 
Arnot, Dargan, Jones, J. H. Reese, 
Atkinson, Davidson, Jones, J. K. Rice, 
Ballentine, Davis, L. H. Jones, J.T. Robertson, 


Barbour Davis, R. T. Kasson, Robinson, W. E. 
Barksdale, Deuster, Kelley, Rogers, J. H. 
Barr, Dibrell, Kellogg, Rogers, W. F. 
Beach, Dockery, Ketcham, Russell, 
Belford, Dorsheimer, King, Ryan, 
Belmont, Duncan, Laird, Scales, 
Bennett, Dunham, Lamb, Shaw, 
Bingham, Dunn, Lanham, Shelley, 
sisbee, Eaton, Lewis, Singleton, 
slackburn Elliott, Lore, Skinner, T.G 
Blanchard Ellis, McAdoo, Slocum, 
Bland, Evins, J. H. McCormick, Smith, 
Blount, Fiedler, MeMillin, Snyder, 
Boutelle, Findlay, Matson, Spriggs 
Jowen, Finerty, Millard, Stevens, 
Brainerd Forney, Miller, J. F. Stewart, Charles 
Breckinrid=« Fvan Miller, S.H Stockslager, 
Breitung George, Milliken Stone, 
Brewer, F. B. Gibson, Money, Talbott, 
jrewer, J. H Green Morrison, Taylor, E B 
Broadhead, Guenther, Morse, Taylor, J.M 
Brown, W. W Halsell, Moulton, Thompson, 
Brumm, Hammond, Muldrow, Throckmorton, 
Buchanan, Hanback, Muller, Tillman 
Buckner Ha ck, Murphy, Tully 
Burleigh, Hardeman, Neece Van Eaton 
Cabell, Haynes, Nicholls, Wadsworth, 
Caldwel Hemphill, Nutting, Wait, 
Campbell, Fel Henderson, D. B Oates Wakefield. 
Campbe!l, J. M Henderson, T. J Ochiltree, Washburn 
Candler, Hepburn, O’ Ferrall Weaver, 
Cannon Herbert, O’ Hara, Wellborn, 
Cassidy Hewitt, A.S. Paige Wemple 
Chace Hewitt, G. W. Parker, Wilkins 
Clard Hill Patton, Williams, 
Clements, Hiscock, Pierce, Willis, 

Cobb Hoblitzell Peel Wise, G. D. 
Collins Holmes, Perkins, Wise, J.S 
Converre Holton, Pettibone, Worthington, 
Cook, Hooper, Phelps, Young. 
Covington, Horr, Potter, 

Cox,8.8 Houk, Rankin, 

Crisp, Howey Ranney, 


Mr. GEORGE D 
| the reading of the names of members voting. 


WISE. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I 
The names of members voting were read 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


object. 


I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 


Mr. HEwItT?, of New York, with Mr. RICE, on all political questions, 
from July 4 until further notice. 


Mr. TULLY 


Mr. HILy 
Mr. CovINGTON with Mr. HOLTON, on all political questions, until 


July 4 


Mr. BLANCHARD with M1 


with Mr. HOLMEs, 


with Mr 


GEORGE, 


BELFORD, until further notice. 
until further notice. 


for the remainder of this day. 


Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. BISBEE, until further notice. 
Mr. CABELL with Mr. CURTIN, on the Mexican-war pension bill 


The SPEAKER. 


Upon this vote the yeas are 119, and the nays are 































12. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that there be a call of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] 
| moves that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I ask unanimous consent that 


the Speaker count the members of the House present, in order to ascer- 
tain whether there is a quorum or not. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. All right 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that a conferenc 
| ready to be submitted, if there is a quorum present. The gentleman 
| from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] asks consent that there be a count 
of members present by the Chair in order to ascertain if thére 
rum. . 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I think it is unnecessary to 
these additional filibustering tactics. The question before the Heuse 
is whether we shall now pass this pension bill or not 
Many MeMBers. Regular order 
The SPEAKER. The 
| House. 
The question was taken, and the motion was not agreed to 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. 1 eall for the regular order. 
| Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 


ré port is 


Is a quo- 


resort to 


regular order is the motion 


for a call of the 
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The SPI 


AKER. The gentleman will state it. 

WHITE, of Kentucky The Speaker announced the vote by 
nd a few moments agoas being less than a quorum; where- 
| that there be a call of the House As I understood, the 

put that que and it was decided in the affirmative. 
SPEAKER. The Chair was about to put the question when the 
nan from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] rose and asked consent 
i members present by the Chair, to which 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] objected. Then the Chair 
the question on the the House, and it was not 

' the House 
WHITE, ot ntucky 
i 


be nya 


nay 
move 


f the 


motion for a call ol 


Ke Very wel Then I make this point, 


juorum eveloped by the last call, nothing is now in order 
but not 
Mr. WILSON, of lowa 
Mr. WHI ot 


aering the 


ion to adjourn 

But the House has voted since that. 
Kentucky As I 

previous question, 
1iorum had voted 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 

Mr. WILSON We 
Hon 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
I make 
motion 

AKER. 

and the House can 

disel whether there is or is not now a quorum present 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not wish to adjourn; I wish to 

ss this pension bill I wish to get enough members here to vote 

on it and to defeat these filibustering tactics. 

The SPEAKER. It makes nodifference whether the gentleman de- 
sires to adjourn or not; the vote upon the motion to adjourn will dis- 
close whether there is a quorum here or not. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Forthat purpose I move that the House 
adjourn 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


ry 
i} 
Li 


understand it a vote was taken 

and the Speaker announced that 
And since then we have had a vote. 
Not at all 


voted down the ll 


of lowa for a call 


motion of 


We have not had another vote by yeas 
the point that only one motion isin order now, and 
that the House adjourn. 

The 


vole 


i nays 
t the 


rhe SPI 


is 
gentleman can make a motion to adjourn, 


se 


And pending that motion I wish to 
finish my point of order. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND] called for the regular order, and I want to proceed in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] is 
in and moves that the House adjourn, which the 
from Kentucky [Mr. WuITE] is contending is the only 
motion now in order. 

Mr. POLAND. On the motion to adjourn I call for tellers. 

The question was taken upon ordering tellers, and there were 43 in 
the affirmative. 

So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of a quorum) tellers 
were ordered, and Mr. POLAND and Mr 
appointed 

Che House divided 


noes 164 


proceeding order, 


ventiem 


an 


and the tellers reported that there were ayes 1, 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

\ message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, itsSecretary, announced 
agreement in reports of conferences on a bill (H. R. 7012) making ap- 
propriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain 
publie works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; and a bill 
H. R. 6370) to limit the time within which prosecutions may be in- 
stit | against persons charged with violating the internal-revenue 


uted 
} 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
M 
The 

quest 


i 
SHE. 


pe n 
dere d 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 
present, or we may lose it in a few minutes. 
Democratic members are here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER rhe gentleman will submit it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The committee of conference on the disagreeing 


WHITE, of Kentucky. I now call for the regular order. 

SPEAKER. The regular order is the demand for the previous 
on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
to concur in Senate amendment numbered 6 to the Mexican 
on bill, and upen that question the yeas and nays have been or- 


1On 


‘D> 


votes of the two Houses on the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- | 


propriation bill 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] can interrupt the regular order at this 
stage with a privileged report. 
The SPEAKER. He can 
motion to adjourn can be interrupted with a conference report. 


I rise to a question of order. 


LEGISI 
Mr 


ATIVE, EXECUTIVE 
HOLMAN. 


AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Although the committee of conference has not been 


BROWNE, of Indiana, were 


I insist on a vote while there is a quorum | 
I want to vote while the | 


I desire to inquire if the gentleman 


Under the rules of the House even a | 
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| tions for the legi 


|} numbered 52, and a 
upon it by tellers or otherwise, and that will | 


| the number proposed by said amendment insert * 


| 





| the number proposed by said amendment insert **14;” 


| of the sum proposed i 


| numbered 138, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 


| of the sum proposed insert 


JULY 3 


’ 


able to agree upon a portion of the matters in dispute between the two 
Houses, they have agreed upon most of them, and I submit the report 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses u 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 7069, making approp 
ative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 

the fiscal year ending June 30, 188, and for other purposes, having met, aft 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to th: 

respective Houses as follows 

l hat the Senate 
40, 46 


168, 175 


por 


5 


recede from its amendments numbered 8, 9, 10, 13, 26, 32,3 
iZ , 49, 67, 74, 75, 76, 110, LLL, 119, 120, 121, 142, 143, 157, 158, 159, 160 
17 ! 2, 193, 203, 204, 231, 238, 239, 246, 247, 25 
73, 274, 275, 278, 282, and 283 
Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Se 
numbered 2, 3,4,5,6,7,11 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22 29. 31, 34, 35, 38, 41 
43, 44, 45, 50,51, 53 59, 60.61, 69, 70,71, 77, 78, 79, 89, 90, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 104 
106, LOS 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132,133, 194 
139, 141, 144, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 158, 154, 155, 156, 162, 163, 164, 1¢ 
173, 176, 187, 188, 189, 190, 194, 195, 200, 202, 203, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 219, 2 
3, 240, 241, 242, 245, 244, 245, 248, 251, 24, 255, 258, 250, 260, 263, 264, 265, 266, 267 
270, 271, 272, 276, and 279, and to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the S« 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the sum proposed insert ** $266,596.60;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 
Phat the Hlouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lic 
the sum proposed insert ** and the Senate agree to the sanx 
rhat the House recedefrom itsdisagreementto the amendment of the Se: 
gree to the same with an amendment asfollows: In lic 
the sum proposed insert ‘493,981.25; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment ofthe Senat 
numbered 54 with an amendment as follows: In lis 
9;"" and the Senate agr« 


234, 235, 236, 237 
l2 oD, 
s 

low 
135, 136, 137 
169, 170, 171 


oy, 2 


agree 


iat 
In lieu 


$538,055.10 ;" 


and acree to the sank 


the same 
That the House recede from its disagreementto the amendment of the Senat 
numbered 55, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
the number proposed by said amendment insert “4;"’ and the Senate agree t 
the san 

Phat the House recedk 


from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Se: 
numbered 56 


to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lic 
and the Senate agre« 


and agree 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Se 
numbered 57 and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the sum proposed insert ** $104,720;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In li 
the number proposed by seid amendment insert “ 40;"’ and the Senate agre« 
the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Se: 
numbered 63,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In | 


the number proposed by said amendment insert “‘55;"’ and the Senate agre« 
the same 


In lieu of 


ate 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen 
numbered 64,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the number proposed by said amendment insert “ 48; 
the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Se: 
numbered 65, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu «f 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $246,490 ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat: 
numbered 66, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert ‘ who may be des 
ignated to sign such letters and papers as the Auditor may direct; 
Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« 
numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the number proposed by said amendment insert * 66;’ 
the same. 


In lieu 
and the Senate agr 


* and t 


In lieu of 
and the Senate 


agret 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« 
numbered 72, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: After t 
word “each,” in line 16, page 22 of the bill, insert," four assorters of mon 
orders, at $720 each ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat 
numbered 73,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
the sum proposed insert ‘ $452,790;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat 
numbered 78, and agree to the same with ai amendment as follows 
the sum proposed insert **335,180;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« 
numbered 96, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lier 
the matter proposed to be stricken out insert ‘ and the Sen 
ate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat 
numbered 103, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lic 
rt ‘*$5,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen 
numbered 107, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lic 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $27,620;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« 
numbered 118, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the sum proposed insert ** $1,500; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« 
numbered 122, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu « 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following 

For the following additional clerks in the office of the Adjutant-General for th« 
sole purpose of completing, with the necessary detail from the existing forc« 
the regimental registers of the volunteer forces of the sVeral States durir ge the 
late war, namely, one clerk of class 4; two clerks of class 2; six clerks of class 
1; in all, $11,800; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 


In lieu 


In lieu 


for postage, Soe; ” 


In lieu 


of the number proposed insert “58: "’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senat 
numbered 140, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
** $85,620; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« 
numbered 145, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert ‘357,410; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


lieu 











numbered 166, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert, *‘ for the compi- 
on of the naval records of the war of the rebellion ; for collecting,compiling, 
arranging the naval records of the war of the rebellion including confed- 
erate naval records, one clerk of class 1, two copyists at $720 each ; in all $2,640; 
and the Senate agree to the same. — 5 ; 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 172, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from said amendment the word ‘* $500; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In licu of the sum pro- 
posed insert * $151, 430; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same 
rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

mbered 177, and agree tothe same with an amendmentas follows Tostrike 

t from the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment the following 
lwo examiners of office decisions, at $2,000 each and the Senat« 





and 








agrec o 
the same. ; ; 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 180,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


the number proposed insert ** 40; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
ibered 181, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
e number proposed insert **56;°' and the Senate agree to the same 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
numbered 182, and agree to the same with an amend 
number proposed insert * 67;°' and the Senate agree to the 
Phat the House recede from its disagreement tot amendment of the 
imbered 183, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the number proposed insert ‘73;°’ and the Senate : e to the 
Phat the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
mbered 184,and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
e number proposed insert ‘*51;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the am 


amendment of the Senate 
lows: In lieu of 





nent as fol 





same 





Senate 





rof 
iol 


Ina lic 





sain 





same, 


ndment of the Senate 


mbered 185, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow In lieu of 
the number proposed insert °°55 ;’ and the Senate agree to the same 
Chat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
umbered 186, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘$495,250; and the Senate agree to the same 


Chat the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the 
imbered 196, 
eu of the number proposed insert ‘10 and the Senate agree t 
That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendme! 
mbered 197, and agree to the same with an amendment as foll 
of the number proposed insert ‘16;"’ and the Senate agree to the sa 
That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of t 
numbered 198, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the number proposed insert *‘9;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
numbered 199, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
he number proposed insert ‘13;"' and the Senate 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendm 


senat 


In 


and agree to the same same with an amendment as follows 
» the 





sume 
he Senate 


In lieu 








senate 


In lieu of 





Senate 
In lieu of 





agree to tl 





* same 


nt of the Senate 








numbered 201, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ** $97,980;"’ and the Senate agree to the sam 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 220, and agree to the same withan amendment as Ww In lieu of 
the number proposed insert *24;"’ and the Senate agree to the 


the Senate 


in lieu of 


Chat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendm«e 
numbered 221, and to the same with an amendmentas fo 
the number proposed insert **: and the Senate agree to the 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
numbered 222, and : to the same with an amendment as fo)! 


agree 





the Senate 








9 gree ows: In heu of 
the number proposed insert ** 28;"’ and the Senate agree to the sam« 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« 
numbered 223, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert ** 30 ind the Senate agree to the same 











Chat the House recede from its disagreement to the endment of the Senate 
numbered 224, and agree to the same with an amendm is follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert ‘'35;"' and the Senate a to the sam 

rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 227, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert **5 and the Senate agree tot san 


from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
, andagree to the same with an amendment 
r proposed insert “*18;"" and the 


rhat the House recede 
imbered 2: 
the numb 


as folk 





Senate avree to thes 












That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment the Senate 
numbered 229, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow In lieu 
the number proposed insert ‘‘50;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement t { ie S 
numbered 230, and agree to the same with an amet ‘ in lieu of 
the number proposed insert ** 62 and the Senate s 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the 1endm the Senat 
numbered 232, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
the sum proposed insert ‘*$597,170;"" and the Senate agree to the same 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat 
numbered 249, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 





the sum proposed insert “ $9,000; "" and the Senate agree to the sam: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 250, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘$11,500; and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 252, and agree to the same with an amendn 
the sum proposed insert ** 39,000; and the Senate a 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the a Iment of the 
numbered 253, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol! 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘$11,500;"’ and the Senate agree to the sam 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 261, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In lieu o 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert * one clerk at $1,000;"" and th 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of th 
numbered 262, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the sum proposed insert “ 31,060;" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 268, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by suid amendment insert the following 
“Two additional clerks of class 2;" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
numbered 277, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the sum proposed insert ‘$112,110; "’ and the Senate agree to the sam« 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 280, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $12,060;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senat 
numbered 281, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the sum proposed insert * $1,600 ;"" and the Senate agree to the same 


as follows: In lieu of 


1@ SuMi¢ 





nen 


senate 


In lieu of 


the Senate 


In lieu of 





In lieu of 
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The committee of conference is unable to agree on the amendments of the 


Senate numbered 21, 24, 25, 27, 80, 81, 82, 83, 54, 85, 86, 87, 88, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 205, 206, 
207 , 208, 209, 210, 211, and 212. 
JOHN HANCOCK 
J. G. CANNON 
Managers on the part of the House 
W. B. ALLISON, 
H. L. DAWES 


F. M. COCKRELL 


Managers on the part of the Senate 



































The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows 
The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the eing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senats ) R 
7069 aking appropriations for the legislative, exec ive, and ses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending ), 1885, and I he ) 
poses, submit the following written stateme! anation the « rence 
report su iitted 
The conference imittee have agreed upon of the two hur i and 
eighty-three ene ents of the Senate except twenty-six, which amendments 
ire as fo ~ 
rendme 2 ases the appropriation for eous ¢ s the 
Senate f 1 $10.00 1,000, and strikes out p1 urtoft oney 
ipproprpiated b } | shall be used for clerical ser es for any Senat Rep- 
resentative, or Delegate Congress 
A iment 27} the } rin the Co RESSIONAL RE I iny 
speech ts s i or House of Representatives 
Amendme! . e ? &3, 84, 85, 86,87, 88,91, 92,938, 94. and 95 rcrease the sum 
for collectors and deputy collectors of internal re vue fr ),000 to $1.- 
80.000, and f sala s expenses of agents and survey S MM), strike 
out provisk . » reduce ternal-revenue districts t forty-t et e cus 
toms collection dist ~ sixty-nine,that the S iry of the Treas v shall 
exempt cert dis eries which sh ten bushe of grain or less per day from 
the operations of tl I visions of tle roft Revised Statutes except as to 
the pay t of the ind propose to fix the nur ‘ of spe il agents at 
twenty s d 
Amendn 1. 206. 2 208, 209. 210 land 212, relate to an rease of the 
clerical force in the Pension Oilice, amounting to $266,900 
rhe amendments of the Senate added to the b is it passed e Hous 18 
sum of $1,087,424.90, of which nount it is eed by the confere I ittes 
that the Senate y 1 $269,940 
rhe amendments upon which disagree ment is reported involy the sum of 
S40.900 
The amount yielded by the House by the action of the conference is $276,584.90 
WM. S. HOLMA 
JOHN HANCOCK 
I. G. CANNON 
Managers on the part of t H 
Mr. HOLMAN Mr. Speaker, I will occupy but a moment in ex- 


plaining the effect of this report. 


As will be seen by an examination 
of the report and the ac 


ompanying statement, the Senate made two 


hundred and eighty-three amendménts to the bill as i passed the 
House. Those amendments may be classified, not in the order, how 
ever, in which they are presented, as follows 

On account of internal-revenue districts and customs districts ther 


was an addition of $136,000, being the result of striking out all the 
provisions of the House bill for the consolidation of internal-revenue 


and customs districts, and the reduction of the number of 








agents; provisions in re gard to pensions 1n anticipation of the passage 
of the bill now pending in the House, $266,900, the perso of the 
Pension Office being increased to that extent, as was estimated, by the 
operations of the bill if it should become a law 1e addition to the 
contingent fund of the Senate, $24,000; new offices, increased salaries 
and contingencies over and above the $24,000, $560,000, making the 
entire addition to the bill by the two hundred and eighty-thre¢ 1end- 
ments of the Senate, $1,086,900 
rhe agreement of the conferees covers the entire amendments with 
four subjects, which, in the order in which they are 
First. Th ncrease of the contingent fund of the Senate, $24,000, 
the amendments covering this subject being numbered 21, 24, and 25, 
and including the striking out of that portion of the House bill which 
prohibits the use of the contingent fand for the payment of clerical 
services tor Senators, Represe ntatives, and Delegates 
Second. Theamendment numbered 27, which provides that no speech 
shall be published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD unless actually de- 


11Vve House of ( 


the 


the other 
“iuUCctION ol 
the 


tive 


red in on 
‘hird. Th 
customs districts and 
re 
twenty-five 


: OI ongress 

stricts and 
internal- 
to 


mbered 


number of internal-revenue di 
decrease in the number ol 

the Senate having restored 
rhe amendments embracing 


special 
the 


this subject are n 


venue iwents to number 


irom SU to Yo 

Che fourth subject which this agreement does not cover is that of 
pensions, to which I have referred, being embraced in amendments 
numbered 205 to 212, inclusive. 

Those four subjects are left undisposed of by this conference report 
All the other matters of disagreement are embraced in the conclusions 
reached by the conferees and reported to the House I have not been 
able to concur in the conclusions reached by the managers on the part 


of the two Houses; but I do not suppose it would be profitabl 
late hour to enter into any statement of my reasons 

The concessions made by the Senate on the $1, 
$269,940, which in a material degree is to be deducted 
added to the bill by 
contingencies 

If the bill to pension soldiers of the Mexican war 
amended by the 


900 t to 


imounts 


amoun 
Irom the 


the Senate for new offices, increased ries, and 


Oo 


which bill, as 
is now pending before the House) should not 


senate 
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be passed, then of course the Senate recedes from the amendments in 
relation to the subject of pensions, which add to the bill $266,900. As 
to this particular item touching pensions, covered, as I have remarked, 


by amendments 205 to 212, the action of the House on this bill is, of | 


course, quite unimportant; for if the bill to which I have just referred 
should not be passed, then of course the Senate recedes 


Thus, there will be left for further consideration by the House, if | 
this report should be adopted, only three subjects-matter; one, whether | 


the contingent fund of the Senate shall be increased and the proposed 
limitation stricken out; second, whether the amendment numbered 27, 


which prohibits the publication of speeches not actually delivered in | 


either House, 


shall be retained; and third, whether the provision 
adopted by the 


House 
tricts and customs districts and special agents shall be adhered to. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no further statement to make on this subject 
unless 


some gentleman desires to propound some inquiry. 


leagues on the conference committee, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
HANCOCK} and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], are both 
upon the floor. If no gentleman desires to address the House upon 
the report I will call the previous question. 

Mr. STORM. 
ment in regard to the painting of the Electoral Commission ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was stricken out by consent. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, Ido not knowif it is necessary for me 
to speak in detail as to this conference report. 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], that the Senate amend- 
ments increased this bill $1,087,000 in round numbers. 
has receded to the extent of $269,940, while the House has yielded on 
those Senate amendments tothe extentin the aggregate of $276,584.90. 


It is further true the $540,900, as to which there is disagreement, the | 


greater part of it is for force in the Pension Office. ‘There will be no 
disagreement between the two Houses, as I understand it, but it was 
not closed up as the conferees were in doubt as to the passage of the 


present legislation, which has passed the Senate and is now being con- | ures may be determined by the action of the House itself if possibl 


| that the House further insist upon its disagreement to the amendments 
| of the Senate numbered 21, 24, and 


sidered by the House, known as the Mexican pension bill. 

Che gentleman from Indiana said of this $276,000 the large majority 
of it comes from the increase of salaries and increase of new offices. 
The large majority of it, nearly all of it in fact, comes from additional 
force in the different bureaus of the Executive Departments, and, as I 
recollect, not to exceed $3,000 of it is for increase of salaries. The in- 
crease of clerks is in part in the Second Auditor’s Office, which gentle- 
men will understand the importance of in the settlement of claims of 
soldiers principally in the late war. There is a'slight increase in the 
tant, and was concurred in by a majority of the conferees. There isa 
considerable increase in the Land Office, one-half of the Senate amend- 
ments substantially, an increase of forty clerks, believed by the Senate 
conferees to be important, and also agreed to by the House conferees. 


There is a considerable increase of, substantially one-half of the Senate | 


amendments, in the Patent Office. The Senate believed the whole in- 


crease should be given, but yielded to the House; the House substan- 
tially agreeing to one-half of the increase in that office. 


I must say I believe the agreements arrived at by the conference | 


committee touching the creation of new oflices which the gentleman 


from Indiana speaks of is an increase, every particle of which is de- | 


manded by the exigencies of the service, arising out of the rapid growth 
of the population and business of the country 


That is all I desire to say in a general way. As we reach the amend- 


ments as to which there is still disagreement, I would suggest to my | 


friend from Indiana perhaps that it would be well enough on some, if not 
on all, to test the sense of the House on a motion torecede on the part of 
the House. The previous question may cut off explanation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only propose to call the previous question on the 
mioption of the conference report. And my friend will see, even if I 


should call the previous question on the motion to further insist on the | 


disagreement of the House to the Senate amendments, still the motion 
to recede from that disagreement would be in order. 

Mr. CANNON. The previous question will be called then only on 
the adoption of the report 

Mr. HOLMAN. While I do not agree to the views expressed by my 
friend touching the necessity of the increase of offices and touching the 
enlargement of salaries as provided for in this bill, 1 have not thought 
at this late hour, under the pressure of public business, I would be jus- 
tified in consuming the time of the House in presenting reasons. My 
friend from Illinois and I have had occasion to express our opinions 
heretofore on the general subject I will therefore call for the previous 
question on the adoption of the report of the conference comunittee. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the attention of the gentleman 
for a moment before he demands the previous question. If I under- 
stood him correctly there is an item of $200,000 affecting the pension 
law, being an item of expenditure necessarily involved in the passage 
of a pension law which 1s now under consideration. That amount, as 
I understand, will be appropriated if this bill passes to pension the 
Mexican soldiers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


There is no controversy on that. 
Mr 


WHITE, of Kentucky. I understood the gentleman to say that 


touching the number of internal-revenue dis- | 


I wish to ask what was done with the fortieth amend- | 


It is true, as stated by | 


The Senate | 


| reported for the information of the House. 


upon the expenditure of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


> J 
o 
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| that sum or some such sum will be needed if the bill now under con- 
| sideration in the House should pass, and that the Senate amendment 
will not be incorporated if that bill does not become a law. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the present pension bill becomes g 
| law it will require $50,000,000 instead of $200,000. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If that bill is not passed the Senate ig 
willing to strike out that sum ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That isto be left still open and under the contro] 
of any conferees that may hereafter be appointed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. With the permission of the gentleman 
from Indiana, it strikes me that there is no necessity for any special 
hurry about this matter. We had better allow the conference report 
to wait until after that pension law is enacted or it is otherwise dis- 
posed of by the House, and not leave this $200,000 floating around, 


| like Mohammed in his coffin, in mid-air, waiting to see what is to be 
My col- | 


done with reference to the Mexican pension bill. I repeat, we had 
better let the conference report wait until we have settled the pension 
question. That report proposes to settle every thing but that one point, 
1 believe. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; there are four points of difference still open 
unless the House should otherwise order. I think my friend will tind 
that there will be no trouble about the suggestion he makes. 

I call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. What action will the gentleman take on the re 
maining amendments ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. For the purpose of testing the sense of the House 
on the remaining disagreements I now move, in order that the meas 


or 


25. It will be found that they 
I ask that these amendments may be 
Permit me to say first that 
amendment numbered 25 strikes out the limitation placed by the House 


cover the same subject-matter. 


I ought 
tosay before proceeding further that it will be seen in the Senate amend 


| ment numbered 21 that the House appropriated for a certain spe« 


| purpose in connection with the contingent fund of the Senate the su 
First Auditor's Office, which was believed by the Senate to be impor- 


of $10,000. That is increased from $10,000 by the Senate to $34,000 


The $24,000 added by the Senate, I suppose it is entirely proper to 


| say, renders it necessary, if that should be allowed by the action of the 


House, that the clause which the House attached providing for the ex 
penditure of that fund shall be stricken out, because the prohibition of 
the House on the expenditure of that fund prohibited the use of it for 
the payment of the clerical force to be employed by Senators, Members 
of the House, or by any Delegate inCongress. That sum of $24,000, | 
| think I may state with propriety, is, as is generally understood on th: 
floor of the House, to be expended for the purpose which the Hous 
sought to prohibit by the clause proposed to be stricken out, that is to 
| say, for the payment of clerks employed by the Senators. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Let me ask the gentleman a question. Suppose 
that a clerk of a committee should be employed for any purpose by a 
member of the committee, would it not come within the provision of 
this act ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Notatall. Thatis quite adifferent subject. This 
is the money appropriated for the contingent fund of the Senate, and 
the provision was incorporated by the House that it should not be used 
for the purpose of paying the salaries of clerks or secretaries employed 
| by Senators or members of the House or Delegates, 

Inasmuch as it does not prevent my friend from Illinois from making 
| the motion if he desires to make it to recede from this disagreement, | 
will call the previous question upon the motion. 

Mr. HANCOCK. If it bein order, I move that the House recede from 
its disagreement to these amendments of the Senate and agree to the 
same, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not wish to call the previous question if the 
gentleman desires to be heard. 

Mr. HANCOCK. 


I wish to be heard for a few moments before that 
| is done. 


I presume, Mr. Speaker, that most persons understand just what this 
$24,000 appropriated in the Senate is intended for. It is for the pay- 
ment of the clerks employed by some twenty Senators, under a resolu 

| tion of the Senate, as their private secretaries. I do not myself see 
that it is particularly objectionable. In fact I think itisentirely proper, 
if in the judgment and discretion of the Senate they shall deem it ne 
essary that the Senators should have this assistance. The sum, it 
true, is a paltry one, but because it is such it does not fail to elicit the 
principle as fully as if it were greater. ; 

The Senators themselves conceive that they need this character ol 
assistance, and it occurs to me that we might well leave them to judge 

| for themselves upon that point as to what is right and proper in the 
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premises. They are as much responsible to their constituencies as we 
are, and for one I do not feel called upon to interpose my veto or ob- 
jection to what they may conceive is necessary to facilitate the public 
interests confided to their hands. I presume the Senate would hardly 
interfere if this House in its wisdom should make some provision for 
certain members who, by reason of their positions in committee, fre- 
uently have onerous duties imposed upon them. 

Itis a fact known to most of the members of this honorable body 
that many of the members here are under the necessity of employing 
private clerks and paying for them, it is true, out of their own pock- 
ets. It is of course left to them to determine whether they are will- 
ing to do that and be satisfied with what remains to them of their 
salaries, if anything. The Senate might do the same thing, but they 
elected to do differently; and I am strongly inclined to believe that 
they elected to do just what is right. It is not their service that is 
performed in this wayso much as it is the serviceof the whole country ; 
and if the service is such as is expected at their hands, I think it right 
they should have that assistance to enable them to give that service in 
the most efficient way. I trust the House will recede from its dis- 
agreement to those amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I willask the gentleman from Texas, 
with his permission, a question before he resumes his seat. 
effect of this to increase the salaries of the Senators and to discriminate 
between the salaries of the members of the House and those of the mem- 
bers of the Senate ? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Yes, sir; itmight have that effect indirectly; but 
not more so than with reference to the $125 allowed to members for post- 
age-stamps, stationery, and things of that kind. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that is allowed to the Senate also. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to say a word. Of the seventy-eight 


4 


Senators, Mr. Speaker, thirty, under the resolution of the Senate, em- | 


ploy clerks during the session, each one of them having a clerk at $6a 
day, payable out of the contingent fund. Most of the Senators have 
chairmanships of committees—all of them except those thirty, I believe. 

This is the first time that these payments have been made from the 
contingent fund; this is the commencement of it. 
Senate, whatever party may be in power, shall have this clerical help 
at the expense of the contingent fund. The Senate, it would be per- 
haps proper for me to state, is, as I understand it, unanimous upon this 
proposition; stating at the same time that it is a matter for their own 
convenience in transacting the public business of the co-ordinate branch 
of the Legislature, which they think ought not to be interfered with by 
this branch of the Legislature. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Letme complete this sentence. They state at the 
same time, as I understand, that there is no disposition on their part 


to interfere in any way with any action the House may take touching 
this class of expenditure, or any other matter affecting the business of 


the House. I will now yield for the gentleman’s question. 
Mr. HISCOCK. 


Have we ever before assumed to do it ? 
Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. 
; Mr. HISCOCK. When? 
; Mr. CANNON. ‘Time and again as I remember. 
some years ago. 
Mr. HISCOCK. 


: But has the question as to the manner in which the Senate shall expend 
f Ph its contingent fund ever been acted upon by the House ? 

Mr. CANNON. The questions are on all fours so far as that is con- | 
. cerned. I do understand, however, when questions involving the per- 
i sonnel of the Senate have arisen between the House and the Senate the 
i House has yielded. 
i Mr. PAYSON. Will my colleague yield to me for a moment? 


Mr. CANNON. 
Mr. PAYSON. 


Yes, sir. 





Is not the | 


The minority of the | 


Is there any precedent for the House putting a 
limitation upon the expenditure of the contingent fund of the Senate ? 


In the contests 


The question has been upon the creation of offices. 


Does the gentleman from Illinois remember that in 
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As my colleague asks these questions out of the line 


Mr. CANNON 
in my remarks 
Mr. PAYSON. 
man’s remarks 
Mr. CANNON. I will say then, as he asks these « 
have completed my remarks I will answer them I will say to the gen- 
tleman in justice to the Senate in this matter that the Senate has here- 
tofore and in this bill provided by amendment for the increase of certain 
salaries of House employés, generally, however, as they state, and as I 
have no doubt is true, at the suggestion of many members of the House; 
for the reason that the House rules would not admit of those increases 
The gentleman spoke of the increase of the salary of the Doorkeeper. 
It is true that when this legislative appropriation bill was reported to 
the House from the Committee on Appropriations it did contain an in- 
crease of $500 to the salary of the Doorkeeper and that went out on a 
point of order. It is just, however, to the Senate I should state that 
the Senate has in no sense insisted in conference, or so far as I know 
anywhere else, on increasing the salary of any of the House employes 
| except as the House might request and might desire 
Mr. STORM. Did not they attempt to reduce the salary of one of 
| the reporters of this House by $500? 
Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; the Senate put on an amendment to that 
effect, to take off $500 from the compensation voted by the House to 
| one of its reporters, which, by the bye, was an increase of salarv. We 
had voted to give him an increase of $1,000 and the Senate struc) down 
| 





I think they are in the precise line of the gentle- 


vestions he iore I 


the increase to $500. But the Senate very promptly receded f om its 

amendment when it was told that the House desired to make t iat in- 

} crease. 

| Mr. STORM. 
Mr. CANNON. 


But the Senate undertook to reduce the amendment 
Yes; but 1 want to say to the gentleman from Penn 
sylvania [Mr. Storm] and to my friend from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] 
that I am not standing here as the champion of this proposition so far 
as Iam individually concerned. I believe that the co-ordinate branches 
of the Legislature are in every respect as to matters of this kind equal; 
and so far as Iam individually concerned I would dono act upon my own 
motion or by my vote that would discriminate in the pay, the perqui- 
| sites, or the privileges of the members of the two bodies. But | was 
simply seeking to convey to the House what is and what has been the 
| temper of the Senate concerning this matter. That body, I believe, 
| unanimously insists upon this provision, representatives of that body 
in the conference stating at the same time that whatever the House 
may desire to do touching the condv&t of its own business they do 
| propose to interfere with 
We are now brought to this pass 
to recede or lose the bill 
I say further in my opinion if the Senators have clerks t 
in the public business, Representatives have just as much need of and 
right to them as Senators 
I have made this statement to the House and it 
what to them in this matter. I 
House recedes as to this amendment, as one member of the conference, 
if I should be continued upon it 
to the amendment 
Mr. MILLS. Allow me toask the gentleman what has become of the 
old controversy between the Senate and the House about the differ- 
ence in the rate of compensation of their respective ¢ mployeés 
Mr. CANNON Chat matter is not in conference 
House did not place any legislation on this bill 
| the question 


no 


if the Senate insists we will hav« 


assist them 


for i 


membe Lo 


is 


rs to ¢ 


seems wise will say that unless the 


1 shall not feel called upon to agree 


is the 
which would present 


sm thie hil 
Ith (his wilil 


Mr. MILLS But the House employes are still receiving smaller 
pay than the employés of the Senate. 
Mr. CANNON. That is apparently so, but not so in fact, for the 


reason that some of the employés of the House receive smaller pay than 
the 
practice has been heretofore for the House to provide a month’s extra 
pay for its employés upon the sundry civil bill or the deficiency bill, and 


some of the ¢ mployés ot theSenate, others receive more Besides, 


the Forty-seventh Congress when it was proposed to pay mileage tothe | I apprehend that it will doit now before Congress adjourns. Therefore 
r Senate the House yielded? My recollection is the other way, and that | it substantially makes the salaries of the employes of the two Houses 

, _ there never has been a yielding on the part of the House whenever the | the same. 

e - Senate has proposed to expend its contingent fund in a manner not Mr. MILLS. Does not the Senate insist upon the same provision 

authorized by law. for its employés? 

e Mr. CANNON. I will state to the gentleman I was not speaking of Mr. CANNON. I believe it has done so in one instance. I now 
bs mileage. yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KAsson 

t : Mr. PAYSON. But the gentleman’s statement was that the House Mr. KASSON. This is not a new question of difference touching 
‘ had always yielded on these questions. the power of one House to regulate the internal affairs of the other or 

8 3 Mr. CANNON. That was my recollection, that the House had | to control the contingent fund of the other Hous 1 recollect one seri- 

. 4 always yielded on these questions touching the expenditure of the con- | ous dispute in former years on that subject, and it was found then, as I 

ss FS tingent fund and the conduct of the business of the co-ordinate branch | think it must be found now on a-careful’examination, that the interest 

e i of the Legislature. But my colleague’s recollection of what took place | and dignity of the House as well as of the Senate require us to respect 
4 on the particular matters he has referred to I believe is correct. the independence of a co-ordinate body 
: Mr. PAYSON. I understood my colleague to say the Senate had We frequently charge upon our contingent fund more than it can 

3 : never assumed to interfere with the appointment of any of the employés | bear. We make investigations and make appropriations outof that 

e ; of this body. Is it not true with reference to this very bill that the | fund by resolution for the compensation of particular employés. If 
4 Senate has made an amendment increasing the pay of the Doorkeeper | the Senate should interfere in all these de tails the two Houses would 

f of the House $500 and has provided for the appointment of two addi- | come into a perpetual wrangle touching the disposition of their con 


tional clerks to this body? 








i tingent funds 


fit was a matter involving an expenditure of a mill- 
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ion of dollars or soit would be another thing. But when the Senate 


asks a sum for their contingent fund, for us to say that they shall dis- 
pose of that sum according to our will and not theirs, is to say that the 
Senate in return may control us in the disposition of our contingent 
fund at their will and not at ours. 

Now I claim for this House the right to institute even an expensive 
investigation if they find it necessary, and to provide that it shall be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House, and to demand of the 
Senate a sufficient enlargement of that fund to enable that to be done. 
I also claim that for incidental purposes, such as temporary employés, 
we have the right as a House to say how much is necessary for that 
purpose, and how much temporary additional force shall be employed. 
The experience of members will bear me out in saying that we must 
have the control of our contingent fund without submitting it to the 
discretion of the Senate And as I demand that 
willing to yield it within reasonable limits to the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to submit a single word before the vote is 
taken on this proposition. I am not able to perceive, certainly not at 
the first blush, that this proposition is subject to the charge of inter- 
fering with the internal administration of the affairs of the Senate. 

It seems to me that as to all matters of general and public concern, 
apart from the ordinary acts of the Senate as a separate body, the voice 


oft the two Houses should be ¢ xpressed in all legislation. I have never 
heen able to understand why in regard to questions of public employ- 
ment in the House or Senate, questions relating to the agencies inci- | 
dentally connected with legislation, the voice of both bodies should 


not be heard in exactly the same degree as upon all other subjects. | 
think this was the earlier practice. In matters of this kind it appears 


to me each House should listen respectfully to the views or wishes of 


the other. If as tothe entire field of employment in connection with 


either of these two bodies the other is to remain absolutely passive | 
and silent, this other as to all those matters abandons its just share of 


the legislative power, and the other in respect to such matters is in- 
vested with complete and supreme legislative control. Such a view 
to my mind is not in harmony with the theory of our Government. 


lam aware that any gentleman discussing a subject of difference | 


like this between the two Houses should be prudent in his expressions; 
but I can not forget the fact, nor can my friend from Illinois, that for 
the deliberate purpose apparently—no, I will not say that, but with 
the inevitable result of evading the rules of proceeding deemed neces- 
sary by this House for prudent and wise legislation, amendments are 
frequently made in the other branch with respect to matters affecting 
this House and its internal administration. It is no answer to say that 
some gentlemen desire it to be done. Should not the will of the whole 


House, as deliberately expressed in its rules, be higher than that of any | 


one member? Should not the wish of the majority be more potent 


than that of the minority ? 
find upon appropriation bills coming from the Senate amendments which 
could not be incorporated under our rules—propositions which in some 
cases have been presented here and excluded under our rules. Pro- 
visions of this kind we find embodied in amendments in such a way as 
to evade the rules of the House. Now, if my friend from Illinois can 


mention any more direct interference with the internal procedure of 
either bady than that method of accomplishing legislation I should be 


very glad to hear him do so. 


It does not do for my friend to say—lI think he forgot himself when 
he made that statement, for he is generally cautious in his language—it 


does not do for my friend to say that the managers on the part of the | 


House if they persist must be triumphant. While those members rep- 
resent the House, they are not the House. If those three gentlemen 
yield, the inevitable result is not only that the rules of the House are 


evaded, but inasmuch as a conference report must be voted upon as an | 


entirety without any vote upon its individual parts, the will of the 
House is constantly and necessarily defeated. So long as this is the fact, 
I do not think any gentleman on this floor should be any more than cour- 


teous and prudent in talking about matters that affect the relations of 


the two great branches of the legislative department. 

But I submit to my friend from Illinois we have here a proposition 
virtually to discriminate between the two Houses of Congress by a meas- 
ure of legislation not affecting the members of the two bodies equally, 
but affecting alone the members of a single body. Have we had any 
other instance of the samekind? Does not the question here presented 
rise in importance in view of the fact that this is the first time we have 


had occasion to meet a question like this? When, in former years, news- | 


papers were provided for members of Congress the same rule was ap- 
plied to Senators as to Representatives. When, in more recent years, 
there was made a virtual addition of $125 to the salary of each member 
in the form of an allowance for stationery or an allowance in cash if 


the stationery should not be used, the same rule precisely was applied | 


to the Senate. Every rule or act of legislation affecting members per- 
sonally has been, up to the present time, made tooperate equally with 
respect to members of the two branches. 

The question, therefore, which this House is compelled to consider at 
this time is whether a proposition the advantages of which may promote 
the convenience of members of one body, but which must be enjoyed at 
the ex pense of an appropriation from the public Treasury, can be conceded 


for the House, I am | 
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| by us without conceding at the same time that the body claiming the 
| benefits of such legislation has the exclusive right, through the mer 

| passive action of the House, to appropriate money for the advantage 
| of its particular members, without reference to the wishes of the other 
| branch. 

My friend from Illinois puts the matter in this form: that we must 
either concede this matter now insisted upon by the Senate or we must 
| go one step further, and for the purpose of putting these two bodies 
| upon exactly the same footing give the members of this House pre- 

cisely the same facilities as are claimed by Senators, precisely the samx 
opportunities for rendering service to their constituencies; that, in other 
words. we must make a corresponding provision for members of th« 
House. The conclusion is not at all an extraordinary one; it is very 
natural. 

Mr. CANNON. My friend willallowmeamoment. I know he does 
not desire to misrepresent me. I stated frankly to the House what 
I understood to be the temper of the Senate—what they were willing to 
do touching their contingent fund and touching ours. I tried to plac 
the House in possession of the actual status of affairs, as my friend, | 
think, will acknowledge. I stated also that so far as I was concerned 
I was opposed to this proposition, and would in no event agree to it. 
If it be agreed to, this House of Representatives, so far as 1 am con- 
cerned, must take that burden upon its own shoulders. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam glad my friend from Illinois is definite. 

Mr. CANNON. I thought I was definite before. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is more definite now, and I am glad 
he has expressed the opinion he has. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’?] You do not 
place both bodies on the same footing by receding from disagreement. 

Mr. STORM. Has the Senate refused to insert the purpose of the 
appropriation ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would disclose what has taken place in con- 
ference, and I have no right to do that. It would be only just to the 
House to have the amendment read. I demand the previous question 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


Twenty-first amendment: Strike out “ten” and insert “ thirty-four ;” 
Twenty-fourth amendment: Strike out “ sixty-two” and insert 
six;’’ and 
Twenty-fifth amendment: Strike out “Provided, That no part of the money 
appropriated by this act shall be expended for clerical services for any Senator, 
| Representative, or Delegate in Congress ;”’ 
So it will read: 
‘* For fueland oil and cotton-waste for the heating apparatus, $7,000; for furni- 
ture and repairs of furniture, $10,000 ; for packing-boxes, $770; for miscellaneous 
items, exclusive of labor, $34,000; and for expenses of inquiries and investiga- 
tions ordered by the Senate, $35,000; in all, $76,770. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. HANCOCK] to recede from disagreement to the Senate 


“ seventy- 


Yet, as my friend is aware, we frequently | 


Adams, G. E. 
Atkinson, 

| Bayne, 
Boutelle, 

| Brumm, 
Chalmers, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dibble, 

| Dunn, 
Ellis, 
Eliwood, 
Evans, 1. N. 
Funston, 


Adams, J. J. 
Alexander, 
Bagley, 
Ballentine, 
Barksdale, 
Bennett, 
Blount, 
Boyle, 
Breckinridge, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Buchanan, 
Budd, 
Burnes, 
Caldwell, 





i 

| 

| 

| Candler, 
Cannon, 
| Carleton, 
Cassidy, 

| Clay, 

| Connolly, 
| Cox, W. R. 
Crisp, 


Culberson, D. B. 


Campbell, J. E. 


Garrison, 
Goff, 
Graves, 
Greenleaf, 
Hancock, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hunt, 
James, 
Johnson, 
Kasson, 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Kellogg, 


amendments and agree to the same. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


YEAS—57. 


Lacey, 
Libbey, 
Lore, 
Lyman, 
McCoid, 
McComas, 
Ochiltree, 

O’ Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J. J. 
Parker, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Potter, 


NAYS—121, 


Cullen, 
Dargan, 
Dirbell, 
Dingley, 
Eaton, 
Eldredge, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Everhart, 
Ferrell, 
Finerty, 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Geddes, 
Halsell, 
Hardy, 
Hemphill, 
Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Houseman, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. H. 
Jordan, 


Kleiner, 
Laird, 
Lanham, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
MeMillin, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Mutchiler, 
Neece, 
Oates, 
Payson, 
Pierce, 
Post, 
Price, 
Pryor, 
Pusey, 


Let us have the yeas and nays and see 
how many are in favor of this second edition of the salary-grab. 
Mr. SPRINGER and others demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 57, 
| nays 121, not voting 147; as follows: 


Ranney, 
Robinson, J. 8. 
Rosecrans, 
Rowell, 
Smalls, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Thomas, 
Valentine, 
Wadsworth, 
Woodward. 


Randall, 
Reed, 

Reese, 

Riggs, 
Rockwell, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Scales, 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Shelley, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Smith, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Storm, 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Tucker, 
Turner, H. G. 
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Turner, Oscar Washburn, Williams, Wood, 
Van Alstyne, Weaver, Wilson, James Yaple, 
Vance, _ Weller, Wilson, W. L. York. 


White, J. D. 
White, Milo 


Winans, E. B. 
Wise, G. D. 


Wakefield, 
Wallace, 


Warner, Richard Whiting, Wolford, 

NOT VOTING—147. 
Aiken, Davidson, Houk, Ray, Ossian 
Anderson, Davis, L. H. Howey, Reagan, 
Arnot, Deuster, Hurd, Rice, 
Barbour, Dockery, Hutchins, Robertson, Z 
Barr Dorsheimer, Jetfords, Robinson, W. E. 
Beach, Dowd, Jones, J. K. Rogers, W. F. 
Belford, Duncan, Jones, J. T. Russell, 
Belmont, Dunham, Kelley, Ryan, 
Bingham, Elliott, Ketcham, Shaw, 
Bisbee, Evins, J. H. King, Singleton, 
Blackburn, Fiedler, Lamb, Skinner, T. G. 


Blanchard, Findlay, Lewis, Slocum, 
Bland, Forney, McAdoo, Snyder, 
Bowen, Fyan, McCormick, Spriggs, 


Matson, 
Millard, 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, Stone, 
Money, Summer, C. A, 
Morrill, Talbott, 
Morrison, Taylor, E. B. 


George, 
Gibson, 
Glascock, 
Green, 
Guenther, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 


Brainerd, 
Lreitung, 
trewer, J. H,. 
sroadhead, 
rown, W. W. 
juckner, 
turleigh, 


Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stockslager, 


] 

} 

] 

] 

! rey 

Cabell, Hardeman, Moulton, Throckmorton, 
Calkins, Hart, Muldrow, Tully, 
Campbell, Felix Hatch, W. H. Muller, Van Eaton, 
Campbell, J. M. Haynes, Murphy, Wait, 

Chace, Henderson, D. B. Nelson, Ward, 
Clardy, Henderson, T. J. Nicholls, Warner, A. J. 
Clements, Hepburn, Nutting, Wellborn, 
Cobb, Hewitt, A. S. ©’ Ferrall, Wemple, 
Collins, Hill, O Hara, Wilkins, 
Converse, Hiscock, Paige, Willis, 

Cook, Hoblitzell, Patton, Winans, John 
Cosgrove, Holmes, Payne, Wise, J. S. 
Covington, Holton, Peel, Worthington. 
Cox, 8.8. Hooper, Pettibone, Young. 
Culbertson, W. W. Hopkins, Rankin, 

Curtin, Horr, Ray, G. W. 


So the House refused to recede from its disagreement. 

Mr. SCALES stated that his colleague [Mr. Dowp] was absent, ex- 
cused by order of the House. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I am paired with Mr. BARR, and therefore with- 
draw my vote, as it is not necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. STEELE. I withdraw my voteif not necessary to make a quorum. 

(Subsequently he said he and Mr. LAMB, with whom he was paired, 
would vote the same way, and therefore he would let his vote stand. ) 

On motion of Mr. WELLER, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

Mr. Dowp was announced as paired with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsyl- 
vania, on all political questions, until further notice. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


the passage of a bill (S. 2233) for the relief of Lieut. John Hollins | 


McBlair, in which concurrence was requested. 
The message also announced the passage without amendment of a 


bill (H. R. 3056) to constitute a bureau of navigation in the Treasury | 


Department. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN’S motion that the House further insist on its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendments numbered 21, 24, and 25 was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House further insist on its dis- 
agreement as to Senate amendment numbered 27, and on that I de- 
mand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


That the reports inthe CONGRESSIONAL RECORD shall be an accurate transcript 
of the proceedings and the debates of the two Houses of Congress, and that no 


speech shall be published therein which was not spoken in the Senate or in the | 


House of Representatives; and such speeches shall be printed as they were 
actually delivered, e:.cept verbal corrections made by the author of the speech, 
and by no other person; and that when speeches are reserved by their author 
for correction they shall be returned to the Reporter of the House in which they 
were delivered within one week, and if not so returned they shall then be printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL REcORD from the original notes of the Reporter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have moved to insist on disagreement to test the 
sense of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It does not cut off the motion to recede. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire at the proper time to move to 
recede from the disagreement. 

The SPEAKER. Now is the proper time to make the motion. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. ThenI submit that motion, that the House 


recede from its disagreement to this amendment of the Senate and agree | 


to the same. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Would it be in order to offer an amend- 
ment to this? 


The SPEAKER. Not with the demand for the previous question 


pending. Ifthe previous question is voted down, then it would be in 
order to offer an amendment. 


‘Gc . 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I ask unanimous consent to make 
| this suggestion, that if the previous question be not ordered I would 
offer this amendment: ‘‘ Provided, that this proposition shall not apply 
to speeches two pages long.’’ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. That is just what we want it to apply to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 60, noes 72. 

Mr. BAYNE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered—nineteen members only voting 
in favor thereof. 

So the motion to recede was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now renew the motion that the House further in- 
sist upon its disagreement. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the House fur- 
| ther insisted upon its disagreement; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
| The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now move that the House further insist upon its 
| disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 80 to 95 in- 
clusive, and upon that I call for the previous question. 

lam not certain but that perhaps it would be fair to divide that 
proposition, inasmuch as the amendment relating to the internal rev- 
enue, as well as the customs districts, is involved 

I ask leave, therefore, to modify my proposition, and move that the 
| House insist upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 80and 81, which cover the internal-revenue clause of the bill, 
and I ask that these amendments may be read for the information of 
the House 

The Clerk read as follows: 








Amendment numbered 80: Strike out in line 910 of the printed bill the word 


“seven” and insert * eight:’’ so that it will read For salaries and expenses 
of collectors and deputy collectors, $1,850,000." 
Amendment numbered 81 proposesto strike out the proviso, as follows: ‘‘Pro- 


vided, That from and after the 30th day of June, 1884, there shall be no more 
than forty-three collection districts; and it shall be the duty of the President, 
| and he is hereby authorized and directed, to reduce the internal-revenue dis- 
tricts to not exceeding the number aforesaid, inthe manner heretofore provided 
by law.” 


| Mr. CANNON. I move that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to these two amendments of,the Senate and agree to the same; 
| and on that I would like to be heard for a few moments 
Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the demand for the previous question, 
| and yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ilinois. 
| Mr. CANNON. That will be sufficient time. I only want to call 
| the attention of the House to the fact that these amendments of the 
Senate strike out the proposed legislation of the House reducing the 
| internal-revenue districts from eighty-four to forty-three. 

Now, I do not want to talk about the merits of this proposition. I 
have fully discussed it, and it was fully discussed by other gentlemen 
when the bill was being considered by the House. As I recollect, the 
House, by a very considerable majority, however, proposed this legis 
lation. The Senate struck it out; and I think it is proper I should 
state to the House, as I understand the fact to be, that the Senate is firm 
upon their amendment to strike out this proposed legislation. 

Without, therefore, going into the merits ofthe proposition or consum- 
ing the time of the House in that respect, I may be permitted to say 
that I believe the Senate is right and the House is wrong with refer- 
ence to this matter. We are now, Mr. Speaker, in the last closing 
hours of this session of Congress, and the Senate took the position that 
the body which proposes legislation upon an appropriation bill should 
give way when the other body does not assent and will notassent to it. 

I have taken occasion before on a prey ious bill to state that I believe 
this to be a sound proposition. We have acted upon it heretofore in 
this Congress, and tormer Congresses have acted upon it. 
rule for the settlement of these differences. 


It is a wise 
Now, when legislation is 
proposed not upon an appropriation bill there is no coercion between 
the two Houses; but when it is proposed by either the House or the 
Senate upon an appropriation bill it presents a very different question; 
for if they can not agree, of course somebody must yield or else the bill 
will fail; and the practice, I state again, is that the body proposing it, 
when that state of facts arises, should yield. I believe it is absolutely 
necessary in order that an agreement may be reached upon this bill 
that the House should yield this point; and in doing this it will only be 
in pursuance of the practice which has prevailed between the two Houses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A single word in response to the gentleman from 


| Nllinois. 
| 


The number of districts fixed by this bill when first reported to the 

House was sixty-three. The House reduced the number to forty-three, 
| twenty less than the number fixed by the committee. Of course it may 
be if the subject were further considered, and if forty-three should not 
| be deemed a proper number, that a number less than the present num- 
| ber, and yet greater than forty-three, might be satisfactory to both 
Houses. 
| I now demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
| TTheSPEAKER. The first question is upon the motion of the gen- 
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tleman from Illinois, that the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate and agree to the same. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 62. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. I call for tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. CANNON were appointed tellers. 

Che House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 71, noes 82. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] that the House further insist on its 
disagreement to this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr 

1 


moved 


} 


Has 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
Che latter motion was agreed to 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr 


the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (H. R. 282) to reinstate Cornelius Fitzgerald on the pension- 
roll; 

\ bill (H. R. 555) granting a pension to John Galloup; 

4 bill (H. R. 819) granting an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis; 

\ bill (H. R. 836) granting a pension to John C. Fenscke; 

A bill (H. R. 837) granting a pension to Reuben J. Chewning; 

A bill (H. R. 943) granting a pension to Samuel Barnard; 


A bill (H. R. 1056) granting a pension to Honora Kelley; 


{ bill (H. R. 1073) granting a pension to William J. Lee; 

\ bill (H. R. 1077) granting a pension to Sarah Miner; 

A bill (H. R. 1410) granting a pension to Henry Schnetberg, of Indi- 
ana, Pa.; 

A bill (H. granting a pension to William T. McCoy; 


t. 1436) 


I 
\ bill (H. R. 1569) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord, widow 
I 


of Maj. Gen. E. O. C. Ord; 

\ bill (H. R. 1894) granting a pension to Clark Roberts; 

\ bill (H. R. 1930) granting a pension to Sarah Nicoll Crane; 

A bill (H. R. 1965) granting a pension to John A. Crozier; 

A bill (H. R. 2312) granting a pension to Almira B. Kaler; 

\ bill (H. R. 2358) granting a pension to James Hawkins; 

\ bill (H. R. 2623) granting a pension to Arthur J. McConnell; 

\ bill (H. R. 2984) granting additional pension to Apolline A. Blair, 
widow of the late General Francis P. Blair; 

\ bill (H. R. 3171) granting a pension to Ella Stolz; 

\ bill (HL. R. 3606) granting a pension to Irene Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 3625) granting an increase of pension to Levi Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 3909) granting a pension to George W. Wickmire; 

\ bill (H. R. 4368) granting an increase of pension to Dr. Samuel 
Davis; 

\ bill (H. R. 4439) granting a pension to John R. Wallace; 

\ bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Corbin; 

A bill (H. R. 4700) granting a pension to Simon E. Lewis: 

A bill (H. R. 4970) for the relief of Mrs. Nancy Biser; 

\ bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah E. E. Seelye, 
alias Franklin Thompson; 

\ bill (H. R. 5485) granting a pension to Mrs. Samantha Harriman; | 

\ bill (H. R. 5636) for the relief of Otto Leissring; 

A bill (H. R. 5675) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan J. McKenney; 

\ bill (H. R. 5723) granting a pension to Isabella Bertha Weaver; 

\ bill (H. R. 5781) granting a pension to Solon L. Simonds; 

\ bill (H. R. 5795) increasing the pension of Charles A. Fuller; 

\ bill (H. R. 5821) granting a pension to Mrs. Susannah Barr; 

\ bill (H. R. 5976) for the relief of Catherine Meis; 

\ bill (H. R. 6085) granting a pension to John A. Hassell; 

\ bill (H. R. 6168) granting an increase of pension to Capt. H. D. 
F. Young; 

A bill (H. R. 6184) granting a pension to Julia M. Reynolds; 

A bill (II. R. 6786) granting a pension to Rivers Banks. 


LEGISLATIVE 


Mr. HOLMAN. Amendments numbered 82, 85, 84, 85, and 86 are 
the amendments of the Senate striking out the provisions which apply 
to the customs-collections districts. 
House have deemed it proper to report those amendments back to the 
House so that the subject might be further considered, as the House 
might deem proper. And for the purpose of bringing the subject be- 
fore the House for action, with a view to an expression of its judgment, 
I move that the House further insist on its disagreement to those 
amendments from 82 to 86 touching customs districts. 

Mr. CANNON, I move that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to those amendments. 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also | 


NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that | 
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| which has been made to us. 


| are turned into the Treasury, amounting to over $7,900,000. 
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go fully into the merits of the question. I must say, however, since 
the House acted upon it, I have upon some of those amendments 
changed my views. I was inclined to be for the amendments when thy 
House placed them on the bill; but on further investigation I very s 

riously doubt their wisdom. I may say that in some respects, with 

out taking the time of the House to state them, I am satisfied the pro- 
posed legislation would lead to very great abuses that none of us would 
be in favor of. But the same remark that I made in reference to th: 
internal-revenue districts applies to these amendments. We propose 
to legislate, to change existing law upon this bill. The Senate pro- 
poses not to assent to that proposition. _ And I think it is the part of 
wisdom fcr us to recede; because I am satisfied that we will have to 
do it in the end under the practice between this House and the Senat 
and the temper of the Senate touching these amendments. 

Mr. THOMPSON. For more than ten years the Secretary of the 
Treasury has annually recommended Congress to take action similar to 
what has been taken by the House on this appropriation bill; at last 
the House has agreed to his recommendation. He has told us exactly 
how much we can save, and we know his statements are true. The 
amount is about a million and a half less than the appropriations that 
were made last year. 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman surely does not mean that. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I mean exactly that. 

Mr. LONG. The Secretary says it will save an amount less than 
$400,000. 

Mr. THOMPSON. He says it is a million and a half of dollars less 
than was appropriated for these expenses last year. 

Mr. CANNON. There was nothing appropriated last year. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I say exactly what the Secretary says. 

Mr. CANNON. If the Secretary says that, he is mistaken, because 
this is a permanent appropriation. I think the gentleman is mistaken 

Mr. THOMPSON. It is made up of two classes. There is an ap- 
propriation of $2,750,000 semi-annually made, and there are also the 
fees which arise out of these very acts which are repealed and which 
And 
this is a million and a half of dollars less expense than the amount ot 
these fees and these two semi-annual appropriations. 

For ten years the Secretary has recommended that this change should 
be made, and now the House has agreed to his recommendation. Hehas 
gone over this subject carefully. He has considered it time and again 


| He has had his expert accountants go and inspect every customs dis- 


trict in this country with the salary and pay of every employé. He 
has gone to the expense in the last two years of having every line in thes: 
districts mapped out, and has furnished us a map to correspond to th 


| sixty-nine districts provided in this bill. 


We only comply with his demands, time and again repeated to us 
This is a non-partisan view to take of this subject. The customs col- 
lection districts as laid down by him do not affect any party. It is a 
pure question of business economy. The President in his last message 
accompanying the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
tells us that the present number of districts is not needed except for lo- 
cal pride, exceptas members of Congress want to aggrandize themselves 
and aggrandize their districts by having useless ports of entry estab- 
lished in them, and large public buildings erected and maintained at 
an enormous expense with all the coterie of useless officeholders about 
them, and unless we intend to carry out that policy and to maintain 
these districts from this time on we should agree to the legislation 
In twenty-two of these districts we are 
told that not one dollar has been collected for the last ten years; that 
we have not only custom-house offices provided for them, but expen 
sive buildings maintained at great cost to the Government, and unless 
we intend to keep up these useless districts which for ten years have 
not paid a dollar into the Treasury we must take this or some similar 
action. 

The President tells us furthermore that there are thirty-odd districts, 
besides the twenty-two in which nothing has been collected for ten 
years, which pay less money into the Treasury than is annually ex- 
pended in collecting the revenue there. Take the district of Evans- 
ville, Ind., for instance. We have there erected a custom-house at a 
cost of over $360,000, and we keep there a janitor to take care of the 
building. Yet for the last ten years, since the custom-house was 


| erected, not a dollar has been collected in that district and paid into the 
| Treasury. 


The conference on the part of the | 


These provisions that the Senate strikes out propose to consolidate | 


and reduce the number of customs districts with certain other legisla- 
tion. This matter was discussed to some extent in the House and 
quite fully in the Senate. It is useless for me at this late hour to 


Mr. SPRINGER. And never will be. 

Mr. THOMPSON. And there never will be a dollar collected there 
Yet that is one of the class of custom-house districts that we are called 
upon to maintain. I say that the House is right in this thing. We 
know we are right. We have done this upon the recommendation of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, who has given it ten years of thought— 
not only the present occupant of that office but his predecessors—and 
after the most thorough and exhaustive investigation which he has 
made by means of experts 

Mr. MORSE. And a special commissioner appointed to investigate 
the subject. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
investigate the matter. 





And he has appointed special commissioners to 
Yet with this recommendation staring us in 
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the face, we are now asked to maintain these useless districts at an 
enormous expense to the people. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman allow me a word right there? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Certainly. 

Mr. KASSON. This question was before the Committee of Ways 
and Means, but without any formal action taken upon it. I for one 
regard the error of this amendment to be in the imperative character 
ofit. Instead of authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to reduce the number of these districts so far as compatible with the 
public interest, which will enable the interests specially affected to 
have a hearing before him, and which will also enable members of Con- 
gress to have a hearing before him and to state all the facts within 
their knowledge, and not leave him to depend entirely upon the reports 
of agents, you have imperatively demanded a reduction of the districts 
to this particular number. 

If the proposition was to give the Secretary of the Treasury authority 
to reduce the collection districts to a number not less than that named 
here, I think myself that the Senate ouglt to agree to give him a cer- 
tain amount of discretion. But in the Committee on Ways and Means 
we have always found that there were questions of safety of revenue 
which were quite as important as the amount of revenue collected. 
Therefore 1 was opposed to this matter being taken up by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and trasted that they would wait until the 
Committee on Ways and Means had made some recommendation on the 
subject. 


Mr. THOMPSON. In reply to what has been said by the gentle- | 


man from Iowa [Mr. Kasson] I will state that the Secretary of the 


Treasury is in charge ofthe revenue, and so far as we know he would | 


not surrender any of his power or any of his ability to collect the rev- 
enue authorized to be collected by law, and would not in any way en- 
danger the collection of the revenue. He is charged with the respon- 
sibility of collecting the revenue; he is clothed with the power to 
collect it and we furnisheshim with the force for that purpose. Yet he 
tells us that we are cramming down his throat an unnecessary force to 
accomplish the objects which he wants toaccomplish. He tells us that 
he will have power enough, after this consolidation, to collect every 
cent of the revenue. 

What good does the district at Evansville, Ind.,.do? What good 
do the eight districts in Maine do? What good do the five districts in 
Massachusetts do? Why should we continue them. when the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury says that he can collect the revenue without those 
districts? He has investigated the subject fully, and certainly ought 
to know what he is talking about. I refer not only to the present See- 
retary of the Treasury, for we do not rely upon him alone, but to every 
previous Secretary for ten years. They have all insisted upon this re- 
duction. 

I have carefully looked over the debates in the Senate upon this sub- 
ject, and I fail to find any good reason assigned by any Senator for re- 
taining the present number of districts. I fail to find any reason as- 
signed except one which was assigned by a Senator, and that was that 
it would abolish some of the districts in his State, the continuance of 
which would possibly be a benefit to him, and therefore he did not de- 
sire to have them abolished. 

Mr. KASSON. I think the gentleman will agree with me that prior 
Secretaries of the Treasury have not named any precise number, though 
they have recommended consolidation of districts. I believe that 
some districts ought to be consolidated; but Ldoubt the propriety of 
intrusting to any one man a practical repeal ef the legislation of Con- 

ess. 

Mr. THOMPSON. This is not a repeal. 

Mr. KASSON. Certainly itis. Wherea district is established by law 
you propose that this officer of the Government shall abolish it; where 
a building has been erected you propose that he shall abandon its use. 

Mr. THOMPSON. So far as that matter is concerned, I wish to say 
this is no new step. This measure does not invest the Secretary of the 
Treasury or the President with any extraordinary power. Are the cus- 
toms collection districts more sacred in the estimation of the House and 
the country than the internal-revenue districts? Yet the President 
has had the power ever since the formation of the internal-revenue dis- 
tricts to abolish them, to reduce them, to consolidate them, or to re- 
arrange them at any time according to his discretion. More than that, 
he has exercised this power; he has exercised it judiciously within the 
last twelve months. 

I know it is contended—it has been contended elsewhere—that we 


invest him with extraordinary power—the right to name the ports of 


entry. It has even been urged that such a measure is unconstitutional ; 
that ports of entry can only be established by acts of Congress. I con- 
cede it has been the rule heretofore that every port of entry should be 
specially established by act of Congress; and that is the reason there 
have been so many useless ports of entry. 

If now you should leave it to the discretion of the President to re- 


duce the number of these ports of entry as he might see fit, he would | 


be overwhelmed by Representatives and Senators demanding that the 
reduction should be made in somebody else’s district; that their par- 
ticular ports of entry should be spared. 

Sut before this pressure is brought to bear to swerve him from what 
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he knows to be right, to prevent him from looking at this matter from 
a purely business standpoint and not from a political point of view, he 
has framed a plan with the districts marked out, with their respective 
ports of entry; and no reason has been given to us, no reason has been 
given elsewhere in the debate upon this subject, why we should not 
conform to this reasonable recommendation. 

He has gone further than his predecessors in this matter. They rec- 
ommended reduction; but he has shown us where the reduction can be 
made. Through his commissioners he has examined into the accounts 
of every one of these districts; he has given us the name of every offi- 
cerandemployé; he has shown every dollar collected, and he has pointed 
out where consolidation and reduction can take place; he has shown 
how this can be done, and at the same time every dollar of revenue be 
collected and the service maintained with the same efficiency as at pres- 
ent, affording equal facility for importation and for exportation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How many office-holders will be legislated out of 
office if this proposed change be made? 

Mr. THOMPSON. No great number under this bill. The saving 
of money will arise largely in other ways—not so much from dispens- 
ing with office-holders as from the saving in rents and from the reduc- 
tion of expenses in connection with the warehousing system. If I rec- 
ollect aright only two hundred to three hundred officers and employés 
will be eliminated from the service by this legislation. There is no 
great reduction in the number of officers. Yet the demand is made 
that we shall retain them all. 

This is purely a business transaction. Itis in this light that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury calls your attention to it. There is little or no 
politics in this question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Does the Secretary of the Treasury specify 
this exact number—sixty-nine? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Sixty-nine is the exact number fixed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. If you will turn to the last annual message of 
the President of the United States, in which the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Treasury is incorporated, you will find that the num- 
ber there mentioned is sixty-seven. But since that recommendation it 
has been found necessary, on account of the completion of two railroads 
in Oregon, that two ports of entry should be established there; and for 
this reason the recommendation has been modified and those two addi- 
tional districts recommended. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’?] Iam 
willing that the House shall vote upon this question at once; but I hope 
that the provision now under discyssion will be insisted upon, because, 
as I believe, it is wise legislation and in the interest of economy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise for the purpose of calling the previous ques- 
tion, but before doing so I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON ] to the fact that this is not so mucha 
question of districts as it is a question of ports of entry. The provision 
is that the President shall fix the boundaries of each reorganized district 
and designate the ports of entry therein 

My friend will see that coupled with the provision which requires the 
Secretary of the Treasury to report in his regular estimates the esti- 
mates necessary for appropriations to carry on the customs system in- 
volves the whole matter. It is that provision numbered 86. That is 
the important one. It has been shown to us that is a law which was 
enacted last Congress, and regular estimates will come down in Di 
cember for it. 

I wish to say further that, inasmuch as there will be a further con 
ference between the two Houses, it would seem proper these amend 
ments should go to that conference, and therefore I hope, without ob- 
jection, the motion made that the House further insist will be adopted 
on these several propositions. I demand the previous question 

The previous question was ordered 

Mr. CANNON’S motion to recede was disagreed to 

Mr. HOLMAN’Ss motion to insist was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote last taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 

Mr. HOLMAN. The next amendment is the eighty-seventh amend- 
ment, and I move that the House further insist on its disagreement 
The Senate strike out the entire provision touching the small distillers 
Inasmuch as the other amendments have to go to a conference if one 
shall be appointed, I think I would ask the House to let this prop- 
I will make the motion on this one, the eighty-seventh, 
and demand the previous question 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let it be read. 

The eighty-seventh amendment was read, as follows 

Strike out ‘‘one hundred and sixty-four ’’ and insert ‘‘ three hun- 
dred; ’’ so it will read: 





osition go also. 


For salaries and expenses of agents and surveyors, for fees and expenses of 
gaugers, for salaries of storekeepers and for miscellaneous expenses, $2,300,000 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I tind the important amendment is numbered the 
eighty-eighth. [hope by unanimous consent the vote will be taken on 
both. 

Mr. CANNON. 1 ask for a separate vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then as to the first I move the House insist on its 
disagreement 
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Mr. CANNON. Very well; I agree the vote shall be taken on both | 
amendments 

Mr. HOLMAN. They constitute but one amendment 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let it be read, reserving the right to 


Che eighty-eighth amendment was read, as follows: 


rike out the following 

88) That the Secretary of the Treasury shall exempt all distilleries which 
ash ten bushels of grain or less per day from the operation of the provisions 
tithe 35 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the manufacture of spirits, except 
to payment of the tax; and said distilleries shall be run and operated with 
t storekeepers; and said Secretary may exempt any distillery or all distill- 


eries which mash twenty-five bushels of grain per day from the operation of 
the provision of said title relating to the manufacture of spirits, except as tothe 
pay of the tax; and any distillery so exempted shall be run as fruit distill- 

ies are now operated: Prot 


inent 


by the Secretary of the Treasury, in which he may cause to be deposited the 
product of any number of said distilleries, to be designated by him by his order, 
nd in which f said distillers may deposit his product, and when so de- 
ishall} ubject toall the laws and regulations as to bonds, tax, removal, 
as is now provided by law for other warehouses 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Before the vote is taken I should like 
to be heard 
Mr. HOLMAN. I moveto insist on the disagreement to both amend- 
ment How much time does the gentleman from Kentucky want? 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Five minutes. [Cries of ‘* Vote!’’] 
Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield for three minutes 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Indiana alluded to 
roposition when he first addressed the House. It isto this latter 
to call the attention of the House. 


I desire 
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of the storekeepers out of the general fund of the Government; but it 
increased at the same time the tax upon whisky from 50 cents to 70 
cents by a consolidation of the barrel-tax and various other smail taxes 
upon the distillers, raising the whole amount to 70 cents, and as | 


| have said made the salaries of the storekeepers payable out of the pub- 


ied, That special warehouses may be established | 


lic Treasury instead of by the distilleries. 

That relieved the little distilleries from their responsibility and there 
grew up all over the country innumerable small distilleries at each of 
which the Government paid from $1,200 to $1,500 a year salary to the 
storekeepers. Out of this an abuse grew in the nature of things, be- 
cause this amount of salary was frequently divided between the dis- 
tiller and the storekeeper, while the Government got no part of the tax; 
and in fact many of the larger distilleries throughout the country di- 
vided themselves up into smaller distilleries, mashing from three to five 
bushels a day, so as to have the advantage of the storekeeper and the 
salary; and therefore instead of consolidation you simply multiplied 
the offices and the expenses to the Government. 

Now, the object of this amendment is to put the small grain distillers 
exactly on the same footing as the fruit distillers are without store- 
keepers. The fruit distiller is compelled to pay his tax at the end of 
sixty days after the manufacture of the product. This would compel 
the small grain distiller, if that provision was not incorporated in the 
bill, to pay cash at once on the manufacture of his whisky, whereas 


| by that provision he can put it in the warehouse. 


They may go both | 


wether ut it is the last part of the proviso which is the most objec- | 
tionable, in that amendment. The whole amendment may be objec- | 
tionable but I desire the attention of the House to the last part of it, 


the proviso there which requires the Secretary of the Treasury to desig- 
nate a specially appointed warehouse to which the small distillers, for 
whom the first part of the amendmentseems specially intended asa gra- 
tuity, shall bring their whisky. 

And it will lead to more moonshine distilling than all the laws that 
have ever been made upon the statute-books with reference to this sub- 
t, for it practically prohibits the man from carrying on his business 
.ccording to law unless he can mash ten bushels of grain per day 

nd upward. The result will be to induce illicit distilling all over the 
country. 

I can not, of course, state what was the object of the mover of this 
proposition, but whether it was the intention or otherwise 
be the effect of it. Besides nothing could have been enacted more for 
the benefit of the large distillers, those who make fifty or five hun- 
dred barrels a day, than this last proviso which the Senate has stricken 
It is but another link inthe long chain which the large distillers 
have been throwing around the law-making powers of the Govern- 
nt to enable them to pile up whisky in bond on which they now 

e three years’ time, seven and a half gallons allowed to them for 
leakage on every barrel of forty gallons, without payment of interest, 
without any payment of stamp tax, and no payment at all of tax in 
fact, because they are privileged to take it out of bond and export it 
ind put new whisky in its place as soon as it is made. They are thus 
entitled to all of the benefits and the Government is the loser. 

Now, if you want to encourage the piling up of this productin bonded 
warehouses and increase the power of this gigantic monopoly and give 
it greater weight and force upon the legislative bodies of this country, 

monopoly that has raised over $700,000 at one time to be used in 
carrying elections in Indiana, Iowa, Ohio, and other States, all you 
need to do is simply to incorporate that proviso in the bill. I have 

lly discussed this matter atanother time, and I ask a division of the 
question here now. I hope the House will recede. 

Mr. THOMPSON rose 


; | 
it ail 


rit 


Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from Kentucky desires to be heard 
| will yield to him for three minutes. 


Mr. THOMPSON. I would not occupy a moment of the time of the 
House at this late hour and in opposition to the manifest inclination of 
the House to come to a vote at once upon this matter if it were not for 
the fact that 1 was the author of the amendment and think it due to 
the House that an explanation of it should be given, which I will en- 
deavor briefly to do. It is not by any means subject to the interpreta- 
tion given to it by the gentleman from Kentucky who bas just taken 
his seat. 

I desire the House to understand this whole question before the vote 
is taken. Up to 1868 we had nothing but these special bonded ware- 
houses. The whisky was manufactured and put into the bonded ware- 


| Kentucky is not in order. 


that will | 


houses by the Government, and storekeepers were appointed for each | 


in accordance with the then existing law 

In 1868 this law was modified, and a storekeeper was appointed and 
put intoevery distillery, whether it was great or small; and this law 
also compelled the distiller to pay the salary of the storekeeper out 
of his own pocket, which payment was at the rate of $4 a day and was 
a heavy tax upon the small distillers. It was so harsh end unnatural, 
so unjust and exacting upon the smaller distillers, those who were run- 
ning on small capacity, mashing less than ten bushels per day, that 
subsequently Congress interfered and made provision for the payment 


The SPEAKER. 
expired. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I would like to finish my sentence. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will my colleague yield to me fora 
question ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Idesire toaskif it is not true that there 
is this difference between the fruit and grain distillers—— 

The SPEAKER (rapping with his gavel). The gentleman from 
[Cries of *‘ Vote!’ ‘* Vote!’’] 
lask the gentleman from Indiana to yield to me 


The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 


Mr. CANNON. 
for a moment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will not object tonon-concurrence 
on this amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not desire to argue the merits, but I wish to 
call the attention of the House to one or two facts in connection with 
the matter. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote !’’] Gentlemen say “let us 
vote.’’ It would hasten legislation, I think, if the House would take 
three or four minutes to consider this matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time does the gentleman desire ? 

Mr. CANNON. Two minutes at the outside. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to state that the House has concurred in a 
later amendment—— 

Mr. THOMPSON. I riseto a questionof order. 
statement I was making. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
THOMPSON | had expired. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. [ask unanimous consent that my col- 
league be allowed two minutes ruore. [Cries of ‘* Regular order !’’] 
It would facilitate matters very much to allow the gentleman to speak 
on this subject. He understands it. If my colleague does not under- 
stand his side of this subject, nobody does. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has yielded two 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] who is now on 
the floor 

Mr. CANNON. Later on in this bill the House has consented to 
an amendment, and the Senate also, fixing the pay of storekeepers at 
distilleries of twenty bushels or less registered capacity at $2 per day. 
That cuts down their compensation one-half or more. Now I want to 
say to the House that the pending proposition in the bill is one on which 
in my judgment the House ought to recede. It will iacrease these 
small distilleries by the thousands. I do not think any of us want to 
do that, and I believe we ought to agree with the Senate on this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
moves that the House recede from its disagreement to these amend- 
ments and agree to the same; and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr 
HoLMAN }] demands the previous question on the pending motion. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to recede. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 48, noes 56. 

So (further count not being called for) the motion was not agreed to 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that the House further insist ou its 
disagreement to the Senate amendments, numbered 87 and 8s. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Amendments 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, and 95 are the 
remaining amendments connected with the internal revenue. Amend- 
ment 93 is the one which increases the number of special agents from 


I want to finish the 
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important of these amendments. laws. 

While conceding that on a portion of those propositions the Honse 
might well yield, there are one or two at least which ought to be in- 
sisted on. But they have all to be considered together, to make the 
action of any body of conferees effective. I, therefore, move that the 
House further insist on its disagreement to amendments from 89 to 95, 
inclusive, and hope the House will, without objection, let the subject 
go to the same conferees to which the other provisions shall go. I hope 
my friend from Illinois will not object to that. 


Mr. CANNON. I want to say a word. If I had known the House eu Mr ‘WARNE 
was to formally insist upon its disagreement I should not have de- ro Mi whesgespiahiaiees, 


tained the House. I was verdant enough, however, to suppose when 
we commenced to consider these disagreements they would be consid- 
ered with a view to getting at the right action to be taken by the House 
with regard to each. Butas the gentleman insists that each and all 
of them as they are shall go to the conferees, and as his side of the 
House is disposed to sustain him in that action, I will withdraw all 
further opposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois will find that this ac- 
tion is not so entirely formal. I have not detained the House for the 
purpose of going into the details and pointing out what I think the 
House should insist upon. But I feel that all these amendments stand- 
ing together as they do the disagreement between the two Houses as | 
to them should be insisted on, and they should go to a conference, not 
as a matter of form, but as a matter of substance as to most of them; 
not all of them, but most of them. They allstand together. I call for 
the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is it desired to have the amendments reported? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana that the House further insist on its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 89 to 95, inclusive. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, as to the amendments from 205 to 212, the 
motion I make is merely a formal one. If before this report comes in 
the Senate shall finally ascertain that the Mexican pension bill can not 


0 


Mr. 


Mr 


pass, then of course the Senate will recede and that is the end of it. — 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Is that the provision in reference to | = 
the Mexican war pensions ? Th. 
Mr. HOLMAN. It is. ee 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. What is the amount ? re 


Mr. HOLMAN. It amounts in all to about $206,000. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If that bill passes, I will state to the | 
gentleman that it will require at least $50,000,000 more to be appro- 
priated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thegentleman from Alabama istalking about quite | 
adifferent thing. Thisis only for the personnel of the Pension Bureau; | 
nothing more. I therefore call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana that the House further insist on its disagreement to the 
amendments indicated. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With a view of reaching an agreement by the two 
Houses, and in anticipation of the action of the Senate, if it is proper 


Mr 


So 


I move that the House request a further conference on the disagreeing | U™"' ’ © “eek @ 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to this bill 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER announced as the conferees on the part of the House The following 
Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. HANCOCK, and Mr. CANNON. under 
Mr. HERBERT. I move that the House now adjourn. By Mr. BAYNE 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. Se 


Pending the motion to adjourn, of the Republic, Department of i 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that | same committe 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol By Mr. BRENTS ting to the 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: thorize the Sellingham Bay Railway | Na 

A bill (H. R. 254) granting a pension to John Robbins; certain bridges, wharves, sh 

A bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary T. Barnes; Committee on Cor 

A bill (H. R. 2105) granting a pension to John A. Shuckers: By Mr. CLAY to the « 

A bill (H. R. 2702) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellida I. Middleton, | a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Per 
widow of the late Rear-Admiral Edward Middleton, United States| By Mr. CALKINS Jefferson 
Navy; | Army of the Republic, ion 1754 Revises 


A hill (H. R. 3591) for the relief of Sarah A. Becktel; 
A bill (H. R. 3737) granting a pension to Ann McLaughlin; | By 
A bill (H. R. 4767) granting a pension to Mary A. Henry; and 








as a part of 


To Mr. 


Mr. WHIT! 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
the hour of meeti 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
The SPEAKER. 
row shall begin at 9 o’clock a. m. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
not virtually put us back to where we wer 
on the Mexican pension bill? 
SPEAKER. 
VHITE, of Kentucky. 
bama [Mr. HERBERT] to withdraw his motion to adjourn, : 
me to make a motion that the House now takea recess until five minut 
before 9 o’ clock to-morrow, 80 as 


The 


The 


A MEMBER 


rhe 


which 


Mr 


To Mr. Srocks 
important business. 
ERMENTROI 
To Mr. Post, ot 


i 


The SPEAKER. 


statu quo. 

Many MEMBERS. 
SPEAKER. 
WHITE, of Kentucky. 


SPEAKER. 
RANDALL. 
SPEAKER. 
question was taken on the motion toadjourn; and upon a divis- 
ion there were 


mous consent, leave of absence 


, of Kentucky. 


What 


ig to-morrow ‘ 


ayes 10, noes 25. 
Before the result of the vote was announced 
Mr. 





TO PRINT. 


Mr. HENLEY asked leave to print in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
he debates of the House, some remarks prepared by him 
on the subject of Government land 

Mr. VALENTINE 


grants. 


ser 


ABSENCI 


, for one week 
Pennsylvania, for one wee k. 


BUSINESS. 


The question is on the motion of th 
from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] that the House now adjourn 
I rise to a question of order 
The gentleman will state it. 

is the order of the Ho 
Do we meet at 9 o’clock? 
s not a question of order 


1 


I make that parliamentary inquiry 
The House has ordered that the 


If the House shall adjourn now, 
yesterday when we 


Then I ask the gx 


to leave the 


Regular order ! 
The regular order is the 


move that 


The motion to adjourn ta 

And it requires 2 quorum to tak« 
1 | 

Certainly. 


WHITE, of Kentucky, called for tellers 


mot of Mi 


ind Go minutes a. 


the rule, and referred as fol] 


Petition of 


By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petit 


&c.—to the Committee on the Rev 

CONVERSI I 
Ohio; alsothe petition of John I 
A bill (H. R. 6370) to limit the time within which prosecutions may | business firms, 





I am willing 


Chere is no 


petitions 


mittee on 


seatty 


ada 


prayin 


Do you want us to stay here all night ? 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
that bill. 
The question was taken upon ordering tellers, and there 
the affirmative 
‘he SPEAKER. 
WHITE, of Kentuc ky. 
SPEAKER 
| The rule of the House 
sa fixed numb 
‘ the aflirmative not | 
ordered 
The 


0 CLOCK 


] 


Not a sufficient numbe1 
Count the other side 
‘‘other side”’ 


requires one-llith of 


s agreed t 
1 Ty] 
( ‘ 
INS ET« 
ers were 
yw 
of Al 


Invalid Pensions 
ion of Douty Post. 


Maine, in regard to pensi 


sion of the Laws 








6013 


| 
five, as fixed by the House, to twenty-five. That is perhaps the most | be instituted against persons charged with violating internal-revenue 










































was granted as follows 
of Ohio, to attend the Chicago convention 

THROCKMORTON, for ten days, commencing with July 5 
, for the remainder ot 


* session, on ¢ 


Mexican pension } 


upon ordering 


a quorum to ordet 


Statutes effective, 
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ernment building at Columbus, Ohio, and that the limit of costs be 


extended $150,000—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. I. N. EVANS: Petition relating to the pension claim of 
Christian B. Schively—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of Christian F. Beyer, for an increase of 
pension—to the same committee 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of A. B. Smith and 75 others, citizens of 
Bellevue, Huron County, Ohio, for the passage of the Lovering bill— 


to the same committee 
By Mr. GEORGE: Petition of citizens of Douglas County, Oregon, 
asking for the } 


passage of the Blair educational bill—to the Committee 
on Education 


By Mr. HART: Petition of Capt. Charles F. King—to the Committee | 
on Military Affair 
By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Petition of John .E. Keyes and 51 


others, soldiers of Henry County, Indiana, as to certain pension laws, 
to the same committee 


By Mr. HOLMES: Petition of J 
of the Republic, | I 
l | 


G. Miller Post, No. 67, Grand Army 
,OneST 


4 
i 
ee) 


pensioning all so rs of the late war—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions 

By Mr. LAIRD: Petition of C. R. Ballard and others, of Grafton, 
Nebr., praying for the passage of the Lovering bill (H. R. 6463) grant- 

g a pension to all honorably discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late wal to the same committee. 

By Mr. MAYBURY: Petition of Lawrence Dalton, postmaster of the 
llouse of Representatives, for further provisions for the pay of clerk em- 
ployed in his office, & to the Committee on Accounts. 


By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Hon. Sol Miller, of Troy, Kans., and 
60 others, asking for the passage of the Lovering bill—to the same com- 
mittes 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Petition of Post No Grand Army 
of the Republic, asking an appropriation for a national cemetery near 
Philadelphia—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. PERKINS: Papers relating to the pension claim of James 
Smith Peters—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of sundry citizens of Grayson County, 
Kentucky, praying that a pension be granted to William Webster; also, 
of E. Hubbard and others, of Ohio County, Kentucky, praying for an 
increase Of pension to Samuel 
on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of 
others, citizens of Warren, Ind 


ubove the age 


» 


K. J. Jones—severally to the Committee 
Ellis First, Hiram Brown, and 120 
, asking that all soldiers of the late war 
of forty-nine be placed on the pension-roll—to the same 
committee 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of John F. Camp and others ask- 
ing that a pension be granted to Fernando Connor—to the same com- 
mittee, 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of H. L. Bullard, W. A. Downs, J. 
\. Bolley, and others, citizens of Elmore County, Alabama, praying for 
the passage of the educational bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Petition of Benjamin Heckert, R. W. Noyes, and 
others, members of Brodhead Post, No. 31, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of Michigan, relative to pensions, &.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE, 
FRIDAY, July 4, 1884. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. E. G. ANDREWs, D. D., of Washington, D. C. 

lhe Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ing’s, when, on motion of Mr. MORRILL and by unanimous consent, 
the further reading was dispensed with. 

READING DECLARATION 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senate yesterday will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


OF OF INDEPENDENCE. 


The special order adopted by the 


Resolved, That the Senate will meet at the usual hour on Friday, the 4th day 
of July instant, and,after the reading of the Journal and before other business 
is done, the Secretary of the Senate shall read the Declaration of American In- 


cle pendence 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pursuant to this special order the 
Secretary will now read the Declaration of American Independence. 
lhe Secretary (ANSON G. McCook) thereupon read the Declaration 
of American Independence. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the reports of the 


committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the following bills: 


\ bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of de- 
sertion; and 
A bill (H. R. 


wrough, lowa, for the passage of H. R. 6465 | 


| and 





disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in either of the States of Ar- 
kansas, Colorado, Kansas, lowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5709) to amend article 
72 of the Rules and Articles of War, agreed to the conference asked by 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. W. 8S. RosEcRANS of California, Mr. Ropert M. Mur- 
RAY of Ohio, and Mr. THEODORE LYMAN of Massachusetts managers 
at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had directed the re- 


turn to the Senate of the bill (H. R. 2185) for the relief of Rosa Vert- 


| ner Jeffrey and others 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. 1581) to provide for the disposal of abandoned and useless 
military reservations; 

A bill (H. R. ) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department, and 
for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6409) to validate and cure defects in certain acts of the 
Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory. 


Oe 


Oot 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses o: 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7235) “‘ making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30 
1884, and for prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers 
of the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June l4, 1878, hereto 
fore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes,”’ having met 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend t« 
their respective Houses as follows 

Phat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 12, 13, 14, 17, 20, 23, 40, 52, 
54, 55, 58,59, 60, 69, 70 4, 77, 73, 80, 88, 89, 90, 91, 93, 94, 114, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130 
131, 132, 138, 134, 135, 136, 137, 139, 140, 141, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156 
157, 158, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181 
182, 183, 154, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 
203, 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 211, 212,213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 

99 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 4, 15, 16, 18, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 34, 35, 37, 38, 41, 42, 44, 50, 51,53, 56 
57, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 68, 71, 75, 76, 79, 81, 82, 83, 84, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 102, 108, 104, 1 
106, 107, 108, 111, 112, 113, 115, 116,119, 120, 121, 123, 124, 125, 142, 150, 151, 159, 160, 169 
and 176,and agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amend 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amend 
ment insert the following: *‘ And hereafter it shall not be lawful for any con 
sular officer to appropriate to his own use or expend from the amount received 
from the fees of his office any sum in excess of the allowance of salary and fees 
directly authorized by law; and consular officers paid exclusively by fees and 
consuls paid in part by salary and in part by fees shall only appropriate totheir 
own use or expend such portion of the fees as is authorized by law;" and the 
Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 32: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 32, and agree to the same with 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $250,333.29; "’ 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33 


= = 























anh 
and 





That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with amend- 


| the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same 


ments as follows: In line 2 of said amendment strike out the name “ Albert 
Grant,” and in lieu thereof insert the names‘ Frank A. Behan, Francis A. Gib 
bons ;"’ and after the word “* provided,” where it first occurs in said amendment 
insert the following words Ishereby appropriated ;’’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $822.96 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 43: That the House recede from iis disagreement t: 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 43, and agree to the same with amend 
ments as follows: After the word “for,’’ where it first occurs in said amendment, 
strike out the words “‘ ordnance, twenty thousand dollars; for,’ and in lieu of the 
total sum stated in said amendment insert “ $2,900;"’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendments numbered 45 and 46: Thatthe House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 45 and 46,and agree to the 
same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph insert 
the following: ** For payment in full of expenses and for compensation of civil 
commissioner appointed under provisions of act of August 5, 1882, $3,788.81 
and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 67: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 67,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line | of said amendment, after the word “ pay- 
ment,” insert the words “ to the estate of A. D, Fisher ;"’ and the Senate agree to 
the same 


Amendment numbered 109: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 109, and agree to the same with an 


1996) to authorize the location of a branch home for | the word “to,” in line 20, strike out the words “ abide by 


amendment as follows: Strike out the name ** Vaugneder,”’ and in lieu thereof 
insert the name ‘‘Vangender ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 118: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: At the end of said amendment insert the following 
“And the Attorney-General of the United States is hereby directed to proceed 
against the warrantors upon the covenants in the conveyance to recover back 
said sum in the name of the United States;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its disagreement t 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 149, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: On page 55 of the bill, in line 17, after the word * may,”’ in- 
sert the words “after due notice and opportunity for hearing ;"' and after the 
word *‘ suspend,” in same line, strike out the words ** debar, dismiss,”’ and after 
’ andinsert the words 


hn as 


ae Re kien Lao ot 





1884. 


“comply with;” and after the word “shall,’’ in line 21, insert the words “ with | 
intent to defraud; ” and the Senate agree to the same. } 
The committee ‘of conference has been unable to agree on the amendments of 
the Senate numbered 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 19, 21, 22, 39, 47, 48, 49, 85, 86, 87, 92, 101, 110, 117, | 

122, and 138. 

EUGENB HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 
JAMES N. BURNES, 
W. H. CALKINS, 

Managers on the part of the House | 

| 


Mr.HALE. Upon this bill, which is the main deficiency bill of the 
session, the conferees of the two Houses after prolonged and laborious 
sessions, both by night and day, were able to reach an agreement on the 
larger number of items in dispute. The amountof difference between | 
the two Houses in money was $1,263,514.56. Of this, in that part of 
the report which embraces the agreement of the conferees of the two 
Houses, the Senate conferees recede from amendments amounting to 
$327,932.88 and the House conferees recede from its disagreement to 
amendments to the amount of $176,359.14. The larger part of the 
items on which the Senate conferees yielded were embraced in a long 
list of old claims in the different Departments. We found the House | 
conferees absolutely declining to make appropriations for them, and 
therefore the Senate conferees yielded. 

After going through the bill and its many items the conferees found | 
themselves entirely unable to agree upon twenty-three different amend- 
ments, and I wish to refer briefly to what these are so that the Senate | 
may know and then to take the instruction of the Senate upon them. 
At the close of what I may say with reference to them I shall move that 
the Senate insist upon its amendments which are comprehended in this 
list and ask for a further conference. 

Che first five items are small items relating to the paving of streets 
and roadways around public buildings owned by the Government in 
various cities in different States. The Senate conferees saw no reason 
why the Government should not pay its proportion of these bills unde 
the municipal laws of the different cities. The bills are not large, but 
the House conferees took the ground that the Government should pay 
nothing with reference to the streets abovt its property, and there the 
two Houses were unable to agree. 

Items 10 and 11 bear reference to the Internal Revenne Bureau of | 
the Treasury Department. The larger item is $150,000, which the | 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue and the Secretary of the Treasury 
estimated some months ago would be necessary to complete the service 
of the Internal Revenue Bureau for the last fiscal year. The House 
conferees declined to put iton. When the Senate Committee on Ap- 
propriations reached that item it sent for the Commissioner and asked 
him whether in view of his knowledge at the present time the $150,000 
was needed to complete the service. The reply of the Commissioner 
was that every dollar would be needed, and he also stated the purposes 
for which it would be spent. The attitude of the House conferees upon 
this item was that a regular appropriation was made last vear, and that 
there is no necessity for appropriating more now, and that we can wait 
until December in order that all the bills may be fully in. 

rhe position taken by the Senate conferees is that at the end of the 
year the Secretary and the Commissioner declare that this sum is needed 
in general terms, they state how it is to be paid, and that it would be 
an injustice to force employés of that Department who have rendered 
service to the Government for the last fiscal year to wait until next 
December. The committee has found th: it in that great bureau it is 

almost absolutely beyond human wisdom to estimate beforchand just 
what amount will be needed for the aauieiiee year. No Commis- 
sioner and no Secretary of the Treasury can tell the precise force that 
will be needed. Therefore the Senate conferees upon this item main- 
tained their ground, and the Houses are opposed to each other. 

There is an item next of the payment of 15 per cent. of direct tax to 
the States of California, Oregon, and Nevada, which stands upon the 
basis that Congress adopted last year in allowing it to the State of Kan- 
sas. Senators are familiar with the provisions of that act. In order 
to insure promptitude of collection or assumption of the tax by the 
States Congress authorized an abatement of 15 per cent. to the State 
paying at a certain date. Last year Congress allowed the 15 per cent 
to the State of Kansas, although technically that State was not entitled 
to it, not having paid within the time, but assumed and paid it after- 
ward. Congress determined then and there not to insist rigidly upon 
the statute which required payment at a given time, but to give Kan- 
sas the benefit of her equities and allow ‘the 15 per cent. The com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate and the Senate adopted the provision 
put upon this appropriation bill to pay the like claim for the three 
States that have been considered and the amount fixed in the Treasury. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to interrupt 
him for a moment? Iwish to have him make the statement complete, 
and to call his attention to the fact that the State of Kansas was not 
the first State to which that rule had been applied. It was the only 
one to which it was applied last year, but prior to that time an allow- 
ance had been made for the claims of other States which had also made 
their payment after the time prescribed. 

Mr. HALE. I referred to that State particularly because the Com- 
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| mittee on Claims to whom the matter had been referred reported the 


| bill to the Senate for passage and it was passed last year. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is all right. I only wanted to make the state- 
ment stronger. 

Mr. HALE. The next item is $5,000 in payment of a judgment in 
favor of J. D. Culp & Co., duly certified to us, and the Senate con- ¢ 
ferees saw no reason why it should not be paid like other judgments. 

The next item is one put on in the Senate for the expenses of the 
Louisiana Commission. 

Mr. INGALLS. How much was the 

snse? 

Mr. HALE. Three thousand nine hundred and fifty dollars and 
seventy-three cents. The next item is for the payment of awards for 
the Fox and Wisconsin River improvements. In this case the Govern- 
ment assumed the control of the rivers and the improvements, and 


Louisiana Commission ex- 


suits were brought against the Government for damages by flowing and 
| otherwise from the operations of the War Department under the Gov- 
| ernment. 


Judgment was rendered in an agreed case, and these 
priations are to pay the sums that are covered by the judgment 

The next three items are items for the payment for rent and use of the 
yards of Harlan & Hollingsworth, William Cramp & Sons, and John 
Roach for the three monitors, the Terror, the Amphitrite, and the Pu- 
ritan. Congress in 1881 directed the poaumee 4 of the Navy to have 
these claims investigated by a board and reported to Congress as to the 
amounts due to these parties. When the old alleged contracts were 
abrogated and abandoned the vessels were left in the yards of the con- 
tractors and continued there until work was resumed on them less than 
two yearsago. Forthat, for theuseof their yards, for the inconvenience 
resulting from it the owners of the yards have received nothing. They 
presented bills very much larger than th@®e allowed by the board; th 
Appropriations of the Senate recommended that the 
awards be adopted and paid, and put the items on this appropriation 
bill and the Senate passed them. 

There is still item 
The Monadnock lies in the yard of Burgess in San Francisco, or in Cal- 
ifornia near that city. Mr. Burgess declined to accept the award of 
and his item was not put on 
the bill. After the conference met Mr. Burgess expressed his willing- 
ness to take the amount of the award as the others had done, but the 
conference committee hesitated about putting iton and because neither 
of the Houses had considered the ftem. We have the items of the 


uppro- 


another question arising with reference to this 


claimed 
that the conference had power to put the Burgess item on, but the con- 
ferees were sensitive on the point of doing nothing that should by pos- 
sibility raise the question whether they had exceeded their power; and 
unless the Senate and the House instruct the committee to consider this 
item, the conferees will not consider it. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the amount involved in that item ? 


Mr. HALE. Seventy-one thousand dollars. 
Mr. INGALLS. What is the entire amount? 
Mr.HALE. The first item is $67,987; the second item, $75,790; and 


the third item, $69,201, taking the award of the board exactly 
The next item that we could not agree upon relates to the 
ment of Justice. The Attorney-General 


charge of this business were requested by the Committee on \ppropria- 


Depart- 
and his subordinates having 


tions to look carefully into their xpe nditures and report the least sums 
possible to finish the service for the year. The Committee on Appro- 
priations re ported that sum, and the Senate adopted their report. The 
House confer refuséd to yield 

The next item is for miscellaneous items for the Senate contingent 


fund. That is the item which contains the 
clerks under the actionof theS 
House conferees refused to assent to this item, and it 
the report 

There is another item with reference to repealing the 
gard to the Agricultural Bureau having charge of the ration of 
the diseases of cattle—an appropriation of $25,000 Chere is also an 
item for the payment of land taken for the reservoir lying to the north 
of this city, $175.000. Legal proceedings have been taken, the land of 
the different owners appraised, and it has all been submitted to Con 
The item amounts to $170,000, with an item of $5,000 for maps 
and surveys rhe conferees on the part rh he Senate could not yield 
or give this item up, because the land has been taken, the owners have 
been dispossessed, the work is going on, and sooner or later the Gov 
ernment will have to pay for it. It ought not to be delayed 
the owners are poor, were small property-holders, and the Senate con 
ferees could see no reason why the further de 
layed 

Mr. HAWLEY The Senator may also state that the land 
taken in the usual process of condemnation 

Mr. HALE. I had stated that legal proceedings have 
through with, appraisements made under the law, and that this amount 


appropriation for Senators’ 
1ate taken during the last winter rhe 
embodied in 


provision 1n re- 


Investig 


gress. 


Some ot 
appropriation should be 
haus been 


been gone 


is the result of the appraisal. 

There were two items of legislation, one 
a very rig 
Department. 


amendment No. 122, as to 
id limitation on the presentation of claims in the Treasury 
While the Senate conferees felt that this provision had 



























































































































































































































































































































6016 


many merits and that the Treasury Department should be protected so 
far as possible from the undue pressure of old claims, yet it had not time 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


fully to investigate the full force of the House enactment, and a con- | 
ideration also presented itself to the minds of the Senate conferees 


that 
nd more and mor 
ferees did not feel wi 


Chere 
} 


Therefore the Senate con- 
lling to give their assent to that provision. 

an amendment, number 138, in regard to certain claims 
1 to the Treasury Department, duly considered 


claims to Congress 


is 


; 


that 


we ought to be cautious about any legislation that would tend to | 
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but for one reason or another the Government postponed it. Commis- 
sion after commission was raised by the Navy Department, and they 
returned variously that these vessels had better be finished in one wa 

or another. Finally the Government made up its mind and did expend 
enough money to have them launched. They were taken from thy 
slips; they lie now in the water, to be dealt with as the Government 


| may see fit in regard to their armament. 


i 


had been presented 

und heard by all the auditing and comptrolling officers and reported 
to Congress, where the Department has declined to send them to the 
Court of Claims. The House put in a provision that they shall now be 
sent to the Court of Claims. The Senate conferees did not think that 
this class should be submitted to that further delay, and that is in- | 
cluded in the disagreement 

Che position of the House upon certain matters of appropriation may 
as well be stated, and that is, where in the course of the service of the 
Government in its different Departments the head of a Department or a 


subordinate under the head of a Department expends money in excess | 


ne a 


ppropriation which has been given the year before it will not 


consider it to be a deficiency, taking the technical ground that a de- 
ficiency is something that has not been paid because the appropriation | 
made for it has lapsed or has been covered into the Treasury. 

On page 9, amendment 14, is the fhbllowing item 

For additional amount required for fuel, light, and water for public buildings 
for fiscal year 1881, to pay for the services of six persons employed during April, 
May, and June, 1881, as watchmerfand cleaners in the custom-house, Chicago, 
by the collector of customs, and remaining unpaid for want of an appropria- 
tion, $648.90 


Che collector of customs gt Chicago, on an undoubted and undis- 
pute d emergency, 
that it was required, employed these people to do service as watch- 
men and cleaners; but when the bills were sent in they were in ex- 
cess of the appropriation for that building. They were duly audited 
and allowed in the Treasury Department and sent to Congress. The 
House conferees refuse to pay these people for the service because 
the appropriation was not large enough to cover it. The Senate con- 
ferees believe that these poor people should be paid. They knew 
nothing about the extent of the appropriations; they were employed 
by an officer of the Government at the head of the custom-house, and 
it is due and fitting that the items should be paid. It is a small mat- 
ter, but the House insisted so rigidly that the Senate yielded, simply 
notifying the House that it would come up again, and that in the end 
both branches would pay such a bill as that. I mention it as showing 
the attitude of the House with reference to these appropriations. 

rhe committee has done the best it could, and I seek now the in- 
struction of the Senate on these different amendments, and I suppose 
the proper motion would be that the report be accepted, and then I 


will move that the Senate further insist on its disagreement. 

Mr. SEWELL. What is the statement in relation to monitors on 
the stocks? I did not hear it exactly 

Mr. HALE. That is included in the disagreements. I ask the in- 
struction of the Senate on those items. 

Mr. SEWELL. How is it in regard to the California award. That 
has come in since the amendment as to the others. 

Mr. HALE. It did not go into the bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. That is a similar case to those already in. It is an 


If the others are 
I move that the conferees on the part of the 


award made by the board of the Navy Department. 
paid that ought to be. 


House be instructed to insert that item. 
Mr. HALE. Let the report be accepted first. 
Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, there is an item in this bill, concern- 


ing which there is a disagreement reported by the conferees, of which 
[ have some knowledge. I introduced the amendment providing for 
the payment to the ship-builders of three of the turreted monitors for 
the loss to them caused by the use and occupation of their ship-yards 
by three of the monitors from the time when the contract they had 
{into with the Government was arrested and discontinued at the 
option of the Government until such time as it pleased the Government 
to renew the contract sufficiently to enable them to get these vessels 
out ot their ship-yards. Itso happens that one of these vessels has been 
built in the town where I live, and I have frequently seen it. 
In 1873 the Government made a contract with the firm of Harlan & 
Hollingsworth to build one of these vessels, and I believe when I state 
the terms of this contract I state them as to the other three monitors, 


enteret 


one on the Pacific coast, one in Philadelphia, and one at the town of | 


Chester. They proceeded under the contract, constracted the hull, 


and were about to finish the turrets and armament when the incoming 


Secretary under the administration of Mr. Hayes stopped the contract 
at once, and nothing more was done until 1883. For six years and a 
half the Government occupied with one of its unfinished vessels the 
best site and the most valuable portion of an active ship-building yard’s 
property. 

More than once in the Senate I have applied to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs in the course of discussion to introduce some measure that 
either would finish this vessel or destroy it, but at any rate get it out 
of the way, and not occupy the private property of these ship-builders; 


the service being required, and it being undisputed | 


But in the mean time here are citizens of the United States who ha 
supplied their money, given the use of their property, performed ev: 
contract which they made with the Government fully so far as the 
were allowed to do it, have settled their claims with the Government 
and now ask that they may be remunerated for the use and occupati: 
of their ship-yards by Government vessels for six anda half years, du 
ing which time it pleased the Government to keep them there and n 
permit them to be removed 

These ship-building companies rendered their bills to the Government 
for the use and occupation of these building-slips, for the constructio 
of houses over these vessels, over the turrets, storing, painting, watc! 
ing, labor, and other things necessary for the purpose of protecting thi- 
property, shoring up these vessels so that the hulls might not fall on 
of line and be injured when they came thereafter to be used. They 
rendered an itemized account to the Navy Department for this work and 
Congress did not pay it, but they did order a year ago that a comm 
sion should be appointed to examine into this claim, composed of ofti- 
cers of the Navy, honorable gentlemen, I take it for granted, as all ot 
ficers in the Navy are, or certainly ought to be. They went into thes: 
yards and they returned a full detailedstatement based upon the valu 
of the plant, the time it was occupied, and all the other items connected 
with the expenditure, and I may say that that was about two-thirds 
of what the ship-builders believed they were fairly entitled to. 

A communication was sent to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations in the other House stating the facts, and asking for 
compensation upon the basis of the Government’s own ascertainment 
and I believe no reply was made. A copy of that letter was sent to 
me, and I carried it before the Committtee on Appropriations of the 
Senate, and I introduced an amendment to pay these threeship-builder 
the amount which the officers of the Navy detailed for the purpose ot 
ascertaining had declared to be justly and fairly due. 








I do not pretend to give reasons why this claim was not recommended 
by the House committee. I can only say that no reasons were given 
why it should not be, but that ample reasons are given in the report 
of the commission of officers detailed to examine into this subject, and 
it lies before the Senate in the shape of an executive document. My 
statement here is but a skeleton of what that document contains, ani 
I desire to say inthe Senate that it may be known here as well as else- 
where that I can see nothing admissible in the Government refusing to 
pay a well-ascertained debt when its own officials have stated that it 
was justly and fairlydue. I hold that theobligations of the Government 
are not confined to its sealed instruments or to its contracts express, hut 
equally so to those implied; and there is no better example that the 
Government can set to its people than by honestly paying its own just 
debts. I believe that the claims made by these parties and affirmed 
by the board of naval officers are just as honest, just as fully due, as 
any one item that this bill contains; andso believing I trust the Senate 
will insist on its amendment and bring the matter before the House 
that a perfectly just claim may be admitted and may be promptly 
paid. 

Mr. HALE. 
be accepted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senater from Maine moves that 
the Senate agree to the recommendation of the report of the conferees 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the report of a conference committe 
I suppose, is always a compromise. It is ‘‘give and take.’? While 
have no knowledge or information about many of the items to which 
the Senator from Maine has referred upon which a disagreement exists 
there is one upon which it appears to me the action of the Senate con 
ferees should be decided and positive, and that is in connection with 
the land condemned for the reservoir in the region adjacent to the How 
ard University. This condemnation was provided for in the bill for 
the increased water supply of the District. Those Senators who have 
recently had occasion to go out of the southwest gate of the Soldiers 
Home in consequence of the closing of the main western entrance may 
have noticed very extensive operations going on in the property adjacent 
to the territory of the Soldiers’ Home. We have obtained possession 
of this property by the legal process of condemnation. The Govern 
ment is at work upon it, the owners have been dispossessed, the com- 
pensation has been agreed upon, and it would be a scandal and a re- 
proach for Congress to refuse to pay it at the earliest opportunity 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine, that the recommendations of the 
conferees on the items in respect to which the conferees of the two 
Houses have come to an agreement be concurred in. 

The report was concurred in 

Mr. HALE. Now I move that the Senate insist upon the amend 
ments on which disagreements between the two Houses are reported 
and ask for a further conference on the disagreeing votes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 


I move that the report of the committee of conference 
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the Senate further insist on its amendments numbered 5, 6, 8, 9, 11, 19, 
21, 22, 39, 47, 48, 49, 85, 86, 87, 92, 101, 110, 117, 122, and 138, and ask 
for a further conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HALE, Mr. 
ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent that the conferees on the 
part of the Senate may be authorized to take into consideration the | 
claim for storing the Monadnock in connection with the claims for the | 
other monitors. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent that it be ordered that the Senate conferees oy the 
bill just disposed of be authorized to ask the Representatives of the 
House of Representatives to take into consideration and insert in the 
bill the claim in reference to the storage of the Monadnock. 

Mr. SEWELL. On the basis of the award. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the basis of the award in the case 
of the Monadnock. Is there objection? 

Mr. HALE. I would not put in ‘‘on the basis of the award.’’ 

Mr. SEWELL. Well, on the basis of the amount allowed in the 
other cases. 

Mr. HALE. Very well; that is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection? 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask leave to make a report from the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


The Chair hears 


Reports are not yet in order. 
I shall wait till the proper time. 


BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the conference report on House bill No. 4696. The title of the House 
bill and the action of the House of Representatives will be read. 

The Secretary read the title of the bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the 
location of a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in 
either the State of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Mis- 
souri, or Nebraska. 

The action of the House was read, as follows: 

In THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 3, 1884. 

Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill AL. R. 4696) to authorize the location of a branch home for disabled 
volunteer soldiers and sailors in either the State of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, 
lowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire at this time to submit the report of the 
conferees on the part of the Senate on the bill which has just been laid 
before the Senate, and I will say in connection with it that the Senate 
amendment was in the nature of a substitute, striking out all after the 
enacting clause and inserting the Senate bill which the Senate had 
passed and sent to the House. The conferees have agreed upon two 
amendments to it. The first is: 

Mr. INGALLS. Two amendments to the Senate bill ? 

Mr. HARRISON. Twoamendments tothe Senateamendment. The 
first is extending the provisions of this bill to the soldiers of the Mexi- 
can war and the war of 1812. As the bill was passed by the Senate, the 
enlarged relief which was given was limited to soldiersof the late war. 


The fundamental law of the home, the original law of the home, pro- | 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Indiana that the Senate concur in the rec- 
ommendations of the conference committee on this bill. 
The report was concurred in. 

ROSA VERTNER JEFFREY AND OTHERS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
House bill No. 2185, stating that the bill has once been in the Senate be- 


| fore, but was returned to the House of Representatives, and has been 


changed there, as the Chair sees by looking at the engrossed bill. The 

Chair thinks, therefore, that the bill should be treated now as an origi- 

nal House bill, and have its first and second reading. 

The bill (H. R. 2185) for the reliefof Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and others 

was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

REMOVAL OF CHARGE OF DESERTION. 

Mr. COCKRELL 

acted upon. 

The PRESI I IENT pro le mopore. The Chair w ithheld it until the Sena- 

tor came in. The Chair lays before the Senate the action of the con- 

ferees and of the House of Representatives on House bill No. 4383 
The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve 

certain soldiers from the charge of desertion, and also the following: 


There is a conference report that I desire to have 


In THE House Or REPRESENTATIVES, July 3, 1884. 
Resolved, That the House coneur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of desertion. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri submits 
the report of the Senate conferees, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 4383, an act to relieve certain 
soldiers from the charge of desertion, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows 

That the House recede from Senate amendments numbered 3, 4,5, 6,7, 8, 9, 10, 
11, 12, 13, and 14 

And the House recede from Senate amendment numbered 1 with an amend- 
ment, as follows: At the end of section | insert: 

“ Provided, That no soldier shall be relieved under this section who, not being 
sick or wounded, left his command without proper authority whilst the same 
was in the presence of the enemy.” 

And also recede from Senate amendment numbered 2, with an amendment 
as follows: In first paragraph strike out the words ‘the service"’ and insert 
the words “his command;”’ and in sgeond paragraph strike out the words 
“the service”’ and insert the words “‘ his command.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
BENJ. HARRISON, 
W. J. SEWELL, 

Managers on the part of the Senate 
W. 8S. ROSECRANS, 
CHARLES H. MORGAN, 
GEO. W. STEELE, 

Managers on the part of the House 


Mr. COCKRELL. The House has receded from its disagreement. 
There is a clerical error in the report in not stating the fact in that form. 
I move that the Senate agree to the conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri meves 
that the Senate agree to the report of the conferees on this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 


vided for the admission of soldiers of the Mexican war and the war of | tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting six illustrations needed 


1812 both. 
these homes. 


We have made this bill conform to the fundamental law of | for the completion of the report on the Suez Canal by Professor J. E. 


Nourse, United States Navy, presented to the Senate on the 27th ultimo; 





The other amendment is in the nature of a proviso, made necessary 
by the extension of this legislation to soldiers of the *fexican war, which 
is simply to the effect that the disability which sha'l be the basis of ad- 
mission to these homes shall not have arisen in service against the 
Government. 

I move that the Senate agree to the report of the conference com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senaie to the bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the loca- 


The report of the Senate couferees 


tion of a branch home for disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in either | 


the States of Arkansas, Colorado, Kansas, lowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Ne- 
braska, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- | 


ate, and agree to the same with the following amendments: In section 5, after 


which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
Attorney-General, transmitting the petition of Thomas Boles, United 
States marshal at Fort Smith, Ark., praying that his salary be fixed at 
$5,000 per annum, and the salary of his chief deputy at $1,800 per 
annum; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of citizens of Tallula, IIl., re- 
monstrating against governmental control of the telegraph business; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens and soldiers not mem- 
bers of the Grand Army of the Republic, residents of the State of 
Kansas, praying for the passage of the so-called Lovering bill, grant- 
ing pensions for service in the Army and Navy of the United States 


the word “rebellion,” insert the words “ and the volunteer soldiers and sailors | during the war of the rebellion; which was referred to the Committee 


of the war of 1812 and of the Mexican war;” also by adding the following pro- 

viso to section 5: “Provided, Such disability was not incurred in service against 

the United States ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 
BENJ. HARRISON, 
JNO. F. MILLER, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. 8S. ROSECRANS, 
CHARLES H. MORGAN, 

J. LAIRD, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


on Pensions. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2869) forincrease of pension of Martha T. Strib- 
ling, widow of Cornelius K. Stribling, late a rear-admiral in the 
United States Navy, reported it without recommendation, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
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S. 1046) increasing the pension of Martha P. Stribling, reported ad- 


versely thereon; and the bill was postponed idefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 3591) for the relief of Sarah A. Becktel, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 

1530) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Foley, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

M1 
ferred the bill (H. R. 1615 
ey B. Culley, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom the 


subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2363) to declare a forfeiture of 


a land grant to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a 
railroad; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 
on Claims, 


I offer the following order: 

Ordered, That D. R. Haggard have leave to withdraw the papers relating to 
his claim from the files of the Senate, no adverse report having been made. 

Chere being no objection, leave was granted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). 
disposition does the Senator propose to make of the bill? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the Committee on 
Claims be discharged from the further consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be granted, but what 
disposition is to be made of the bill? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It will remain on the table, I sup- 
pose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


if there be no objection. 


What 


It will be ordered to lie on the table, 


BILL 
Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2364) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Stephen R. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
CALIFORNIA INDIANS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further bills or joint 
resolutions that order is closed. Concurrent and other resolutions are 
in order, and under the rule the Chair lays before the Senate the reso- 
lution offered yesterday by the Senator from California [Mr. MILLER], 
which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the provisions of the resolution of the Senate adopted June 11, 
1884, instructing the Committee on Indian Affairs to inquire into the condition 
of the several tribes and bands of Indians in the Indian Territory, &c., be ex- 
tended to and embrace therein the Indians upon the several reservations in 
California, and that the said inquiry be directed particularly to the Round Val- 
ley Indian reservation in said State; and that full investigation be made into 


the present and past management of said reservation, and of all abuses of the 
rights and interests of the Indians thereon. 


INTRODUCED. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
V FISHERIES OF 

Mr. SEWELL. The Senate at the last session ordered an investiga- 
tion into the fisheries on the Atlantic coast by a subcommittee of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. The result of that investigation was 
the formation of a standing committee of the Senate, the importance of 
the subject being fully recognized. It is desirable to continue this in- 
vestigation during the recess, and I therefore offer a resolution author- 
izing a subcommittee of that committee to sit during the recess. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Fisheries be authorized to sit during the re- 
cess of Congress at such places as they may deem necessary for the purpose of 
continuing the investigation relative to the proposed legislation regulating the 


fisheries of the Atlantic coast in the bays and arms of the sea, and in the lakes 
and mouths of rivers 


Resolved, That said committee have leave to appoint a subcommittee if neces- 
sary 

Resolved, That said committee or subcommittee have power to send for per- 
sons and papers, to employ a stenographer, and that the expenses incurred be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate on vouchers approved by the 
chairman of said committee or subcommittee. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unapimous consent that these resolutions be now considered. Is there 
objection? TheChair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

v The resolutions were agreed to. 


ATLANTIC COAST. 


CLAIMS FOR FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 
Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 3,000 copies of the 
message of the President of the United States transmitting the report of the Sec- 
retary of State relative tothe papers on file in the Department of State touching 
the unsettled claims of citizens of the United States against France prior to July 
31, 1801, together with the papers accompanying the same. 


I am instructed by the Committee | 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2181) for the benefit of | 
D. R. Haggard, to report it back and to ask that the committee be dis- | 
charged from its further consideration, and in connection with the bill | 
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HALE. from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- | 
for the relief of the heirs of the late Lang- | 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK. its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (H. R. 6656) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 

THERESA CROSBY WATSON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is now in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to consider Order of 
Busjness 764, being the bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension to Theresa 
Cré&by Watson. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HARRISON. I want to make a suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Indiana is recog- 
nized and may proceed unless objection be made. 

Mr. HARRISON. I simply wanted to make a suggestion to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire that we should go through with the pension 
cases reported favorably. If we go into this class that is subject to dis- 
cussion and delay we shall probably not get the others through, and we 
can put out of the way those cases that are reported favorably ina very 
little while and then go back to these. 

Mr. BLAIR. These are cases which have been called up many times, 
and the unopposed and uncontested cases will go through as a matter 
of course as fast as they can be called. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from New Hampshire debating this motion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. I only wish to observe that several cases of which this 
is one have been lingering all winter, and since I endeavored to call up 
this case yesterday morning one of the members of the committee—— 

Mr. FRYE. Did the Chair ask if there was objection to this debate? 
I did not hear the question asked or I should have objected very 
promptly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
paused. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall only observe that these cases are substantially 
reported favorably by the assent of one member of the committee affirm- 
atively, he constituting a majority. I wish the question put to the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 9, noes 12; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. BLAIR. The yeas and nays might as well be taken. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. PENDLETON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
my colleague [Mr. SHERMAN] who left the Chamber a few moments 
ago. I do not know how he would vote if present, and I withhold 
my vote. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
36, nays 13; as follows: 


The Cajendar, under the eighth rule, 


The question is on the motion of the 





The Chair called for objection and 


YEAS—36. 


Bayard, Coke, Jonas, Platt, 
Aldrich, Conger, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 
Beck, Edmunds, Kenna, Ransom, 
Blair, Farley, Lamar, Sawyer, 
Brown, Garland, MeMillan, Sewell, 
Butler, Groome, Maxey, Slater, 
Call, Hampton, Miller of Cal., Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Harris, Morgan, Vest, 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Palmer, Voorhees. 

NAYS—13. 
Bowen, Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, Wilson. 
Dolph, Lapham, Morrill, 
Frye, Manderson, Plumb, 
Harrison, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 

ABSENT—27. 
Allison, Fair, Hoar, Riddleberger, 
Anthony, George, Jackson, Sabin, 
Camden, Gibson, Logan, Saulsbury, 
Cockrell, Gorman, McPherson, Sherman, 
Colquitt, Hale, Mahone, Walker, 
Cullom, Hawley, Pendleton, Williams. 
Dawes, Hill, Pike, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension 
to Theresa Crosby Watson. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment in line 7, after the words ‘‘ rate of,’’ to strike out “‘ fifty ’’ and in- 
sert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to read: 


And to pay her a pension at the rate of $30 a month. 


Mr. BLAIR. I stated that there is a majority report now in favor of 
the bill as it came from the House, by the assent of one member who 


| has changed his former position. 
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Mr. VAN WYCK. I did not understand the statement of the Sena- 


tor from New Hampshire. There is so much noise in the Hall thatit is | 


impossible to hear. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the statement be understood as applying to this 
and all cases of this class that by conference among the members of the 
Pension Committee who are now in the city it is ascertained that a ma- 
jority of the members would, ifthe bill is reecommitted and formal action 
taken, report it favorably as it came from the House. We would report 
the bill without amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I ask the Senator how this bill was reported 
by a majority of the committee at the time it was reported ? 

“Mr. BLAIR. That is matter of record. I said that by a vote so 
close that achange of one vote changes it from a minority to a majority; 
this bill now, if recoommitted, would be reported by a majority of the 
committee in the city with a favorable report. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. 
committee reported I ask that the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can state to the Senator 
from Nebraska, if that is all he desires, that the report of the commit- 
tee was in favor of amending the amount of the pension standing in 
the House bill at $50 to reduce it to $30 a month. That was the re- 
port of the committee, and the question now is on that amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Now, with a view to ascertaining the facts in 
this caseand its merits, in order that the Senate may fully understand 
the matter, I ask that the report of the committee be read, setting forth 
the facts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. BLAIR, 
June 18, 1884: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 103) grant- 
ing a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson, widow of James M. Watson, late a 
commodore in the United States Navy, having considered the same, report it 
favorably, and recommend its passage with the following amendment: 

Strike out the word “‘ fifty,” in the seventh line of the bill, and insert instead 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 

The claimant is the widow of James H. Watson, late a commodore in the 
United States Navy. The officer died of heart disease April 17, 1873, at which 
time he was on the retired-list. The widow applied to the Pension Office, but 
the claim was rejected on the ground that there was no evidence of disability 
prior to July 27, 1868, while the officer was in actual service. 

This bill, granting a pension of $50 a month, has passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and the report of the House committee is as follows: 

“Commodore James M, Watson entered the United States naval service in 
1823, and remained in said service until 1873, when he died in Vallejo,Cal. His 
health was seriously impaired in 1854, when, in command of a man-of-war, the 
Fulton, he was exposed to a severe storm, producing an attack of pneumonia, 
which, there is reason to believe,ultimately caused his death. His service was 
long and faithfuland meritorious. His widow is now inthe decline of life,and 
solely dependent on her exertions for support. We can see no reason why she 
should not receive the same pension that has been allowed in many other simi- 
lar cases by special act of Congress to the widows of oflicers of the Navy of 
similar rank. The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill.” 

Tothis report may be added the fact that Mrs. Watson has suffered for five years 
from fracture of the right hand, which has never healed, so that she is perma- 
nently disabled and suffers severely with nervous prostration. She is entirely 
without property, and without relatives or friends who can contribute to her 
support. Commodore Watson wasa native of Virginia, of the family of Richard 
Henry Lee, who signed the Declaration of Independence, and many of his an- 
cestors fought in the Revolutionary war. The father of Mrs. Watson was a 
naval officer, and was killed in the Mexican war. 

There are many precedents for favorable action on this bill. Where the offi- 
cer held the rank of commodore we find the namesof James H. Frailey, Charles 
5. McCauley, Isaac McKeever, and others, comprising ten or twelve instances 
where pensions are being paid to their widows. This case is stronger than in 
most instances where pensions have been granted by special act to the widows 
of naval officers of high rank, and we recommend the passage of the bill. 

The majority of the committee is, however, opposed to granting the pension 
in this case at higher rate than that allowed under the general laws, it being 
their opinion that there should be no increase in this and like cases unless by 
virtue of a general act. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported from the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB. There are one or two facts in this case that ought to 
be stated which are not contained in the report as I understand. A 
portion of this report reads: 

To this report may be added the fact that Mrs. Watson has suffered for five 
years from fracture of the right hand, which has never healed, so that she is 
permanently disabledand suffers severely with nervous prostration. 

If that is pertinent to be stated (which I doubt very materially, be- 
cause the pension to widows asa rule does not relate to their condition 
at all but to the services of their husbands) I think it also ought to be 
stated that this lady is in the employ of the Government as a clerk in 
one of the Departments. That ought to be stated not only because it 
is a fact to be considered in connection with the other facts stated, but 
because it qualifies what is here stated as to her disability. 

I have opposed the passage of bills of this kind heretofore, and may 
as well say once for all what I have to say about cases of this kind. 
This is a person who is not within the general rale in regard to the al- 
lowance of pensions to widows. In other words, the Pension Office 
was unable to find, and it is not here stated, that Commodore Watson 
died by reason of disability incurred in the line of duty. Therefore 
any pension to his widow is purely a gratuity in the broadest and most 
emphatic sense of that term. ; 

_ The simple fact that this lady’s husband was a commodore in the 
Navy and receiving a large salary as such commodore is not of itself, 


In order to ascertain what the majority of the | of their husbands in the Army. 
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| I take it, a ground for any benefaction on the part of the Government 


to any of his survivors, but the House has passed a bill fixing the pen- 
sion at $50, and the Senate committee propose to reduce it to $30, and 
I understand the Senator from New Hampshire who proposes the bill 
for consideration now desires that the Senate shall fail to adopt the 
amendment. Of course $50 amonth is not going to bankrupt the Treas- 
ury; but if you were to apply this rule to all meritorious widows—that 
is, to women who are widows of persons who have died in the service 
or who have died since the service—it would take a very large sum of 
money; but the objection I have is not to that, but it is to the fact that 
we single out the least meritorious of all this class of people and give 
them pensions, while we practically, and not only practically but per- 
sistently, deny pensions toothers who are more meritorious. Every Sen- 
ator from the West especially, and I think every Senator, gets letters 
from widows who are poor, whose poverty is the result of the service 
There is not a week that I do not get 


| such letters from widows on the borders of Kansas, and the tales they 





relate of their poverty and the distressing circumstances by which they 
are surrounded, and for which there is no relief, would be enough to 
move me, as I think they would ordinarily move the Senate to grant 
them pensions; but cases of that kind get no consideration from Con- 
gress. But the women who are related to Richard Henry Lee or to men 
of that kind, and so are presumably patricians, blue-blooded people, 
people who belong to the class that have heretofore had everything, 
and therefore ought to continue to have everything, find a sentiment 
here in the committee and in Congress which enables them to get four 
or five times what anybody else can get and sometimes even to the ex- 
clusion of others. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him at that 
point? I simply want to correct a wrong impression that may be made 
by the remarksoftheSenator. The Senate has done its part to increase 
the pensions of all widows within a few days. 

Mr. PLUMB. It has increased ‘them to $12 a month. 

Mr. SEWELL. That is 50 per cent. over what is now allowed. 

Mr. PLUMB. The question of percentage is very important in a 
banking-house, but to a person with an empty stomach it is of very 
small account. This means that the widows of the men who carried 
the flag of this country on the battle-fields of the last war, and who 
saved the ceuntry, and who incurred the disability inthe line of their 
duty which carried them to an ear]y grave, get no consideration at the 
hands of the Senate, or of Congress, comparatively; and yet we are yield- 
ing to personal solicitation in passing bills of this kind, giving large 
amounts to women whose husbands lost nothing by service in the Army 
or the Navy, who were fed and clothed at the expense of the Government, 
and at great expense, receiving high salaries, and who have no claim of 
any kind or description whatever upon the country by reason of any rule 
which we have adopted as applicable to the survivors of the last war. 

Mr. President, this is as I think an offense. It isa direct slap in the 
face, if I may so say, to all the meritorious class of people who are not 
in proximity to Congress and who do not.possess the social qualifica- 


| tions and the blue-blooded connections which enable them to reach the 


too susceptible heart of the average legislator. 

There is nothing in this case of suffering, there is nothing in this 
case that appeals to any one’s specialsympathy. Here is a person who 
is already earning in the employ of the Government a living, and itis 
proposed without any warrant to constitute her a class by herself, in 


| violation of all the laws, of all the rules that apply to all the other 


widows except the widows of rear-admirals and of major-generals, who 
receive so much consideration here, for the purpose of giving her $50 
a month, when the widow of a private soldier who lost his life in the 
war or as a result of the war can get but $12 at the very outside. 

For one, I would not be willing to go back to the people whom I in 
part represent on this floor, so large a portion of whom are ex-soldiers 
and their widows, if I ever gave countenance in the slightest degree to 
this kind of reflection upon them and upon their deservings. It has 
the tendency—too much marked now—to build up a class. It is in di- 
rect violation of the entire spirit of the Government. The theory of 
this Government is that equal opportunity belongs to every one, and 
that with equal opportunity must come equal burdens, and that every 
one must stand the chances in the strife of life in which he has equal 
opportunities, and that legislation shall not be invoked to build up 
one man or one set of men or one class of persons against all the rest. 
That is just what we are doing. The accident that the woman was the 
wife of a rear-admiral, himself in receipt of a salary sufficient to keep 
him in comfort and in style, constitutes in itself an appeal to Congress, 
as it seems, an effective appeal, to give more, although that husband 
might with a decent degree of economy have left something for his 
family. 

But when we come to apply that rule to the widow of a man who 
was poor when he went into the Army, whose poverty was aggravated 
by his service, and who incurred a disability in the line of his duty 
which carried him to his grave, because forsooth she does not come 
from this governing class she is refused any relief whatever, or else we 
give a pittance which does not even enable her to eke out a miserable 
subsistence. Against this and all similar bills I protest, and I do it 
in the name and in the behalf of the worthy people who are slighted 
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by such legislation and who are not receiving the attention at the hands 
of Congress that they should 

Mr. VAN WYCK Chis question assumes importance at this time 
from the fact that there are very many cases before the committee, most 
of which I think have been acted upon, the result in regard to which 


must necessarily be determined by the in I think 


result this case. 


there are forty or fifty such cases 
Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no 
Mr. VAN WYCK Che clerk of the committee informs me not less 
than 
Mr. BLAIR. That is an entire mistake. There may be that num- 
ver of aj tions f nerease, but there are not that many of this 
class 
Mr N WY I do not object to the Senator interposing. I 
vamiite bas al 
Mr. DLAIR I have marked all that are upon the Calendar. There 
are the c: of Lucy Lee G. Jeffers; of Mrs. Mary T. Barnes; the case 
now pending; that of the widow of Rear-Admiral Edward Middleton, 
descend ) ner of the Declaration; that of Fannie 8. Beau- 
t i Rear-Admiral Beaumont; that of the widow of 
lajor-General Poste that of the widow of Capt. Robert F. R. Lewis; 
that of Julia T. Scott, widow of Gustavus H. Scott, late a rear-admiral 
1 the United States Navy, and for forty-six years in the activeservice; 
he case of Mary M. Ord, widow of Maj. Gen. E. O. C. Ord; that of 
he widow of General Mower, Betsy A. Mower; also that of the widow 
of General Isaac P. Rodman; and one was reported this morning, the 
dow of Commodore Stribling. Counting that there will be fourteen 
cases in all. One of these has been passed by the Senate; that is, it 
was 


understood to have passed until this question touching the popular 
feeling wasraised. Nearly all of them are cases of the widows of emi- 
nent naval officers who were in the service for life, atid whose pensions, 
it paid at all, come out of the accumulations resulting from their own 
services, to wit, the 40 per cent. from the prize-money which is the 
property of the United States by virtue of the gallantry of these men. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he pro- 
poses that we shall withhold action on the great multitude of private 
pensions due to soldiers and their widows, pensions for $8 or $12 a 
month, in order to pass upon the controverted cases of these ladies, 
many of whom I know, and I believe I shall vote for allofthem? But 
I think we ought to give the unobjected cases the floor, the advantage, 
and clear the Calendar of them; and then take up these cases, and I 
will vote for probably all of them. 

Mr. BLAIR. This case will settle them all. There is no occasion 
for any debate, because there are no other facts that will be pertinent 
in any other case which are not involved in this case. The other cases 
will pass as a matter of course as they come along in their order, and 
the Senator from New Hampshire originally undertook to have them 
all taken up and all disposed of at the same time. I do not imagine 
that there will be any occasion to complain for they will all get through 
if we only consider them. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that this bill be informally laid aside, and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of unobjected pension cases 
on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARkRIsin thechair). TheSenator 
from Iowa asks unanimous consent of the Senate that the bill under con- 
sideration be informally laid aside, and that the Senate proceed to the 


consideration of unobjected pension cases favorably reported. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. HILL. During the morning hour, I suppose. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I object. This case has been taken up. Let it 


be disposed of. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Senator from Indiana has a suggestion 
to make I will hear him, but I thought I was entitled to the floor. 
The statement of the Senator from New Hampshire and the reading 
of the titles of a number of bills on the Calendar do not contradict 
the statement I made. I stated that there were before the committee 
forty or more cases precisely similar to this, where it is asked that 
there shall be an increase from $30 to $50 per month. The Senator 
read from the Calendar showing that some such bills have been re- 
ported, as they have been. The other cases are lying in committee 
and have not as yet received the action of the committee; but the im- 
portance of this case depends upon the fact that there are upward of 
forty other similar cases. If the Senator from New Hampshire desires 
to read them, here they are; I will give him the list. 
forty widows asking that their pensions be increased from $30 to $50. 
It is true this has been done in the past, started probably wrong in the 
first place; but the theory was, as the Senator trom New Hampshire 


understands, that where there was exceptionally brilliant service the | 


larger rate should be allowed. That was the expression; brilliant serv- 
ice was the justification in the first place for transgressing the law of 
Congress. Congress enacted a law in its liberality recognizing differ- 
ences in rank. 

Our pension laws, unjustly in some instances, at the outset fixed the 
pension of officers of high rank at $30a month. So they remained 
until permission was given to break that down where the husband’s 
services had been specially brilliant. That was the ground for raising 


There are over | 


| 


| the pension to $50. 
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Where the service startled us by its brilliancy, as 
a tribute to or recognition or acknowledgment of the great service of 
the person, his widow was allowed to receive $50 per month. That 
was the theory, and so it continued for a little while until the door 
kept opening wider and wider, and at last we not only got it wide open, 
but fastened back and all invited to enter, so that there should be no 
unjust discrimination. When these cases arose at this session, without 
saying what was the action of the committee, I can say that some Sen 

ators thought it about time that there should be some fixed law upon 
the subject. If it is well that the pensions of all persons in that rank 
should be increased to $50 a month, let us say so by agenerallaw. There- 


| fore it was that your committee thought that special legislation should 


be put a stop to, and that the subject should come up in the shape of 
a general law, for it amounts to that. 

Now, every person who dies with high rank in the Navy has rendered 
meritorious service; and necessarily so, because there is no position o1 
occupation in life so healthy as the Navy, and the services of its officers 
are meritorious because they live long enough to go through all ranks 
until they reach the highest. So there come to be octogenarians in the 
Navy, and very many grow to be commodores necessarily, and the result 
is that there is a record of which the widow certainly has a right to be 
proud. Then that record of long service is presented to Congress and 
appealed to to show that there was meritorious service. The starting- 
point has been departed from in opening this wide door, so that to-day 


| we have, I suppose, the widow of every deceased commodore and rear- 


admiral in the Navy on the pension-list, because, most remarkable of 
all things, in the case of every commodore and rear-admiral, though he 
reaches the age of 80 yearsand dies peacefully in his bed from old age, 
there is not the least difficulty in the proper Department in Washing- 
ton finding proof, and the Navy can furnish it, that the disease of which 
he died was contracted in or incident to the service. And if a commo- 
dore or rear-admiral dies in November, his widow can get a pension 
about a month after, some time in December. 

I do not speak of this complainingly. It may be all right; possibly 
itis. A man dies from disease, but the law does not contemplate that 
his widow is pensionable merely because her husband dies of disease; 
otherwise there would be no necessity of making a discrimination in 
the law and asking the Department to ascertain the fact that the hus- 
band died from a disease incident to or contracted in the service. The 
record shows that no matter how a man may die there is no trouble 
in finding proof that he died of disease incident to the service if he was 
a commodore or rear-admiral. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would inquire of the Chair whether this debate is 
under the five-minute rule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill was taken up by vote of the 
Senate, which relieves it from the five-minute rule in the opinion of 
the Chair. If it had come up under Rule VIII the debate would have 
been limited to five minutes. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I wish the Senator from New Hampshire had 
thought of that before he finished his remarks. 

Mr. BLAIR. The suggestion was made by a Senator near me, and 
I desired to limit the Senator from Nebraska, if I could, to the five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I probably could have said as much as was neces- 
sary in five minutes, but I thought it necessary to answer all the sug- 
gestions of the Senator from New Hampshire. That was the difficulty. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have not spoken five minutes this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. These special cases are forthe benefit of widows 
of officers of high rank, principally in the Navy, which I say isa very 
healthy occupation in life ordinarily; and yet, strange as it may appear, 
whenever a commodore or a rear-admiral dies, no matter how old, the 
Department is easily satisfied about proof on that point, and the fact 
can always be established that the disease causing death was incident 
to the service, and so his widow is placed on the pension-roll at $30 a 
month. Then the next thing is for the widow to come knocking at 
the door of Congress for an extension from $30 to $50. Now, the ques- 
tion which we are to meet and determine is, Shall that be made appli- 
cable to the thirty-dollar cases? If so, let us pass a general law to that 
effect and settle it, because our calendars are now encumbered with bill 
after bill in special cases of this kind. We have no time to consider 
them. 

I do not desire or expect to be able to make a suggestion which will 
change the judgment of any Senator. I only desire that we shall un- 
derstand the extent and force of this case which we now have under 
consideration, because there are at least 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hourof 1 o’clock having arrived, 





| it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 


business, which is the bill (S. 2022) to establish a postal telegraph 
system. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent that the present order of 
business may be informally laid aside and that the Senate proceéd to 
the consideration of the pension cases reported favorably and unob- 


' jected to. 
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! 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of | The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa? | the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. BLAIR. I desire that the regular order shall be laid aside in- | Mr. WILSON. I object, unless a vote can be taken now on the 
formally in order that all the pension cases may be disposed of at this bill. 
time. It is very evident to me that these particular cases are receiving | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request is objected to. 


exceedingly unfair treatment at the handsoftheSenate. I havestated| Mr. BLAIR. I do not propose to debate it at all. 

in regard to them that they have been kicked and buffeted about here | Mr. SHERMAN. Regular order. 

either in committee or in the Senate for nearly the entire session; and Mr. BLAIR. I understand that the Senator from Iowa does not ob- 
I havea feeling that many of these widows are being wronged, and will | ject, if we proceed to a vote. 

be still more wronged and almost abused, if we failto act upon these bills | Mr. BUTLER. I move that all debate upon this proposition and 


at the present session. This talk about laying them aside for the pur- | all other propositions to come before the Senate at this session be lim- 
pose of acting upon the unobjected cases, if it means anything, is sim- | ited to five minutes by each Senator. 


ply that by these being laid aside and the other cases acted upon they Mr. SHERMAN. That can not be done. 
shall not be touched at all. | Mr. INGALLS. Except on an appropriation bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate proceeds by unanimous con-| Mr. BUTLER. We have wasted an hourand a half this morningin 
sent. idle and useless discussion. 
Mr. BLAIR. It will take no more time to go through with the whole Mr. BLAIR. I ask for a vote on the bill without any further dis- 
than it will to take first one part and then the other, and I desire that | cussion, so far as the friends of the bill at least are concerned. 
we may complete the whole, which we may do very readily in a short The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of theSenator from South 
time by going on regularly. Carolina is not in order. The resolution of the Senate as to a limita- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of | tion of debate applies only to appropriation bills. 
the Senator from Iowa? | Mr. BUTLER. I should like to make it in order if I had the power. 
Mr. FRYE. I should like to say just one word. The majority of the Senate could make it in order very quickly. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Senator Mr. FRYE. By unanimous consent. 
from Maine will proceed. Mr. BUTLER. Unanimous consent can make it in order, Mr. Presi- 


Mr. FRYE. I imagine there is no Senator on this floor who does not | dent. 
know the difference between a $30 pension and a $50 pension to the | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as in 
widow of a rear-admiral or a commodore or a major-general, and there | Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 


would be little or no objection if we could pass upon these bills without Mr. INGALLS. What became of the regular order ? 

an eternal discussion the last day that we have to do any business; and The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is the bill the Chair 

the objection arises from an attempt to discuss all these questions with- | is referring to as before the Senate. The bill, the Chair is informed 

out limit. by the Secretary, has not yet been read. The bill will be read. 
GENERAL COURTS-MARTIAL. | Mr. BLAIR. May I renew my request for unanimous consent to 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask leave at this time to present a conference report. | proceed with the consideration of the pension bill? I will say in be- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois presents at | half of the friends of the bill that I desire there shall be no further dis- 
this time a report from a committee of conference. The Secretary will | cussion, but simply a vote. I understood the Senator from Iowa to 


read the title of the bill and then the report of the committee. withdraw his objection if there could be a vote taken. 
The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. 5709) to amend ar- Mr. VAN WYCK. The facts have not been all stated, for within 
ticle 72 of the Rules and Articles of War. | a few moments the Senator from Ohio asked for a pertinent fact in this 
The report was read, as follows: case of which he had no knowledge, which was that this person is not 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on | upon the pension-roll. The Depastment have determined that she is 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R 5709) to amend article 72 of the | not pensionable. The Senator from Ohio was not aware of that fact. 
Rules and Articles of War, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 


to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: I desire that the facts shall all be stated, and then let the Senate ex- 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate | press their opinion as to what should be done. 
numbered 1, as follows: In line 3, after the word ‘* Army,” insert the words ‘a Mr. WILSON. That simply opens the doorto furtherdiscussion. I 
Ed tie heen ada hope the Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Indiana 
P ; JOHN A. LOGAN, will allow us to proceed to the consideration of unobjected pension 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, cases. I renew my request for unanimous consent that the present 
Sencieeeuaoamal i ete: order be laid aside and that we proceed to the consideration of cases 

W. S. ROSECRANS, reported favorably and unobjected to. 
R. M. MURRAY, Mr. BLAIR. That request has been objected to. If the request 
T. LYMAN, which I made is objected to, as I understand it to be, I desire at this 
Th . Manages on the part of Gs Mouse. time to move that the regular order be informally laid aside, and then 
é report was concurred in. ; 


" ia sataeiiaiiaaiai I shall move that the Senate proceed with the consideration of House 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. bill 103, granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON ] The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally | ator to submit a motion? 
laid aside, in order that the Senate may proceed to the consideration of Mr. BLAIR. Ido. 





unobjected pension bills upon the Calendar. Is there objection? The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator please restate his 
Mr. VOORHEES. I object until we finish the case we have been | motion ? 

considering. | Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Mr. HARRISON. I hope my colleague will withdraw his objec- | the bill (H. R, 103) granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson. 

tion. This case is one that invokes discussion and delay. | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that that motion is 
Mr. VOORHEES. I do not see why it should. not in order. It is in order for the Senator to move to postpone the 


Mr. HARRISON. But it does. I am not speaking of the reason of | consideration of the pending measure until to-morrow, or indefinitely, 
it. It has for two successive times that it has been called up caused | or until any specific time. . 
discussion. Why not get the other cases out of the way? Theyare| Mr. BLAIR. That has been laid aside informally. 
quite as meritorious as this. They are unobjected to. Inthe timewe| The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not been laid aside informally, 
are spending on this case we can relieve fifty cases just as meritorious | but is before the Senate. 
as this. I am sure my colleague would not let his objection stand in Mr. BLAIR. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Is it proper 
the way of considering some of those cases if he knew the facts that I | to include in the motion the proposition to lay aside the regular order 
do about them. | until the pension cases are disposed of or until some definite thing shall 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think a vote can be had on this | be done, and to proceed with this particular case? 
case at this time without further discussion. I think the friends of | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion in that form would not 
the bill are anxious for a vote. Let us try it. | be in order. It is in order to move to postpone the consideration of the 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the pending order be laid aside informally, | pending order, and when that is done it will be in order to move to 
and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the bill (H. R. | proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by the Senator. 

103) granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson. | Mr. BLAIR. Then I move that the regular order be laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire| The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion is not in order; brt it is 
asks unanimous consent of the Senate that the unfinished business be | in order to postpone the pending bill. 
informally laid aside in order that the Senate may proceed with the Mr. BLAIR. I move that it be postponed. 
consideration of the bill which was under consideration when the un-| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Until what time? 
finished business was laid before the Senate. | Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to postpone it until to-morrow, but sim- 

Mr. WILSON. I shall object to that unless we can proceed to have | ply until this case and other pension cases on the Calendar shall be 
a vOte on the case. If it isto be further discussed I must object. In | considered. 
the time that this bill has occupied we could have disposed of every Mr. INGALLS. That is notin order. Say until 3 o’clock. 
unobjected case on the Calendar. The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator will indicate a specific 
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time to which he moves to pospone his motion will be in order; but 
it is not in order unless he does. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
agree to the proposition of the Senator from Iowa, as it is obviously 
the sense of the Senate that we should proceed to consider the unob- 
jected cases on the Calendar in relation to pensions. This one case has 
taken up all the day thus far. I hope the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will yield to what appears to be the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not think that that is the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Take a vote on it and see. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the regular order be postponed until 3 
o'clock, and I give notice that if it is postponed I shall then move to 
take up House bill 103. 

Mr. MORRILL. And I give notice that if that motion is voted down 
I shall then move to take up the unobjected pension cases on the Cal- 
endar 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


until 3 o'clock to-day. 
The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 28, noes 19. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
35, nays 18; as follows 
YEAS—35. 
Aldrich 
Bayard 
Beck 
Blair 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Call 
Cameron of Pa., 
Cameron of Wis., 


Coke 
Colquitt, 
Conger, 
Cullom 
Dolph, 
Farley, 
Garland, 
Gibson 
Gorman, 


Groome, 
Hampton, 
Jonas, 
Jones of Florida, 
Kenna 
Lamar, 
Logan, 
Manderson, 
Maxey, 
NAYS—18 
Palmer, 
Plumb, 
Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, 
Sherman, 
ABSENT—23. 
McPherson, 
Mahone, 
Pendleton, 
*Pike, 
Jackson Platt, 
McMillan, Ransom, 


So the motion to postpone was agreed to. 


Miller of Cal., 
Miller of N. ae 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Pugh, 

Vance, 

Vest, 


Voorhees. 


Bowen, 
Frye, 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hawley 


Hill 

Ingalls, 

Jonesof Nevada, 
Lapham, 
Morrill, 


Slater, 
Van Wyck, 
Wilson. 


Allison 
Anthony, 
Camden, 
Cockrell, 
Dawes 
Edmunds, 


Fair, 
George, 
Hale, 
Hoar, 


Riddleberger, 
Sabin, 
Sewell, 
Walker, 
Williams. 


THERESA CROSBY WATSON. 

Mr. BLAIR. I now move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question and declared that the 
noes appeared to prevail. 

Mr. BLAIR. IL ask for a division. 

Mr. WILSON. Is the motion susceptible of amendment ? 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not amendable. 

Mr. WILSON. Pending the motion, I renew my request for unani- 
mous consent that we proceed to the consideration of the unobjected 
pension cases on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. While theSenate is dividing the Chair 
thinks he can not even entertain the request of the Senator from Iowa 
for unanimous consent. The Senator from New Hampshire demands 
a division. 

On a division the ayes were 31 and the noes 20. 

So the motion of Mr. BLAIR was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 103) 
granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask that the bill may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment recommended by the Committee on Pensions, in line 7 to 
strike out “‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to read: 

And to pay hera pension at the rate ef $30 a month. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I know nothing about this case except what has 
been stated in the report and what has been stated on the floor of the 
Senate. From these statements it appears that this lady is not entitled 
under the general pension laws to a pension of any amount whatever; 
that her husband did not die in the service; that he was not wounded 
in the service; that he was not disabled in the service. He died at a 
mature old age, leaving a widow; and under those circumstances the 
widow is not entitled toa pension. The committee propose togrant her 
a pension of $30a month, about four times the amount of pension given 
to the widow of a dead soldier who died on the field of duty. Besides 
that it appears that she is in theemployment of theGovernment. The 


Government. To put ahead of all the rest the case of a lady who by 
the law is not entitled toa pension at all, and to grant hera pension of 
$30 or $50 a month, as is proposed, is a marked injustice. 


The Senator from New Hampshire | 
moves that the further consideration of the pending bill be postponed | 
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I am not disposed to vote for the bill, although I do not care about 


| consuming the valuable time of the Senate at this period of the session 
I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will | 


There are some other cases that I am very anxious to vote for, but it 
does seem to me that this case should not be thrust forward ahead of 
all the cases on the Calendar, consuming so much time as it has. She 
is a lady now in the employ of the Government, the widow of an officer 
who died full of years, without wounds or disability, and it is proposed, 
as a single isolated case thrust forward, to give her a pension of $50 a 


| month, when we have only given to the widows of our dead soldiers 





| the service receive only $8 a month. 


| as Commodore Watson was. 


who died on the field of duty $12 a month and when those disabled in 
I am opposed to the passage otf 
the bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I am not at all responsible for 
the order in which these cases are brought here, nor have I any desire 
to thrust one case in advance of another. There are perhaps a dozen 
cases somewhat similar to the one we are now considering. 

Let us look for 2 moment at this case and see whether it is open to 
the’criticism made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and, 


| at an earlier stage of this debate, by the Senator from Kansas [Mr 


PLUMB]. 

I believe it is not generally understood or called to mind that there 
is a separate naval pension-fund in the Government which has been 
accumulated by the valor, exposure, and hardships of just such men 
This man, whose aged widow is asking 
for a pension, entered the service of the country in 1823. Before one- 
half the Senators on this floor were born he was serving the country, 
and for more than fifty years he honored that service. 

It is said that this old lady has a desk in some one of the Depart- 
ments where she is earning her living. It is a miserable fact, if it is 


| a fact, for the report which lies before me shows that in addition to age 


and the infirmities of age she has a broken arm to contend with as she 
struggles from hour to hour and from day to day for her subsistence in 
one of the Departments of the Government that her husband served so 
long and so well. 

Let us look at the record a little while instead of talking outside of 
it as much as has been done: 

Commodore James M. Watson entered the United States naval service in 1823, 
and remained in said service till 1873, when he died in Valejo, Cal. His health 
was seriously impaired in 1854, when, in command of a man-of-war, the Fulton, 
he was exposed to a severe storm, producing an attack of pneumonia, which, 
there is reason to believe, ultimately caused his death. His service was long 


and faithful and meritorious. His widow is now inthe decline of life, and solely 
dependent on her exertions for support. 


If other Senators can look composedly upon an aged widow of such a 
man exerting herself day after day for the bread of life I can not, and I 
thank God that I can not. 


We can see— 
Continues the committee— 


no reason why she should not receive the same pension that has been allowed 
in many other similar cases by special act of Congressto the widows of officers 


of the Navy of similarrank. The committee therefore recommend the passage 
of the bill. 


To this report— 
Continues the Senate committee— 


may be added the fact that Mrs. Watson has suffered for five years from fracture 
of the right hand, which has never healed, so that she is permanently disabled 
and suffers severely with nervous prostration. She is entirely without property, 
and without relatives or friends who can contribute to her support. 


This report says that the committee can see no reason why she should 
not receive the same pension that has been allowed in many other cases 
by special act of Congress to the widows of officers of the Navy of simi- 
lar rank. If it were necessary I could read (which it is not, for it is in 
the knowledge of Senators) a list by the score of aged widows who are 
pensioned on the naval fund which has been created by the valor and 
daring of these old naval officers. There is the case of the widow of 
Admiral Goldsborough. Early when I came into this body I was a 
member of the Committee on Pensions, and I was largely instrumental 
in having the bill passed granting her a pension of $50 a month, and 
from that time to this I have understood something of these cases. There 
is the case of the widow of Admiral Paulding, and the widow of Admi- 
ral McDougal, who was pensioned at the present session. Widows of 
officers of the Army likewise have been pensioned at the same rate, 
but this principle applies more strongly to the widows of naval offi- 
cers, because they have created a naval pension fund for themselves. 

Let me call the attention of the Senate to the law upon this subject. 
Turning to the Revised Statutes of the United States you will find 
that by section 4750 it is declared that the Secretary of the Navy shall 
be trustee of the naval pension fund. What is that fund? By section 
4751 certain penalties and forfeitures growing out of proceedings under 
the title of public lands are turned into a naval pension fund. That 
is one source. Section 4752 declares that— 


All money accruing or which has already accrued to the United States from 


: . ‘ rs | sale of prizes shall be and remain forever a fund for the payment of pensions 
case is put on special grounds, as she isnow receiving a salary from the | 


to the officers, seamen,and marines who may be entitled to receive the same; 
and if such fund be insufficient for the purpose, the public faith is pledged to 
make up the deficiency; but if it should be more than sufficient, the surplus 
shall be applied te the making of further provision for the comfort of the dis- 
abled officers, seamen, and marines. 





1884. 





Section 4753 provides that— 


The Secretary of the Navy, as trustee of the naval pension fund, is directed to 
cause to be invested in the registered securities of the United States, on the Ist 
day of January and the Ist day of July of each year,so much of such fund then 
in the Treasury of the United States as may not be required for the payment of 
naval pensions for the then current fiscal year. 


The rest of this section is devoted to the manner in which the inter- 
est shall be collected and paid out. I went to the Navy Department 
the other day, finding that there was a wrong construction, as I thought, 
upon the part of many, to see how much money had been acquired by 
these men whose aged widows it is our care and my pleasure to pro- 
vide for. How much have they there? I hold in my hand a dispatch 


which he says that the naval pension-fund amounts to $14,032,000, and 
3 per cent. interest is carried to the credit of the fund every six months. 
This is their money, and I think we can afford to be liberal with those 
whom they have left behind helpless and in want. 

Mr. President, I have said more, perhaps, on this case than I other- 
wise should have done from the fact that there are two or three such 


cases. There is the case of the widow of Admiral Beaumont, who, I | 
The | 
reason why I objected to taking up merely unobjected cases is that | 


understand, is in need. The bill has been reported adversly. 


there are cases which are objected to which ought to be considered. I 
am as ready to consider a case that is objected to as an unobjected 
case; and if there are merits in the case let it be passed upon. There 
is the case of the widow of Admiral Scott, from my own State. Ad- 
miral Scott for fifty-four years was an officer of the United States Navy, 
and for forty-six years he was in active service. 

Am I to be deterred by this cry of economy, the cheapest and poorest 


on such subjects as this that could salute my ears, from dealing fairly | 
and liberally with those who have really provided their own pension | 


fund? I know of no better service on this great day than to take up 
the pension Calendar, and take up the objected and unobjected cases 
both, and let us see what is right and justand thendoit. The Declara- 


bills and passing them in behalf of the widows and orphans of 1 !iose 
who have made the principles of the Declaration of Indepen ence 
known and honored on the high seas and throughout the whole earth. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to say a word or two about the theory 
of the Senator from Indiana in regard to this matter. In very much 
that the Senator has said I sympathize. Itis not that I desire to refuse a 
pension of $50a month, if the Senate wishes to grant it, to the widow of 
every rear-admiral orevery commodore in the Navy. The factsin this 
case should be stated, and their importance should be made known 
to the Senate, so that a vote may be taken intelligently. This isa 
question which has clogged and disturbed the Committee on Pensions 
during the whole session. Very much time has been spent in the con- 
sideration of this question, and finally the determination was that the 
matter should be presented to the Senate, and then a vote should be 
taken upon it, which should determine it. There are some forty or 
fifty applications of a similar nature, and the result of them must de- 
pend upon this vote. The House has sent some bills also wherein the 


pensions of captains have been increased from $20 to $50, and they of 


course should follow if this policy is thought to be correct. 

If the Senator desires in this case that the pension shall be $50, or 
that in all cases it shall be $50, it would be much better that there 
should be some general law. I have an amendment which I may call 
to the attention of the Senate thus early which I propose to annex to 
the bill so as to reach all widows. As I said, I sympathize with the 
Senator in what he has stated in regard to the payment of sufficient 
pension. I agree with himin that; but we find time to stop and take 
out of the vortex of legislation cases increasing the pensions to widows 
of this class while the others go by apparently neglected. Therefore I 
propose an amendment, and I desire now to call the attention of the 
Senate to it in advance, which I shall press at the proper time, increas- 
ing the pensions of all widows. 

The Senator says that this is not a tax upon the Treasury, and in 
order to establish that he says that there is a pension fund made up 
from certain sources, and among them prize-money. All the resources 
which make the pension fund are taken from the public, from property 
belonging to the United States. The Navy makes a capture upon the 
high seas. The result of that victory belongs to the United States, ex- 
cept as it has been dedicated in another way by the Government. 
Prize-money is given, and then a portion is taken to make the naval 
pension fund. While we increase the pensions of the widows of com- 
modores and rear-admirals and those of high rank, my friend will re- 
member that the widows of the sailors who man the gun and who fall 
at the muzzle are as much entitled to consideration and to an increase 
of pension as the widow of the commodore or the rear-admiral. | 
presume he will recognize that doctrine. 
that kind, there is no theory in it. 
theirentrance here and into the committee-room, and in regard to which 
Senators are importuned day after day, are those only of the widows 
of officers of high rank, whose social positiun may be called into requisi- 


When I make an assertion of | 
Principally the cases which find | 
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| upon the pension-roll at $50 a month 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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The very rear-admirals of whom my friend speaks have also received 
their reward in the shape of prize-money. In the case of Mrs. Me- 
Dougal the last Congress appropriated, I think, $250,000 as prize-money 
to the officers of two vessels, one of which he commanded, and gave 
the Admiral’s widow about $22,000 in prize-money. Early in the pres- 
ent session a bill was passed increasing her pension from $30 to $50. I 
do not particularly object to that, except I wish all the facts to be stated 
and presented for the consideration of the Senate, and if the Senate 
deem it to be the policy that the pension shall be increased from $30 
to $50 I desire, as a member of the committee and as a Senator, that 
all these cases shall be presented to the consideration of the Senate, 





| those reported and those not reported, and that they shall receive the 
from William B. Remey, the Judge-Advocate-General of the Navy, in | 


same treatment, and also that in other cases where even the pensions 
of widows of captains have been increased from $20 to $50 all shall re- 
ceive the same consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEy in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions reducing the amount proposed by the House from 
$50 to $30. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRISON. I only wish to say that it seems to me the Com- 
mittee on Pensions should make some uniform rule in cases of this kind, 
and if possible they should provide by a general law for well-defined 
classes of cases. I do not suppose the Committee on Pensicns of the 
Senate would be ready to report that the widow of every rear-admiral 
who had died in the service, and who was unable to maintain herself 
otherwise, should have a pension of $50 a month. If they are not will- 
ing to do that, then we ought not to do it in special cases. 

There is nothing to distinguish this case. There is no reason why 
a general rule could not be formulated that would coverit. If my col- 
league and other Senators think that $50 a month is the right rate for 
the widow of a rear-admiral, let us formulate it ina general law and 


| make it applicable to all such widows, instead of selecting now and 
tion of Independence has been read here, and I am for reading some | 


then a case where the person to be benefited happens to come upon 
terms of intimate acquaintance with many Senators or to have some 
social influence or some other advantage by which her pension is ad- 
vanced beyond the rate fixed by law. 

I think our Pension Committee should give consideration to this ques- 
tion as a general question, and if, without reference to wounds or disa- 
bility incurred in the line of duty, bat solely on the ground of rank and 
on the ground of dependence, they believe in granting a pension of $50 
a month to the widows of officers of a certain grade who are dependent, 
let them say so to us, and then we shall have the whole question before 
us and not be influenced by the individual considerations that come 
about particular cases. 

Whenever they do that and we know their reasons for it I shall be 
prepared to vote upon it as a general proposition; but I do not think it 
is wise to be advancing individual cases that have some particular ad- 
vantage in the presentation of the claim to the sum of $50. The Senate 
Committee on Pensions have said the pension in this case ought to be 
$30, and I think we ought to stand by the report of the committee. 

Mr.SLATER. Asa member of the Committee on Pensions, I desire 
to say only a word or two in regard to thiscase. It has been the steady 
policy of the Committee on Pensions since I have been a member of it 
not to encourage bills of this kind. Now and then one has been re- 
ported. I think in some instances the committee have been outvoted 
in the Senate, and where they have reported cases of this kind adversely 
the Senate has reversed the report. The Senate should understand that 
if in this case and others that are likely to follow it $50 is given to rear- 
admirals’ widows and commodores’ widows the committee will very 
likely feel themselves instructed to so report upon all cases of this kind. 

I wish to say one other word. When you have brought these cases 
up to $50 a month you will very soon be pressed to put them to $100 
a month. Some perhaps unusually meritorious case may be found in 
which the sympathy of Senators can be appealed to and an exception 
will be made, a precedent will be set, and each case in turn will come 


| again as they have come now after they were raised to $20 a month, 


asking for $75 or $100. 

There must be a point where a stand can be taken. 
been made to stand at $20 a month. The committee has been endeav- 
oring to maintain that. In this case it was thought by the committee 
that while this lady could not go upon the pension-roll on account of 
the reasons which have been stated, it was just and proper that she 
should go upon the pension-roll of the country as an exceptional case 
at $30 a month. This was the compromise in committee, and now it 
is proposed.to override the judgment of the committee and put her 
I have no objection if that is 
the voice of the Senate; but I do not believe it is good policy; I du not 
believe it is sound policy. 

I have nothing to say against this lady. 
rious woman. 


An attempt has 


She is certainly u merito- 
The services of her husband were certainly meritorious, 
but no more so than dozens, probably hundreds, of others. If we be- 
gin to make exceptions we shall find that we shall have no place to stop 


tion to aid and assist them; and we forget the widows of the soldier | in the exceptions until we have put the entire list up to $50 a month. 


and the marine, who are entitled to share in this bounty. 


As has been stated, there are thirty or forty other cases which are in 
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the background waiting to see what the Senate will do on this case, 
and which are then to be brought forward, just as meritorious as this, 
just as much entitled to go up to $50 as this is. I have one case in 
my desk which I have withheld where I was instructed to make an 
report. Iam simply awaiting the action of the Senate in 
urd to this case. If this pension is increased I shall feel disposed to 
go back to the committee and ask the committee to put that lady on 
the pension-roll at the same rate as others. The Senate, being advised 


adverse 


reg 
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of this, will understand what we shall do after we have had the vote | 


of the Senate upon this case. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to submit a very few remarks upon this 
case, because it appears to be the first one which we have to meet here, 


and it is important I think that the Senate should understand what | 


will be the probable effect of favorable action upon the bill. 

We have before us in Miscellaneous Document No. 42 a letter from 
the Commissioner of Pensions which gives the present status of all 
similar cases in the Pension Office. It appears by that document that 


° : . ° | 
there are now twenty-nine army cases in all provided for by special act 


in which a pension oi $50 a month is granted, and in the Navy there 
are twenty-one such cases in which $50 is granted. Of the Army not 
provided for, pensioned now at $30 a month or less, we find forty-three 
cases in all; so that it would appear that as far as the Army is con- 
cerned there are forty-three other cases of persons now upon the pen- 
sion-roll ‘whose cases ought in justice to be considered in this connec- 
tion. It is a singular thing, I think, that among them are the widows 
of some of the most distinguished soldiers in the country. 

[ find in this list not provided for the widows of General Keim, Gen- 
eral Reno, General Rodman, General Lander, General Terrill, General 
Thomas Williams, General C. T. Jackson, General Bohlen, General 
Copper, General Mansfield, General Welch, General Champlain, General 
Buford, General Jameson, General Kirk, General James 8. Jackson, 
General Taylor, General Rice, General Strong, General Corcoran, Gen- 
eral Woodbury, General Schimmelfennig, General Birney, General 
Crocker, General Bayard, General Thomas A. Smyth, General David 
A. Russell, General Blenker, General Smith, General Ward, General 
Daniel McCook, General Lowell, General Kearney, General McKean, 
General Baker, General Arnold, General Barnes, General John A.Raw- 
lins, General Blair, General Bartlett, General Croxton, General George 
H. Thomas, General O. M. Mitchell, General Amos B. Eaton, and 
General Maltby. Among these names are found the names of some of 
the most distinguished soldiers of the Republic, and either from mod- 
esty or from some other feminine trait of character I have no doubt 
many of these ladies have not seen fit to ask Congress to increase their 
pensions, 

As was suggested by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRIsoNn] I 
have thought that we ought to provide forall these cases by general law 
if we are to act favorably upon them. But individual cases have been 
presented to usand they appeal to our sympathies very strongly. Itistrue 
they have taken up very much of the time of the Commitiee on Pen- 
sions. I venture to say that at least one-fourth of the time of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions given to the consideration of personal applications 
has been given to this class in this Congress, and it has interfered very 
largely with the working of that committee. But when a case came 
before the committee I have myself felt disposed to stand in the line of 
these precedents and provide arate of $50 in all the cases of widows 
where distinguished services were rendered or where there was depend- 
ence on the part of the person applying for relief to Congress. I have 
thought that that was consistent with the action of Congress in the 
twenty-nine cases of the Army and the twenty-one cases of the Navy 
in which such favorable action has been taken by former Congresses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Pensions. 

The Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. ALLISON] 
is paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—1. 
Pike, 
Plumb, 
Sewell, 
Sherman 

NAYS—31. 


Cameron of Wis., Jonesof Nevada, 
Conger, Kenna, 
Cullom, Lapham, 
Farley, Miller of Cal., 
Gorman, Miller of N. Y., 
Hampton, Mitchell, 
Jonas, Morgan, 
Jones of Florida, Palmer, 
ABSENT—30. 
Ingalls, 
Jackson, 
Lamar, 
Logan, 
McMillan, 
McPherson, 
Mahone, 
Maxey, 


Coke, 
Dolph 
Frye, 
(sroome, 


Harris, 
Harrison, 
Manderson, 
Morrill, 


Slater, 
Van Wyck, 
Wilson. 


Aldrich, 

Beck, 

Blair, 

Bowen, 

Brown, 

Butler 

Oall, 

Cameron of Pa., 


Platt, 

Pugh, 
Riddleberger, 
Sawyer, 
Vance, 

Vest, 
Voorhees, 


Allison 
Anthony, 
Bayard, 
Camden, 
Cockrell, 
Colquitt, 
Dawes, 
Edmunds, 


Fair, 
Garland, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Hale, 
Hawley, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Pendleton, 
Ransom, 
Sabin, 
Saulsbury, 
Walker, 
Williams. 


JULY 4, 





Mr. VAN WYCK. I move to add to the bill: 


That pensions heretofore or hereafter granted to widows of soldiers of any 
war in which the United States shall have been engaged shall be at the rate of 


$12 per month from and after the passage of this act, instead of $8 per month as 
now provided. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. [I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. ALLISON] is 


| paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 





The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 5; as follows: 
YEAS—38. 
Kenna, 
Lapham, 
Logan, 
Miller of Cal., 
Miller of N. Y., 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 
Palmer, 
Pendleton, 


NAYS—5. 
Sewell, 


Aldrich, 

Beck, 

Blair, 

Bowen, 

Brown, 

Butler, 

Call, 

Cameron of Pa., 
Cameron of Wis., 
Coke, 


Conger, 

Farley, 

Frye, 

Gorman, 
Groome, 
Hampton, 
Harris, 

Jonas, 

Jones of Florida, 
Jones of Nevada, 


Pike, 
Pugh, 
Ransom, 
Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Wilson. 


Harrison, 
Manderson, 


Plumb, Van Wyck. 


ABSENT—33. 


Ingalls, 
Jackson, 
Lamar, 
MeMillan, 
McPherson, 
Mahone, 
Maxey, 

Platt, 
Riddleberger, 


So the amendment was laid on the table. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Allison, 
Anthony, 
Bayard, 
Camden, 
Cockrell, 
Colquitt, 
Cullom, 
Dawes, 
Dolph, 


Edmunds, 
Fair, 
Garland, 
George, 
Gibson, 
Hale, 
Hawley, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 


Sabin, 
Sherman, 
Slater, 
Vance, 
Walker, 
Williams. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 
284) providing for the printing and binding of additional copies of the 
Medical and Surgical History of the War of the Rebellion; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore : 

A bill (H. R. 1798) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to execute cer- 
tain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,’’ approved May 6, 1882; 

A bill (H. R. 6514) for the relief of Catherine H. Glick; and 

A bill (H. R. 6657) granting the consent of Congress to the Saint 
Cloud Water Power and Mill Company to construct a dam across the 
Mississippi River at Saint Cloud, Minn. 

ANNA GINN,. 

Mr. WILSON. I now ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of pension bills on the Calendar reported fa- 
vorably and which may be unobjected to. 

Mr.’BLAIR. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY). 
New Hampshire objects. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object with the idea that we may go on with these 
cases such as we have been discussing, and in regard to which we have 
decided a test case, and take the unobjected cases also, and complete 
the whole pension business of the session. We can do it very shortly. 

Mr. WILSON. If it be in order, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of unobjected cases on the Calendar reported favor- 
ably. 

Mr. BLAIR. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. Take them separately. 

Mr. WILSON. Then I move to proceed to the consideration of the 
first bill on the Calendar reported favorably from the Committee on 
Pensions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Iowa was not in order. The present motion is. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to proceed to the consideration of the first 
pension bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRISON. Senate bill 2350 I think is the first. 

Mr. WILSON. Then I move to proceed to the consideration of Sen- 
ate bill 2350. 

Mr. BLAIR. The first case reported favorably is that of Mrs. Mary 
M. Ord, the widow of General E. 0. C. Ord. I have no objection to 
the consideration of that case. 

Mr. WILSON. I will put the motion, if the Senator from New 
Hampshire will allow me, in my own form. I move to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill the number of which I have given. 


The Senator from 


The first motion of the Senator from 





1884. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2350) granting a pension to 
Anna Ginn. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to understand the motion. 
Does it apply to unobjected cases? 

Mr. WILSON. It does not. I move to take up a case by number. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. WILSON. I propose to follow that, if I may be permitted, by 
taking up in their order cases that ordinarily would be unobjected cases. 

Mr. BLAIR. We have had a long controversy upon the case just 
decided, a test case. There are 

Mr. FRYE. I make the point of order that no discussion is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is not debatable. The 
Chair is at fault in permitting debate. The Chair thanks the Senator 
for reminding him. 

Mr. BLAIR. If debate is not permitted on the part of those opposed 
to my proposition I do not care, but I am opposed to the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must enforce the 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Iowa. 
put the question.] The ayes appear to have it. The ayes have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. [‘‘No!’’ ‘“‘No!’’] I 
withdraw the call, but I give notice that immediately upon the con- 
clusion of the consideration of the unobjected cases I shall ask the Sen- 
ate to proceed with the cases of the class to which I have alluded. 

Mr. MORRILL. To that there will be no objection. 

The bill (S. 2350) granting a pension to Anna Ginn was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Anna Ginn, widow of Benjamin Ginn, late a private 
in Company F, Fiftieth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONGRESSIONAL 





rule. 


JOHN A. HASSELL. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to proceed with Order of Business 853, the 
next pension bill; but instead of that I renew my request that we pro- 
ceed with the consideration of the unobjected pension cases reported 
favorably. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa now asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of pension cases reported favor- 
ably and unobjected to. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
Unanimous consent is granted. The first is Order of Business 853, 
being the bill (H. R. 6085) granting a pension to John A. Hassell, as 
the Chair understands. 

Mr. MAXEY. I did not understand the proposition of the Senator 
from Iowa, or I certainly should not have agreed toit. The case which 
was called as in order was the case of Mrs. Ord, widow of General Ord, 
and is reported favorably. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will excuse me, I withdrew my objec- 
tion to the request of the Senator from Iowa, giving notice that imme- 
diately upon the conclusion of the call of the unobjected cases I would 
renew the request that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the 
Ord and like cases. 

Mr. MAXEY. Isimply desire to say that if there is a more mer- 
itorious case than this I do not know it, and I see no reason why it 
should be passed over. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is a disposition to pass them all now. 

Mr.MAXEY. Why, after the case was regularly reached and called, 
should this motion be interposed? The case was called regularly when 
the Senator from Iowa made his motion. 

Mr. WILSON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
called. It was not within my motion. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest that the case the Senator from Texas 
alludes to comes within the unanimous-consent rule just adopted; it is 
favorably reported. 

Mr. MAXEY. Then why should that be skipped ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Itoughtnottobe skipped; it ought to be taken up. 

Mr. MAXEY. I say it ought to be taken up. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Take up the first case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate is proceeding by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have been trying to do that myself for two or three 
hours, but we shall get on harmoniously if the Senator from Iowa has 
his way. 

Mr MAXEY. You skip from Order of Business 826 to 853, and 
still say this case falls under the rule. If it does, let us have it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate is proceeding by unani- 
mous consent to consider pension bills favorably reported to which no 
objection is offered. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 
to that—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator please wait ? 

Mr. FRYE. The Senate has given unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the Sena- 
tor from lowa moved to take up a special case and then obtained unan- 
mous consent to proceed to the consideration of cases favorably reported 


The case has not been 


I want to ask again before I give consent 


and not objected to, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to call the one next | the third time, and passed. 


[ Having | 
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| not getting any pension now. 
shall put no obstacle in the way of considering 

| ~, 

| after. 





6025 


after the one which had been considered by special motion. The Chair 


| does not see that the Chief Clerk was in fault at all. 


Mr. MAXEY. I desire to state now that I shall object to every case 
whatever unless fair dealing is had in the case, which has been regu- 
lary reached, of Mrs. Ord. 

Mr. WILSON. There is no disposition to interfere, so far as I am 
concerned, with any of these cases, but here is 
lower grade of pensions, nearly all of them $8 a 
I hope we shall 


a list of cases of the 
month, and they are 
dispose of these. I 
the other cases here- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will say that unless the 
list is very large the case referred to by the Senator from Texas will 
probably soon be reached. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. What I want to know before I consent to 
this—I did not hear the Chair put the question to the Senate—is whether 
unobjected cases include those reported without any recommendation 
at all? Where the committee reports a case without recommendation 
is that considered as an unobjected case ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair certainly would not con- 
sider a case reported without recommendation as reported favorably 
and would not call it- 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. 

Mr. FRYE. Too late. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent of the Senate has 
been given amd the Chair feels bound to proceed in accordance with that 
concession, which is virtually an order to the Chair. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I did not hear it put and did not have an 
opportunity to object. 

Mr. BLAIR. The unanimous consent to the request of the Senator 
from Iowa was given to consider unobjected cases, but prior to the 
one which is now being called an unobjected case reported favorably 
by the committee is Order of Business 826, which the Senator from 
Texas desires to have considered, and under the order of the Senate 
that bill should be taken up, and I appeal to the Senator from Iowa to 
allow his own order to be complied with. 

Mr. MAXEY. I would not have said a word if it had not been that 
Mrs. Ord’s is the case which is entitled in its turn to be tried. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wishes to inquire—will the 
Chief Clerk inform the Chair—whether that next succeeds the case 
which was taken up on special mowjon? It does not, the Chief Clerk 
informs the Chair. 

Mr. BLAIR. But it isan unobjected case, reported favorably, and 
unanimous consent of the Senate was given to take up those cases and 
to proceed with the consideration of them throughout the Calendar. 
This comes on the preceding page, and was overlooked, I suppose, by 
the Senator from Iowa when he started off. He gota little ahead of one 
of the cases included in the order which he himself solicited. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair feels bound to proceed 
with the case next after the one specially considered, unless unani- 
mous consent be given to return to the beginning of the Calendar and 
there take up cases in order. 

Mr. WILSON. I am anxious to get these cases disposed of, as at 3 
o’clock, less than an hour from now, the regular order of business that 
was postponed will be laid before the Senate again. If we can go back 
to that case under this unanimous consent, although it does not include 
it, and it can be voted on without delay, and let us go on with these un- 
objected cases, I shall not object. 

Mr. BLAIR. There will be no debate on it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. There will be no debate on it. 

Mr. MAXEY. I have no disposition, I will say to the Senator from 
Iowa, to say one solitary word. The case stands on its merits. 

Mr. WILSON. I have already given my consent. 

Mr. FRYE. There is a clear misunderstanding as to what ‘‘ unob- 
jected’’ means. It means every pension case on the Calendar in its 
regular order favorably reported and not objected to when it is called. 
That is what it means. 

Mr. MAXEY. That is what I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 
a bill before the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let that be considered, and then begin with Order of 
Business 826. 

Mr. MAXEY. I shall object to any bill being considered until we 
take them up regularly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall object to the Senator’s case then. If the 
Senator can not give way for asingle moment to let us have an orderly 
proceeding, of course we shall object to all the bills. I shall object to 
his case undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has before it, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill (H. R. 6085) granting a pension to John 
A. Hassell. 

The bill was read. It provides for placing on the pension-roll the 
name of John A. Hassell, late a saddler in Company M, Third Iowa 





Then I object to the motion. 


There is 


| Cavalry. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
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WIDOW OF GENERAL ORD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it is so understood the Chair will 
direct the Secretary to call the case referred to by the Senator from 
Texas. There is no objection. 

The bill (H. R. 1569) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord, 
widow of Maj. Gen. E. O. C. Ord, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole 

Mr. PLATT. I want to object to this bill unless I can have an un- 
derstanding that a bill which just precedes it, which has been passed 
over, is also to have consideration. 


and the act for the relief of Betsy A. Mower, widow of Major-Generai 
Mower, passed over, because it happens to be adversely reported. 
one of the same kind of cases, and the committee when they got to- 
gether and considered that case happened to have a bare majority 


against it, while these others they have reported favorably by a bare | 
I want the same consideration for this case that General | 


majority. 
Ord’s case has 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut if 
he is willing to consume the last few expiring hours of this session in 
discussing a bill adversely reported, the effect of which is to defeat the 
passage perhaps of twenty or thirty other bills so meritorious that not 
a single suggestion of objection is heard ? 


to be raised may be acted upon. 

Mr. PLATT. 
lief of Mrs. Mower has not had fair 
by the Senate at the last session. 
this session 


treatment here. It was passed 
It has been passed by the House at 
Then it comes over here, and by reason of the fact that 
there is not a full committee it gets an adverse report, when the cases 
of Mrs. Ord and Mrs. General Ringgold get favorably reported. Now 
I undertake to say that there was no more meritorious officer in the 
service than Major-General Mower. I undertake to say that there is 


no lady who ever petitioned for a pension who needs it more or deserves | 
it more, and I do not want to have the consideration of this case block 


the consideration of the case of Mrs. Mower. 
right. 

Mr. HARRIS 
amiversely reported, and must lead to debate and the consumption of 
time 

Mr. PLATT. 

Mr. HARRIS 
ably reported will not consume three minutes to the bill. Why not 
let them be considered and disposed of, and then the Senator will have 
ample opportunity to state the merits of his bill? 

Mr. PLATT. 
tion of this bill, I have no objection; but I do not want to be deprived 
of the opportunity to ask for the consideration of this bill. I can ap- 
peal to a distinguished soldier in this Senate Chamber for the record of 
General Mower, and I know myself that his widow is in very necessi- 
tous circumstances. 

Mr. FRYE. The case referred to by the Senator from Connecticut 
is not within the terms of this call. 

Mr. PLATT. I can object. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Connecticut can object to every case 
that is presented here and take the responsibility of doing so. His bill 
is not in this call, and can not be called by the Secretary under the 
present order. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Allow me to make one suggestion that will re- 
lieve the difficulty perhaps. The case referred to by the Senator from 
Connecticut is reported adversely, but I think it was the general under- 
standing of the committee that all such cases should stand on the same 
basis, and that whatever might be the sense of the Senate upon one of 
them should be understood as the sense of the Senate upon them all. 
Now I desire to say that I presume there will be no objection, although 
there is an adverse report formally, to the consideration of the case the 
Senator from Connecticut refers to. I consider that the expression of 
the Senate is so emphatic upon the matter that it ought to be sufficient 
to carry all these cases, and I trust they will be considered. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must endeavor to hasten 
action. Does the Senator from Connecticut object? 

Mr. PLATT. I will withdraw my objection and rely upon the gen- 
erosity and fairness of the Senate that at some future time I shall have 
an opportunity to call up the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. 1569) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary M. Ord, widow of Maj. Gen. E. O. C. Ord. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment in line 6, after the words ‘‘ pension of,’’ to strike out “fifty ’’ and 
insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


I do not think it is 


It will not lead to any debate. 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place upon the pension-roll the name of Mary M. Ord, widow of Maj. Gen. E. 
0. ©. Ord, late of the United States Army, and pay hera pension of $30 per month 
from and after the passage of this act. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


I do not propose by any act of | 
mine to have a pension granted to the widow of Major-General Ord, | 


It is | 


I ask the Senator to allow | 
his bill to remain until those bills about which there are no questions | 


I think the Senator will see that the bil) for the re- | 


Conceding all that the Senator claims, it is a case | 
Whereas the cases that are unobjected to and favor- | 


If I can have an opportunity to move the considera- | 


JULY 4, 


Mr. MAXEY. 
amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. We will vote down the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


I ask that the friends of Mrs. Ord disagree to that 


ELLA STOLZ. 


The bill (H. R. 3171) granting a pension to Ella Stolz was consid- 
| ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Ella Stolz, widow of William Stolz, deceased, 
late a private in Company I, One hundred and thirty-first Pennsylvania 
| Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SUSANNAH BARR. 

The bill (H. R. 5821) grantinga pension to Mrs. Susannah Barr was 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Susannah Barr, mother of Jacob Barr, 
late a private in Company A, One hundred and third Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ISABELLA BERTHA WEAVER. 
mmcys 


The bill (H. R. 5723) granting a pension to Isabella Bertha Weaver 
| was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
| the pension-roll the name of Isabella Bertha Weaver, the only surviy- 
| ing child of Ordnance-Sergeant Jeremiah Weaver, late of the United 
States Army, and to pay to her lawful guardian, for her use, a pension 
at the rate of $15 a month, until she arrives at the age of 16 years. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
| the third time, and passed. 


JULIA M. REYNOLDS. 


The bill (H. R. 6184) granting a pension to Julia M. Reynolds was 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on 
the pension-roll the name of Julia M. Reynolds, widow of James 8 
| Reynolds, deceased, late second lieutenant of Company H, Tenth Regi- 
ment New York Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES HAWKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 2358) granting a pension to James Hawkins was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
| the third time, and passed. 
ANN M’LAUGHLIN. 


The bill (H. R. 3737) granting a pension to Ann McLaughlin was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ann McLaughlin, mother of Byron McLaugh- 
lin, late of the gunboat Southfield. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 





SAMANTHA HARRIMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 5485) granting a pension to Mrs. Samantha Harri- 
man was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Samantha Harriman, widow 
of Maj. Isaac M. May, late of the Nineteenth Regiment of Indiana 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MERRITT LEWIS, 


The bill (H. R. 819) granting an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
to the first grade, or $50 per month, the pension now granted to Merritt 
Lewis by certificate numbered 33631. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. LEE. 


The bill (H. R. 1073) granting a pension to William J. Lee was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William J. Lee, late confidential scout and 
guide, headquarters of the Army of the Potomac, as though he had 
been regularly mustered into the United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES A. FULLER. 
The bill (H. R. 5795) increasing the pension of Charles A. Fuller was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that the pen- 


sion heretofore granted to said Charles A. Fuller be increased to the 
sum of $45 per month. 








1884. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
ARTHUR I. M’CONNELL. 

The bill (H. R. 2623) granting a pension to Arthur I. McConnell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Arthur I. McConnell, late of Company M, 
One hundred and second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HENRY SCHNETBERG. 


The bill (H. R. 1410) granting a pension to Henry Schnetberg, of | 


Indiana, Pa., was considered asin Committeeofthe Whole. It provides 
for placing on the pension-roll the name of Henry Schnetberg, late a 


private in Company B, of the Second Regiment of Pennsylvania Volun- | 


teers, in the Mexican war, at the rate of $8 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. WICKWIRE. 
The bill (H. R. 3909) granting a pension te George W. Wickwire was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of George W. Wickwire, who enlisted as a mes- | 


senger-boy on the United States receiving-ship Allegheny, at Baltimore 
Harbor, November, 1862, and was discharged September 16, 1863, for 
disability occasioned by injury received while in the line of his duty on 
the United States gunboat General Putnam. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CATHERINE MEIS. 
as in Committee of the Whole. 


in Company E, Ninth New Jersey Infantry Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NANCY BISER. 


The bill (H. R. 4970) for the relief of Mrs. Nancy Biser was consid- | 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs that the name of Mrs. 


Nancy Biser be placed on the pension-roll at $20 per month, in lieu of 


all other compensation from the Government as widow or otherwise. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, dnd passed. 


JOHN R. WALLACE. 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of John R. Wallace, late a member of the Union | 


Guards, of Davis County, Iowa. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM T. M’COY. 

The bill (H. R. 1436) granting a pension to William T. McCoy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rol] the name of William T. McCoy, late of Company B, Ore 
hundred and tenth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN J. M’KENNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 5675) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan J. McKenney 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Mrs. Susan J. McKenney, of Belfast, Waldo County, Maine, 
on the pension-roll at the rate of $8 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered toa third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
EBENEZER K. MARDEN. 


The bill (S. 1823) granting a pension to Ebenezer K. Marden was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ebenezer K. Marden, late a private in Com- 
pany C, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HONORA KELLEY. 

_ The bill (H. R. 1056) granting a pension to Honora Kelley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for placing on the 
pension-roll the name of Honora Kelley, widow of James Kelley, late 
a sergeant of Company K, Fifth United States Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
IRENE BAKER. 
The bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to Irene Baker was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Irene Baker, an imbecile daughter of James Baker, late 
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| considered as in Committee of the Whole. 





| the Whole. 





| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| pension-roll the name of Almira B. Kaler, mother of John Dexter Ka- 
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of Company H, Ninety-seventh Indiana Volunteers, and provides for 
paying to her legally-constituted guardian a pension of $18 per month. 
The bill wasreported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


ANN CORBIN. 


The bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Corbin was 
It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ann Corbin, widow of Ebenezer Corbin, for- 
merly of Company B, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Heavy Artil- 


| lery. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SOLON L. SIMONDS. 


The bill (H. R. 5781) granting a pension to Solon L. Simonds was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Solon L. Simonds, of Littleton, N. H., lately 
a private in Company A, Eighth Regiment of Vermont Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SARAH E. E. SEELYE. 

The bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah E. E. Seelye, 
alias Franklin Thompson, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Sarah E. E. Seelye, 
alias Franklin Thompson, who was late a private in Company F, Sec- 


| ond Regiment of Michigan Infantry Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per 


month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 
The bill (H. R. 5976) for the relief of Catherine Meis was considered | 
It proposes to place on the pension- | 
roll the name of Catherine Meis, widow of William Meis, late a private | Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| increase the pension of Dr. Samuel Davis, late surgeon of the Eighty- 


DR. SAMUEL DAVIS. 
4368) granting an increase of pension to Dr. Samuel 
Its object is to 


The bill (H. R. 


third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, to $40 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN SWEENEY. 
The bill (S. 1112) granting a pension to John Sweeney was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. . It proposes to place on the pen- 


: ; . , : on 
| sion-roll the name.of John Sweeney, late a private in Company C, 
| Second Regiment New York Heavy Artillery. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 


| third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The bill (H. R. 4439) granting a pension to John R. Wallace was | 


SALLY RODMAN. 

The bill (S. 1111) granting an increased pension to Sally Rodman, 
widow of General Isaac P. Rodman, was considered as in Committee of 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Sally 
Rodman, widow of Isaac P. Rodman, late a brigadier-general of United 
States volunteers, at the rate of $50 a month, in lieu of the pension 
which she now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OTTO LEISSRING. 

The bill (H. R. 5636) for the relief of Otto Leissring was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Otto Leissring, late first lieutenant Company G, Eight- 
eenth Regiment United States Colored Troops, at $30 per month, in 
lieu of all pensions now paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


REUBEN J. 
The bill (H. R. 837) granting a pension to Reuben J. Chewning was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It grants a pension to Reu- 
ben J. Chewning, late a private in the Fourth Regiment Minnesota 
Infantry Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHEWNING. 


ALMIRA B. KALER. 
H. R. 2312) granting a pension to Almira B. Kaler was con- 
£ £ 


It proposes to restore to the 


The bill 


ler, deceased, late a private in Company B, Eighth Regiment Maine 
Volunteers. . 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
E.. Ds. ?. 
The bill (H. R. 6168) granting an increase of pension to Capt. H. D 
F. Young was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension heretofore granted Harrison D. T. Young, late 
captain of Company F, Second Regiment of New Hampshire Volun- 


YOUNG. 


| teers, from $10 to $20 per month. 
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‘he bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read | 

the third time, and passed. 
LEVI ANDERSON. 

The bill (H. R. 3625) granting an increase of pension to Levi Ander- 
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole. In lieuof the pen- | 
sion of $30 per month which Levi Anderson is now receiving under act 
of Congress approved March 3, 1883, for a gunshot wound in the left 
hip-joint, the bill grants to him $40 per month on account of the gun- 
shot wound in the left hip-joint, and also on account of a gunshot 
wound in the right shoulder, both wounds having been ~_ ived by him 
in an engagement with rebel troops at White Oak, Jackson C ‘ounty, 
Missouri, and both injuries resulting now in total disability of Ander- | 
son. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. | 


MARY A. HENRY. 

The bill (H. R. 4767) grantinga pension to Mary A. Henry was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary A. Henry, widow of William Henry, | 
late a private in Company K, One hundred and fifth Regiment Penn- | 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LOU GOBRIGHT M’FALLS. 


The bill (S. 1446) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Lot Go- | 
bright McF alls was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 
vides that the pension of $20 per month heretofore granted to Mrs. Lou | 
Gobright McFalls, widow of Capt. Thaddeus B. McFalls, shall be in- | 
creased to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL BARNARD. 


The bill (H. R. 943) granting a pension to Samuel Barnard was con- 
sidered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place onthe pen- | 
sion-roll the name of Samuel Barnard, late a corporal of Company I, 
Ninety-fourth Regiment Lllinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN A CROZIER 

The bill (H. R. 1965) granting a pension to John A. Crozier was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John A. Crozier, of Madison, Ind., late second 
lieutenant of Captain Fowler’s company of artillery, attached to Ninth 
Regiment of the Indiana Legion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate 
the third time, and passed. 


SIMON E. 


, ordered to a third reading, read 


LEWIS. 

The bill (H. R. 4700) granting a pension to Simon E. 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
pension-roll the name of Simon E. 
Sixteenth United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN ROBBINS. 

The bill (H. R. 254) granting a pension to John Robbins was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John Robbins, late a private in Company A, | 
Second Illinois Volunteers (Mexican war), at the rate of $24 per month, | 
in lieu of any pension now received. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read | 
the third time, and passed. 


Lewis was con- | 

It proposes to place on the | 
Lewis, late a private in Company H, | 
| 

j 

| 

| 

| 

| 


CLARK ROBERTS. 

The bill (H. R. 1894) granting a pension to Clark Roberts was con- | 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | 
pension-roll the name of Clark Roberts, who was lately the surgeon of 
the One hundred and first Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CORNELIUS FITZGERALD. 

The bill (H. R. 282) to reinstate Cornelius Fitzgerald on the pension- | 
roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It is a direction to | 
the Secretary of the Interior to reinstate the name of Cornelius Fitz- 
gerald, late a private in Company G, One hundred and sixth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and holding certificate numbered 127269, 
on the pension-roll, and to pay him his pension, as provided by law, from | 
the date of the suspension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. KONKLE. 

The bill (H. R. 4568) granting a pension to Andrew J. Konkle was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | 
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Ty 


| the third time, 


JULY 4, 


pension-roll the name of Andrew J. Konkle, late major of the First 


| Regiment of Ohio Light Artillery. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 


| the third time, and passed. 


RIVERS BANKS. 

The bill (H. R. 6786) granting a pension to Rivers Banks was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Rivers Banks, late a private in Company (, 
North Cumberland Battalion Kentucky State Troops. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
| the third time, and passed. 


JOHN GALLOUP. 

The bill (H. R. 555) granting a pension to John Galloup was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John Galloup, late a corporal of Company F, 
Sixty-ninth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

J. G. CRAWFORD. 

The bill (H. R. 4457) granting a pension to J. G. Crawford was con- 
| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-ro]l the name of J. G. Crawford, late of Company G, Eightieth 


| Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN A. SHUCKERS. 
The bill (H. R. 2105) granting a pension to John A. Shuckers was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


| pension-roll the name of John A. Shuckers, late a private in Company 


B, First Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE 
from the 


HOUSE. 


A message House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


| Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following joint reso 
| lutions; 


in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 260) authorizing the printing and binding 


| of additional copies of the reports of the National Board of Health; and 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 276) providing for the printing of 50,000 


| copies of the first annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 


| the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 


President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of de- 
sertion; and 

A bill (H. R. 4696) to authorize the location of a branch home for 
disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in either of the States of Arkan- 
sas, Colorado, Kansas, lowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hourof 30’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the order for this hour, being the bill 
S. 2022) to establish a postal-telegraph system. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the regular order be postponed until half 
past 4 o’clock. 

Mr. PLATT. Will it not do to lay it aside informally and proceed 
with the pension cases? I think there will be no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is asked that the 
pending order be laid aside informally till half past 4 o’clock to proceed 
| with the pension cases. 

Mr. PLATT. Let no hour be fixed, but go on until the Senator 


| from Colorado calls for the regular order. 


Mr. BLAIR. I agree to that. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposition of the Senator from 


| New Hampshire is that the pending order be laid aside informally, to 


be called up at the pleasure of the Senator having it in charge, and that 
the Senate proceed for the present with pension cases. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

MRS. REBECCA HALL. 


The bill (H. R. 2091) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca Hall was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


| pension-roll the name of Rebecca Hall, widow of George R. Hall, late 


a private in Company C, Forty-eighth Regiment Missouri Infantry Vol- 


| unteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET WIGGINS. 
The bill (H. R. 2089) granting a pension to Margaret Wiggins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to placeon the 


| pension-roll the name of Margaret Wiggins, mother of Henry Wiggins, 
late a private in the Ninth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 





1884. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SARAH MINER. 


The bill (H. R. 1077) granting a pension to Sarah Miner was con- | 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah Miner, widow of Stephen B. Miner, 
formerly a master’s mate on the United States Coast Survey steamer 
Vixen. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN C. FENSCKE. 

The bill (H. R. 836) granting a pension to John C. Fenscke was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to grant to 
John C. Fenscke, late an employé of the United States Government, 
on account of wounds received while in the discharge of his duties as 
such employé, a pension at the rate of a private soldier. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY G. HAWK. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the consent of the Senate, as I have not been 
able to be in my seat all the time, to report a bill about which there 
is no controversy, and ask that it be put upon its passage, granting a 
pension to the widow of Major Hawk, who was formerly a member of 
the other House. It only gives the ordinary pension. It is a bill 
(H. R. 284) for the relief of Mary G. Hawk. I now report it back 
from the Committee on Pensions. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | 


It proposes to place on the pension-roll | many which have been passed. 


proceeded to consider the bill. 
the name of Mary G. Hawk, widow of Robert M. A. Hawk, deceased, 
late a captain and brevet major in the Ninety-second Regiment Illinois 
Volunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read | Calendar. 


the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. BECKTEL. 


The bill (H. R. 3591) for the relief of Sarah A. Becktel was announced | 


as next in order. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask now to turn back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will theSenator permit the Chair to 
all attention to the fact that three cases have been reported to-day 
and come under the order? They are not upon the printed Calendar, 
but they come within the order under which the Senate has been acting. 

Mr. PLATT. I hope I shall be recognized after they are through. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 3591) for the relief of Sarah A. Becktel. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Sarah A. Becktel, widow of Isaac 
Becktel, late of Company B, Twenty-sixth Ohio Regiment, and Com- 
pany E, Third Ohio Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PATRICK FOLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 4530) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Foley, | 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Patrick Foley, late of the crew of the 
United States steamer Ticonderoga, at the rate of $15 per month in lieu 
wf the pension now received by him. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read | 


fhe third time, and passed. 


BETSY A. MOWER. 
Mr. PLATT. 
Business 808, being the bill (H. R. 137) for the relief of Betsy A. 
Mower, of which I spoke a while ago. 
tion to it whatever. 
Mr. CONGER. 
morning will be now taken up in their order. 
Mr. PLATT. 
out that this was to be taken up. 
Mr. CONGER. We can reach them all. 
Mr. PLATT. This is regularly in order. 
Mr. CONGER. Very well. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, | 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll | 
the name of Betsy A. Mower at $50 per month in lieu of the pension | 


proceeded to consider the bill. 


she now receives. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
MARY T. BARNES. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move to take up Order of Business 605, 
being the bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary T. Barnes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam in favor of that, but the bill immediately 
preceding it is the third one of the class. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. have no objection to taking them up in 
regular order. 
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| whether reported adversely or not? 





I ask that the Senate will now consider Order of | the late Rear-Admiral Edward Middleton, of the United States Navy, 


ink there will be bjec- | : : : ; a 
I think there will be no objec consideration of House bill 2702. 


I hope the pension cases that we passed over this 


| Is there objection ? 
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Several SENATORS. Go ahead! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the understanding ? 

Mr. CONGER. Take them in their order. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I submit my motion; the Senator from 
Pennsylvania withdraws his objection 


The PRESIDING OFFICER 


Regular order! 


The Senator from Virginia asks unan- 


| imous consent to take up the bill indicated by him. 


There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee ofthe Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Mary T. Barnes, widow of Brig. Gen. Joseph K. Barnes, 
late Surgeon-General of the United States Army, at the rate of $50 
a month. 

The bill was reported 
the third time 


to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 


ana passed 
WIDOW OF 


Mr. CONGER. I hope we shall go through with this c 
I have been waiting several days to have it done 

Mr. BLAIR. That is what we are doing 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no order of business before 
the Senate concerning pension cases. 

Mr. CONGER 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
because the class of cases is not defined. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will intrust me with this matter, I will 
take a good deal of pains and see that they all go through 

Mr. CONGER. I have waited with a great deal of impatience for 
the Senate to let me reach a case that is more important than a good 


REAR-ADMIRAL MIDDLETON 


. » 
iass Ot cases 


I move we go on with this class of cases in their 


is somewhat indefinite, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michigan de- 
sire to begin with the first pension case on the Calendar? 
Mr. CONGER. I desire to proceed with the pension cases on the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ing? The Chair hears none. 
case on the Calendar. 

Mr. VEST. Does the motion go to the extent of taking up cases 
a Yes.’’] 


ThagSenator from Michigan made no 


Is there objection to that understand- 
The Secretary will begin with the first 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
definition. 

Mr. CONGER 
adversely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair now understands the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Michigan to be to begin with the first pen- 
sion case on the Calendar reported favorably, and to proceed to consider 
such as are reported favorably. 

Mr. HARRISON. No; all whether reported adversely or otherwise. 

Mr. CONGER. I name Order of Business 592, being the bill (H. R. 
4682) granting a pension to Ward B. Burnett. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 


I am not asking for the consideration of bills reported 


| House bill 2984, Order of Business 709. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposition of the Senator from 
Michigan is before the Senate asking unanimous consent. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR 


That applicant is dead. I reported the bill and would 


| do anything possible to get it through, but General Burnett is dead. 


The next bill, Order of Business 604, is a Senate bill and it can not 
possibly be considered, but I think there is a House bill somewhere 


| and I am going to hunt for it, and if the Senate will be willing to go 


on with these cases they will all come out right. The next one to the 
one we began with this morning is that of Mrs. Middleton, widow of 
No. 769 in the Order of Business. I move that we now proceed to the 
Order of Business 769. 

It is the impression of the Chair—— 
I withdraw my application in favor of the Senator 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. CONGER. 


. : | from New Hampshire. 
It was understood a while ago when the Senator was | I 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 2702. 
The Chair hears none 
Is that reported adversely ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is one of these same cases 

Mr. VEST. An adverse report? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is unable to state how the 
bill was reported It will be ascertained by the Secretary. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no objection to the consideration of the case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 2702) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellida I. Middleton, widow 
of the late Rear-Admiral Edward Middleton, United States Navy. It 


Mr. VEST. 


| proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Ellida I. Middleton. 


widow of the late Rear-Admiral Edward Middleton, United States 
Navy, at $50 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 
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Mr. VEST. Iam perfectly willing to agree to anything in a good- | 
natured way, but I see marked here ‘‘ views of the minority”’ as to 
this claim, and so with a number of other cases. I do not know who 
the minority is or what the question at issue is. I can not take the 
private assurance of Senators that it is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In this case the Senator from New | 
Hampshire did not propose to proceed with the consideration of unob- | 
jected cases. The Senator from New Hampshire moved to proceed to 
the consideration of this bill without stating whether it was reported 
favorably or not, and unanimous consent was given. The bill is be- 
fore the Senate. : 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. ; 


JULIET H. PALMER. 


Mr. GORMAN. 
Senate bill 1287. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is one of the same class of cases. 

By unanimous consent the bill (8. 1287) for the relief of Juliet H. 
Palmer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for 
the payment, out of the Navy pension fund, to Juliet H. Palmer, 
widow of the late Surgeon-General James C. Palmer, United States 
Navy, of $50 per month, during her widowhood, in lieu of her present | 
pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


I ask the consideration of Order of Business 727, 


FANNIE 8. BEAUMONT. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Order of Business 770, being the bill (H. R. 747) 
granting an increase of pension to Fannie 8. Beaumont. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Fannie 8. Beaumont, widow of John C. Beaumont, late an 
admiralin the Navy of the United States, at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ANNA J. FOSTER. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask unanimous consent to consider Order of Business 
771, being House bill 6766. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 6766) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Anna J. Foster was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place the name of Mrs. Anna J. Foster, widow of Maj. Gen. 
John G. Foster, on the pension-roll at $50 a month in lieu of the pen- 
sion now paid her. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 





HENRIETTA A. LEWIS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the next in order, Order of Business 772. 

There being no objection the bill (S. 1858) to increase the pension of 
Henrietta A. Lewis, widow of Capt. Robert F. R. Lewis, United States 
Navy, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Henrietta A. Lewis, widow of Robert F. R. 
Lewis, lately a captain in the United States Navy, from $30 to $50 per 
month, to continue during her widowhood. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if it is proposed now to give a pension of $50 in every case not- 
withstanding an adverse report to widows of captains as well as of rear- 
admirals and commodores? 

Mr. BLAIR. This was a very peculiar case where this lady’s hus- 
band, by the peculiarities of the locality of service, failed of a promo- 
tion that the present Admiral of the Navy said he ought to have had 
years ago. The widow is very poor, and there are several helpless 
children. The committee thought the equities of the case placed her 
on a par with many others. 

Mr. PLUMB. There are about a million and a half of men who, by 
peculiarities of service and their own peculiarities, failed to be pro- 
moted. I have no doubt many persons would certify that they ought 
all to have been promoted; but they were not promoted, and they are 
under the ban of non-promotion. The Senator from New Hampshire, 
in the kindness of his heart, proposes to take up a very limited num- 
ber of people and put them up in this conspicuous way. I hope the 
bill will not pass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRIETTA M. SANDS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 441, being the bill (S. 929) granting a pension to 
Caroline Treckell. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish the Senator from Kansas would let these 
cases go on in order. We can reach that ina minute ortwo. There 
are only two or three of them. 

Mr. PLUMB. Have we not taken up bills after that? 

Mr. HARRISON. No; there is Order of Business 821 of the same 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JULY 4, 





kind. The Senator from New Hampshire will call them all right 
through. 


Mr. BLAIR. If there is no objection, I ask unanimous consent to 
take up Order of Business 773, being Senate bill 1286. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears none. 

By unanimous consent the bill (S. 1286) for the relief of Henrietta 
M. Sands was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 
for the payment, out of the Navy pension fund, to Mrs. Henrietta M. 
Sands, widow of the late Rear-Admiral Benjamin F. Sands, United 
States Navy, of $50 per month, during her widowhood, in lieu of her 
present pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JULIA T. SCOTT. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move to take up the next order of business, 774. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (8.526) granting a pension of $50 per 
month, to be paid out of the naval pension fund, to Julia T. Scott, 
widow of Gustavus H. Scott, late a rear-admiral in the United States 
Navy, and for forty-six years in the active service. 

The bill was reported to theSenate, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. VIRGINIA ZEILIN. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask now for the consideration of Order of Business 
821, being House bill 6767. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 6767) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Virginia Zeilin was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. 
Virginia Zeilin, widow of Brig. Gen. Jacob Zeilin, late of the United 
States Marine Corps, at $50 per month, in lieu of the pension she is now 
receiving. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire what was the reason of the adverse report. 

Mr. BLAIR. Asin all the rest of these cases, sometimes the commit- 
tee voted the bills down and sometimes reported favorably. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand there is an adverse recommendation by 
the committee in this case. 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes; but the same question we have fought out in the 
other cases. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

APOLLINE A. BLAIR. 

Mr. VEST. lIask unanimous consent now to take up Order of Busi- 
ness 709, being House bill 2984. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2984) granting additional pension 
to Apolline A. Blair, widow of the late General Francis P. Blair, and’ 
for other purposes. It provides for the payment to Apolline A. Blair, 
widow of Francis P. Blair, late a major-general in the United States 
Army, of $5,000 in full compensation and payment for money and time 
expended by General Blair in enlisting men and organizing troops for 
United States armies, and that hereafter Apolline A. Blair shall receive, 
in lieu of other pension, the sum of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LUCY LE G. JEFFERS. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask unanimous consent to take up Order of Business 
604, being Senate bill 1337. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 1337) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucy Le G. Jeffers, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to increase the pension of Lucy Le G. Jeffers, 
widow of the late Commodore William N. Jeffers, United States Navy, 
from $25 to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE TRECKELL. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to take up Order of Business 441, being Sen- 
ate bill 929, a pension case. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 929) granting a pension to Caroline 
Treckell. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Caro- 
line Treckell, widow of Lieut. Greenbury Treckell, deceased, late of 
the Aubrey Cavalry Company, Kansas Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT L. WILLEY. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 709) granting a pension to Robert L. Willey. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to considerthe bill. It proposes to place on the pen- 
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sion-roll the name of Robert L. Willey, late a corporal of Company H, | 
First Regiment Maine Heavy Artillery Volunteers. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Is there a report in that case? 

Mr. HALE. There is a report. . 

Mr. PENDLETON. Will the Senator make a brief statement ? 

Mr. HALE. This isa case that does not come within the letter of | 
the law. There is no doubt aboutthat. The man had along service. | 
All his record is of the best kind. He was at home upon a furlough, 
and was wounded by the explosion of a cannon fired on the Fourth of 
July. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I have no objection to the bill after the state- 
ment of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. There will be no objection to it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHARINE SCHOOLS. 


Mr. GROOME. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 750) granting a pension to Catharine Schools. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to placeon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Catharine Schools, widow of Thomas Schools, 





deceased, late a private in Company C, First Regiment of Delaware 
Infantry Volunteers. 

Mr. BECK. I am told that there are adverse reports in these cases. 
Is there an adverse report in the case now up? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY inthe chair). The Sec- 
retary informs the Chair that there is an adverse report in the case. 

Mr. BECK. I did not suppose there would be any bill passed with 
an adverse report without the report being read. I am told that in a 
number of cases bills have already been passed where the adverse re- 
ports have not been read. I should like to hear the report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator call for the reading 
of the report ? 

Mr. BECK. I do; and I shall call for the reading of all adverse re- 
ports while I am in the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report submitted by Mr. JACKSON 
February 19, 1884: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 750) granting 
a pension to Catharine Schools, have considered the same and respectfully re- 
port: 

That Thomas Schools, in September, 1861, enlisted asa private in Company C, 
First Regiment Delaware Volunteers; that he was discharged September 8, 1862, 
on surgeon’s certificate of disability; that on the 9th October, 1862, he filed his 
application for pension, alleging as the basis of his claim that while at Camp Ham- 
ilton, Virginia, on picket duty, early in summer of 1862, he caught a severe cold 
from the expostire at that time, and from the effects of said cold he became unfit 
for duty and was discharged; that the disease brought on hemorrhage of the 
lungs, from which he still suffers. 

The case lingered along in the Pension Office awaiting proof, and while so 
pending the claimant died, February 26, 1879. The evidence shows that his 
death was probably due to drowning, as his body was found in the water at 
Wilmington, Del., on that day, and no other cause of death is established. His 
widow, Catharine Schools, was allowed to perfect and complete the husband’s 
claim, which she did by proving that he suffered with lung disease from date of 
discharge to date of death, and the claim was admitted January 19, 1883, at $6 
per month (the rate of disability established), from September 9, 1862, to Febru- 
ary 26, 1879, the date of his death; and this accrued pension was paid to the 
widow in accordance with section 4718 Revised Statutes. 

While perfecting the husband’s claim, to secure the benefit of the accrued 
pension thereunder, the said Catharine Schools filed her own application, Sep- 
tember 27,1879,claiming pension as widow, and stating that the immediate 
cause of her husband’s death was unknown and was supposed to be accidental. 
Two witnesses made substantially the same statement, ‘that his death was a 
supposed accident, as his body was found in the water at Wilmington, Del., but 
the immediate cause was unknown.”’ Under date of December 29, 1881, the at- 
torney of claimant informed the Pension Bureau that no further proof could be 
furnished. The widow's claim was accordingly rejected on the ground that 
the immediate cause of soldier's death was not connected with the military 
service. She now applies to Congress for relief upon the same state of facts. 
There is nothing so exceptional in the case as to justify special legislative relief, 
and your committee therefore recommend that the bill be indefinitely post- 
poned by the Senate. 


Mr. BLAIR. IThopethe bill will pass. Thesoldierdied from disabili- 
ties contracted in the service. He was prosecuting his claim for a pen- 
sion. An accident cut off his life, but shortened it very little. If he 
had not met with the accident he would very soon have died from dis- 
ease contracted in the service, and the widow under the strict letter of 
the law would have been entitled to what is claimed under the bill. I 
hope she will be relieved by the action of the Senate. 

Mr. GROOME. I wish to add to what was stated by the Senator 
from New Hampshire that the soldier whose widow it is proposed to 
pension entered the Army a sound man. Before the war was half over 
he was discharged for disability, and returned home apparently suffer- 
ing with consumption. He lingered for years without securing the 
pension for which he early applied. One day he was missing, and a 
few days later his body was found floating in a river of Delaware. 
This raised a presumption which could not be rebutted that the imme- 
diate cause of his death was drowning, and not his pulmonary trouble. 
Assuming this presumption tobe correct, he certainly would have died 
at an early day from disease contracted in the service if his life had not 
been shortened by the accident. His widow was allowed to complete 
his pension claim and secure a pension for the period up to the date of 


his death, but it was not allowed to continue after that event, as the 
Department was of opinion that his death was not traceable to disease 


| contracted in the service. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is a clear case. 

Mr. GROOME. Under the circumstances, I think it is a clear case 
for a pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. WRIGHT. ° 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1144) granting a pension to John W. Wright. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John W. Wright, late a private in Company D, 
Seventy-seventh Regiment Enrolled Militia of Missouri. 

Mr. BECK. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. JACKSON 
April 1, 1884: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1144) granting 


a pension to John W. Wright, having carefully examined the same, report as 
follows : 

John W. Wright, late a member of Company D, Seventy-seventh Enrolled 
Missouri Militia, on May 21, 1877, filed his application for a pension, alleging 
that on January 9, 1863, near the line of Jackson County, Missouri, he received 
a wound through his left breast and left arm, the First Missouri Cavalry by 
mistake firing upon the camps. The Commissioner of Pensions rejected the 
claim on the grounds that ‘“‘the soldier was a member of the State militia and 
not in the military service of the United States, as shown by the official records, 
and as he failed to prosecute his claim to a successful issue prior to July 4, 1874, 
as provided by section 4693 of the Revised Statutes.” 

It appears from the papers that the wound received bythe claimant was a 
slight one, causing little or no permanent injury or disability. The ball cut 
slightly the left breast and passed through the fleshy part of left arm below the 
elbow. The claimant was disabled for only about six weeks. The papers fail 
to show any existing disability. 

The committee accordingly recommend that the bill be indefinitely postponed 
by the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ABBY P. ARNOLD. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 764) granting an increase of pension to Abby P. 
Arnold. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Abby P. Arnold, widow of the late General Richard Arnold, 
United States Army, from $20 to $50 per month. 

Mr. BECK. lILask for the reading of the report. It. is an adverse 
report, I understand, proposing to give a pension of $50 amonth. For 
one, I want to hear the report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is of the same class which has been acted upon 
all afternoon by the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. So I understand; but I think there ought to be a record 
of the adverse report, to show how little use it is to make adverse re- 
ports and let the RECORD show that these bills are passed in spite of 
an adverse report. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. She is the widow of a very gallant general officer, 
and the only question involved is whether she is entitled to the in- 
crease. 

Mr. BECK. I understand that a number of members of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions are now absent. Gentlemen who made the adverse 
report are not here to tell why they did it. If the billsare to be passed 
in their absence, the report at least ought to be made a part of the 
record, to show that they had some reason for reporting adversely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that there is 
no written report in this case. 

Mr. BECK. Then upon what ground was the bill reported ad- 
versely ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Because she is the widow of a general officer, and 
the committee at that time were reporting this class of cases adversely. 
They reported eight or ten cases of the same nature adversely and the 
Senate has passed them allto-day. I only ask that this lady may have 
the same consideration which the other widows have had. 

Mr. BECK. I supposed when it was started that they would all 
come in. I am not a member of the Pension Committee and I do not 
know anything about the case. I have noreason to giveagainstit. I 
desired to have the report read. The members of the committee who 
made the report I supposé are not now here, as a number of them are 
absent. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


. MARY K. S. EATON. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary 
K. S. Eaton. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to increase the pen- 
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sion now allowed to Mrs. Mary K. 8. Eaton, widow of General Amgs | 


B. Eaton, late Commissary-General of the Army of the United States, 
from $30 to $50 per month 

Mr. BECK. Is there a report in that case? 

Che PRESIDING OFFICER. There 
tacky calls for the reading of the report 

Che Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. WILSON, 
June Lsk4 

I ommittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 468 

f per nto Mrs. Mary K Eaton, report as follows 

Eaton, for whose benefit this bill was introduced into the Senate, is now 

er at the rate of $30 per month receiving this pension 

he date of the approval of the special act of Congress grant- 
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under ration should be taken as conclusive relative 
ension justified by them when said act was passed. The com 
the judgment so « xpressed for the case was one of great 
or additional facts have been brought to the attention of 
the present bill is reported adversely 


\PHAM. I only desire to state that since the passage of the 

Mrs. Eaton $30 a month the whole policy of the Government 
in regard to this class of cases has been changed and $50 a month is the 
rate now allowed Mrs. Eaton is eight years older than she was when 
the pension was granted her. She is old and in needy circumstances. 
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She has the advantage of most applicants in the fact that she is the | 


widow of two major-generals. She has lost two of that rank in the 
course of her life, and so has a double claim for the pension which is 
asked for in this case. 

Mr. BECK. 
given her of $30 a month by special act, and now, against the report of 
the committee, with no cause for it, it is proposed to increase it to $50. 
Her husband was Commissary-General, I understand. Swch officers do 
not generally do much fighting. There is no evidence that there is any 
necessity for increasing the pension. I shall only call for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time. 
The 
chair The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
Mr. BECK. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 
Che yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken resulted—yeas 27, 
nays 14; as follows 


2 


YEAS—27. 


MeMillan, 
Mahone, 

Miller of Cal., 
Miller of N. Y., 
Mitchell, 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 


14. 


Jonas, 
Maxey, 
Pendleton 
Pugh, 


ABSENT—% 


Jones of Nevada, 
Kenna, 

Lamar, 

Logan, 
McPherson 
Manderson 

Platt, 

Plumb, 

Ransom, 


Aldrich, 

Blair, 

Bowen 

Cameron of Pa., 
Cameron of Wis., 
Conger, 

Cullom 


Dolph, 
Frye, 
Harrison 
Hawley, 
Hill, 
Ingalls, 
Lapham, 


Palmer. 
Pike, 
Riddleberger, 
Sawyer, 
Sewell, 
Voorhees. 


Ss 
Beck 
Brown 
Coke 
Colquitt 


Farley, 
Gorman, 
(jroome, 
Hampton, 


Vest, 
Wilson 


Allison 
Anthony, 
Bayard 
Butler 
Call 
Camden 
Cockrell 
Dawes 


Fair, 

Garland, 
George 

Gibson 

Hale, 

Harris, 

Hoar, 

Jackson 

Jones of Florida, 


Sabin, 
Saulsbury, 
Sherman, 
Slater, 
Vance, 
Van Wyck, 
Walker, 
Williams 


Edmunds, 


So the bill was passed 
REUBEN MARSHALL 


Mr. INGALLS. The House of Representatives passed a bill (H. R 
569) granting a pension to Reuben Marshall, a bill (H 
ing a pension to M. H. Clements, and a bill (H. R. 562) granting a 
pension to H. E. Van Trees. These bills were all reported adversely by 
the Committee on Pensions of the Senate upon the ground that the per- 
sons were members of a militia company who were called out to repel 
an Indian invasion. One of these claimants lost both his legs above 
the knee and also a part of his hand; another lost both his legs near 
the knee, and the third lost both his feet. I ask that these bills may | 
be passed by the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say that this very day we passed a bill giv- | 
ing a pension to an officer of the militia service in Indiana who lost his 
arm (I think that was the disability he received) when acting under 
orders of his superior officer, and by the direction of a general order 
from the governor of the State, firing a salute in honor of the capture 
of Vicksburg. This must.be a very much stronger case as stated by 
the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. MAXEY. lask the Senator from Kansas under what authority 
the militia were called out? 

Mr. INGALLS. By the authority of the governor of the State. I | 
move that the Senate proceed to consider the bill (H. R. 569) granting | 
a pension to Reuben Marshall. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 


I understand that this is a case where a pension was 


PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 


R. 570) grant- | 


JULY 4 


’ 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Reuben Marshall, late a private in the Kansas 
volunteer militia 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


M. H. CLEMENTS. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 570) granting a pension to M. H. Clements 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of th: 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of M. H. Clements, late a private in the Kansas 
volunteer militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


I move that the Senate proceed to the considera 
H. R. 562) granting a pension to H. E. Van Trees 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of th« 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
| pension-roll the name of H. E 
Kansas volunteer militia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
| upon what ground. 
Mr. FARLEY. 
aiversely reported. 

Mr. INGALLS. The bill passed the House of Representatives, and 
was reported adversely by the committee here upon the ground that th: 
person was a member of the State militia called out to repel an Indian 
invasion. In the discharge of his duty his legs were frozen and both 
amputated at the ankle-joint, in which position he now remains. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
| Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 

committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
| the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7235) making appro 
| priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
| ending June 30, 1884, and for prior years, and for those certified as 
due by the accounting officers of the Treasury in accordance with sec- 
tion 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid from permanent ap- 
| propriations, and for other purposes; further insisted upon its disagree- 

ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 5, 6,.7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 
19, 21, 22, 39, 47, 48, 49, 85, 86, 87, 92, 101, 110, 117, 122, and 1338, 
insisted upon by the Senate; agreed to the further conference asked by 
the Senate on the disagreeing votesof the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. J. N. 
| BURNEs of Missouri, and Mr. WILLIAM H. CALKINS of Indiana man- 
agers at the further conference on the part of the House. 

LAURA PRINE. 
| Mr. CALL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 986) granting a pension to Laura Prine. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 

| Whole, proceeded to consider thebill. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Laura Prine, only surviving daughter and heir of 
| Robert F. Prine, who served as a private in Capt. F. M. Durrance’s 
company of cavalry in the Indian war of 1856 and 1857, and was killed 
by the Indians, while so serving, on the 16th day of June, 1856, at a 
battle on or near Peace Creek, in Florida. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the adverse report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report of the committee will 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. JAack- 
SON, February 26, 1884: 


E. VAN TREES. 


Mr. INGALLS 
tion of the bill 


It proposes to place on the 
Van Trees, late a first lieutenant in the 
That is reported adversely. 


I should like to know 


About fifty bills have been passed to-day which were 
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The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (S. 986) granting 


| a pension to Laura Prine, having examined the same, submit the following re- 


ror: 
. Laura Prine is the daughter of private Robert F. Prine. Said Robert F. Prine 
was enlisted in Captain Durrance’s company in the Florida war, and was killed 
while in the line of his duty at Peace Creek, Florida, on June I4, 1856. Laura 
Prine filed her application for pension as minor child on April 5, 1880, and it was 
rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions, under section 4713 of the Revised 
Statutes 

“The claim was not filed within three years of the time the right accrued 
(which was the date of the widow's remarriage, about 1857), and therefore as 


| pension would commence from date of filing the last paper necessary to estab- 


lish the claim, and the claimant has been 16 years of age for several years, there 
is no period oi time for which pension could be paid if granted.” 

In this action of the Commissioner no error is discovered, and no special rea 
son appears from the papers before your committee for making this case an ex- 
ception to the general rule. The case was before your committee at the first 
session of the Forty-seventh Congress, was then carefully considered and re- 
ported upon adversely. It is again before us upon the same state of facts, and 
the committee again recommend that the bill be indefinitely postponed by the 
Senate. 


Mr. CALL. It will be seen by any one who will examine the law 
that section 4713 of the Revised Statutes has no reference to this case 
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and that the limitation which is supposed to be contained therein has 
no application whatever to it. That section provides that— 

In all eases in which the cause of disability or death originated in the service 
prior to the 4th day of March, 1861, and an application for pension shall not 
have been filed within three years from the discharge or death of the person on 
whose account the claim is made, or within three years of the termination of a 
pension prey iously granted on account of the service and death of the same per- 
son, the pension shall commence from the date of filing by the party prosecut- 
ing the claim the last paper requisite to establish the same. But no claim al- 
lowed prior to the 6th day of June, 1866, shall be affected by anything herein 
contained. 

That section, which is alleged as the reason for rejecting this claim, 
has no reference whatever to it. The papers show that this man was 
killed in the service of the United States in actual battle, an enlisted 
soldier; that his child was then an infant of two years, and that she 
has been an imbecile as well as a pauper ever since. She was wholly 
unadvised of her rights under the law, and was prevented if she had 
been advised during the period of the war from making any applica- 
tion, and was without a guardian. Being still a dependent and still a 
pauper, the bill proposes to give the amount which the law would give 
her to the period when she was 16 years of age. 

There is no objection to the bill in law, because an imbecile is not 
responsible for any limitation of time. ‘There is no objection on ac- 
count of service, because the man gave his life and came within the 
conditions of the law. There can be no ground of reason and no ground 
of humanity, when this man gave his life in conformity with the law, 
why his child, a pauper and an imbecile, should not have the stipend 
allowed by the law up to the time when she was 16 years of age. I 
appeal to the justice as well as the compassion of the Senate that she 
may be allowed this pension. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have not been able to give attention to the bill. I 
should like to ask the Senator what is the effect of its passage. Does 
it give this imbecile girl simplya pension from the date of its passage ? 

Mr. CALL. The bill simply places her on the pension-rol), subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill ought to be passed if it provides for that; but 
if it provides for arrears of course that is another question. 

Mr. CALL. Iam perfectly willing that the bill shall be amended 
so as to give her the pension from this time. I donot seek to give her 
a pension in the sense of arrears. I will accept any amendment the 
Senator from New Hampshire may propose. 

Mr. BLAIR. After the word ‘‘ roll,’’ in line 4, I move to insert: 

The pension to be paid, at the rate of $8 per month, from and after the passage 
of this act, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MARIE LOUISE CRAVEN. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1228) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Marie Lou- 
ise Craven. This is the widow of Captain Craven, who went down with 
his monitor at the head of the fleet of Farragut steaming into Mobile 
Bay. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 1t proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mrs. Marie Louise Craven, widow of T. A. M. 
Craven, Jate a commander in the United States Navy, at $50 per month. 


be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH NICOLL CRANE, 
Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 1930) granting a pension to Sarah Nicoll Crane. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pen- 
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Mr. CULLOM. I hope that by unanimous consent the bill increas- 
ing the pension of Mrs. Stribling may be considered It 
meritorious case. 

The bill (H. R. 2869) for increase of pension of Martha T. Stribling, 
widow of Cornelius K. Stribling, late a rear-admiral in the United 
States Navy, was considered as in Committee of the Whole It pro- 
poses to increase the pension of Martha T. Stribling, widow of Corne- 
lius K. Stribling, late a rear-admiral in the United States Navy, and to 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


is a@ Very 


WILLIAM W. AVERELL. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2487) for the relief of Bvt. Maj. Gen. 
William W. Averell, United States Army. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It will be noticed that the Committee 
on Military Affairs have reported an amendment. I trust that the 
amendment will not prevail. This is a House bill, and it is desired to 
pass it in precisely the shape in which it came to us from the House. 
The only difference between the bill as it passed the House and the bill 
as amended by the Senate committee is in the grade in which it is pro- 
posed to retire General Averell. The principle is precisely the same 
The House proposes to retire him as a colonel, while the amendment of 
the committee proposes to retire him as captain. 

I do not desire to discuss the question. I do not think it is neces- 
sary. If anything is to come of it the bill should pass the Senate as 
it came from the House, and certainly it is proper that he should be re- 
tired in that grade. 

Mr. HARRISON. This bill is one of a very numerous lot of bills 
which have been under consideration by the Military Committee. We 
are constantly beset at every session of Congress to place on the retired- 
list, on three-quarter pay, officers who for one reason or other left the 
regular Army and sought civil life and followed its pursuits for a num- 
ber of years, and who by reason of failing health or misfortune in busi- 
ness or some reason find themselves disabled from obtaining a living. 
It is simply pension; that is allitis. It is not a pension in form, btt 
a pension in fact. The Military Committee of the Senate in reporting 
this amendment determined that in’ every case where that was done, 
where they consented at all to do it, they would report that the officer 
should go upon the retired-list as of the rank he actually held in the 
regular Army at the time he left it, not the rank he held in the volun- 
teer service but the rank he held in the regular Army at the time he 
left it; in other words, to give him precisely the same advantage he 
would have had if he had gone upon the retired-list at the time he left 
the Army. That is the reason for reporting thisamendment. If Gen- 
eral Averell, instead of seeking private pursuits, had gone upon the re- 
tired-list at the time he left the Army, he would have gone upon the 


| list with the rank of captain, nothing higher. 


I want to call attention also to the fact that the Senate voted yester- 
day to sustain a veto in the case of Fitz-John Porter where the objec- 
tion of the President to the bill was put upon grounds that would be 
fatal to this and every other like bill. The President placed his objec- 
tion to that bill upon the ground that it was practically creating an 
office on the condition that it should be filled by a particular person, 


The bill w F ; } : a ee | which is true of all these bills that seek to place persons who have gone 
1e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | out of the A1 my upon the retired-list. 


I have myself felt that, meritorious as many of these cases are, strongly 


| as they appeal to our sympathy by reason of the gallant services which 
| these officers rendered during the war, the only just way was, the only 


sion-roll the name of Sarah Nicoll Crane, widow of Brig. Gen. Charles | ™©& 
| fixing the amount, but I do not think we ought to yield to the request 






H. Crane, deceased, late Surgeon-General of the United States Army, 
at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
@ third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA T. STRIBLING. 

_Mr. HARRISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. 
now. 


I hope we shall finish these cases 


Mr. BLAIR. There is one case, that of Mrs. Stribling, widow of 


Rear-Admiral Stribling, which was reported favorably by the commit- 
tee to-day. The Senator from Illinois [ Mr. CuLLOM] isinterested in the 
ase, 

Mr. CULLOM. That is one of the most meritorious cases that has 
‘been before the Senate, and I hope it will be taken up and passed. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will yield for that purpose only, if I may do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can not do that. 

Mr. HARRISON. Very good; [ withdraw the motion. 
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just way to the volunteer officers of the Army who can not go on the 
retired-iist at all, the only just way to disabled men who rendered sim- 
ilar services and suffered similar disabilities, is to take care of all these 
meritorious cases by appropriate pensions, and I would be liberal in 


of the Senator from New York to place an officer upon the retired-list 
with a grade he never held in the Army of the United States, giving 


| him the benefit of his volunteer rank upon a retired-list to which no 


volunteer officers had any access at all. The Senator can not say more 
than I will say about the distinguished character of the services of Gen- 
eral Averell and his merits; but it was with the view I have stated 
that the committee reported this amendment 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, when Congress have prepared a gen 
eral bill either for retiring or for pensioning, then it will be very well 
to object to the passage of a special bill. Until they have acted upon 
that, the merits of this case being admitted, I am very sorry to see the 
opposition to the bill. if thereis any one among the officers who have 
rendered gallant services to their country and are well deserving of 
their country, it is General Averell. There is no objection to this bill 
on account of his service. 

It has been the custom of Congress to retire officers who have been 
wounded or slightly wounded with the rank which they held at the 
time of receiving the wounds. That was the case with General Heint- 
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, and a score of men that I could mention, for no 
ther reason than that they held that rank in the volunteer army at 
‘ived their wounds. I hope this bill may pass. 
a general bill is pre pared let the other cases come under the bill 
Mr. HARRISON There was such a law as the Senator from Michi- 
has spoken of, giving the benefit of their volunteer rank to regular 
flicers on retirement, but that was repealed a long time ago. 
Mr. CONGER 
Mr. HARRISON It may be that we have passed some special acts. 
I am prepared to be told that we have done almost anything in these 
but the Committee on Military Affairs thought there should be 
me uniform rule, and it is making a most favorable exception of an 
officer to put him back on the retired-list after he has voluntarily left 
and to put him back with the rank he held then is all that 
ft asked in any case 
Mr. MILLER, of New York I will not detain; but at the breaking 
of the Averell was a captain in the regular Army. 
took service in the volunteer forces of the country in command of a 


zeiman, General Casey 


he time they ree 


But Congress by a special act—— 
cases 
the service 


ought to be 


war General 


iment, was promoted through all the ranks upto that of major-gen- | 


eral, and se 


] 


rved for a year or two as major-general. If he had contin- 

his service in the regular Army during the war, instead of taking 

ce with the volunteers, he undoubtedly would have been promoted 
| times during the war 


HARRISON. Not necessarily, the Senator will allow me. 


ular Army 
Mr. MILLER, of New York. There is no question between us ex- 
cept the question of rank. The House has passed the bill with the rank 
of colonel, and as the Senate committee have suggested it amounts to a 
pension bill. Of course the question is what the pension shall be. It 
depends upon the grade. The House have given him the grade of col- 
onel, and | hope the Senate will pass the bill just as it came from the 
House 
Mr. HAWLEY. I had the honor of reporting this bill favorably, 
and did it with great satisfaction. It is true the committee directed 
me to report it with an amendment placing him on the retired-list with 
the rank of captain only, but Iam perfectly willing to be overruled, 
and having reserved the liberty that every committeeman has, I shall 
vote to overrule myself in order to concur with the House and place 
him on the list with the rank of colonel. He was wounded by a shot 
in the head from which he has never entirely recovered; some of his 
bs are broken, his leg is shot through with a rifle ball and one is per- 
manently shorter than the other. He left the Army, it is true, about 
the close of the war, despondent about military service, and thinking 
he could get a living in civil life. Had he stayed a little longer in the 
Army he would have been retired as a major-general. His health has 
broken down since thattime. The details I need not gointo. I know 
them from long acquaintance with him. I know them 
geon who attended him. He has been in the grave virtually several 
is out of it now, Iam happy to say, and I hepe will live 
many years longer 
He was a captain in the regular Army, and failed of promotion un- 
doubtedly because of his going into the volunteer service, where he rose 
to the rank of major-general He has an extraordinary record of service 
as a cavalry officer during the war as well as against the Indians before 
the war 
to sit as a sort of court of equity, and to remedy those things in whitch 
the law by reason of its universality is deficient. This is exactly one 
of those cases We are not setting an extraordinary precedent, for we 
shall have no such great waragain. There are numberless cases where 
| hold that men have not had the honor or the reward that a great 
country might very well give them 


times: he 


iant soldier 

Mr. HAMPTON. I concur very fully with what the Senator from 
Connecticut has just said, and being on the committee, I desire to see 
this officer retired with the rank of colonel. The Senator was in- 


structed by the committee to propose to put him with the grade of 
I feel that I am not do- | 


captain, and of course that report was made. 
ing anything against the committee when‘I express my opinion and 
bear a very cheerful and willing testimony to all that the Senator 
from Connecticut has said about General Averell, whom I had the honor 
of fighting very often during the war. 

‘he PRESIDING OFFICER 
the Committee on Military Affairs 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the report in this case been read ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator will consent to the shortening 
of some portion of it. Read the report without the exhibits. 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Missouri con- 
sent that the report shall be read without the exhibits ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to bear the exhibits and the whole 
cust 
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This 
as a volunteer officer did not interfere with promotion in the | 


from the sur- | 


|} a general act authorizing every 


I wish to give the rank on the | 
retired-list of captain or colonel—I hope it will be colonel to this brill- | 


The question is on the amendment of 


JULY 4 


The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Haw ey 
April 8, 1884: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H.R. 24. 
for the relief of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. Averell, respectfully report: 

hat this bill has been considered by the committee, and it recommends t] 
passage of the bill with the following amendment 

Strike out all after the word * volunteers,’ in the tenth line, and insert th, 
following: *‘a captain in the United States Army: and the President is furthe; 
authorized to place said Averell, when so appointed, on the retired-list, with th: 
pay and emoluments of a retired officer of the rank of captain; and the retir« 
list is hereby enlarged forthis purpose, and no further, so as to place said Aver 
ell on said list 

The committee adopts as a statement of facts substantially the reports mack 
in the House in the Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth Congresses, as follows, | 
incorporating therein its own conclusions and recommendations: 

In recommending, as we do, the passage of the present bill, we do not deem 
necessary to enter into any full account of the military services of that offic 
during the time he was connected with the regular Army These services a 
their results were so great and conspicuous as to have passed into the history of 
the country, and to have become familiar knowledge with all the members of 
the House. We shall do no more in this regard, therefore, than to attach to this 
paper an abstract of his military history as derived from the official records « 
the Government, which we make Exhibit A, together with a list of the battles 
in which General Averell was engaged, which has been furnished to the cor 
mittee by the Adjutant-General of the United States Army, and which we mak: 
Exhibit B. For the purpose of indicating the relations sustained to these en 
gagements by General Averell, we have added to the report of the Adjutant 
General those parts of Exhibit B which are embraced in brackets 

Since, however, the principal grounds upon which this application to be plac 
upon the retired-list is based are disability and incapacity, which are “ the r« 
sult and incident” of the said service, and because this fact is, in its nature, o1 
which can not be fully disclosed by the public records, we have thought it best 
to obtain, and attach to this paper, such a statement of the nature of Gener 
A verell’s services, the circumstances under which they were rendered, the j 
juries and wounds he received, and of the effect of the service upon his health 
as would be the most reliable, as based on actual personal knowledge, and would 


| show the nature of such disability, and that it is “the result of an incident of 


the service.”’ 

Such a statement we hereto attach, marked Exhibit C, dated 2th January 
1879, addressed to Hon. Horace B. Srrair, of the Military Committee of th: 
House of Representatives by W. D. Stewart, brevet lieutenant-colonel and late 
surgeon of United States Volunteers. It will be seen that this officer was a men 
ber of General Averell’s staff, was his constant companion throughout the lat« 
war, and is, of all others, perhaps the most competent person living to give truc 


| and full information as to the arduousness of the general's services, the nature 


and effect of his wounds and disabilities, and the causes thereof, and of the dai 


| ger td his life to be apprehended from his continuing in the service after the 


period at which his growing disabilities compelled him to resign, as explained 
by Dr. Stewart in his said letter 

This resignation occurred on the 18th of May, 1865, and not until he had passed 
through all the perils, exposures, and hardships of the entire war, had seen th« 
complete restoration of peace, had written in his country’s history one of its 
most brilliant chapters. We can not be mistaken in saying that in the innumer 
able examples of patriotic service furnished by the late war no one combines 
it more of constant and protracted exposure, danger, and exhausting toil, greater 
demand for vigilance, sagacity, energy, and self-reliant command, more mas 
terly ability, both in plan and execution, or more uniform success in campaig 
or battle, than is shown in the services of General Averell 

When at last he was prompted to resignation by the effect of his honorabk 
wounds, there was no law ip existence which suffered him to be retired with 
the rank and pay which he had long held in the volunteer army, and in whi 
he had led as commander portions of our armies to some of their most impor 
tant victories. 

To this fact we call special attention in connection with the other fact, that i 
precisely one year, two months, and thirteen days after his said resignation th« 


| Congress did, for every citizen of the United States who sustained to the coun 


try the identical relation which General Averell sustained as a disabled office: 
of the regular Army on the day of his resignation, precisely what the present 
bill proposes to do for him now rhe Congress, on the 28th of July, 1866, passed 
“ officer of the regular Army, entitled to be re 
tired on account of disability occasioned by wounds received in battle, to be re 


| tired upon the full rank of the command held by them, whether in the regular 


We are here to make exceptions in some cases; we are obliged | : oor > 
| are the words of the act as found in 14 Statutes at Large, page 337, section 32 


Army or volunteer service at the time such wounds were These 


received.” 

All that the present bill, with the amendment proposed by this committee, 
enacted into law, will do for this distinguished officer is to put him en the re 
tired-list with the rank of captain, being the rank he held in the line of the reg 
ular Army at the time of his resignation, though he was then a brigadier-gen 
eral of volunteers, holding the command of a major-general, and had bee: 
brevetted major-general in the regular Army. Had he remained inthe servic 
a little more than a year longer, he could have retired with at least the rank of 
brigadier-general 

Sad experience having shown that he is incapacitated by wounds received 
and disease contracted in the service from earning a living in civil life, the com 
mittee,in view of his splendid record, desire to grant him at least the rank upon 


| the retired-list to which he was entitled nineteen years ago, 


No extension of this statement can add anything to the foree cf the facts which 
we embody in the exhibits which we annex to the paper, and we therefore her 
conclude it. 


EXnHieit A. 
Regular Army record. 


Graduated from United States Military Academy and appointed brevet second 
lieutenant Mounted Riflemen July 1,18; second lieutenant Mounted Riflemen 
May 1, 1856; first lieutenant Mounted Riflmen May 14, 1861; captain Third Cay 
alry July 17, 1862; brevetted major March 17, 1863, for gallant and meritorious 
services at the battle of Kelly's Ford, Virginia; lieutenant-colone] November ( 
1863, for gallant and meritorious services in the action at Droop Mountain, Vir 
ginia; colonel December 15, 1862, for gallant and meritorious services during th: 
Salem expedition ; brigadier-general March 15, 1865, for gallantand meritorious 
services in the field during the rebellion; and major-general March 13, 1865, for 
gallant and meritorious services at the battle of Moorefield, Va. Service: ©: 
duty at Carlisle Barracks, Pennsylvania, from December 15, 1855, to August 27 
1857, when he left with recruits to join his regiment; joined regiment November 
27, 1857, and served with it in New Mexico to (wounded in action with Navajo: 
Indians on night of October 8, 9, 1858, and absent, sick on account of wounds, to 
February 22, 1859) March 30, 1859; on sick leave and 8. C. D. to June 7, 1861; on 
mustering duty at Elmira, N. Y., to July 2, 186L; acting assistant adjutant-gen 
eral to Brig. Gen. A. Porter from July 5 to October 7, 1561. (See volunteer re« 
ord below.) Resigned as captain. Third Cavalry May 18, 1865. 
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Volunteer record, 
Mustered in as colonel Third Pennsylvania Cavalry October 7, 1861, to rank 
from . i: . , a 
to October —, 1862. Appointed brigadier-general of volunteers September 6, 


Service: Commanding cavalry brigade Army of the Potomac from October, 
i362, except when on sick leave from September 5 to 24, 1862, to February 22, 
in63: Second Cavairy Division, Army of the Potomac, to May 4, 1863, when or- 
dered to report to the Adjutant-General of the Army, and, on May the 13th, 1868, 
was ordered to Philadelphia, Pa., to await further orders. 

Assumed command of the fourth separate brigade of the Middle Department 
Me 
in _in June, 1863, and commanded it to January 20, 1864; on leave of absence 
to February 9, 1864; commanding Fourth Division, Department West Virginia, 
to April 26, 1864, and Second Cavalry Division, Department of West Virginia, 





to September 23, 1864, when relieved by General Sheridan and ordered to Wheel- | 


ing, W. Va., to await further orders; awaiting orders until he resigned, May 18, 
ise. The list of battles in which General Averell participated has not been 


fully made up; this report is not held for that, as it would involve a considera- | 


ble delay; the list will be sent in as soon as completed if required. 
, E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant-General. 


EXuIbIT B. 


List of battles and other actions in which W. W. Averell, late colonel Third 
Pennsylvania Cavalry and brigader-general of volunteers, participated dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion, as shown by the record of the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s Office. . 

Bull Run, July 21, 1861 [acting assisiant adjutant-general, regular brigade}. 

Siege of Yorktown, April 5, May 4, 1862 [colonel Third Pennsylvania Cavalry ]}. 

Williamsburg, May 4 and 5, 1862 [colonel Third Pennsylvania Cavalry 

Malvern Hill, July 1, 1862 [commanding rear guard]. 

Sycamore Church, August 2, 1862 [in command, commanding brigade cavalry}. 

White Oak Swamp, August 5, 1862 (commanding brigade cavalry}. 

Upperville, ) 

Markham, | 

Corbin’s Cross-Roads, | 

Gaines’ Cross-Roads, | 

Amissville, 

Hartwood, February 25, 1863 [commanding Second Cavalry Division]. 

Kelly’s Ford, March 17,1863 [in command, commanding Second Cavalry Di- 
vision]. 

Stoneman’s raid, including skirmishes of Rapidan Station and Ely’s Ford, 

&c., April 29, May 8, 1863 [in command, commanding Second Cavalry Division]. 
Beverly, July 3, 1863 [in command, commanding Fourth Separate Brigade 
Hedgesville, July 19, 1863 [in command, commanding Fourth Separate Bri- 

gade}. 

Rocky Gap, August 26, 1863 [in command]. 

Droop Mountain, November 6, 1863 [in command; drove enemy for first time 
out of West Virginia ; saptured three guns and trains after severe engagement} 

Cove Gap, May 10, 1864 |in command; severe and successful engagement with 

General John Morgan's fotces, preventing his junction with Jenkins against 

General Crook, at Dublin; was severely wounded}. 

Lynchburg, June 17 and 18, 1864 [commanding two divisions of cavalry]. 
Liberty ine 19, 1864 [commanding two divisions of cavalry | 

Bufore tap, June 20, 1864 [commanding two divisions of cavalry } 

Carter’s Farm, July 20, 1864 [in cOmmand; defeated Ramseur’s division of 

Early’s army and Vaughn's division of cavalry ; captured four guns}. 
Winchester, July 24, 1864 [commanding division of cavalry 
Moorfield, August 7, 1864[in command ; defeated McCausland’s division ; eapt- 

ured four guns and one-quarter of the enemy’s forces and horses}. 

Martinsburg, August 31, 1864 [in command]. 

Bunker Hill, September 2, 1864 [in command]. 

Opequon, September 19, 1864 [commanding division cavalry; captured one 
gun and three field-works). 

Fisher's Hill, September 23, 1864 [commanding division cavalry ; captured sev- 
eral guns and over four hundred prisoners]. 

Mount Jackson, September 23, 1864 [commanding division cavalry 

E. D. TOWNSEND, 


Adjutant-General, 





‘ November 2-10 [commanding brigade cavalry 








ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 25, 1879. 


Exutsir C, 
WASHINGTON, D.C., January 25, 1879. 

My Dear Sir: As one of the numerous friends of Bvt. Maj. Gen. W. W. Aver- 
ell, I have the honor to submit for your consideration the following statement 
of facts embracing my personal, official, and professional knowledge of his ex- 
tensive and arduous military service during the late war of the rebellion, and 
the results upon his health as manifested at the time and subsequently developed, 
and Which still continue : 

Early in 1861 I was commissioned a “surgeon of the United States Volun- 
teers,” and immediately assigned to duty as medical director on the staff of Gen- 
eral Andrew Porter, U.S. A., atthat time in command of the provost guard of the 
military district of Washington, including the District of Columbia and of Alexan- 
dria County, Virginia. General Averell,at the time indicated, was acting assistant 
adjutant-general (with rank of captain) to General Porter, and was at that time 
suffering from manifest physical disability caused by a wound received in battle 


with the Indians two years previous, in New Mexico, resulting in an oblique | 


fracture at the upper third of the left femur or thigh bone, and causing perma- 
nent shortening of the left leg by one and a half inches. This resulting disabil 
ity had been much intensified by the great fatigue and exposure incurred by 
him as bearer of dispatches to Colonel Emery, at Fort Arbuckle, Indian Terri 
tory, in February, 1861. From this time to May 18,1865, the date of General 
Averell’s resignation from the United States Army, my professional and official 
relations to General Averell were intimate and almost continuous 

1 was his medical director during the important and exhaustive marches, 
campaigns, and battle in which he commanded in the Military Department of 
West Virginia, particularly the unparalleled and continuous march of twenty- 
three days and nights from New Creek, West Virginia, to Salem, on the Ten- 
nessee Railroad, destroying said railroad for many miles, and the extensive 
depots of supplies assembled there for General Longstreet’sarmy in December, 
1863, and during the most terribly cold weather known for years. In this march 
of indescribable hardships, diflicuities, and dangers, cutting entirely loose from 
the Federal lines and depending upon subsistence obtained in the enemy's coun- 
try, and almost surrounded by an enemy greatly superior in numbers, in wid- 
Winter, General Averell’s health sustained serious permanent injury, from which 
he has never and never will recover, and under circumstances the most favora- 
ble to be hoped for will always remain disabled for life. 

On the return march from Salem, W. Va., after accomplishing the destruction 
of the railroad and extensive depots of rebel supplies at that important point, 
General Averell was, in consequence of the failure of promised and expected 


23. 1863. which became the first separate brigade, Department of West Vir- | 
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co-operation, compelled to literally cut his way through an enemy many times 
outnumbering his command, over a mountainous and almost roadless country, 


. , | by unfrequented and indirect roads leading through narrow mountain gorges, 
August 23, 1861, and served with his regiment in the Army of the Potomac | °- 1 £ y orges 


g 
the streams largely swollen by continuous rains and hail into apparently im- 


| passable rivers, forbidding, in their rushing torrents, the idea of attempting to 
| cross, and yet crossing by swimming his command, artillery, and ambulance 
| train at frequent intervals, in all of which, without cessation or intermission, 
day or night, General Averell, at the head of his command, led every move- 
ment—the weather so cold, the air so piercing, that after swimming the streams 
our clothes would be frozen stiff on our persons as ice itself. 

Thus, through swimming torrents of freezing water, and over mountainous 
| by-roads or paths glazed with ice, almost entirely without food or fire for three 
| days and nights, General Averell led his command, not once seeking or favor- 
| ing his own personal comfort, until he had successfully eluded the enemy; and 
reaching Martinsburg, W. Va., himself and hiscommand almost exhausted from 
fatigue, hunger,and exposure. The effect of this long and terrible exposure 
was immediately perceptible on the health of General Averell, soon resulting 
| in an attack of malarial remittent fever, complicated with the most serious hem- 
| 
} 


orrhage from the bowels I ever witnessed or have ever Knowntorecover. This 
was still further complicated by a fall General Averell received while visiting 
pickets at night, some two days previous to his being confined to his bed, by 
which accident he sustained the fracture of a rib 

The cessation of hostilities and close of the war left General Averell such seri- 
ous physical disability the result of such long-continued and exhaustive serv 
ice—as to make it very doubtful if it were prudent for him to remain in the 
Army, with the liability, almost a certainty, of being ordered to the frontier, 
where he would not have either the rest or comforts essential to the repair and 
recovery of his health to that extent which he even might hope for by remain 
ing here in immediate reach of all those appliances which his shattered and 
| exhausted health required His resignation I deemed at the time called or, and 
justified by reason of the facts which I have indicated. The muscular atrophy 


of the fractured limb (left thigh), with permanent shortening of one anda half 
inches; frequent painful neuralgic attacks, resulting from the lacerated gun 
shot wound of the scalp, received at the battle of Wytheville, W. Va.; the frac 
tured rib, andthe permanent impress upon hisorganization ; his long, arduous, 
and exhaustive services, make his claim to the favorable consideration of Con 


gress and the gratitude of the country one of peculiar and quite exceptional 
merit, / : . 
In what I have said in the foregoing brief history of the facts of which I was 





personally cognizantand familiar, I have but attempted to discharge a pleasant 
duty I feel incumbent upon me toa meritorious and faithful officer, who has 
lost his health and spent his best manhood in his country’s service, and of whom 
it will ever be the pleasantest memory of my life to recur to the subordinate of 


| ficial relation I had the honor to sustain to him, or to serve him in the future in 
any way possible 
I have the honor to be, your obedient servant 
W. D. STEWART, M. D., 
Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel and late Surgeon United States Volunteers 
Hon. Horace B. Strait, M. C 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will concur in 
the amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs, and for the in- 
formation of the distinguished Senat®r who reported this bill I desire 
to read a little article which was read here in the Senate the other day, 
but I fear it was not attentively listened to by the distinguished Sena- 
tor or that it fell upon deaf ears, judging by his action in this case: 

To the House of Representatives 

After careful consideration of the bill entitled “An act for the relief of Fitz 
John Porter,” I herewith return it with my objections to that House of Congress 
in which it originated Its enacting clause is in terms following That the 
President be, and he is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and with the ad 
vice and consent of the Senate, to appoint Fitz-John Porter, 
eral of the United States volunteers, and a brevet brigadier-general and colonel 
of the Army, to the position of colonel in the Army ofthe United States, of the 
same grade and rank held by him at the time of his dismissal from the Army by 
sentence of court-martial, promulgated January 27, 1863,"" &&« 

It is apparent that should this bill become a law it will create a new office, 
which can be filled by the appointment of the particular individual whom it 








late a major-gen 














specifies, and can not be filled otherwise ; or it may be said with perhaps greater 
precision of statement that it will create a new office upon condition that the par 
ticular person designated shall be chosen to fill it. Such an act, as it seems to 
me, is either unnecessary and ineffective, or it involves an encroachment by the 
legislative branch of the Government upon the authority of the Executive As 
the Congress has no power under the Constitution to nominate or appoint an of- 
ficer, and can not lawfully impose upon the President the duty of nominating or 
| appointing to office any particular individual of its own selection, this bill, if it 
can fairly De construed as requiring the President to make the nomination and, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, the appointment which it 


authorizes, is in manifest violation of the Constitution. 


So the distinguished Senator said by his vote upon that message. 
Now he asks us the very next day to turn around and violate that view 
of the Constitution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I make an inquiry of the Senator 

Mr. COCKRELL As a matter of course 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe the Senator, notwithstanding that mes- 
sage, did vote to pass the bill in question, SO that there are no such 
scruples standing in his way. If he, notwithstanding that argument, 
is at liberty to vote for the bill, I will take care of myself. I had othe 
reasons for voting as I did in the Fitz-John Porter case besides those 
stated in the message 


Mr. COCKRELL. I am not opposing this bill because I say that 
this argument is true. I voted against the message; the Senator voted 
lor it. He admitted the validity and force of the constitutional argu 
ment. I did not . 

Mr. President, the Committee on Military Affairs aimed to do equal 
and exact justice in this case, the exact and equal justice which it Goes 
in other cases. There are hundreds of applications to be restored to 
the retired-list of the Army by officers who were once connected with 
the Army. Every one who was ever an officer of the regular Army, 


almost without exception, who has become incapacitated or unable for 
the duty of struggling with the ills of life and overcoming them and 
making a support, is appealing to Congrsss to authorize his reappoit- 
ment to the Army and to plac e his name on the retired-list. 
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Now I appeal to Senators to know why they will vote to put a man 
upon the retired-list of the Army because forsooth he was educated 
at West Point at the public expense and supported by the Govern- 
ment and when the war of the rebellion came on only performed his 
duty, remained in the Army and made no sacrifice—he had a little 
more fighting to do and took more risks and had better opportunities 
of promotion—when they refuse to put that volunteer officer upon the 
retired-list who starting out in the youth of his manhood in a profes- 
sion, with a little family gathered around him and a start made in life, 
forsook all, made sacrifices, left his home, fought for his country for 
four long, weary years, and when the war closed returned with a broken 
constitution, with impaired health, and was mercilessly mustered out 
of the service to take care of himself and is allowed a little pittance of 
a pension. Why thedistinction? Tell me that an officer of the regu- 
lar Army made the sacrifices that the officers of the volunteer army 
made! There is no comparison; and every time you vote to place an 
officer of the regular Army upon the retired-list with his volunteer 
rank, you send anarrow, a feeling, asense, aconsciousness of gross injus- 
tice to every volunteer officer. I say that the volunteer oflicers are as 
much entitled to be placed on the retired-list as the officers of the regu- 
lar Army. They are outthe Army and so are the officers of the regular 
Army out of it Chey are civilians. There is more justice, there is 
more equity in placing them upon the retired-list than in placing others. 

I move an amendment to this bill. I want to see whether the Sen- 
ate will do justice to those men who sacrificed aJl, and place them upon 
an equality with the gallant soldier who was educated and supported 
at the public expense. I move an amendment which the Secretary 
can take down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 
amendment pending ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


There is an amendment now pending. 
I move to amend the amendment. What is the 


The committee amendment. 
I move to amend it by adding: 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. BROWN. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHtgF CLERK. In line 10, after the word ‘‘ volunteers,’’ it is 
proposed to strike out all down to and including the word ‘‘ only,’ in 
line 15, as follows: 

To the position of colonel in the Army of the United States, and to place him 
on the retired-list of the Army as of that grade, the retired-list being thereby 
increased in number to that extent; and all laws or parts of laws in conflict 
herewith are suspended for this purpose only. 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 


A captain in the United States Army; and the President is further authorized 
to place said Averell, when so appoiuted, on the retired-list, with the pay and 
emoluments of a retired officer of the rank of captain; and the retired-list is 


| hereby enlarged for this purpose, and no further, so as to place said Averell on 


said list 
So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c., Thatin view of the long and faithful services of Bvt. Maj. Gen 
William W. Averell, United States Army, before and during the late war, and 
of severe wounds received by him in battle, the President be, and he is hereby 
authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senat« 
to appoint William W. Averell, brevet major-general United States Army, and 
late a brigadier-general of the United States volunteers, a captain in the United 
States Army; and the President is further authorized to place said Avere}! 
when so appointed, on the retired-list, with the pay and emoluments of a rx 
tired officer of the rank of captain; and the retired-list is hereby enlarged for 
this purpose, and ho further, so as to place said Averell on said list. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri asks for 
the yeas and nays on this amendment. Is the call seconded ? 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


| the roll. 


The roll-call having been concluded the result was announced—yeas 


11, nays 38; as follows: 


And provided, That all officers of the volunteer Army during the war of the re- | 


bellion who by reason of wounds or disease received or contracted in the service 
are now incapacitated for manual labor shall also be placed upon the retired-list 
of the Atmy with the rank they held at the time they were discharged, and 
shall hereafter receive the retired pay of such rank. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amend the amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri he had 
better say ‘‘ volunteers in the United States service.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Asa matter of course there is no other service 
recognized by the Government. 
and can be only one Government soldier. 
army of the United States.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will beso modified. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move to lay the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER], upon which the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CoCKRELL] asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. LAMAR] and have been paired with him for 
the day, but forgetful of the pair I have been voting right along. Still 


I think there is nothing material, and no reason perhaps why I should | stant approved and signed the act (S. 675) to extend the benefits of 


not vote now. So I will vote ‘‘yea’’ now. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I was paired for the 
day with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], but as the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] seems to think there is nothing mate- 
rial in this, I take the same view of it and vote ** nay.’’ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announged— 
yeas 49, nays 4; as follows: 

YEAS—49. 


Aldrich, Dawes, Lapham, Plumb, 
Bayard, Dolph, MeMillan, Pugh, 
Blair, Frye, Mahone, Ransom, 
Bowen, Garland, Maxey, Riddleberger, 
Brown, Gibson, Miller of Cal., Saulsbury, 
Butler, Gorman, Miller of N. Y., Sawyer, 
Call, Hampton, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Harrison, Morgan, Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hill, Palmer, Wilson. 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
Conger, Jonas, Pike, 
Cullom, Kenna, Platt, 

NAYS—4. 
Cockrell, Groome, Harris, Vest. 

ABSENT—23. 

Allison, Farley, Jones of Nevada, Slater, 
Anthony, George, Lamar, Vance, 
Beck, Hale, Logan, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Hoar, McPherson, Walker, 
Edmunds, Jackson, Manderson, Williams, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 


So the motion was agreed to. 


The Senator from Missouri moves to | 


There is only one Government army 
But let it read ‘* volunteer 


YEAS—11. 

Brown, Groome, Platt, Vest, 

| Cockrell, Harrison, Sewell, Wilson. 
Coke, Maxey, Sherman, 

NAYS—38. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Kenna, Palmer, 
tayard, Frye, Lapham, Pendleton, 
Bowen, Garland, McMillan, Pike, 
Butler, Gibson, Mahone, Plumb, 
Call, Gorman, Manderson, Pugh, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Miller of Cal., Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Sawyer, 
Conger, Hill, Mitchell, Voorhees. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Morgan, » 
Dawes, Jonas, Morrill, 
ABSENT—27. 

Allison, Fair, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Anthony, Farley, Jones of Nevada, Slater, 
Beck, George, Lamar, Vance, 
Blair, Hale, Logan, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Harris, McPherson, Walker, 
Colquitt, Hoar, Ransom, Williams. 





Edmunds, Jackson, Sabin, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
A message from the Presidentof the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on the 3d in- 


section 4 of anact entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the year ending June 30, 1866,’’ approved March 
3, 1865. 

CINNABAR AND CLARK’S FORK RAILROAD. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move to take up the bill (S. 1373) granting the 
right of way to the Cinnabar and Clark’s Fork Railroad Company. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
1373. Is there objection ? 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move to take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
to—— 

Mr.SAWYER. I will take notime. The report is very short, and 
I shall ask that the report be read, and will then submit to a vote. If 
voted down I shall have nothing tosay. I think the Senate will oblige 
me that long. I have consumed very little time. 

Mr. VEST. It is not subject to debate now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. VEST. I want to state to the Senator that the bi!) will be de- 
bated. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think we have executive business that we 
ought to get at, and get some nominations referred, and if the Senator 
from Wisconsin will wait until to-morrow he can probably get an oppor- 
tunity to get up his bill. I do not want to take him off the floor by a 
motion for an executive session, but the bill will provoke a good deal 
of opposition. 
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that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
‘hat the Senate proceed tou the consideration of the bill indicated by | 
aim. 

The question being put, a division was called for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask whether that displaces the postal-telegraph 
pill ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does if taken up on motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thenitderanges the order of business, and I move | 


Mr. McMILLAN. The result of this vote has not been announced. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. A vote has not been taken. I submit a motion 
that the Senat< proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CONGER. There has been no announcement of the vote on the 
motion of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to decide, and a division was called for. 

Mr. VEST. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pending that, I have a right to make my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the call for a division, the 
Senator from Ohio moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
to-night will not be done at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itcan be done after the doors are opened. 

Mr. INGALLS. It will be necessary, I think, to have a recess prob- 
ably until 9 o’clock. I am advised that the House have taken that 
course, and it will be necessary that we shall be in session to-night to 
receive reports of conference committees, if we are to adjourn in a day 


or two. Iwould suggest that an agreement be made previous to or 
during the executive session that we take a recess till 8 or 9 o’clock. 


Mr. SHERMAN. We can do it in executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thequestion is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business, After fifty-three minutes spent inexecutive 
session the doors were reopened. 

SENATE MANUAL. 

Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; 

to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the Senate Manual, as prepared under the direc- 
tion of the Committee on Rules, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


which was referred 


FISHERIES ON PACIFIC COAST. J 
Mr. DOLPH submitted the following resolution; 
to lie on the table, and be printed: 


Resolved, That the provisions of the resolution of the Senate adopted July 4, 
1884, authorizing the Committee on Fisheries to sit during the recess of Congress, 
&c., be extended to and embrace therein the Pacific coast; and said committee 
be, and it is hereby, authorized to investigate concerning Congressional legisla- 
tion required for the regulation of fisheries in the bays and arms of the sea and 
lakes and rivers upon said coast. 


which was ordered 


BACKBONE RAILROAD GRANT. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands is instructed to investigate the 


entire subject of the transfer of the land grant from the railroad company known | 


as the Backbone railroad company to the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and shall have power to send for persons and papers and leave to sit in 
the recess of the Senate at the most convenient place for such investigation. 


a 7 . : : . | 
2. That said committee have leave to act by asubcommittee, and to appoint a 


stenographer, clerk, and messenger. 


the Senate, to be audited and allowed by the Committee to Audit and Control 


the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


i 
The expenses of such committee shall be paid out of the contingent fund of | with little 
| 


REPORT OF BOARD OF HEALTH. 2 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 260) authorizing the printing and bind- 
ing, of additional copies of the reports of the National Board of Health 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam instructed by the ¢ 
ask that the Senate act on that immediately. 
by the committee, and we recommend concurrence with the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of 
chair). 


resolution? The Chair hears none. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 


the joint resolution. 


nual reports beginning with the year 1880. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third | 


~ading, read the third time, and passed. 
BUREAU OF ANIMAL 
The joint resolution (H. Res. ‘ 


INDUSTRY. 
276) providing for the printing of 50, 00( 


copies of the first annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry 
was read twice by its title. 
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The Senator from Ohio moves that | 


The Chair stated that he was unable | 


There is some printing business that if not done | 


ommittee on Printing to 
It has been considered | 


* Wisconsin, in the 


Is there objection to the present consideration of the joint 


It authorizes the printing and binding of 1,000} The 
copies for the use of the National Board of Health of each of its an- | 
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Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Printing have considered that 
matter and report favorably on that also. I ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 284 providing x for the printing of the 
| Medic: ‘ ind Surgical History of the War of the Rebellion was read twice 
| by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


REFERRED. 


IRRIGATION IN CALIFORNIA. 


|} Mr. HAWLEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a resolution proposed by the Committee on Public 
Lands to print extra copies of Executive Document 290, first session 
Forty-third Congress, to report it with amendments. The amendments 
| are simply making ita concurrent resolution instead of a Senate resolu- 
| tion, the sum involved being too large to be passed by the Senate alone. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

7 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1, 000 copie s of Execu- 


tive Document No. 290, first session Forty-third Congress, relating to irrigation 
| of the San Joaquin, Tulare, and Sacramento Valleys, C alifornia. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The Cuter CLERK. The amendments reported by the committee 
| are, in line 1, after the word *‘ resolved,’’ to insert ‘‘ by the Senate (the 
| House of Representatives concurring) ;’’ in the same line, after the word 
**printed,’’ to strike out ‘‘ for the use of the Senate one’’ and insert 
**two;’’ and to add to the resolution: 


Of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 1,000 copies for the 
use of the House 


So as to make the resolution read: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 2,000 copies of Executive Document No. 290, first session Forty-third 
Congress, relating to irrigation of the San Joaquin, Tulare, and Sacramento Val- 
leys, California, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 1,000 
copies for the use of the House. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


REPORT ON LABOR AND CAPITAL. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave one more report to make. The Senate will 
remember that there was reported from the Committee on Printing a 
resolution offered by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] 
for printing 100,000 copies of the report and testimony taken by the 
Committee on Education and Labor and it was recommitted. The com- 
mittee reported in favor of printing 50,000 and that was recommitted. 
The committee now report a substitute resolution virtually, 
for 25,000; 8,000 for the use of the Senate, 16,000 for the use of the 
House, and 1,000 for the use of the committee. 

The original number asked for was thought to be very large and the 
expense very considerable, $160,000. The Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. GORMAN] and myself finally agreed, with the consent of some 
of the principal parties interested in it, to report 25,000 copies. If 
there were time and the proper person were ready to do it we should 
recommend a condensation of the report; but rather than do that we 
| report a smaller number and to print all the report and testimony in 
| full, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
| tion. 
The first amendment was, in line 


Mr. HAWLEY. 


providing 


3, tostrike out ‘‘be printed, and.’’ 
It is shorter to report a substitute. It is mangled 
amendments which it will take ten minutes to read. [ask 
that the whole resolution as amended be read asasubstitute and adopted 
| in that form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question will be putin that form. 
The proposed substitute will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring That the report 
of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor on the relations between 
labor and capital, with the accompanying testimony, be printed ; and that 25,000 
additional copies be printed, of which 8,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 
| 16,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of 
the Senate Committee on Education and Labor 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
which has been read. 
The amendment was agreed to. 





The question is on the amendment 


resolution as amended was agreed to 
RECESS. 
Mr. INGALLS. 
Mr. MITCHELL. 
just now. 
have passed 


I move that the Senate take a recess until 9 o'clock. 
I hope the Senator will not make that 
There is a bill on the Calendar that I 


motion 


am very anxious to 


) Mr. INGALLS It can be passed at 9 o'clock 
Mr. MITCHELL. I think we can pass it es isier now. It will take 
| only about five minutes. It is a public building bill, and unless it be 
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passed now it can not pass the House of Representatives and the work 


will stop it is for the public building at Erie, Pa. The bill is re- 
ported by the Committee of the Senate and also by the Committee of 
the House 

Mr. INGAI.LS I ask for a vote on my motion 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
t Senate do now take a recess until 9 o'clock this evening 

Mr. HILL. I ask before that motion is put that the unfinished busi- 
ness be laid before the Senat« 

Mr. INGALLS 4 recess does not displace it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER It remains the unfinished business 
and will not be displaced by the recess 


Mr. MITCHELI [ hope the Senator from Kansas will withdraw 
[** No!” No!’ ] The work has been stopped on ac- 
count of a lack of money and can not go on. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas, that the Senate now take a recess until 9 o’clock 
this evening 


his motion 


Che question being put, it was declared the noes appeared to prevail. 
Mr. INGALLS. The bill will not be passed now. There is not 
any question on that subject 


Mr. MITCHELL. 


Then Lam not disposed to insist on opposing 
this motion. 


I know I am in the power of the Senator. I appeal to 
his grace 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
again on the motion that the Senate take a recess until 9 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate took a recess until 9 o'clock p- m. 


EVENING SESSION 

Che Senate reassembled at 9 o’clock p. m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for the recess having ex- 
pired, the Senate will please come to order. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask to take up—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question ison the postal- 
telegraph bill 

Mr. SEWELL. Pending that I move to take up House bill 1017. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The postal-telegraph bill being under 
consideration, the Senator from New Jersey moves- 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent that Order of Business 904, being the bill (H. R. 
1017) 
now considered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The bill will be read for information. 

Che Chief Clerk read the bill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection that the pending 
order be laid aside informally and that this bill be now considered ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object for the want of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. Does the Chair 
understand the Senator from Ohio to raise the question of the presence 
of a quorum ? 

Mr. SHERMAN Ido not care to state the reasons why I object, 
but I think it is better not to consider the bill at present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the reading 
of the bill under consideration will proceed. 





Mr. SEWELL I hope the Senator from Ohio will withdraw his 
opjpection 
Mr. SHERMAN. I may at a later stage, but not now. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced thai the House had agreed to the reports of the com- 


mittees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
following bills 


A bill (H. R. 5709) to amend article 72 of the Rules and Articles of 
War 
\ bill (H. R. 6370) to limit the time within which prosecutions may 


be instituted against persons charged with violating internal-revenue 
laws; and 


\ bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construction, re- 


pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes 
RIVER AND 


HARBOR BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 7012) making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; which was read 
as follows 


IN 


rHe House or REPRESENTATIVES, July 3, 1884 
Reso 7 


Phat the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
t H. R.7012) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
I 


rer 


relative to the Inspector-General’s Department of the Army, be | 
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Mr. McMILLAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7012) *‘ making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes,’ having met, after fulland free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

TI the Senate recede from itsamendments numbered 28, 49, 0, 57, 59, 60, 62 
71 84, 88, 107 

Amendment numbered 19: That the Senate recede from its amendment num- 
bered 19, with an amendment as follows: Omit the part struck through and 
insert the following Provided, That no part of said money shall be so ex 
pended until the Secretary of War shall be satisfied that the Buffalo Bayou Ship 
Channel Company has relinquished or abandoned to the United States, forever 
all their franchises and any and all right to collect or impose tolls or charges f{ 
any part of said ship-channel or Builalo Bayou and the House agree to the 





79, 82 








|} Same 


The Chair will put the question | 


amendment as follows 


Amendment numbered 80: That the Senate recede from its amendment num 
bered 80, withanamendment as follows: Insert afterthe word * improvement 
before the word ** thirty-five the and survey ;”’ and the House agre+ 
to the same 

Amendment numbered 83: That the Senate recede from its amendment num 
bered 83,withanamendment as follows: Strike out * dredge " and in lieu thereof 


words * 


insert “ snag and the House agree to the same 
Amendment numbered %): That the Senate recede from its amendment nur 
bered 85, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Strike o 


* preventing crosion 
agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the 


numbered 1, 2,3, 4,5, 6,7, 8,9, 10, 1f, 12,13, 14,15, 16,17,1 


and insert in lieu thereof ** the protection ;"’ and the Hous 


amendments of the Senat« 
x”) 28) 29 24. 25 













26, 29. 30 








31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 45, 44, 45, 47, 48, 51, 52, 53, 4, 55, 56, 58, 61, 63, 64, 65 
66, 67, 68, 69, 70,73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 81, 86, 87, 89, 90, 91, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, LOD, LOL, 102 
103, LO4, LOT}, 108, 109, LLO, LLL, 113, 114,116,117, 118,119, 120,121,1 123, 124, 125, 12+ 





127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 
agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 27 


32, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, and 


That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 27, and agree to the same with 
amendment as follows: Insert after *‘ Wisconsin’? the words “ continuing in 


provement ;’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 46, and agree to the same with 
Strike out the words “and fifty 





and the Senate agree 
to the same 

Amendment numbered 92: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 92, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: Strike out ‘and fifty;’’ and the Senate agree to the 


|} same 





| may also be expended for the same purpose at lock No. 6;" 


Amendment numbered 1065: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 105, and agree to the same with a 
amendment as follows: Strike out the word “two,” after “ million,’’ and insert 
‘three ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 106: That the House recede from its disagreement t 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 106, and agree to the same witha 
amendment as follows: Strike out all the last proviso and insert in lieu thereof 
as follows: ‘Provided further, That in view of the threatened injury to the ha: 
bor of Memphis and the Government property at that place, and the necessity 
of immediate protection thereof, the sum of $200,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, shall be immediately applied to protect said harbor and property 
out of the foregoing appropriation ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 112: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


| theamendment of the Senate numbered 112, and agree tothe same withan amen 


ment as follows: Insert in lieu of part stricken out: **That out of the money 
herein appropriated for the Kentucky River the sum of $2,000, or so much there« 
as may be necessary, may be expended for the purchase of land for the constru 
tion of lock and dam at Beattyville ; and so much thereof as may be necessary 
and the Senate 
agree to the same 

And provided further, That the sum of $6,000 authorized, by the act approved 
June 14, 1880, to be expended for the removal of dams in Yadkin River, North 
Carolina, may be used by the Secretary of War for acquiring the right of way 
by removal or otherwise of such dams as may be necessary for the contemplated 
improvement, the said rightof way or removal to be obtained by agreement 
with the parties interested, or in event of failure to make a reasonable agree- 
ment by condemnation as provided for by the laws of the State of North Caro- 
lina 

Aiwendment numbered 115: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 115. and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert in lieu of part stricken out: ** That it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of War to prescribe such rules and regulations in respect 
to the use and administration of the Des Moines Rapids Canal, the Saint Mary's 
Falls Canal, and the Louisville and Portland Canal as in his judgment the pub- 
lic interest may require, which rules and regulations shall be posted in some 
conspicuous place for the information of the public. Any person knowingly 
and willfully violating such rules and regulations shall be liable to fine not ex- 
ceeding $500, or imprisonment not exceeding six months, to be enforced in any 
district court of the United States within whose territorial jurisdiction such 
offense may have been committed; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 








S. J. R. McMLU.LAN 
0. D. CONGER 
M. W. RANSOM, 


Managers of conference on the part of the Senate 


ALBERT 8. WILLIS, 
N. C. BLANCHARD, 
THOS. J. HENDERSON 


Managers of conference on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
question is on concurring in the report. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Minnesota please tell us 


| whether it increases or decreases the amount appropriated by the Sen- 


ate, and what the general effect is? If there are any important changes 
I hope he will let us know what they are. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill as it came from the House amounted to 
$12,086,200. The bill as it passed the Senate amounted to $13,594, - 
700. The bill as reported by the committee of conference amounts to 
$13,909,200. The principal amendments relate to the Mississippi 
River, to the mouth of the Columbia River, and to Gedney’s Channel 
The committee of conference increased the appropriation for the Mis- 
sissippi River $100,000, making it $1,300,000 instead of $1,200,000 

Mr. HAWLEY. Increased it above the Senate vote? 
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Mr. McMILLAN. Increaseditabove the bill. I will finish the state- Mr. FRYE. Make the motion now. 


ment. The bill as it came to the conference committee appropriated Mr. MAXEY. I move now to strike out from section 11 to section 
1,250,000 for the improvement of the Mississippi River, and of that | 22 of the bill. ; 

sum $250,000 for the protection of the Memphis Harbor, in view of an The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado has the 
emergency which has arisen by the floods of the Mississippi River. The | floor. Does he yield for that purpose ? 

committee of conference in the report increased the amount of the ap- Mr. HILL. I hope the Senator from Texas will withhold the mo- 
propriation for the river $100,000, making it $1,300,000, and decreased | tion until I submit my remarks on the bill 

the amount applicable to Memphis Harbor $50,000, making $200,000 Mr. MAXEY. I shall withhold my motion, but I give my colleague 
applicable to the protection of that harbor. They decreased the appro- | on the committee notice that in obedience to what I believe to be the 


priation for the improvement of the mouth of the Columbia River | will of the committee I shall move to strike out those sections, but 
350,000, leaving the amount appropriated for that river $100,000. For | withhold the motion until the Senator addresses himself to the entire 
Gedney’s Channel, Sandy Hook, the appropriation contained in the | bill. 


bill as it left the Senate was $250,000. The conference report reduces Mr. HILL. I shall oecupy the attention of the Senate but a very 
that sum $50,000, leaving $200,000 applicable to that improvement. | few minutes 
In the other changes the House concede to the Senate a large number of As the reasons which induced the Committee on Post-Offices and 


the Senate amendments and the Senate recede unconditionally from | Post-Roads to propose the pending bill are stated with considerable 
about a dozen amendments, and our amendments are adopted with | fullness in the accompanying report, it will not be necessary for me now 


amendments in perhaps half a dozen others. toenlarge much uponthem. It is also particularly inexpedient to do so 
Mr. FRYE. What was done with the falls at Louisville? at this period of the session, when so many important measures are 
Mr. McMILLAN. The amount appropriated by the Senate for the | competing for the consideration and decision of the Senate 

falls at Louisville was $250,000 instead of $50,000, as in the bill as it The questions of the expediency of establishing a postal-telegraph 

came from the House. system and of the proper methods for conducting it if its establishment 


Mr. HAWLEY. It was restored to the amount appropriated by the | should be decided to be feasible and desirable have no direct or necessary 
House, not increased above that appropriation ? connection, and very little connection of any kind, with the past his- 
Mr. MCMILLAN. Not increased. above that amount. It was re- | tory of any of the telegraph companies or with their profits, whether 
stored to $250,000, which was an increase of $200,000, the House | exorbitantor otherwise. If no other duty had been imoosed upon the 


having appropriated but $50,000 for that improvement. Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads than that of reporting upon 
Mr. FRYE. So that Kentucky’s heart is made glad. the several postal-telegraph bills which were referred to it, the com- 
Mr. HAWLEY. Are there any paragraphs in which the sum is in- | mittee would not have undertaken the investigation, which proved to 
creased above the appropriation made by either House? be protracted and laborious, into the affairs of the Western Union, in- 
Mr. MCMILLAN. None except the qualified increase in the Missis- | cluding the enormous capitalization which has resulted from its mul- 
sippi River. | tiplied consolidations and stock dividends 
Mr. MILLER, of California. How about California? | But the Senate saw fit to adopt a resolution imposing upon the com- 


Mr. MCMILLAN. The California appropriations are not changed. | mittee the duty of making that investigation, with the view, declared 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the | in the resolution itself, of ascertaining whether the action of the West- 


report of the conference vommittee. | ern Union in leasing and consolidating with competing and connecting 
| : I ‘ x 
The report was concurred in. | telegraphic companies had tended to make the actual telegraphic charges 
INTERNAL-REVENUE PROSECUTIONS. higher in this country than they would otherwise have been It was 


therefore not a matter of choice with the committee, but a task im- 
| posed by the Senate to enter upon that investigation. It has endeav 
ored to acquit itself of the duty with care and fairness, but it does not 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6370) to limit the time within ; 4 : s 
which prosecutions may be instituted against persons charged with violating | Test 1ts recomm« ndation of the pending bill upon any of the conclusions 
internal-revenue laws, having met, after full and free conference have agreed | in respect tothe Western Union to which the evidence has compelled it 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows to come 

Thet the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate aaa F ‘ . . 
nutubered 1, 3, 4, and 5, and agree to the same The pending bill appears to the committee to be abundantly sup 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate | ported by the great and dominating considerations that it will give the 
numbered 2, and agree to the same, anended to read asfollows: In line 5strike | country a telegraphic service much cheaper than it now obtains, with 
out “two” and insert “three,” and at the end of said line 5 add “ in all cases | ee : . ; 
where the penalty prescribed may be imprisonment in the penitentiary, and | Unlform rates, In place of the gross and oppressive inequality in that 
within two years in all other cases.” particular which at present exists, and with « much improved security 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 6, and agree to the same with an additional proviso at the end of said 7 ; ; : : 
amendment, as follows: ‘And provided further, That this act shall not apply to | financial, and market news furnished to the public through the press 
anes committed by officers of the United States;"’ and the Senate agree tot) and in other ways These important benefits can be obtained by the 
the same. , : 


against the dangers of an esplonage and censorship ot the political, 


JOHN A. LOGAN, exercise of a power clearly belonging to Congress, without any tax 
JOHN SHERMAN. | upon the public Treasury and without doing injustice to any private 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, interests now embarked in the business of telegraphy, although it may, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. | and probably will, involve a reduction of the excessive gains which 


ty ~-- gm those interests have heretofore enjoyed. 


SERENO E. PAYNE. Those who have read the evidence appended to the re port w ill see 

Managers on the part of the House. | that nearly all of it comes from persons who are connected with tele- 

The report was concurred in. graph companies, and who are, therefore, interested to create the belief 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. that a telegraphic service can not be self-sustaining and efficient at 


lower and uniform rates. It would take too much time to dissect the 
testimony of those persons in detail, but there are certain broad and 
general facts in themselvesclearly established which seem to fully justify 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses onthe = et ; a 
bill (S. 838) to consolidate the Bureau of Military Justice and the | the opinion that the average rate of about 39 cents per telegram (in- 
corps of judge-advocates of the Army, and for other purposes. cluding day and night telegrams together), now exacted by the West- 

7 ern Union, can be reduced as proposed by the pending bill for night 
POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 


telegrams to 15 cents and for day telegrams to 25 cents immediately, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenate resumes the consideration | and to 20 cents at the end of five years; and that if contracting com 
of the unfinished business, being the bill (S. 2022) to establish a postal- | panies will not undertake the service at those lowered rates it can be 
telegraph system. It is before the Senate as in Committee of the | performed by the Government itself without any supplementary aid 


Whole, and will be read. from the public Treasury. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill. Upon a fair consideration of all the known facts and all the obtain- 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— able evidence the maximum rates offered in this bill to companies which 
Mr. MAXEY. Before my colleague on the committee proceeds with may contract to do the work of transmitting telegrams seem to be ex- 
his remarks I desire to give notice that I shall move tostrike out from | ceedingly liberal. Indeed, if they are to be objected to at all, it is 
section 11 to section 22, inclusive, so that he may address himself to | because they are too high and not because they are too low. With the 
the subject in view of that motion. present number of telegrams they will yield a large protit upon all the 
Mr. ALLISON. What are those sections, may I ask the Senator | capital which the contracting companies need to employ or will em- 
from Texas? ploy in the business. What I fear is that with the vast increase the 
Mr. MAXEY. The sections to which I refer are those which relate | number of telegrams which will result trom reduced rates their profits 
to the building of telegraph lines or the purchase of telegraph lines. I | will very soon become exorbitant, and that they will continue to be 
shall move to strike them out, leaving the bill to apply alone to mak- | exorbitant even after the further reduction in the rates at the end of 
ing contracts for sending messages over the wires, the Satie as by rail- | five years 
road, steam boat, &e. Without some action by Congress there is no reasonable ground for 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope these sections will be striken out. expecting any reduction in the telegraphic rates in thiscountry. The 
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case shows that during the five years from 1878 to 1883 there was no 
reduction whatever in the average rate exacted by the principal com- 
pany, the Western Union. The president of that company testified 
that it was 384 cents in 1878, while the evidence fixes the rate in 1883 
at between 38 and 40 cents. Since 1878 there has been, simultane- 


loubling of the capitalization of the Western Union, an 


absolute stoppage of the reduction of rates which had been previously 


in progress 


ously with a ¢ 


i owe it to frankness to say that the testimony and arguments sub- 
mitted to the committee have confirmed rather than weakened my con- 
viction that the Government should at once assume thecharge of trans- 


mitting as we Whileadmitting 


tl as receiving and delivering telegrams. 


that the objection that it 
the Government is held by considerable numbers of intelligent persons, 
and is on many other accounts entitled to the most respectful attention, 
I believe that the extent to which it would increase patronage is much 
exaggerated. In the largest proportion of telegraphic post-oflices the 
work of telegraphing would be done by the postmaster, or by some 
member of his family, as it is in England and in France. 

In the cases where telegraph operators would be specially employed, 
they would be selected under the civil-service rules and examinations, 
and from the nature of the employment, which requires trained skill, 
they would be very little subject to changes for political causes. Un- 
doubtedly a Government postal telegraph would increase patronage 
somewhat; but so does every enlargement of the Post-Office Depart- 


would dangerously enlarge the patronage of 


ment, whether arising from the growth of population, from the in- | 


crease of old business, or from the introduction of new facilities, such 
as the parcel-post and the money-order system. The annual disburse- 
ments of the Department have expanded within fifty years from three 


million dollars to forty, and nobody regrets it or complains of it or is | 


alarmed by it It does not seem to me that we really need to be 


alarmed by a proposed expansion, in itself perfectly legitimate, of the 
postal arrangements so as to include telegrams, and especially as it 
would be to some considerable extent rather a substitution of telegrams 
for letters than a wholly new and additional business 
There are now about 65,000 postmasters and clerks in post-offices 
who are 
whom there are a good many, as are employed and paid by postmasters 
in offices for which the law does not provide for the hire of clerks. 
this large patronage already existing the employment of telegraphic 
operators would add only a small percentage. The president of the 
Western Union testities that at the close of the year 1882 the number 
of the offices at which that company received and delivered telegrams 
as near as he could compute it, 12,068, and that the company 
itself employed operators at only 3,156 of these offices. The other 
5,912 offices were at railroad stations and operated by persons employed 
by the railroad companies. Under a postal-telegraph system there 
would be just about the same proportion between the number of tele- 
graph oflices at which the Government would employ special telegraph 
operators and the number at which the postmaster or some member of 
his family would be the operator. 
Under 


‘ 
Wiis, 


a postal-telegraph system the Government could reduce the 
rates for telegrams whenever public considerations required that to be 
done, and without embarrassment from contracts with private compa- 
nies It could and would apply to telegraphic rates the same prin- 
ciple it has with such eminent advantage applied to letter-postage, 
which has been that of a reduction to the actual cost and even to rates 
below the actual cost when there was reason to believe that the in- 
creased business would soon make the reduced rates self-sustaining. 
European governments derive a revenue from the postal service, but 
this Government has never done so. Private companies, from the nat- 
ure of the case, look to profit as the sole end and aim of their exist- 
ence and operations. It is only under a postal-telegraph system that 
the telegraphic services required by the people can be obtained at the 
actual cost and without being taxed for the purpose of affording either 


paid by the Government, and not including such clerks, of 


To | 


of receiving and delivering telegrams with efficiency and economy, thy 
public will be educated into a greater and more general confidence than 
perhaps now exists, that the same Department can be advantageous 

intrusted with the business of transmitting telegrams. The bill is ther: 

fore in the direction of a complete postal telegraph system, although it 
defers the final step until the time arrives, as I believe it will surely 
and before long, when there will be a full concurrence of opinion in and 
out of Congress in favor of it. The bill does not in anysense commit 
the Government to a policy of owning and operating lines for the pur 
pose of affording the people of this country the advantages of a perfected 
postal system which are enjoyed by all other civilized nations, but it 
prepares the way for it, if it shall hereafter be judged to be advisabl 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is manifest that this bill can not be acted on at 
this session. I think it much wiser to leave it here in the Senate wher 
it may be perfected after deliberation at the next session. I therefore 
suggest that the bill be postponed until the second Monday of Decem 
ber next. 

Mr. MAXEY. Before the Senator from Ohio makes his motion, | 
desire to place the bill in such a situation that it may go before the 
country with the unanimous view of the committee to separate it from 
what has been said in regard to one feature by the chairman. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator desires to speak or offer an amend 
ment I will withdraw my motion for the present. 

Mr. MAXEY. I desire to speak five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tie motion of the Senator from Ohio 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For the moment. 
ator from Texas is through. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move tostrike out from section 11 to section 22, 
inclusive. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas moves that 
the bill be amended by striking out as the Secretary will report. 

Mr. MAXEY. The whole bill has been read. The part I propose 
to strike out relates to the purchase and building of telegraph lines. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the num 
bers of the sections without reading them in full. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike out sections 11, 12, 15, 
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


I will renew it when the Sen 


The question is on the motion of the 


| Senator from Texas. 


| not in excess of the schedule of rates fixed in the bill. 


a revenue to the Government or profits and dividends to private com- | 


panies 

But while personally entertaining the views in respect to a Govern- 
ment telegraph which | have just expressed, I concur cordially with my 
colleagues of the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post- Roads in reporting 
the pending bill. 

Inasmuch as it does not seem possible at this stage of the session to 
enact into law a bill which provides for the acquisition of telegraph 
property by the construction or purchase of lines, I shall interpose no 
objection to the striking out of the last thirteen sections of the bill; and 
remembering always that legislation is never possible without conces- 
sions and compromises of individual opinions I shall vote for the passage 
of the bill, however it may be modified by the Senate in other partic- 
ulars, if it shall still retain the features of a plan looking in the direc- 
tion of a substantial exercise by the Government of that control over 
the telegraphic communications of the country which properly belongs 
to it 

Contracting with private companies for the transmission of telegrams 
will be very likely to lead ultimately to acceptable offers from such com- 
panies for the sale of their lines to the Government, and if it is shown 


Mr. MAXEY. I will state in five minutes all I care to say. 

The sections proposed to be stricken out have reference to the build- 
ing by the Government of a postal telegraph system or the purchas: 
of lines already built. With those sections stricken out the bill sim 
ply gives to the Government the right to make a contract for the trans- 
mission and delivery of telegraphic dispatches, the same as for the tran 
mission and delivery of letters, postal cards, newspapers, &c. The bill 
with these sections proposed to be stricken out gives the Government 
the right to make a contract with any company submitting the lowest 
and best bid for the transmission and delivery of telegraphic dispatches 
On that part 
of it the committee was unanimous. A majority of the committee 
were opposed to the Government engaging in the building or in the 
purchase of telegraph lines, and the remaining sections, now proposed 
to be stricken out, were sent along at the request of the minority, in 
order that the various propositions might be placed before the Senate. 
But the sections left (should the motion to strike out prevail 
about which there was no disagreement in committee. 

The first section of the bill establishes the telegraph system as a part 
of the postal service. The second section creates the office of Fourth 
Assistant Postmaster-General and places the control of the telegraph 
system under him. The third section relates to the rates of transmis- 
sion and delivery, and as that is the most important section I ask the 
Secretary to read it. 

The Chief Clerk read section 3, as follows: 


are those 


Sec. 3. That the charges for the transmission of telegrams, excep'ing service 
and Government telegrams, shall be prepaid by telegram-stamps, stamped pa- 
per, or by postal-telegraph cards; and the maximum rates for telegrams of 
twenty words or less, exclusive of date, shall be as follows: When the distance 
of transmission is 1,000 miles or under, 20 cents; for every 250 miles or fraction 
thereof in excess of 1,000 miles an additional rate 
Provided, That no rate shall exceed 50 cents; for telegrams directed to be trans- 
mitted by night, under 2,000 miles, 15 cents; for greater distances, 25 cents. A'! 
words shall be counted, except the date, and for every five additional words or 
less one-fifth additional rate shall be charged. These rates shall cover the cost 
of immediate and special delivery within a mile of the telegraph office or within 
the letter-carrier delivery, and of transmission by mail when received at or des 

tined for any place where there is no postal-telegraph office. For special deliy 

ery beyond the above limits the charges, at reasonable rates, shall be fixed by 
the Postmaster-General, to be collected from the addressee. All telegrams be 

tween the several Departments of the Government and their officers, agents, 
and employés, and all such telegrams authorized or required by any officer or 
employé of the United States in execution of any duty devolved on him b) 
law, shall, when required by him, have priority in transmission without pre- 
payment, and at rates to be annually fixed by the Postmaster-General All 
other telegrams shall be transmitted in the order in which they are received, 
excepting telegrams directed to be transmitted at night, namely, between the 
hours of 7 o’clock in the afternoon and 7 o'clock in the forenoon. That upon 
the prepayment of one rate additional, to insure accuracy of transmission ani 
delivery, any message may be repeated back from the place of address to the 
place of its origin and a copy thereof delivered to the sender, together with a 


of 5 cents shall be charged : 


by ex perience that the Post-Office Department can manage the business | notice of the time of delivery or of the causes for non-delivery, as the case may 
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be. Prepayment of answer may also be made by the sender of any message 
under such regulations as the Postimaster-General may prescribe. 


Mr. MAXEY. Now Lask the Secretary to read the fourth section, 
relating to telegrams sent by newspapers. 
The Chief Clerk read section 4, as follows: 

Sec. 4. That the charges for the transmission of telegrams to newspapers and 
commercial news associations, for each one hundred words or less, shall not ex- 
ceed 3 cents if sent at night and 75 cents during the day, and at the same pro 
rata rate for each word in excess of one hundred; but when copies of the same 
telegram are dropped off at one or more offices, the rate for each drop shall not 
exceed 25 cents at night and O cents during the day, and at the same pro rata 
rate for each word in excess. When such telegrams are delivered at the same 
office for two or more newspapers, 5 cents additional shall be charged for each 
one hundred words, for manifolding, for each hewspaper receiving the same. 
he charges provided for in this section shall be collected in such manner as the 
Postmaster-General shall from time to time prescribe. 


Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, the clause of the Constitution giving 
Congress power to establish post-offices and post-roads was in my judg- 
ment, and I have always acted upon that idea, placed there for the 
purpose of securing the transmission and delivery of intelligence. At 
the time the Constitution was adopted there were no railroads, no tel- 
egraphs, and no steamships or steamboats. Its framers placed no re- 
striction upon the mode and manner of transmission of intelligence. 


We now send intelligence by railroad, steamboats, and steamships, and | 


an act is on the statute-book making every railroad in the United 
States a post-road. We send on the lakes, on the rivers, and en the 
high seas by steamboats and by steamships. We send by stage, buck- 
board, horseback, and in every other way in regions of country not 
blessed with railroads and steamboats. 

This is simply a move forward in the same direction that Congress 
has moved from the foundation of the Government; that is to say, as 
additional and better means for the transmission of intelligence present 
themselves they are utilized. The Government has availed itself of this 
additional means of delivery by telegraph. The Government has for 
years past availed itself of the telegraph system for the purpose of con- 
veying information by telegram in which the Government is interested. 


This extends, upon what is regarded as the lowest rate of transmission | 


ever known, the benefit of the telegraph system to the people generally. 
There is, in my judgment, no constitutional objection whatever to Con- 
gress conferring upon the Post-Office Department the power to make a 
contract for the transmission of intelligence by a telegraph any more 
than by a steamboat or railroad or other mode of transmission, and so 


thecommittee regarded it. Wesee no reason why this wonderful system | 


of speedy and safe transmission should not he availed of, as we did by 
the use of railroads, steamboats, and steamships as better and more rapid 
modes than those in use prior to the application of steam as a motive 
power. 

That was as far as the committee saw proper to go. That was con- 
sidered safe and beneficial, and we went no further. The bill designs 
simply to furnish the power to the Department to make a contract for 
the transmission of intelligence by telegraph in like manner as it now 
has the power by other means of transmission. It was not the opinion 
of the committee that we should engage in the building system or in 
the purchasing of lines already built. The committee did not favor 
that idea. The chairman of the committee favored it, as he has told 
you to-night, but the committee did not agree with him. The com- 
mittee unanimously agreed on conferring the power to make a contract 


for the transmission of intelligence by telegraph upon a specific rate of 


message, which is in the bill, and which the committee believe the 
fairest rate ever offered to the American people; and, to prevent mo- 
nopoly, to let the contract to the lowest and best bidders, but not to 
exceed the schedule rates fixed in the bili. 


It does not make this a monopoly in the hands of any company, but | 
it puts it out to the lowest and best bidder; and in order to avoid the | 


possibility of any one company monopolizing the whole system, the 
bill makes provision that if a company takes the contract without hav 

ing all the lines necessary to convey intelligence in every part of the 
country at the time of closing the contract it shall have a specified time 
to build telegraph lines so as to comply with the contract. I think I 
may say with entire assurance that from the number of companies which 
presented themselves before the committee there will be no sort of doubt 


that we can get a contract upon the rate set forth in this bill, and if we | 


can do it it will prove a blessing to the people. 


The interest manifested in every part of the country in respect to the | 


adoption of some safe and constitutional system that would reduce tele- 
graph rates satisfied the committee that their duty was to present a 
system for the consideration of the Senate. The one presented is pru- 
dent, looks to a large reduction of rates, and is strictly in line with the 
contract system in force from the earliest days of the Republic. 

I have no set speech, and only rose to show the view the committee 
had, and that it might not be considered that the committee indorsed 
the views of their chairman in respect to the building by the Govern- 
ment of telegraph lines or the purchase of lines already built. The 
committee does not believe in that. The committee does believe in the 
Government making a contract for the transmission and delivery of tel- 
egrams, the same as the transmission and delivery of any other intelli- 
gence by any of the means now in use. 

I have thought it my duty as one member of the committee to say 
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what I have said, and I would add that it was perfectly well known 
before the bill was presented by the committee to the Senate that the 
motion which I have made would be made That was understood. and 
the first ten sections of the bill, which are simply the contract system, 
received the unanimous vote of the committee | have left, out ot 
abundance of caution, the twenty-third section, which is short: 





Sec. 23. That nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit individuals or 
corporations from carrying on the business of operating telegr iph lines 

It was not the intention of the committee te prevent : ly, if he 
preferred it, paying the rates which a company may charge if those 


rates are larger than those fixed by this bill. If persons prefer that as 


a matter of safety, it was not the design of the committee to prevent 
anybody from making such an arrangement with any company Let 
these companies goon and compete with each other, and whoever wants 
tosend through them may doso. That much we all wanted done; but 
when they enter intoa contract with the Government they have to send 
their dispatches according to the schedule rates as fixed in the bill, and 
we believe that when the system is once in operation the : 


ulvantayges 
will become so manifest that the postal-telegraphic system recommended 
by the committee will become in general use and will be hailed by the 
people as wise, economical, beneficent. Here I leave the question for 
the present, as I have no expectation that this bill should be or ought 
to be pressed further at this late hour of the session. The general views 
presented in this condensed form are those which govern the committee 
in recommending this bill 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to postpone the further consideration of 
the bill and pending amendments to the second Monday of December 
next 

Mr. HILL. Being aware of the difficulties of considering an im- 
portant measure of this kind in the closing hours of the session, and 
with the view of interposing no obstacle to an early adjournment, I 
shall consent to the proposition of the Senator from Ohio, if unanimous 
consent can be obtained, to postpone the consideration of this bill to 
the second Monday in December. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. HILL I hope it will be had 

Mr. MAXEY Iam very glad the Senator from Ohio made his mo- 
tion. I think it is perfectly right. My only object in speaking to- 
night was that the ideas of the committee might go out to the country 


It does not need unanimous consent. 


along with the views of the chairman; and when the proper time comes, 
other members of the committee nlore acquainted with the details ot 
the bill than myself will be heard and the Senate will be very greatly 
| profited by hearing the views of other members of the committ 

The committee was probably three months at work almost continu- 
ously on this bill; and the light they have gained by that investigation 
will be of very great service to the Senate, I think, in arriving at a 
| correct conclusion; but that can not be done now, and therefore | 
think the motion of the Senator from Ohio is perfectly right 
|} The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
| Senator from Ohio to postpone the further consideration of the bill un- 
til the second Monday in December nex Will the Senator name the 
hour ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
other time was fixed. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to 


The hour would be 2 o’clock necessarily if no 


JOHN HOLLINS M’BLAIR. 


Mr. HAWLEY I ask consent to call up Senate bill 2233 Alter 


I shall have made a brief statement of the essence of the report, if any 


body objects [ shall withdraw the request 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
consent for the consideration of the bill (S. 2233) for the reliefot Lieut. 
John Hollins MeBlair 
Mr. HARRISON. Thatis a Senate bill 
Mr. HAWLEY. Itis a bill unanimously reported from the Com 
| mittee on Military Affairs 
Mr. HARRISON. What is the use of passing Senate bills now 
Mr. HAWLEY I have reason to know that it is not 





nposs rblé 
that it may pass the House now, and if not now it may pass early in 
December, and the quicker the better for this officer lL will state ft] 
| case in a word Che Senator from Missouri | Mr. Cockk! \ ld 
have made the presentation but that he is occupied otherw mm con 
ference committees. 

Mr. MecBlair was a young officer of tl (rmy Aitel e he 
broke down in his health, served for a while in various stat? depart 
ments, and finally on the report of a board was retired and wholly 
tired trom service Upon a further presentation of his case President 
Lincoln six months after revoked that order and praia ed him upon the 
retired-list, giving him the benefit of the question his friends raised as 
to whether he was obliged to retire by reason of active service jn the 
(Army At any rate Mr. Lincoln revoked the order and placed him on 
the retired-list Chere he has been peacelully sine L863 or 1864. 

\ late decisions to the effect, as man nators are aware, that he, 
having been once out of the ) ular order not be 
brought back into it except by nomination and confirmation This 

| bill gives to the President the right hat date 
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but provides against his receiving any pay by reason of this renomination 
ind reappointment. He has been twenty-one years in the enjoyment 
is believed to be a lawful right under what was unquestion- 
ably the intention of the War Department and of President Lincoln. 


ot what 
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NAYS—21 
Bayard, Coke, Manderson, Sawyer, 
| Beck, Colquitt, Maxey, Sewell, 
Blair, Conger, Miller of Cal., Van Wyck. 
*Brown, Gorman, Platt, 
Butler, Groome, Ransom, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thequestion is, Will the Senate now 
onsider the bill ? 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the | 
Whol procer ded to consider the bill 


Che bill was reported-from the Committee on Military Affairs with 


| 


Call, Hawley, Riddleberger, 


ABSENT—31. 
Allison, 


Garland, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Anthony, George Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Gibson, Lamar, Slater, 
Camden, Hale Logan, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, McPherson, Voorhees, 

|} Cuilom, Harris, Mahone Walker, 

Diwes, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Williams. 
Farley, Jackson, Pike, 


| 
| 
| 


an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: | 

Phat the President is authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to appoint John Hollins McBlair a first lieutenant in the 
Army of the United States in the infantry service, and to place him upon the 
retired-list as of the date April 8, 1864: Provided, That said McBilair shall 
not by virtue of thisact receive any pay or allowance in addition to what he has 
already received prior to this date 

Mr. HAWLEY Chere is an amendment to the amendment agreed 


apon by the Senator from Missouri and myself striking out all after 
the 


word ‘* provided ’’ and inserting 
That t pay already received by the said McBlair shall be in full of all pay 
under this act up to the date of the last payment 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Che amendment as amended was agreed to 

Che bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in 


lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed 
BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 
Mr. FRYE I move to take up for present consideration Order of 
Business 523, being the bill (H. R. 3056) to constitute a bureau of navi- 


gation in the Treasury Department. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 


Mr. BAYARD. I desire to call up, for the purpose of moving its in- 
definite postponement, Order of Business 548, being the bill (5. 603) 
for the relief William McGarrahan. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill named by | 
him 

Che motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore The bill will be read. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is not necessary, I believe, to have the bill read. 
It is reported adversely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to indefinitely postpone 
can not be put until the bill is read, without unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no objection. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore Is there objection to taking the ques- 
tion on the indefinite postponement of this bill without its being read ? 
Che Chair hears none. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
from Delaware that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LONGEVITY PAY OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. BUTLER. _1ask to take up Order of Business 766, being the bill 
H. R. 1401) toamend section 1556 of the Revised Statutes, giving lon- 


gevity pay to certain officers of the Navy. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from South 
Carolina 

A division was called for 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the bill be read before a division is had. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from South Carolina that 
sidered. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
tion of executive business 

Mr. BUTLER. I trust— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 11, noes 15; 
ho quorum voting 

Mr. BUTLER called for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 


24, nays 21, as follows 

YEAS—24 
Aldrich, Frye, Lapham, Pendleton, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, McMillan, Plumb, 
Cockrell, Hill, Mitchell, Pugh, 
Dolph Ingalls, Morgan, Sherman, 
Edmunds Jonas, Morrill, Vest, 
I Jones of Florida, Palmer, Wilson 


The motion is not open to debate. | 


this bill be now con- | 


I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- | 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
| eration of executive business. After 17 minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 
RECESS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that 
o'clock a. m. to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 10 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m 
| the Senate took a recess until 10 o’clock a. m. of Saturday, July 5 


the Senate take a recess until 10 


AFTER RECESS 

The Senate reassembled at 10 o'clock a. m., Saturday, July 5, 1884 

LONGEVITY PAY 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for the recess having ex 
| pired, the Senate resumes its session. The pending question is on the 
motion of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1401) to amend 
section 1556 of the Revised Statutes, giving longevity pay to certain of- 
ficers of the Navy. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to lay the motion on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I thought the bill might be called up later 
Senator from South Carolina is not here. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 


The 


FOREIGN-LABOR CONTRACTS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migration of 
| foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in 
| the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suggest to the Senator from New Hampshire that 
he had better wait until the Senate is fuller. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Debateis not in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill, if taken up, may be laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is notin order. The ques 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire that the bill 
indicated by him be now considered. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I desire this morning to do that which 
I seldom do. It is to call the attention of the Senate to a matter per- 
sonal to myself. I have prepared a statement which I desire to have 
the privilege of making now. 

Mr. President, I deem it due to my friends that I call attention to 
certain statements which I find copied in the public press, as well as in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the 28th of June. 

First. I am set down in a list of what are termed ‘land grabbers,’’ 
as having in some mysterious way accumulated the vast amount of 
| 80,000 acres of land. This statement is utterly without foundation in 





fact. The New York Herald of the 29th of June adds 30,000 head of 
cattle. I wish this were true, but there is no foundation for the state- 
ment. I would take no notice of this, however, were it not for the 


charge that follows. 

Second. The person who made the statement, after finding that it 
was untrue, instead of doing justice to one against whom he might, 
by his erroneous statements, have done an injury, proceeded to put 
another false statement on record, as follows: 


I might have said to the deluded soldiers of this land, ‘‘ What do you think of 
a great Senator who, in his greed to absorb the territory which belongs to the 
actual settler, in a land that was made for independent freeholders and small 
farmers—what do you think of a man who poses as a statesman and a patriot 
as the friend par excellence of the soldier, and who, under the cover of his 
brother-in-law, went to New Mexico and tried to pre-empt the most valuable 
land lying along her streams, and was only estopped by the public officer find- 
ing out that it belonged to another class which he professes the utmost friend 
ship for, and who from his manner and appearance rumor says has their blood 
in his veins, tried to steal from his own kith and kin hundreds of thousands of 
acres of land [great laughter and applause on the Democratic side}, taking from 
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the unfortunate savage who was unable to protect himself until an honest Se.- | 


retary of the Interior went there with the surveyor and took back the land sor 
the Zunis.”” [Renewed laughter and applause. } 


Mr. President, this statement is, so far as I am concerned, or any one 
else of whom I have any knowledge, maliciously false. 
the facts out of- which this attack has been made? Captain Lawton, 
Major Tucker, and Mr, Stout located claims at Nutria Springs, in 
New Mexico, not however until after ascertaining from the General 
Land Office that the land was subject to location, being outside of the 
Indian reservation, and being some five miles from the Indian line, 
and some twenty-live or thirty miles from the town of Zuni. So it 
will be seen that the ‘* hundreds of thousands of acres of land’’ that 
this man says I was ‘‘stealing from the Indians’’ resolves itself into 
three homesteads or ‘‘desert-act’’ claims located by two Army offi- 
cers and one citizen on public land open to such entry, with which lo- 
cation, however, I had nothing to do. 

Mr. President, in order to prove every statement that I have made 
to be true, I will first read the letter of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, of date December 7, 1882, which shows that this land 
was subject to location and entry as public land at the time it was so 
located, and if not, that the location would have been subject to cancella- 
tion. Any one who will examine the numbers will find that those 
mentioned as subject to entry are entirely outside of the reservation 
and cover the ones taken by the persons mentioned. 

I ask the Secretary to read the letter of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, which was sent to the land office at Santa Fé prior to 
these locations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 7, 1882 

GENTLEMEN : Lam in receipt of your letter of November 23, 1882, asking whether 
townships 12 north of ranges 16 and 17 west are within the reservation for the 
Zuni Indians, as the same are unsurveyed and you have several applications for 
desert-land entries in said townships. 

Inreply you are informed that as near ascan be ascertained from our records 
township 12 north of range 16 west is outside, while of township 12 north of 
range 17 west probably only sections 25, 26,33, and 36 are within the reservation. 

When said townships are surveyed the reservation may be found to embrace 
more of the land than that mentioned, and if any desert-land entries are found 


to have been located within the reservation they will be held for cancellation. 
Very respectfully, 


The letter will be read it there be 


N. C. MCFARLAND, Commissioner. 
REGI4TER AND RECEIVER, 
Santa Fé, N. Mex. 


Mr. LOGAN. Iwill now call attention to a letter of Major Tucker, 
giving the facts in connection with the location of the lands mentioned 
by him and his associates: 


Pay DEPARTMENT, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Santa Fé, N. Mex., May 3, 1883 

Drar Str: The inclosed copy of an order from the Commissioner of General 
Land Office to the surveyor-general of New Mexico indicates that there is some 
disposition to interfere ind-change the location of the Zuni reservation, sur- 
veyed under an executive order of President Hayes 

I desire to call youratiention to the fact that lands in townships 12 north, range 
16 west, and 12 north, range 17 west, from headwaters of the Nutria in section 8, 
township 12 north, range 16 west, following the course of the Nutria to the Zuni 
reservation line to the southwest, in township 12 north, range 17 west, were 
located by myself and associates, and the laws complied with, the money paid 
with the usual certificates of location in our possession, the land at the time be- 
ing Government land, as shown by the Land Department maps, and subject to 
such locations and entry. This land was entered in good faith, known not to 
be on the Zuni reservation by all the officers of the Land Department, and also 
known to the agent for the Pueblo Indians. In the name and for those having 
made said locations and entries [ respectfully protest against any action that 
would be calculated to interfere with our said rights acquired under the law 
Soon after these entries were made an officious person, who thinks he hasthe 
Indian interests at heart, commenced making a disturbance in reference to these 
entries, and procured an attack to be made upon Senator LOGAN, charging him 
with having in violation of law entered this property, when in fact he bad not 
dione so, but had stated to myself and others that the land was subject to loca- 
tion and entry. 

I desire to call your attention to the following proposition : 

1. The Zuni Indians, as well as all the other Pueblo Indians of New Mexico, 
were citizens of Mexico capable of holding land in their own right, the Zunis 
having a grant of land from the Mexican Government, which was confirmed 
to them by the United States Government under the treaty with Mexico; they 
are citizens of the United States, and have so been held by the courts. This 
being the case,the right of President Hayes to give to them the land of the 
Government by an executive order is a question that might well be consid- 
ered, 

2. The grant, as well as the land claimed to be set apart for them by Presi- 
dent Hayes, is well watered, the Nutria River, formed by different springs, 
running entirely through the land given to them by President Hayes’s order ; 
also, the Rio Piscado running entirely through the Zuni Valley and through 


their grant. To now extend by an executive order the reservation set aside by | 


the Hayes “order” so as to compel a survey on a straight line or any other 
line toinelude the Nutria Spring within their reservation would take every drop 
of water in the two valleys totally depriving every other section of Government 
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I will next call the attention of the Senate toa letterof Captain Law- 
ton, giving a full statement of the facts in connection with his location: 


SANTA FE, May 19, 1883. 

Sir: In view of an article recently published in the Chicago Inter-Ocean, at- 
tacking you personally, and charging you with complicity in a combination to 
defraud the Zuni Indians of certain lands, &c., and repeated in different forms by 
other papers throughoutthe country, I desire to submit for such use as you may 
wish to make of it the facts concerning the subject to the charges above men- 
tioned. With reference to the location of the land, in the first instance, I have 
only tosay that all the facts can be ascertained at the office of the register of the 
land office in this city As there is no allegation that you have made any entry 
little need be saidon that point. I was the first to see the land and to suggest its 


location, and took activesteps toward completingtheentries. Twill simply Say 


| that in making the location every precaution was taken to prevent injustice be 


ing done the Zunis or other parties. The land was noton the reservation, is not 
shown on the reservation by any map ever issued by the Land or Indian Dx part- 
ment rhe land had been surveyed regularly by the United States surve yor 
platted, and the plats were on file in the office of the register, and the land was 
subject to entry by any citizen under the laws At the time of making the app! 

cation for the land the existence of the executive order of President Hayes was 
unknown tome. Afterward I procured a copy of said order, went with it to the 
land office,and suspended my application until a decision from the Land De- 
partment at Washington could be made. In due time the decision was returned 
and it was to the effect that the land in question was subject to entry I was 


informed by the register that there were other applicants for the land, that he 
had held my application as long as he could, and I must then decide whether 
I would locate or not; if I did not, he would accept the next applicant As to 


the question of stock range or ranch I have to say, being aware of the profit- 
ableness of stock-raising, properly conducted, I conceived the idea that if we 
Major Tucker, Mr. Stout, and myself, who had located on the Nutria) could 
agree we might induce parties with capital to take an interest in our place and 
stock a ranch for us 

The matter was first broached by me and discussed with Major Tucker, who 
while he was not sanguine, was not averse tothe proposition. The first know]- 
edge, I think, you had that such an idea was contemplated was a letter I wrote 


| you this spring, representing the case to you and asking your interest and in- 





land in that locality from any water whatever, rendering a large body of land | 


entirely useless and depriving the Government of any disposition of the same 

These entries in no wise affect the interests of the Indians, and we can not 
see why the rights of other people should be disturbed merely to satisfy the 
wailings of some disappointed persons whodid not get the land themselvesand 
now wish to put the Indians forward to do aninjury to others merely to gratify 
their own vindictive feelings. 

lam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
W. F. TUCKER, Jr., 
United States Army 
Hon. H. M. Te.ver, 


Secretary of the Interior Department, Washington, D. ¢ 


| your benefit or for the benefit of any person other than those appearing on tl 
| record of the land office, is untrue 


fluence to procure capital, &&« ro this letter I rec. .ved no reply, but believing 
the idea feasible,Il arranged to employ Mr. Sam. Collins,a stockman,an old 
ranch manager, then in charge of a ranch in Lincoln County,to visit our loca 
tion, examine it with a view to its capacity for stock, and to make a report 

After consulting Major Tucker he agreed to share the expenses with me, and 
Mr. Collins was employed for one month for this purpose After completing 
his examination be returned to Santa Fé, was taken sick, and as a result was 
still here when you arrived,up to which time I am sure you knew nothing 
whatever of the existence of such a person; certainly not from me 

There is not nor has there been any company or organization for the purpose 
of buying or owning land, raising stock, or starting a ranch on the Nutria in 
which you or any other person is or was interested. 

My entry of land on the Nutria was made in good faith for myself, and no 
other person has any interest in my locations. No money has been spent, work 
done, or other steps taken toward locating a ranch on the property in question 
other than I have stated And any and all statements to the contrary, or that 
there is or has been a combination ei®her to secure land or start a rancl 








Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
H. W. LAWTON 
Captain, Fourth Cavalry 
General Joun A. LOGAN. 


I will now call attention to the letter of Col. James Stevenson, of 


the United States Geological Survey, who knows more about the In- 
dians mentioned and their lands than any person of my acquaintance 
He has investigated this question at the request of the Secretary of the 
Interior: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., June 30, 1884 
DEAR Sir: Having had my attention called to statements in the CONGRESS 
SIONAL Recorp of a recent date indirectly charging you with fraudulently at- 
tempting to deprive the Zuni Indians of New Mexico of their lands, I bey to say 
that I am familiar with the facts and circumstances, from a thorough investiga- 
tion of the subject made at the request of the honorable Secretary of the In 
terior, and take pleasure in stating that the allegations thus made are grossly 
unjust to you, as well as Major Tucker and his associates, and wholly without 
foundation 
Very respectfully, yours, 
JAMES STEVENSON 
Hon. Joun A. LOGAN, 
United States Senate 


I now call attention to letter of July 2, 1384, written by the Secre 
tary of the Interior to myself, which gives all the facts and shows that 
not only these locations were legal and proper, but that the executive 
order extending the ‘‘ Zuni’’ reservation over these locations was made 
under a misunderstanding of the facts in the premises, and that the 
whole statement or accusation against any one having committed any 
wrong is utterly false: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, July 2, 1354 


DeAR Str: In reply to your verbal inquiries concerning the executive order 
of May 1, 1883, extending the Zuni reservation, allow me to say that the reser- 
vation of the Zuni Indians was established by executive order dated March 16 
1877. An order of this character does not of course give the Indians title to the 
lands; it only withdraws the lands included within the reservation from the 
operation of the settlement laws 








On April 28, 1883, it was reported from the Indian Office that in draughting 

| the executive order establishing the said reservation there had been an erro 
leaving out of the reservation a large spring that was not only desi le but 
necessary for the use of the Indians. I therefore requested the President to 
modify the order so as to include within the lands of the reservation said spring 
I was verbally informed that certain Army officers had made locations under 
the desert-land act of lands in the vic ty of the spring that would be included 


ler, but that they had expressed a 
desired to have the 


in the reservation by the term of the new o 
willingness to surrender their claims the Government 
lands for the Indians. I subsequently understood that Major Tucker was or 








of the officers who had made filing under sa t Major Tucker soon after 
informed me that the Indians did not use the waters of the spring, and did not 
need either the water or the land 

On the Ist of February, 1884, 1 requested M lames Stevenson, of the Geolog 
ical Bureau, whois very familiar with the reservat id the surrounding 
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try, to make an examination of the said spring and the amount of water on the 
vation and to report to me In April last he made his report, by which it 
ears that the Indians on the reservation have made no use of the water of 
pring mentioned, and have notoccupied, either before or since, the lands in- 
ded in the new lines of the reservation 
There is not the slightest evidence that any wrong was intended or done by 
t parties to the entries above referred to or any law violated The land was 
public land at the time these entries were made,and as such was open to entry 
by the public rhe gentlemen who made the entries were qualified to enter 
such lands and had a perfect right to do so,and they neither violated law nor 
rights of any parties whatever in sodoing. I asked the executive order ex- 
iding this reservation without understanding all the facts at the time. It 
gives me pleasure to make this statement in view of the allegations to the con- 
trary which have been made 
Very respectfully 


t 
ter 


H. M. TELLER, Secretary 


Hon. Joun A 


Unite 


LOGAN, 
d States 


Senate Chamber 

When Major Tucker and his associates, as well as myself, were at- 
tacked through the newspapers, and charged with interfering with the 
rights of the Indians and doing a great wrong, I defended them in a 
letter through the public press and otherwise as having violated no 
law, and as having committed no fraud on the Indians or any one else. 


In that defense I asked the question: ‘‘ If a soldier like Captain Law- | 


ton could not locate a homestead (or pre-emption, or whatever the loca- 

tion was) within the distance he had to an Indian reservation, to tell 

me how many miles a soldier would have to go away from a reserva- 

tion in order tocomply with the law?’’ This I didintheir behalf. I 

now stand by what I did then. If this be a crime ora fraud, my ene- 
make the most of it. 

men are all three honorable men. 


mies may 

Ches« Captain Lawton was a gal- 
lant soldier from Indiana; he served all through the war with great 
credit to himself and honor to his country. 
in-law He is a gentleman and a man who would not wrongany one. 
I presume the wrong in me is that Major Tucker isa part of my family; 
and although he is innocent of any wrong in the premises, a baseless 
excuse was made to assail me through him. If the object was to draw 
me into his defense, it has succeeded; and when any one thinks I have 
not manhood enough to defend openly any of my family or friends 
when wrongfully assailed, he mistakes me. 

his, sir, is a full answer to this false, unprovoked, and malicious 
slander, which I place on record where all may have access to it. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
tion of the bill 2112) 
state commerce, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Che Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 
session before 11 o’ clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from California will not move 
an executive session now. I shall only occupy the time of the Senate 
for a few minutes, and then the Senate can take what course it chooses 
in reference to the bill 

Mr. CULLOM proceeded to address the Senate. 


Ss 


I should like to have an executive 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7069) making appro- 


priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the | 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other pur- | 
poses, further insisted upon its disagreement to the amendments of the | 


Senate numbered 21, 24, 25, 27, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 91, 
92, 93, 94, 95, 205, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 211, and 212, asked a fur- 
ther conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. W. 8. HoLMAN of Indiana, 
Mr. J. HANCOCK of Texas, and Mr. J. 
agers at the further conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed | 


the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 


A bill (Hf. R. 254) granting a pension to John Robbins; 

\ bill (H. R. 282) to reinstate Cornelius Fitzgerald on the pension- 
roll; 

A bill (H. R. 555) granting a pension to John Galloup; 

\ bill (H. R. 819) granting an increase of pension to Merritt Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 836) granting a pension to John C. Fenscke; 

A bill (H. R. 837) granting a pension to Reuben J. Chewnirig; 

\ bill (H. R. 943) granting a pension to Samuel Barnard; 

A bill (H. R. 1056) granting a pension to Honora Kelley; 

A bill (H. R. 1073) granting a pension to William J. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 1077) granting a pension to Sarah Miner; 
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to establish a commission to regulate inter- | 
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A bill (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary T. Barnes; 
A bill (H. R. 1410) granting a pension to Henry Schnetberg, of In- 
diana, Pa.; 
A bill (H. R. 1436) granting a pension to William T. McCoy; 
A bill (H. R. 1569) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord, widow 
of Maj. Gen. E. O. C. Ord; P 
A bill (H. R. 1894) granting a pension to Clark Roberts; 
A bill (H. R. 1930) granting a pension to Sarah Nicoll Crane; 
A bill (H. R. 1965) granting a pension to John A. Crozier; 
| A bill (H. R. 2105) granting a pension to John A. Shuckers; 
A bill (H. R. 2312) granting a pension to Almira B. Kaler; 
A bill (H. R. 2358) granting a pension to James Hawkins; 
A bill (H. R. 2623) granting a pension to Arthur I. McConnell; 
A bill (H. R. 2702) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellida I. Middleton 
widow of the late Rear-Admiral Edward Middleton, United States 
Navy; 


A bill (H. R. 2984) granting additional pension to Apolline A. Blair, 
| widow of the late General Francis P. Blair; 

A bill (H. R. 3171) granting a pension to Ella Stolz; 

A bill (H. R. 3591) for the relief of Sarah A. Becktel; 

A bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to Irene Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 3625) granting an increase of pension to Levi Ander- 
son; 
| <A bill (H. R. 
| <A bill (H. R. 

\ 


3737) 
3909) 


granting a pension to Ann McLaughlin; 
granting a pension to George W. Wickwire; 


A bill (H. R. 4368) granting an increase of pension to Dr. Samuel 
Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 4439) granting a pension to John R. Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Corbin; 

A bill (H. R. 4700) granting a pension to Simon E. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 4767) granting a-pension to Mary A. Henry; 

A bill (H. R. 4970) tor the relief of Mrs. Nancy Biser; 


A bill (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah E. E 


. Seelye, 
alias Franklin Thompson; 





A bill (H. R. 5485) granting a pension to Mrs. Samantha Harriman; 
| A bill (H. R. 5636) for the relief of Otto Leissring; 
A bill (H. R. 5675) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan J. McKenney; 
A bill (H. R. 5723) granting a pension to Isabella Bertha Weaver; 
A bill (H. R. 5781) granting a pension to Solon L. Simonds; 
A bill (H. R. 5795) increasing the pension of Charles A. Fuller; 
A bill (H. R. 5821) granting a pension to Mrs. Susannah Barr; 
A bill (H. R. 5976) for the relief of Catherine Weis; 
| <A bill (H. R. 6085) granting a pension to John A. Hassell; 
A bill (H. R. 6168) granting an increase of pension to Capt. H. D. 
F. Young; 
A bill (H. R. 6184) granting a pension to Julia M. Reynolds; 


A bill (H. R. 6370) to limit the time within which prosecutions may 
be instituted against persons charged with violating internal-revenue 
laws; and 

A bill (H. R. 6786) granting a pension to Rivers Banks. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HoAR in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] is entitled to the floor on Senate bill 
No. 2112. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am informed ‘by the Senator from California [ Mr. 
| MILLER] that it is especially important that there should be a short 
| executive session before 11 o’clock. That being the case, if it is the 
pleasure of the Senate I will yield for that purpose if I shall be en- 
| titled to the floor for a few minutes immediately after. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair supposes that at 11 o’clock 
the business of a new day will begin in its usual order, but undoubt- 
| edly under the circumstances the Senator will receive unanimous con- 
| sent to conclude his remarks. 
| Mr. CULLOM. Will it be necessary to have unanimovs consent to 
proceed at that time ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
to proceed then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois asks unan 
| imous consent that to-morrow morning, after the routine business, he 
shall have leave to conclude his remarks. 

Mr, CULLOM. I now ask leave that I may proceed immediately 
| after the session begins. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. After the session begins. 
| Objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr. CuLLOM, after speaking for some time, gave way. 


Yes, sir. 
I now ask unanimous consent that I may be allowed 


Is there 


EXECUTIVE 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After eight minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 10 o’clock and 58 minutes a. 
i'm., Saturday, July 5, 1884) the Senate adjourned. 


SESSION. 
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SENATE. water the Creator gives free right of way, maintains the road-bed, and 


’ = si furnishes, in part at least, the motive power. It has, therefore, been 
SATURDAY, July 5, 1884. our policy to improve our rivers and lakes and keep these great natu- 

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. ral ye et leg public _—e : se 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. Huntey, D. D. i intend pohetuen this and the coming session of Congress to prepare 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, and by unanimous consent, the read- om — this ae ie eae he = oe one iN 
. > z 7 Venetian Males natal a Seeman sibthiialicmemenns : erests ol sc ‘ at ever’ ater way should be improved where 
ing of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed with. it isnecessary to improve it, and that canals should be enh ceca, 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. interests of commerce require them, as it is that we should regulate or 
Mr. CULLOM. I believe the understanding was that I should have | have anything to do in connection with the transportation of the com- 
the floor immediately after the convening of the session to-day for the | merce of the country upon the railroads. I may say here that I have 
yurpose of completing the remarks which | was making a while ago. not been entirely satisfied with the action of the Senate in reference to 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois asks ulan- | what is commonly known as the Hennepin Canal. I have felt and still 
imous consent that the Senate now resume the consideration of the | feel that that great proposed national enterprise should have been in- 
unfinished business of the last sitting, being the bill (S. 2112) to estab- | corporated in the river and harbor bill, and the work begun at the earliest 
lish a commission to regulate interstate commerce, and for other | moment; but the Senate thought otherwise, and it was notdone. The 
purposes. Isthere objection? The Chair hears no objection, and the | Committee on Commerce, however, has reported a bill in favor of the 


bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. | measure, which I hope at the session of Congress in December next to 
Mr. CULLOM resumed the floor and concluded the remarks begun | press to its final passage. 
by him at yesterday’s sitting. His entire speech is as follows: I hope to have occasion, Mr. President, to give my views atlength in 


“Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I realize the fact that bringing be- | favor of such appropriations as may be necessary to improve our im- 
fore the Senate a bill of this character at this late day in the session is | portant rivers and to construct canals where trade and commerce de- 
not perhaps exactly whatshould be done; in other words, the bill ought | mand it as well. I shall not discuss that subject at this time. The 
to have been considered by the Senate long ago. I fully intended a | demands and exigencies of trade bave so grown with our growth as a 
month ago to insist upon bringing the bill before the Senate for consid- | people that commerce can not be confined to water ways. The rail- 
eration, but, as Senators know, my health gave way for a little while, | roads of the country are doing by far the most of our carrying trade. 
and I have been detained from the Senate, so that 1 could not give the | The locomotive with its train is adapted to all seasons and countries, 
bill any attention. I only seek now, so far as I am personally con- | and speeds over or through mountains, across rivers, along the plains, 


cerned, to detain the Senate fora very few minutes in talking about the | wherever there is a passenger to go ora pound of freight to carry. The 

bill, and then will submit the question to the Senate as to whether we | train stops at our corn-cribs, our barns, our warehouses, our villages, 

shall take a vote on the bill now or hereafter. towns, and cities, and takes whatever there is of surplus, and carries it 
Mr. President, the question of the supervision or control in some way | to the markets of the world. 

of the railroads of the country by the National Government is one with The locomotive is indeed a power in the land, the most willing, able, 


which the American people are becoming somewhat familiar. It has | yet autocratic, subject of our trade and commerce. While the people 
been raised in some shape at every session of Congress for several years | generally are willing to acknowledge their indebtedness to railroads tor 
past. It has been discussed by the public press, by merchants and | what they have done in the development of the country and in aid of 
shippers and farmers and stockholders and officers of the great corpora- | commerce, it can not be denied that complaints have arisen against 
tions. It is now claiming a more prominent place than in the past, and | their management; complaints of oppressive charges and of unjust dis- 
demands of us our best judgment in determining what is best for the | criminations against persons and places are heard from all parts of the 
public interest. In approaching the discussion of this subject permit | country; rates are given to some persons which are denied others under 
me to say that I have no desire to deal unjustly or to oppress in any | the same circumstances; that a greater sum is frequently charged for 
way the railroad corporations whose interests are involved, but rather | carrying the same-quantity of freight a less than a greater distance. 
to preserve them, consistent with the rights of the people from whom | They have it in their power, if unrestrained, to enhance the prosperity 
their rights are derived. The growth of this great interest is unparal- | of one portion of the country at the expense of another. They may so 
leled—commensurate only with the stupendous advancement of our | discriminate in their rates against a particular town or locality as to 
people as anation. In 1830 there were but twenty-three milesof rail- | drive trade away from it toa more favored locality. They may by giv- 
road in operation in this country. In 1840 the number had increased | ing low rates encourage manufacturers at any given point, and by rais 
to 2,818, in 1850 to 9,021, in 1860 to 30,635, in 1870 to 52,914. To-day | ing the rates break up the business and transfer the trade to some other 
in round numbers we have 120,000 miles of road, a larger number in- | point. Corporations have no souls and very short memories. <A 
deed than all Europe, with a population seven times larger than the | change of officers works a change of favorites. The mill that has been 
United States. The amount received for the transportation of freight | favored by one management, when the change comes must look else- 
and passengers by these corporations in this country is not far from | where for its grist, The town that has been built up by the establish- 
$800,000,000 per annum; and the amount paid out for expenses must | ment of shops and factories suddenly finds the men employed in the 
be about $550,000,000 yearly, not including the interest paid on their | shops transferred to some other town; the new railroad management 
bonds. To operate these roads a million of employés are required. | turn their backs upon it, and it is left to languish and die 


These roads thus from year to year extended run through every State, These, Mr. President, and others that might be mentioned are serious 
and I believe through every Territory of the Union, the State I have | evils which call loudly for a remedy. Many of the States have pro- 


the honor in part to represent having a greater number of miles | vided against these evils by legislative enactments—and twenty-two of 
than any other State. To construct and operate them the best | the States have passed laws for the appointment of railroad commis- 
minds of the country have been employed-—men whose services com- | sioners—and in providing in some way for the supervision and control 
mand a much larger compensation than any officers or employés of | of railroads, in some instances fixing rates, and in all cases, I believe, 
the Government, excepting alone perhaps the President. Their busi- | providing against unjust discrimination and extortion. In my own 
ness extends to all departments of trade and commerce. The manu- | State the commissioners are authorized by law to establish maximum 
facturer, the farmer, the merchant, the laboring man, the profes- | rates for every railroad within its borders. There have of course been 
sional man are each and all directly interested in their operations. | some friction and disputes between the corporations and the commis- 
There is no interest or business not affected by their operations and | sioners. Thelaw under which the commission acts has been contested in 
management. Commerce is the pulse of a nation, and indicates with | all the courts, until its final favorable adjudication in the Supreme 
unerring throb its vital condition. Agriculture, the foundation of our | Court of the United States. The roads in Llinois to-day are generally 
prosperity, can not prosper if it costs more to market the farmer’s prod- | working: in harmony with the commission, and the people are, I think, 
ucts than they are worth. The success of the manufacturer depends | generally satisfied with the result attained. The practice of extortion 
upon the facility at his command and the cost of transporting hiscom- | and unjust discrimination has been in a large measure corrected, and 
modities. The cost of carriage is a direct tax upon the value of the | the corporations have in no way been injured by complying with the 
article exchanged, and the wealth of the producer and of the country | law and the tariffs of rates given them by the commissioners 

is diminished or increased in proportion to that cost. We have our I doubt not that the experience of the people in other States where 
lakes, rivers, and canals, and the influence which they exert upon the | supervision by commissions has been authorized has been equally 
cost of transportation of our products is all-important, but the carry- | satisfactory. But, Mr. President, State commissions have no control 
ing trade of the country is very largely in the hands of the railroads. | over interstate commerce. The commerce of this country which is car- 
The water ways to some extent dictate the rate, but the railway does | ried on between the States can not under the Constitution be controlled 
the business. The through tonnage over the great Erie Canal in 1852 | by States or State boards. The transportation companies, whether 
was five times greater than that on the New York Central and Erie Rail- | railroad companies or otherwise, which may carry the products of the 
roads. In 1854 the tonnage of the railroads had increased 302,000 tons, | country from State to State, or from State to Territory, or from one side 
while that of the canals fell off 142,845,tons; and so the increase and | of this continent to the other, may only be controlled in their operation 
decrease went on relatively until, in 1880, the tonnage of the two rail- | in such work by the national Government. Our imports, amounting 


roads had swelled to 19,250,000 tons, while that of the canal was | to many millions of dollars in value, do not remain in the ports of 


“6,457,665 tons. (See Poor’s Manual for 1881. ) New York and Boston and of other seaport cities ; they are carried to 
The water ways were the first great channels of commerce. On the! the West and South: and so of manufactures. They reach out across 


women. 



































































6046 


the States, wherever a market may be found. 


The question therefore 
comes to us 


‘Shall we afford relief to the people and provide laws for 
their protection against oppression and unjust discrimination by these 
powertul transportation companies, or shall we ignore the people’s de- 
mands?’’ These are times in which competition is in a large degree 
destroyed by combinations. The danger to the people to-day is from 
these combinations, which become great monopolies. The enormous 
power which combined capital gives to those who control it makes it 
aggressive, impudent, and dangerous. 

The Constitution says that *‘Congress has the power to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations and among the several States.’? Under 
this provision of the fundamental law the right is claimed, and I think 
not disputed, to pass laws for the supervision of interstate commerce. 

Mr. Madison, in the convention which framed the Constitution, said 

that he was more and more convinced that the regulation of commerce 
was in its nature indivisible and ought to be wholly under one author- 
ity Mr. Sherman said, ‘‘ The power of the United States to regulate 


when such interferences happen; so that there is no danger to be appre- 
hended from a concurrent jurisdiction.’’ 


In the case of Gibbon vs. Ogden, 9 Wheaton, the court says that the 
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courts very much litigation that would take place in the absence of 
such a commission. This bill has been framed upon the idea that such 
a commission should have a sort of preliminary power to settle disputes 
between the people dealing with transportation companies and the com- 
panies themselves; but at the end, if they should be unable to settle, 
then the parties should have the right to go into court and litigate the 
questions in dispute. 

This section provides also that when complaint is made and the cor- 
poration is notified of the complaint and has answered the complaint, 
if the matter is not settled at once between the parties, the corpora- 
tion and the complainant, then the commission shall proceed to take 


| testimony, examine into the case, make an award, determine, in other 
| words, the amount of damages, if any, that the shipper has sustained, 


power to re gulate commerce extends to every species of commercial in- 


tercourse between the United States and foreign nations and among the 
several States. It does not stop at the external boundary of a State, 
but it does not extend to a commerce which is completely external. 
It is the power to regulate that is to prescribe the rule by which com- 
merce is to be governed. This power like all others vested in Congress 


notify the corporation of the fact and the amount, and specify a time 
within which the damages shall be paid; and if the shipper shall fail 
to pay them, then the commission is authorized to turn the papers in 


| the case over to the district attorney of the United States for the dis 
trade being supreme can control interferences of the State regulations | 


trict in which the accusation shall have been made. 

My judgment is that with a national law with that sortof provision 
in it which shall give an honorable commission that power there would 
in the end be very few cases which would ever find their way into the 
courts of the United States, and everybody knows that it is a substan- 
tial denial of justice to a complainant to send him thereif he happens to 


| be a poor man. 


The inducement held out to the companies to adjust their differences 


| with complainants promptly in the manner indicated is found in the 


is complete in itself and may be exercised to its utmost extent and ac- | 


knowledges no limitations other than are prescribed by the Constitution. 

In the case of Groves vs. Slaughter, 15 Peters, 449, the court says that 
the power of Congress to regulate commerce among the several States 
is exclusive of any interference by the States. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate by a general discussion 
of the subject any further, but shall defer it until the coming session 
if this bill shall not be disposed of at the present one. I shall hope, 
however, that the Senate will feel disposed to pass the bill, and I de- 
sire to say that the bill which is now before the Senate, which I had the 
honor to report from the Committee on Railroads, had very careful con- 
sideration. There have been, perhaps, twenty or thirty bills on the 
subject introduced into the two branches of the Congress of the United 
States during this session, and some at previous sessions. All these 
bills have been very carefully considered, and I think the bill which I 
had the honor to report and which is now under consideration contains 
the best portions of the several bills that have been produced and intro- 
duced in the Congress of the United States. My judgment is that it is 
a bill which will protect the interests of the people and will at the same 
time not oppress the railroad corporations of the country. 

With these few remarks, and then with a statement of what the pro- 
sions of the bill are specifically, I shall relieve the Senate. 

Section 1 creates the interstate commerce commission, to be composed 
of live commissioners appointed by the President for terms of tive years, 
the term of one commissioner to expire each year, so as to prevent sud- 
den or radical changes in the composition or policy of the commission, 
and to secure the servicesof a majority of experienced men on the board 
at all times after it has fairly got in operation. 


Vi 
V1 


Provision is made for 
the removal of any commissioner by the President for incompetency or 
malfeasance in office, and for filling vacancies. It is also provided 
that in appointing the commissioners the different interests affected 
shall have, as nearly as possible, proper representation, and that not 
more than three of them shall belong to the same political party. 

Section 2 gives the commission supervision over all matters per- 
taining to the regulation of commerce among the several States and 
Territories, and the methods of operation of all transportation compa- 
nies engaged in interstate commerce; and makes it the duty of the com- 
mission to enforce the provisions of the act by all lawful means within 
its power. 

Section 3 defines extortion, and section 4 defines unjust discrimina- 
tion very fully and clearly. 

Section 5 provides that when complaint is made to the commission, 
charging extortion or unjust discrimination, a statement of such charges 
shall be forwarded to the transportation company thus accused, which 
shall be required to satisfy the complaint or answer the same in writing 
within a reasonable giventime. This arrangement is fair to both sides. 
If the complaint is well-founded, it will be to the interest of the company 
to promptly settle the difficulty to the satisfaction of the complainant, 
and thus save the latter the delay and annoyance attending an investi- 
gation and the litigation necessary to enforce a settlement. 
lieved that, after this act was once fairly in operation, this would be the 
course pursued in a majority of the complaints filed. 

I desire here to say that, speaking from my personal experience in 
the position I occupied for six years in my own State, havinga railroad 
commission existing at that time, my observation has been that it isin 


a very considerable power should be given to a commission, if that com- 
mission is composed of honorable and honest and capable men, to settle 
difficulties between corporations and the people, so as to keep out of the 


It is be- | 





next clause of this section, which provides that if the company shall 
within the time specified by the commission make reparation for the 
injury done and the complaint shall be withdrawn, the case shall be 
dismissed and the company shall be relieved of liability for any other 
penalty for the particular violation of the act complained of. This pro- 
vides for a prompt adjustment of the difficulty, if both parties are dis- 
posed to be reasonable 

if, however, the complaint can not be settled in this way no time is 
lost, and the next steps to be taken are plainly setforth. It is provided 


| that if the company shall fail to satisfy the complaint within the time 


allowed, or if it shall neglect or refuse to answer the same as required, 
or if either party shall demand a hearing and there shall appear to be 
any reasonable ground for investigating the complaint, it shall be the 
duty of the commission to investigate the matters complained of, to 
determine all questions of fact at issue, to record its finding, and to 


furnish a report thereof to both parties. 


The bill does not propose to confer upon the commission the powers 
properly exercised by the courts, but simply authorizes it to act as a 


court of arbitration, and makes it to the interest of the companies to 


abide by the findings of the commission. 

When a complaint has been investigated and passed upon in the man- 
ner indicated a decision against the complainant would of course end 
the proceedings. But if it shall appear that the company complained 
of has been guilty of extortion or unjust discrimination as charged, it 
is made the duty of the commission to give notice to the company to 
discontinue forthwith its unlawful practices, and to pay the complain- 


| ant within a reasonable given time the damages, if any, to which the 


commission may find the complainant justly entitled in consequence 
of the company’s violation of the law. And if such damages shall be 
paid as required, and the commission shall be satisfied that the trans- 
portation company has ceased to practice the extortion or unjust dis- 
crimination complained of, an order to that effect shall be entered of 
record by the commission, and the company shall be relieved of liability 


| for any other penalty for the particular act complained of. 


From the statement given it will be seen that section 5 of the bill 
provides for the prompt adjustment of all differences between trans- 
portation companies and the public in all classes of cases in which an 
amicable adjustment by arbitration is possible, and that settlements 
can only be made in this way when they are satisfactory to the com- 
plainant. 

When further proceedings become necessary the steps .o be taken 
are pointed out in section 6. It is therein provided that if any com- 
pany shall neglect or refuse to pay the damages assessed against it by 
the commission, and to desist from the further violation of the act, the 
commission shall certify the facts to the United States district attorney 
of the judicial district in which the act complained of occurred, and it 
shall be his duty, at the complainant’s request, to forthwith commence 
such proceedings, in the name of the complainant, as may be necessary 
to recover any damages sustained by him, the complainant to pay the 
costs of suit, except attorneys’ fees, in case of failure to recover. 

The same section fixes the penalty for conviction for extortion or un- 


| just discrimination at a fine of not exceeding $1,000 for each offense. The 


| commission in making any investigation. 
the interest of the people as well as in the interest of corporations that | 


same penalty is fixed for refusal to make the annual reports required 
by the commission, and for refusal to answer any question or to pro- 
duce any book, paper, contract, or other document called for by the 
The same penalty is also’ 
fixed for violating any other provisions of the act or for attempting in 
any manner to obstruct the enforcement of its provisions. 

The remaining sections are devoted principally to providing for the 
other duties of the commission. 
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Section 7 fixes the salary of the commissioners at $7,500 and of their 
secretary at $3,500. It authorizes them to employ and fix the com- 
pensation of such other employés as may be found necessary, subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and provides for the 
payment of all necessary expenses incurred in making investigations 
outside of Washington. Witnesses before the commission are to be 
paid the same fees and mileage that are paid to witnesses in the United 
States courts. 

Section 8 authorizes the commission to prescribe the forms to be used 
in its business, and makes a majority a quorum for the transaction of 
business. 

Section 9 gives the commission in making investigations power to re- 
quire the attendance of witnesses, to administer oaths, and to require 
the production of all books, papers, contracts, and documents relating 
to the matter under investigation and necessary for the information of 
the commission. Such investigations may be conducted in any part of 
the United States, and the powers conferred for this purpose may be 
delegated to any member or members of the commission. 

Section 10 provides for annual reports from all the companies coming 
within the provisions of the act, and specifies in detail the more im- 
portant subjects upon which information shall be required, so that the 
reports shall contain all the information that the public and the com- 
mission may desire. 

Section 11 provides for the publication of the annual report of the 
commission, which is to contain such information and data as may be 
considered of value in the determination of questions connected with 
the regulation of interstate commerce, together with such recommen- 
dations as to additional legislation on the subject as the commission 
may deem necessary. 

Section 12 makes the route of a company engaged in interstate com- 
merce include all the railroad and water routes used by said company 
under any sort of an arrangement, and makes it unlawful to enter into 
any agreement to prevent the carriage of interstate-commerce freights 
from being continuous, whether carried partly by rail and partly by 
vessel, or carried on one or several railroads. 

Section 13 defines the meaning of the term ‘‘ transportation company 
engaged in interstate commerce,’’ showing that it applies to both rail- 
roads and vessels, and to all persons, firms, and companies, to all asso- 
ciations of persons or companies, incorporated or not, and to-all associ- 
ations of corporations engaged in the transportation of interstate freights 
or property. 

Section 14 appropriates $60,000 for the purposes of the act for the 
coming fiscal year. 

I shall not detain the Senate any longer in discussing the subject, 
but shall leave it to the judgment of the Senate as to whether weshall 
proceed with the discussion of the bill and put it upon its passage. As 
far as I am concerned I shall be very glad to have the bill pass before 
we adjourn. 

LEGISLATIVE, ET( 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the regular business before the Senate 
may be laid aside informally, in order that I may present the conference 
report on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, 
which I understand is on the President’s table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives, returned with a report of the 
committee of conference. ‘The title of the bill will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the bill, with the last action, will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


5 APPROPRIATION BILL. 


IN THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 3, 1884. 

Resolved, That the House concur in the reportof the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 
and for other purposes. 

Resolved, That the House further insist upon its disagreement to the twenty- 
first, twenty-fourth, twenty-fifth, twenty-seventh, eightieth, eighty-first, eighty 
second, eighty-third, eighty-fourth, eighty-fifth, eighty-sixth, eighty-seventh, 
eighty-eighth, ninety-first, ninety-second, ninety-third, ninety-fourth, ninety- 
fifth, two hundred and fifth, two hundred and sixth, two hundred and seventh, 
two hundred and eighth, two hundred and ninth, two hundred and tenth, two 
hundred and eleventh, and two hundred and twelfth amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H.R. 7069) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
for other purposes; and asks a further conference with the Senate on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 

Ordered, That Mr. Houtman, Mr. Hancock, and Mr. CaNNon be the 
agers of the said further conference on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


man- 


The report of the Senate conferees 


The committee of conference onthe disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 7069, making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 
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That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 8, 9, 10, 13, 26, 32,3 


32, 33, 36, 









7, 39, 40, 46, 47, 48, 49, 67,74, 75, 76, 110, 111, 119, 120, 121, 142, 143, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 
57, 168, 175, 178, 179, 191, 192, 193, 208, 204, 231, 234, 235, 236, 237, 238, 239, 246, 247, 256, 257, 
> “rn oO 





3, 274, 275, 278, 282, and 283 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Se 


nate 
numbered 2,3, 4,5,6,7, 11,12, 14,15 7, 18, 19, 20, 22 


30, 31, 34, 35, 38, 41, 42, 43. 











44, 45, 50, 51.53, 58,59, 69,61, 69, 70, . 79, 89, 90, 97 100, LOL, 102, 104, 105, 106, 
108, 109, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 
136 139, 141, 144, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 158, 154, 155, 156, 162, 163, 164, 165, 169, 





170 





176, 187, 188, L890, 190, 194, 195, 200, 202 
2, 243, 244, 245, 248, 251, 254, 255, 258, 
a a and 279, and agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 


214, 21 


216, 217, 218, 219. 


2K), 263, 264, 265, 266, 267, 269, 27 





> 
> 





amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $266,596.60 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 


In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘*$338,655.10;"" 


and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 52, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘$493,981.25 ;"' and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 54, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the number proposed by said amendment insert ** 9;” 
the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 55, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the number proposed by said amendment insert ‘*14;" 
the same 


In lieu of 
and the Senate agree to 


In lieu of 
and the Senate agree to 


Phat the House recede from its disagreementtothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 56, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
the number proposed by said amendment insert “ 14;’’ and the Senate 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 57, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $104,720;”’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the number proposed by said amendment insert ** 40 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 63, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed by said amendment insert “55;"’ and the Senate agree 
to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 64, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the number proposed by said amendment insert “48 ;’ 
the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the 
numbered 65, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $246,490; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Thatthe House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senat« 
numbered 66, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert ‘* who may be des 
ignated to sign such letters and papegs as the auditor may direct; 
Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed by said amendment insert ** 66 and the Senate agree to 
the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 72,and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: After the 
word “each,” in line 16,page 22 of the bill,insert “four assorters of money 
orders, at $720 each ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« 
numbered 73,and agree to the same with an a 
the sum proposed insert ** $452 


lieu of 
agree t 


lieu ot 


In lieu of 
’ and the Senate agree to 


In lieu of 
and the Senate agree to 


senat 


In lieu of 


and the 


rendment as follows: In 
90 and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 78, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum preposed insert and the Senate agree to the sam 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Ser 
numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the matter proposed to be stricken out insert 





lieu of 





$35,180 


ile 





In lieu of 


for postage, So nd the Se 





ate e tothe same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 103, and agree to the same with an amendment as follov In lic 
the sum proposed insert *$5,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 107, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 1 of 
the sum proposed insert $27 .620 and the Senate agree to the sam 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 118, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ** $1,500 and the Senate agree to the same 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of t 

















1e Se ute 

numbered 122, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following 

For the following additional clerks in the office of the Adjutant-General for 
the sole purpose of completing, with the necessary detail from the existing fore 
the regimental! registers of the volunteer forces of the several States during tl 
late war, namely, one clerk of class 4; two clerks of class 2; six clerks « Ss 
1; in all, $11,800 and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment the Senat 
numbered 138, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuo 
the number proposed insert “'48;" and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« 
numbered 140, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu o 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $85,620 and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment the Senate 
numbered 145, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert *‘ $57,410 and the S« tea to the sar 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the idment of the Senate 
numbered 166, and agree to the same with an am¢ i nt as fe 5 I f 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment eT wing 
‘For the compilation of the naval records of tl war of the rebe nm: For 
collecting, compiling, and arranging the nava ecords of the war of the re 
bellion, including confederate naval records, one clerk of class 1, and two copy- 
ists at $720 each; in all, $2,640 and the Senate agree to the s 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 172, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: Strike out 
from said amendment the words “ five hundred and the Senate agree to the 
sam 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 174, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ** $151,430 and the Senate agree to the same 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
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numbered 177, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Tostrike 


out from the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment the following : 
Iwo examiners of office decisions, at $2,000 each 
the Arne 
Phat the 
1 } 


and the Senate agree to 


House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
vered 180, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuof 








the number proposed insert ** 40 and the Senate agree to the same 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
nu ered Isl,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 

‘ mber proposed insert 6 ; and the Senate agree to the same 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

red 182, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the imber proposed insert ** 67 and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 183, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert ‘73 and the Senate agree to the same 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 154, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert ‘51 and the Senate agree to the same. 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 185, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert ** 58 and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 186,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ** 496,250 and the Senate agree to the same 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbe 1196, andagree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert “10;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

hat t lHiouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 197, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuof 
the number proposed insert ** 16 and the Senate agree to the same 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 198, and agree tothe same withan amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the umber proposed insert “9 and the Senate agree to the same 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate 1 ibered 199, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number proposed insert “‘13;"' and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 201, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuof 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $97,980;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 


Chat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 220, and agree to the same with anamendment as follows: In lieu of | 
the number proposed insert ** 24 and the Senate agree to the same 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate | 


numbered 221, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


the number proposed insert ‘28;'’ and the Senate agree to the same 
Phat the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
nu veered 222, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 


In lieu of 
the number proposed insert * and the Senate agree to the same 
Phat the 


Hiouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 223, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
the number proposed insert ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate | 
numbered 224, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert * and the Senate agree to the same | 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 227, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert ‘5;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Phat the from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 228, and agree to the same with an amendment In lieu | 
of the number proposed insert “18 

That the 
num bere 


28;”’ 


In lieu of 


+ On 
35; 


House reced¢ 


y as follows 
and the Senate agreeto the same 
liouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate | 
1 229, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the number proposed insert ‘*50;"’ and the Senate agree to the same | 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate | 
numbered 230, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu | 
of the number proposed insert ‘'62;'’ and the Senate agree to the same | 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 232, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed ingert ** $597,170;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. | 

rhatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate | 
numbered 249, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows; In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $9,000;"' and the Senate agree to the same 

rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 250, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: In lieu of | 
the sum proposed insert ** $11,500;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate | 
numbered 252, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuof | 
the sum proposed insert * $9,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 253, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘ $11,500;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 261, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 


the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: ‘One clerk 
at $1,000 and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 262, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $31,060;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate | 
numbered 268, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“Two additional clerks of class 2;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 277, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘$112,110; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 280, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ** $12,060; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 281, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert * $1,600;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

The committee of conference is unable to agree on the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 21, 24, 25, 27, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 205, 206 
207, 208, 209, 210, 211, and 212. 


In lieuof | 


’ 


W. B. ALLISON, 

H. L. DAWES, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JOHN HANCOCK, 

J.G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


| 
| 
| 
j 
| 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate | 
concur in the report of the Senate conferees? 
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Mr. ALLISON. I think it is due to the Senate that I should make 
a brief general statement of the amendments agreed to and of those 
disagreed to. The Senate provided for an increase of force in several 
of the bureaus of the different Departments, and in nearly every in- 
stance the House has acceded to a portion of that increased force but 
not the whole of it, which accounts for the numerous amendments 
agreed to with amendments. It is so, I believe, in every instance, and 
the division of force was about equal, the House conceding one-halt 
the increase allowed by the Senate. 

The amendments disagreed to are, first, relating to the contingent 
fund of the Senate; second, the amendment respecting the printing in 
the Recorpb of speeches not delitered; and, third, all the amendments 
relating to the reduction of internal-revenue collectors and the reduc- 
tion of customs collectors and the legislation relating to those two sub- 


| pects. 


The amendments increasing the force of the Pension Office were al! 
disagreed to, it being stated by the House conferees that unless the 
bill pending now in the House should pass the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions was satisfied with his present force. So in a formal way these 
amendments were disagreed to in order that we might ascertain defi- 
nitely and fully what force will be necessary under the existing laws 
to conduct efficiently the business of the Pension Office. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask a question, and that is, whether if these 
amendments are not agreed to there is any proposition anywhere to r¢ 
duce the existing force in the Pension Office ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The House considerably reduced the present force 
in the Pension Office, and I believe they did it upon an estimate made 
by the Commissioner of Pensions as long ago as November. I under- 
stand the Commissioner of Pensions and the Secretary of the Interior 


| are of the opinion that under existing law it is necessary to retain the 


present force in the Pension Office in order to dispose of the business 
now pending in that office, without reference to what may be done 
during the present session. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the amendments proposing an increase are disagreed 
to it does not involve the adoption of any proposition for decrease, as | 
understand. There is no counter-proposition; there will be no reduc- 
tion of the force. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill as it passed the House makes a reduction, 
and the Senate amendments make a slight increase in the present force, 
exclusive of the one hundred and fifty traveling agents, which both 
Houses have now agreed to; but the House insists upon its proposition 
to reduce the present force in the Pension Office by I think about one 


| hundred and fifty, based upon an estimate made by the Commissioner 


of Pensions as long ago as November last. 
Mr. BLAIR. Butthat has all been re-estimated, and it is not likely 
to bedone, | suppose. 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not know whether the House will insist upon 
I have no doubt that the matter can be adjusted. 
I believe these constitute the differences between the two Houses. | 
should be glad if the Senate in some form could instruct the conferees 
upon these various propositions. I think there are but three of them 


it. 


| of any moment. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Please repeat those three again. 
Mr. INGALLS. Will not the Senator from Iowa repeat the three 
that he thinks are essential ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The first proposition is as to the contingent fund of 
the Senate. 
Mr. INGALLS. That involves the payment of Senators’ clerks. 

Mr. ALLISON. In that item is included the compensation of clerks 
to Senators who are without committee chairmanships. The second 
item is that relating to the publication in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
of speeches not uttered. The next, which may be embraced in a single 
proposition, is all the new legislation found upon the bill respecting 
the reduction of internal-revenue collectors, the reduction of customs 


| collectors, and the legislation with respect to distilled spirits. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. ALLISON. 
of the amendments. 

Mr. MAXEY. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
tion. If I heard him correctly there are two items, one in respect to 
clerks of Senators, the other in respect to the printing of speeches in the 
RECORD which were never delivered. I ask the Senator if a calcula- 


You agree as to the remainder ? 
We have agreed substantially as to the remainder 


| tion has been made of the relative cost of the clerks as compared with 


the enormous expense of printing speeches never delivered ? 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not know that any comparison has been made 


| between the relative cost of clerks to Senators and the cost of printing 


speeches which have never been uttered from time to time. 
think the latter would be largely in excess of the former. 
Mr. MAXEY. I think it would be a great many times larger if the 


calculation could be made, and I suppose the Public Printer could give 
an exact statement. 


I should 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore: 


A bill (H. R. 137) for the relief of Betsy A. Mower; 
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A bill (H. R. 284) for the relief of Mary G. Hawk; 

A bill (H. R. 569) granting a pension to Reuben Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 709) granting a pension to Robert L. Willey; 

A bill (H. R. 747) granting increase of pension to Fannie 8. Beau- | 
mont; 

A bill (H. R. 2089) granting a pension to Margaret Wiggins; 

A bill (H. R. 2091) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 2869) for increase of pension to Martha T. Stribling, 
widow of Cornelius K. Stribling, late a rear-admiral in the United 
States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 3056) to constitute a bureau of navigation in the Treas- 
ury Department; 

A bill (H. R. 4457) granting a pension to J. G. Crawford; 

A bill (H. R. 4530) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Foley; 

A bill (H. R. 4568) granting a pension to Andrew J. Konkle; 

A bill (H. R. 6766) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna J. Foster; and 

A bill (H. R. 6767) granting increase of pension to Mrs. Virginia 
Zeilin. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the committee 


on conference on the bill (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the | 


legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
that the Senate recede from its amendment in regard to the provision 
about speeches not delivered. If the Senate choose to legislate upon 
that subject let them confine their action to their own business. I 
think myself the House ought to be allowed to dispose of its part of 
the RECORD and its part of the proceedings as it sees proper. 

Mr. LOGAN. Why can not the Senate attend to their own business? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think so, too; and if the Senate want to say that 
nothing shall be printed except what is delivered here I am willing to 
vote for it, and there would be no objection, I suppose, on the part of 
the House te have that provision inserted, 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Isit not the first business in order to agree 
to the report of the committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The Chair 
thinks the first business in order is on concurring in the report of the 
conference committee. The question is on concurring in the report, 
which the Chair thinks is first in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Let that vote be taken. 

The report was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
action the Senate will take on the items on which the conference com- 
mittee did not agrée. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist upon all the amend- 
ments embraced within the disagreement, and agree to the further con- 
ference asked for by the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate insist upon its disagreement to the further items not agreed 
to in the conference report, and accede to the request for a further con- 
ference made by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I suppose the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio is first in order, it having a tendency to bring the Houses together. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A motion to recede is first in order, but I do not 
propose to insist on that motion if the Senator from Iowa who has 
charge of the bill does not think it wise to do so. I think myself that 
the question involves the courtesy which ought to exist between the two 
Houses not tointerfere with each other’s business. It is perfectly proper 
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Now the question recurs on what | 


6049 


ceedings or of what character those proceedings shall be. I shall there- 
fore make the motion to recede, if the Senator from Iowa is willing 
Mr. ALLISON. Iam perfectly willing to test the sense of the Sen- 
ate on that subject. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 








Does the Senator trom Ohio make a 


i 


| motion? 


Mr. SHERMAN. I make the motion that the Senate recede from 
its amendment numbered 27. It may be read, so that the Senate can 
see what it is. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate recede from the amendment which will be reported by the 
Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. 
following: 


On page 6, after line 3, the Senate inserted the 


That the reports in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD shall be an accurate transcript 
of the proceedings and the debates of the two Houses of Congress, and that no 
speech shall be published therein which was not spoken in the Senate or in the 
House of Representatives; and such speeches shall be printed as they were 
actually delivered, except verbal corrections made by the author of the speech, 
and by no other person; and that when speeches are reserved by their author 
for correction they shall be returned tothe Reporter of the House in which they 
were delivered within one week, and if not so returned they shall then be printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp from the original notes of the Reporter. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the record of the proceedings of Con- 


| gress is as much the property of the American people and the American 
In order to unravel one matter at least, I move | 


public as the Treasury of the United States. The record of the pro- 
ceedings of either House is not the property of that House. It is not 
paid forout of thecontingent fund of that House. In a representative 
government like ours, where the representative is immediately respon- 
sible to his constituency, they have a right to know the history of pend 
ing legislation; they have a right to know the history of the conduct 
of public affairs. 

I can not appreciate the position of the Senator from Ohio when he 
says that this is a question within the purview alone of the House of 
Representatives, and that we are infringing on their rights in deter- 
mining what shall go into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, which goes to 
the people of the entire country and is paid for out of their Treasury. 
In regard to the payment of our secretaries, that is a question concern- 
ing the expenditure of the contingent fund of the Senate; but the Con- 
GRESSION AL RECORD is not paid for out of the eontingent fund. It is 


the country, paid for at the.public expense; and if we concede that the 
House can put exactly what it pleases into the RECORD, then we con- 
cede that the House has entire control of this expenditure of money 

I hope that the motion of the Senator from Ohio to recede will not 
be agreed to 

Mr. INGALLS. While it is true that the expenses of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD are paid by general appropriations, yet it is also 
true that there is nothing in any existing statute which defines what 
the RECORD shall contain. It is, of course, understood that it is to be 
a record—what the name implies—of the daily proceedings and 
transactions of both Houses of Congress; but in 1873, when the print- 
ing of the RECORD was transferred from the contractors to the Gov 
ernment Printer, the whole matter was left under the control of the 
| joint committees on printing of the two Houses. Therefore it is not 
Just to say that the House of Representatives in permitting speeches 
to be printed that have not been delivered in any way infringe either 
upon any statutory provision or upon any rule or regulation which 
has been made by competent authority. 

I agree fully with the Senator from Missouri in stating that the prac 
tice which has assumed such enormous proportions of printing un 


that we should leave it to the other House to say what shall be inserted | delivered matter in the REcorD is one that has given rise to great 


in the record of its own proceedings. By the Constitution they make 
their own rules of procedure, and it would be but right that they should 
make their own rule as to what they will allow to be printed in their 
own proceedings. So far as we are concerned we can regulate that by our 
rules. No law is required. No law is required so far as the House is 


abuses and ought to becurtailed. An illustration has been given this 
morning where calumnious matter, matter directly involving the repu 
tation, the honor, and the good name of a member of this body, mat- 
ter that was absolutely false, was inserted in the proceedings of the 
House of Representatives under the guise of an undelivered speech by 


concerned, and they can simply pass a rule or regulation to regulate | a member of that body. 


what shall be printed for them or what shall be considered a part of 
their proceedings. 

I think it is rather straining a point for us to insist upon our own 
disposition of the amount of increase in our clerks, insisting that they 
shall not have anything to say about that, and then to turn around and 
say that they shall not authorize anything to be printed inthe RecorD 
except what is actually delivered. 
not consistent. At the same time I do not want to interfere with the 
conference. My own impression is that ourconferees would be stronger 
by our saying that we yield the point, that as a rule on all matters of 
proceeding of contingent expenses of the number of officers each House 
must necessarily regulate them as part of their constitutional duty, as 
an execution of their constitutional right, and we will therefore put our- 


selves on that ground by withdrawing all propositions which restrain | 


you in what you shall order to be printed as part of your proceedings. 

It seems tc me it would clear the way and make the basis of an 
agreement on some of these controverted points if we should recede 
from an amendment which does to some extent restrain the other House 
in their liberty of directing what shall be printed of their own pro- 
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It seems to me that the position is | 


Mr. DAWES. Under the guise of a delivered speech 

Mr. INGALLS. I refer to a speech that was not delivered. Pet 
haps the Senator from Massachusetts knows more about it than I do 

Mr. DAWES. What I mean to say is that it goes forth to the country 
as a delivered speech. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is very true, but the original assertion was 
made in a speech that was not delivered. 

Mr. DAWES. But it appears as having been delivered 

Mr. INGALLS. No; it does nat, because it appears in another part 
of the REcoRD; it does not appear in the regular daily proceedings. 
The Senator from Massachusetts will pardon me. Of course I did aot 
intend to be abrupt; but the original statement was a newspaper pub- 
lication from a hostile sheet politically to the Senator whose name was 
involved, which was incorporated inthe remarks of a member : 
tion of his speech and printed under the general leave to insert. 


3a por - 





Mr. DAWES. The Senator understands, I presume, that I meant 
to merely say that it went forth to the country as if some member of 
| the other branch had delivered the speech containing this matter 
| Therefore I thought it was under the guise of a delivered speech 


paid for out of the common Treasury; it is a portion of the history of 
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Mr. INGALLS. It is also true, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
says, that publicity was given on the following day to this calumnious 
and unfounded statement by its repetition in a delivered speech. It | 
was repeated with additions and with decorations and various orna- 
ments of discourse so as to give it still wider publicity and promulga- 
tion 

But I do not think, with all the feeling I have on this subject, that it 
is a proper place to deal with this question by an amendment to an 
appropriation bill. Therefore, much as I sympathize with the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, and sternly as I should stand upon Senatorial pre- 
rogative, I should be willing that the Senate conferees should, if they 
think best, in the general jadjustment of these differences, abandon 
this amendment 

With regard to the Senatorial clerks, while I considered that arrange- | 
ment in the first place unwise and injudicious, while itappeared to me 
to be unjust to those Senators who had clerks of committees, while there 
can be no doubt that it is a great deal better and more advantageous 
personally to a Senator to have a clerk than it is to have a clerk to a 
committee, because the clerk of the committee is very largely engrossed 
in the duties of the committee and is not at the service of the chair- 
man of the committee in many instances, yet that having been agreed 
to is now a part of the law of this body, and any interference by the 
House of Representatives with the distribution of our contingent fund, 
with the number and qualifications of our clerical force, ought to be re- 
sented as an invasion of our constitutional prerogative. 

I should therefore hope that the Senators on the conference commit- 
tee would consider themselves instructed to adhere with resoluteness 
and vigor to the amendment of the Senate on that point. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I believe I am about as cautious 
and as strict in the expenditure of public money as almost anybody, 
and I have no desire in the world to profit personally out of the hon- 
orable position which I hold upon this floor. Neither have my col- 
leagues on either side of this Chamber any such desire. We are here 
for the purpose of discharging our duties to the communities which we 
represent; and every man in this body understands the burden of that 
labor. It is absolutely exhausting to the last degree. It monopolizes 
every moment of a man’s time that he is awake and able to work, not 
merely in the days of the week but on the Sabbath day. There is not | 
a Senator in this body»who I suppose does not devote a considerable 
portion, if not the entire time, of every Sunday while Congress is in 
session to working diligently upon some matter that he feels in duty 
bound to study or to think about. 

We have a great Government to take care of, where we spend nearly 
$300,000,000 a year, and it costs us an immense labor to provide the 
clerks and various officers for the different heads of bureaus and Depart- 
ments for the purpose of transacting the public business. Even the 
labor of providing them with the necessary men to execute their duties 
is one that is very great and very exhausting. 

There is not a bureau officer in the United States Government, I sup- 
pose, who has not the assistance of some clerk in the transaction of his | 
business; and yet when we come to compare the labors of a bureau offi- 
cer with those of a Senator of the United States they sink into insig- | 
nificance. I state that while I am astrong man physically and of good 
constitution and I think a reasonably industrious disposition, it taxes 
my energies to the very last extent, with the assistance of a clerk, to 
go through all the duties which I undertake to perform in this body, 
and they are not by any means so important as those of many other 
Senators whom I could name. 

[ feel that I represent a constituency which would be ashamed of me | 
if I should be afraid to take from the public Treasury enough money 
to get assistance in these important duties. Here I work for nobody 
but for the people whom I represent, whether in my own State or else- | 
where. I work for nothing but the public good. I can give no time 
to my private business. Iam absorbed, with all the physical and 
mental energy I possess, simply in the public service; and in this par- 
ticular I am not an exception; I am not singular atall. I am exactly 
related to these subjects as every other Senator in this body is; and my 
constituency, | repeat, would be ashamed of me if I were so cowardly 
as not to be willing to vote into their service the assistance of a clerk, 
so necessary for the discharge of the duties which I have to perform. 
They expect information from Congress upon a great number of topics. | 
Our printing-list in the document-room is an enormous one, and one of | 
infinite, almost inexpressible value, to the people of this country as an 
educator. These papers have to be distributed in a discriminating way 
into the hands of those people who will make the best use of them, and 
that duty, which our constituents require shall be performed punctu- 
ally and immediately, would of itself require perhaps one-half if not 
more of the actual time of every Senator on this floor. 

Under these circumstances I claim that it is an act of pure meanness 
and parsimony, when we have taken the responsibility of voting to our- 
selves the necessary public assistants, to deny them to us. Whatever 
the motive of it may be, however, it is an act of injustice. The House | 
of Representatives, with the consent of this body, has always had the 
assistance of every clerk and of every messenger it required. Since I 
have been here this body has uniformly said to the House in all the 
different controversies we have had upon subjects of this kind, ‘‘ Provide | 
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for yourselves what you think is an equivalent force for the discharye 
of your public duties, and we will vote the money to pay it.”’ We 
have made no captious inquiries, and certainly we have not made in- 
sulting flings at anybody because in the opinion of some of us they 
may have exceeded what was necessary in the equipment of the differ- 


| ent offices of the House of Representatives. 


The Senate after due consideration (it has been two years or more 
looking at this question) took a vote after debate upon the resolution 
that Senators, where they were not chairmen of committees and there- 
fore had not the assistance of committee clerks and of committee mes- 
sengers, should have the privilege of employing or appointing clerks to 
assist them in their public duties. We passed upon that subject on a 
yea-and-nay vote. I believe if I remember the record correctly we 
passed upon it twice. This body has expressed a sincere and deliberate 


judgment upon this question, and has assumed the whole length and 


breadth and weight of the responsibility of it. I voted ‘‘ yea’’ upon 
that resolution, and some of my Democratic confréres voted ‘‘ nay.’’ 
A large majority of the Republicans voted ‘‘ yea,’’ and some of them 
voted ‘‘nay.’’ There was no party division between us upon that 
point. We did what we believed it was our conscientious duty to do, 
not a mere privilege, not the mere exercise of a power, but a conscien- 
tious duty which devolved upon us in order that we might be the 
better able to exercise our public duties in the Senate 

I hope, sir, that the Senate will abide by its decision and that the 
Senate will “‘ fight it out on this line if it takes all the summer.’’ | 
shall be prepared for one to stay here for the purpose of vindicating the 
right of this body to determine a matter of this kind. 

Our action upon this has been characterized as ‘‘another salary grab,”’ 
and other very indecent allusions have been made to it elsewhere. Sir, 
I scarcely expect to be deterred from performing a duty of this kind, 
though it might be of personal advantage to myself to relieve me of a 
little of the labor that I have to perform, by such allusions as these. 
They are only calculated to cause men who have any spirit at all to 
stand by their colors, to stand upon the ground they occupy. They 
are not calculated to produce any good results whatever, and I regret 
that any such expressions should have found their way into the debates 
of either House. 

I therefore hope, Mr. President, that this committee will consider 
itself firmly instructed by this body to adhere to that amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I did not have an opportunity to vote 
upon the resolution which has caused this difference between the two 
Houses, but I wish the people of the United States could realize, as we 
realize here, the difference between service in these two Houses now 
from what it was when the compensation of Senators and Representa- 
tives was fixed at what it is. I have been here a number of years, 
and although, with the exception of two Congresses, I have had the 
honor of being chairman of a committee that employed a clerk, yet 
the amount of service required of me here to-day, compared with that 
which I was called upon to do when I first came to Washington, can 
be realized only by those who keep watch day by day of the growth of 
this country. There is no such measure of it as is to be found here at 
this center. There has never been a year in my service which has not 
brought at least 25 per cent. more labor upon me than the year that 
preceded it; and although I have been for the most of the time upon 
a committee whose clerk had a great amount of other labor to perform 
beside that which he rendered for me, I have found myself worn down 
by duties imposed upon me as well officially and pertaining to the 
Government of this country not known when I first came here as by 
duties which my constituents feel justified in exacting from me that 
no one man can perform and discharge his official duties as they ought 
to be discharged. There should be, there must be some change. 

If the members of the other branch who discharge the laborious du- 
ties of that branch could each of them have the time they are called 
upon to devote to duties outside of what must be considered legitimate 
official duties, by having them performed by some one else, I believe 
the public service would be so promoted that asa question of economy 
there could be no provision more essential than the ane embraced within 
this amendment. But, sir, beyond all that, the Senate has by a reso- 
Jution authorized the Senators to employ these clerks and has pledged 
itself to pay for their employment. I should like to know whether 
there is a Senator here who would not feel ashamed of himself if he 
should decline now to meet that expenditure ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I think it is eminently proper that 
there should be a general expression of opinion by the Senate in rela- 
tion to this subject. The Senate have not been called upon now for 
the first time todo this, but many times over there have been from one 
reason or another suggestions upon the part of the House of Representa- 


| tives of controlling what I may call the details of the business of the 


Senate and the judgment of the Senate as to what is necessary for the 


| public interest in providing the necessary clerical force to perform it. 


I may say that heretofore, although the House has from time to time 
made some demuras to the salaries given to officers of the Senate, their 
numbers, or the like, yet it has never gravely insisted upon its right 
to control the discretion of the Senate in that respect and the responsi- 
bility that each House has to the country for its conduct in respect of 
its own government. 
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It is perfectly obvious that there is a very serious principle attached 
to this. One of the main methods by which the freedom of the Ameri- 


can people was sought to be preserved is in the separation of powers, | 


and part of the separation of powers is in the independence of the two | 
Houses of Congress ofeach other. We therefore find in the fundamental 
law, in the Constitution of the United States, the provision that each 
House shall determine the rules for its own government, and that each 
House shall choose its own officers. Under thatthey organize; and the 
power and oftentimes the duty of the two Houses is very different. 
We know that in the House of Representatives the Speaker of the House 
organizes every committee. We know that in the Senate the presiding 
officer organizes none, whether he be the President pro tempore or the 
Vice-President. The power is wholly different. The duties of our 
officers are not the same as the duties of corresponding officers of the 
House of Representatives, and each House is the proper judge of what 
the public interest is in the creation of minor and clerical offices for the 
performance of those duties. 

Where do we obtain our knowledge of the necessity for the employ- 
ment of clerks in the Departments? Obviously from the executive 
branch. We learn it from the Secretaries of the various Departments 
and from the chiefs of bureaus, and I have been here too long and al- 





I know the fact to be, of my own personal knowledge, that the whole 
of my time is taken up in the discharge of my Senatorial duties. For 
more than eight years I have been compelled absolutely toabandon the 
practice of my profession. My income from that source, which was 
considerable before I came here, is entirely cut off. I do nothing what- 
ever in the way of making money save and except receiving the salary 
which I get for attending to the business of the people. Now I say I 
know as a business man that it is worse than folly to requireaSenator 
to discharge mere clerical duties which can be equally well discharged 
by a clerk, because it takes up that much time which should be de- 
voted to the consideration of important business pending on the Cal- 
endar; and I ask every Senator here if it is possible for him to be in- 
telligently advised as to the bill upon which he is called on to act when 
he is required to take up avery large portion of his time in correspond- 
ence and in attention to the businessof his constituents in the various 
Departments of the Government? You might as well say to a first- 
class lawyer that heshould go outand collect the little accounts, the mere 
trifling business and drudgery of an office, as to require a Senator to 
discharge this duty which can be equally well done by aclerk. A 
client would complain of that, because he would say, *‘I employed 
that man and paid him to attend to my business, yet he is wasting his 





ways in a minority, always in what iscalled opposition to the existing 
administration, not to have seen time and time again the unquestioned 
response of both Houses of Congress to the reasonable demand of an 
executive officer for an increase of his clerical force. 

There is not only an obvious propriety but there is an especial comity 
in this. It is quite impossible for the various branches of this great 
Government to be carried on without the constant spirit of comity be- 
tween them. There are responsibilities that each branch must take 
for itself, and for the abuse of that power it is responsible to public 
opinion; and that, after all, is to be the great cure for these things. 

I am a member and have been ever since I came to the Senate of the 
Committee on Finance. That committee never employed but asingle 
clerk; yet it is the corresponding committee to the Committee of Ways 
and Means of the House, and the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
House have long had two clerks; but they needed them, and if they 
told us they required a third ora fourth I should let the gentlemen of 
the other House on that committee instruct me on that subject and vote 
accordingly. I cite this as an illustration. 

There may bea very penny-wise and pound-foolish economy. I take 
it that a man who is fit to be intrusted with the conduct of important 
public business by the American people simply wastes his time when 
an ordinary clerk, a man possessing no judicial power but acting sim- 
ply ministerially in his office, can perform the work as well or better 
than the legislator himself. Therefore it is a false economy to the in- 
terests of the people whom we represent to be spending time in copy- 
ing letters that must be copied, in procuring documents that must be 
procured, in consulting records that must be consulted, in carrying mes- 
sages that must be borne; there is an obvious propriety in having the 
proper assistance for these ends, and it is simply a waste of time for 
men who are considering grave questions of legislation, involving im- 
portant interests, to be spending their time in such things. No sensi- 
ble man would do it in his private affairs; and I think no just-minded 
public man would do it. 

The day does not contain hours enough for the performance of such 
duties, alone and unaided, by a man actively engaged in legislation. I 
speak that which I know from my own experience, from my own knowl- 
edge of the labors of those who are my associates inthis body. There- 
fore it is that I think when this question is presented, as it no doubt 
will be by the committee of conference on the part of the Senate to the 
House, they will see that it is necessary, it is proper, it isconstitutional 
that the House should take the judgment of the Senate on all matters 
connected with the detail of the performance of their public duty and 
that we on the other hand should be ready, as I believe we always have 
been ready and willing, to accept the deliberate judgment of the House 
as to what is essential for them in the performance of theirshare of the 
public business. 

I have only said this, speaking from this side of the Chamber, that 
there may go to the co-ordinate branch of Congress one united voice and 
opinion of the Senate on this question. It is not a petty clamor for 
small advantage, for individual convenience, but it is an exercise of high 
and proper and responsible discretion by this body in the execution of 
its public duties and powers. We know best what our officials do; we 
recognize best their skill or their want of it, their ability or their want 
of it, their labor or the absence of it, and I am sure that when judg- 
ment is to be passed upon that and compensation to await that judg- 
ment, the Senate is the proper and it is the only body whose opinion 
can be heard and should prevail on such a subject. 

I hope, therefore, that I may be right in supposing that this is the 
unanimous view of this body, not expressed in any temper because it 
would be unbecoming the matter and unbecoming ourselves, but simply 
to assert what has been asserted over and over again and never denied, 
always admitted, always agreed to, that in matters like this the Senate 
is to judge of its own duties and its own powers. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, being the chairman of a committee, 
I am not a beneficiary of the matter indispute between the Senate and 
House, and therefore I shall speak with perfect disinterestedness. 


time with mere drudgery work tothe detrimtnt of my case.’’ Equally 
the people can say that where we spend our time upon mere trifling 
details, which could be just as well attended to by a clerk as by aSen- 
ator, we lose that time which ought to be devoted to the public in- 
terests. 

So I say that, in my judgment, the Senate has a perfect right to de- 
termine that question for itself, and I for one believe that the Senate 
should insist upon the action which it has taken, and I do that wholly 
disinterestedly. 

Now, a word on the other point which I suggested to the Senator 
from Iowa in the course of his explanation. If it is to bea mere matter 
of raising a hue and cry about expenditure, if that is the point made, 
I say that there is five times as much expended in the publication of 
speeches never delivered and which the people have to pay for as is wisely 
and economically expended in the employment of clerks to aid Senators 
in the discharge of their duties. I differ from the Senator from Ohio in 
this, that I think the matter should be left entirely to the control of 
the committee of conference and let the conferees determine these items. 
I have perfect confidence in them, and believing they will carry out 
the will of the Senate, and not dowbting what that will is, I, for one, 
think the Senate should insist upon the work which has been done. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam willing entirely to follow the advice of the 
Senator from Iowa in respect to the motion I made; but I wish to say 
that while I concur heartily in what is said about the propriety of the 
Senate regulating its own expenses, governing the number of its own 
clerks, saying what officers or aids are necessary to carry on its busi- 
ness, yet when we stand upon that rule and insist that the House shall 
not interfere with us in our judgment as to what we think is necessary 
to enable us to carry on our public duties, we ought not to put ourselves 
in the inconsistent position of demanding of them a surrender of their 
right to control what is contained in their record and to forbid them 
from allowing certain things to be published in the record of their own 
proceedings. If we were to recede from our amendment on that mat- 
ter I think it would strengthen our position. I should be perfectly 
willing after another conference that the Senate should recede from the 
amendment it made to this bill in regard to the records of the House, 
and having done that, that we not only insist upon our amendment as 
to our contingent expenses and also on our opposition to the legislative 
provisions the House has inserted in the bill, but I would be willing to 
move to adhere, and stand by that adherence. 

But, Mr. President, we can not come here and complain about the 
House while we do the same thing that they do about which we com- 
plain. These two propositions are on all fours with each other. We 
say to the House we make a law which changes existing law—a new 
law. There is no law now on the statute-book which says what shall 
beputinthe Recorp. Each House must judge ofthat for itself. Now 
we put upon this bill a law which changes existing law and which vio- 
lates one of the principles that we have been talking about, and that 
is to put legislation on this appropriation bill. We object to the legis- 
lative amendments the House has put on this appropriation bill. Why? 
Because an appropriation bill is not the proper place to consider great 
changes of the law. It ought to be a mere means of carrying out the 
existing law. But we violate that principle ourselves squarely by pro- 
posing to change the law in the legislative appropriation bill, a bill that 
provides for the salaries of the President, of all the officersof the execu- 
tive branch of the Government, and of the judiciary branch of the Gov- 
ernment, and of the legislative department. We put on it an amend- 
ment, a condition precedent, which the House must concur in or we 
must back out of, that there shall be no appropriation for any of the 
officers of the Government until the House will consent to a change of 
the law which will restrain them in their power to relieve themselves 
from the tedium of having speeches read instead of being printed in the 
RecorD. Thatisour position. Ifwe want to make a contest with the 
House or want to have this matter determined, I say we ought to be 

ourselves just, we ought to conform to the rules we apply to them; and 
| we ought not to insist upon any amendment that violates those rules. 
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Now, sir, itis just as bad for us to say to the House what shall be 


published in the RECORD as for them to say to us whether we shall 
havesecretaries or not. If we want to go before the House with strength 
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and speak to our brethern who are our equals and our co-ordinate branch | 


of the legislative authority, we ought ourselves to conform to the rules 
that we talk about for them. 

Che proposition | intended to 
conference from the embarrassment of their position by ourselves 
withdrawing from an amendment which interferes with what has been 
done time out of mind, ever since the Globe and the RECORD were pub- 
lished. If we relieve the conterees in that respect, we shall then be in 
a position to say that we will stand by our right to regulate our family 
here, our pages, our clerks, their number, their pay, &c. 


made was 


gut I say 


again that I will do just as the Senator from Iowa who has charge of 


this bill desires and will withdraw my motion or insist upon it as he 
deems prope! 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Ohio will withdraw his 
suggestion that the Senate recede from this provision, and I think from 
indications now given to the conferees that they will be able to handle 
this question as it ought to be handled. 

I want to say a word or two with reference to the matter of legisla- 


tion, because after all there is where the serious differences exist between 
the two Houses. 
their appropriation bills important subjects of legislation entirely sepa- 
rate and distinct from appropriations. 
have never undertaken to do such a thing; and I think the Senator from 
Ohio is mistaken when he states that theamendment as to the publica- 
tion of undelivered speeches is legislation in the sense of the term as 
applied to the House legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a new law 

Mr. ALLISON. There is nolawon thesubjectnow, Imerely refer 
to this to show that the Senate has not violated its rule in this amend- 
ment, which was intended to be a limitation upon the appropriation 
which precedes the provision with reference to the very question of re- 
porting the debates. It isin the nature of a regulation as to what shall 


go into the RecorD for which we make an appropriation of $25,000 in | 


the clause to which we attached the proviso. 

I wish to call the attention of Senators to the fact that the House in- 
sist in these bills that they shall present to us legislation upon them; 
and although we have had no time to consider that legislation, whether 
it is proper or improper, whether it is wise or otherwise, they say we 
must take it. The conferees on the part of the Senate have insisted 
that where the House propose to change the existing law they have 
no right to insist upon that change as a condition of appropriations of 
money for the purpose of carrying on the ordinary operations of the 
Government; and there is where our difficulty lies to-day. We could 
settle these little questions with reference to the amounts of appropri- 
ation. The real difference between the two Houses to-day is whether 


we shall put upon these bills important legislation, some of it not ex- | 


amined at all by the committees of the Senate having charge of the 
question, some of it vicious and absolutely wrong in principle; and 
when we get rid of that great question, when we say once for all that 
we intend that no legislation changing existing law in important mat- 
ters shall go upon the appropriation bills, we shall have eliminated 


from the differences between the two Houses the great question which 
now divides them 


Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the Senator a question ? 
Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 
Mr. BAYARD. I agree with the Senator from Iowa in respect of the 


vice of ingrafting general legislation on appropriation bills. I do not 
propose to repeat again what I have so often said on that subject; but 
I may ask the Senator if it is not a poor rule that does not work both 
ways, and whether the Senate must not respect the doctrine in its own 
action, as it calls on the House to do so? 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand 

Mr. BAYARD. In the present case there is a conference which has 
reported disagreement as to the naval appropriation bill, where there 
has been general legislation put on by the Senate increasing the Navy, 
in a very préper manner as | consider, because when the measure was 
brought before the Senate as a separate proposition I gave it my voice 
and my vote; but when it was ingrafted upon an appropriation bill 
under the idea that our rules permitted it, I considered even if the rules 
permitted it it would not be a proper method of reaching the end, and 
I think to-day that there is aconference now pending between the two 
Houses, in which the difference is that the Senate insists upon general 
legislation respecting the Navy and the House objects to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will remember that when that bill 


came before the Senate the very question was raised here under our | 


rules whether the provision to which the Senator alludes was legisla- 
tion \s a matter of course if it was legislation it would have gone 


out of the bill, but the presiding officer ruled that it was a mere ap- | 


propriation of money for the purpose of carrying on one of the ordinary 
operations of the Government, and therefore not legislation. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think, with all due respect, that it was argued 
here by the gentleman having charge of the bill that the phrase in the 
rules which permitted a bill to be ingrafted upon an appropriation bill 


relieve the committee of 
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by way of amendment if it had passed the Senate at the same session 
made the proposition in order. There was a bill creating this number 
of cruisers which had passed the Senate, and because it had passed the 
Senate in that form it was said to be appropriate as an amendment to 
an appropriation bill under the Senate rule. ButIdo not care whethe: 
it was in order under the Senate rule or not, the same principle that 
my friend has denounced here, and in which I concur with him, is in 
volved. The question is whether under the guise of providing money 
to execute existing laws you are to include matters of general legis- 
lation and make the essential appropriations depend upon consent to 
those measures. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state in response to the Senator my own view 
in reference to that question, which is that if we have ingrafted legis- 
lation upon that bill or any other bill it is our duty, upon the request 
of the House, to abandon it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I would go further, and in some of the con 
ferences we have had we have gone further, as, for example, upon the 
deficiency bill that we reported yesterday, There the House insisted 
that it was not the duty of either branch of Congress to respect the set- 


| tlements made by the accounting officers of the Treasury; that we had 


| 





| the right in the two Houses to go behind the settlements made by 
The other branch insist that they shall bring into | accounting officers of the Treasury, and to appropriate or refuse to 
| appropriate money, notwithstanding accounts had been settled. 

The Senate, so far as I know, | 


We said to the conferees on the part of the House, ‘If you refuse to 
appropriate the money, so be it; we can not compel you to appropriate 
money in excess of what you believe is necessary to carry on the Gov- 
ernment; if you do not appropriate enough money it will be the duty 
of the President of the United States to convene Congress again and 
seek further appropriations.’’ Therefore we have surrendered many 
appropriations on these bills which we believed were not only neces- 
sary and proper to carry on the Goyernment, but which we believed 
the Government was bound in honor and good faith to make in order 
to pay accounts found due by the accounting officers of the Treasury. 
If there is on any appropriation bill legislation proposed by the Senate, 
for one Iam ready to abandon that legislation. Ido not think we ought 
to insist upon it. If we can not agree as to the amount that shall be 
appropriated for the maintenance of the Navy, it is our duty to make 
concessions to the House with reference to the maintenance of the Navy, 
in order that the ordinary operations of the Government may go on in 


| reference to the different Departments. 


I believe the Senator from Ohio has withdrawn his motion to recede. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do so now, if the Senator thinks it wiser. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in thechair). The motion 
to recede from the action of the Senate upon the amendment No. 
withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
ments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion that 
the Senate further insist upon its amendments not settled by the con- 
ference report and agree to the further conference asked by the House 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
DAWEs, and Mr. HALE were appointed. 


27 is 


I ask that the Senate further insist on its amend 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were thereupon signed 


| by the President pro tempore : 


A bill (8. 838) to consolidate the Bureau of Military Justice and the 
corps of judge-advocates of the Army, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 5709) to amend article 72 of the Rules and Articles of 
War; 

A bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 260) authorizing the printing and binding 
of additional copies of the reports of the National Board of Health; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 276) providing for the printing of 50,000 
copies of the first annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2112) to establish a commission to regulate interstate 
commerce, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It must be evident to the Senate that 
it is impossible at this time to dispose of this bill in an intelligent man- 
ner. It is a very important bill. The principle of the bill Iam in en- 
tire sympathy with. I believe in the appointment of a Federal com- 
mission to investigate the question of interstate commerce and to have 
some control over the railroads; but this bill, as it has been reported 
here and as we are to judge from the digest which we have heard of it 
this morning, is certainly one of the most important bills that have 
come before us, and the Senate should take full time to consider it and 
perfect it. As itis impossible for the bill to become a law at this ses- 
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| 
sion even if it should pass the Senate to-day, I think it must be evi- 
dent to all that it would be wise to postpone its further consideration | 
until the beginning of the next session. 

| move that the further consideration of the bill be postponed until 
the second Monday in December next at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope an earlier day will be named. The day sug- 
gested has already been fixed for another measure. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I will modify my motion at the request 
of theSenator from Illinois by moving that the bill be postponed until 2 
o'clock on the first Thursday after the first Monday of December next. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT). The Senator from New 
York moves that the further consideration of the bill be postponed until 
2 o’clock on Thursday after the first Monday of December next. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have been and still am very anxious that this bill | 
should pass during this session of Congress, but itseems to be the judg- | 
ment of many Senators that it is impossible for it to becomea law at any | 
rate during the present session of Congress; and while I donot consent 
to a postponement of it, yet I am willing to yield to the judgment of 
the Senate on the question, provided it is made the special order for | 
Thursday after the first Monday of December next. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


IOWA RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed at this time 
to make a report from the Committee on Public Lands. Itis in regard 
to forfeiting certain lands in the State of Iowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks con- 
sent to make a report. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and the report will be received. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7299) forfeiting a part of certain 
lands granted to the State of Iowa to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads in that State, and for other purposes, to report it back favorably 
with an amendment. 

I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to consider the bill now. The 
Senators from Iowa are familiar with the facts. There are in the neigh- 
borhood of 80,000 acres of land in that State granted to the State of 
Iowa for the purpose of building the Sioux City and Saint Paul Rail- 
road. Such portion of the road as was built at all or as is ever expected 
to be built was built within the proper time, but a portion of it was 
not built by reason of the fact that connection was made with another 
road, which obviated the necessity of doing it. That left about 80,000 
acres of land which the railroad company did not earn and which have 
been settled upon, but no title can be acquired, for the reason that the 
burden of the grant has not been removed by legislation. 

The bill as it came from the House proposed certain expensive and 
somewhat involved legal proceedings. The Senate committee in con- 
sidering the matter have stricken those out and adopted what they be- 
lieve to be a fair and at the same time simple method of determining 
the amount of land to be forfeited in such a way as to do justice both 
to the settlers and the railroad company, giving the company all it is 
entitled to by reason of what it has built; and while I am not prepared 
to say that it meets with the concurrence of the Senators from lowa, 
they are at all events very desirous that it shall be settled. As the bill 
is amended, it must go back to the House of course and probably be 
submitted to a conference, and whatever defect there may be in details 


that is not met by the amendment of the committee can be arranged | 


by the conference committee so as to be entirely satisfactory to the 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
withdraws his request, and the bill goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to do that. I ask unanimous consent 
that pension bills ready for report at the hands of members of the com- 
mittee or others may be now reported and considered. [‘* No ob- 


jection !’’] 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks that pension bills which are now ready for report may, as they are 
reported favorably, be considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Subject to objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well; subject to objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Subject to objection. Is there objec- 
tion to the suggestion? The Chair hears none, and that will be consid- 
ered to be the order of the Senate. The bill reported by the Senator 
from New Hampshire will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. 2245) granting a pension to Eliza 
A. Shealey, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to consider it. It proposes to place on the pension-roll during widow- 
hood the name of Eliza A. Shealey, widow of Daniel Shealey, late sec- 
ond lieutenant of Company E, Second Maryland Regiment of Cavalry 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ALICE T. SHERWOOD. 


Mr. BLAIR. I report favorably from the Committee on Pensions 


| the bill (H. R. 1970) for the relief of Mrs. Alice T. Sherwood. 


The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Alice T. Sherwood, widow 
of Joel T. Sherwood, late captain Company A, Twenty-eighth Indiana 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH DENNY RIPLEY. 

Mr. BLAIR. _I report favorably from the Committee on Pensions 
the bill (S. 150) granting a pension to Sarah Denny Ripley. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Sarah Denny Ripley, widow 
of Brig. Gen. James W. Ripley, deceased, late Chief of Ordnance, United 
States Army, at $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


ABBY 8S. SLOCUM. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I report favorably from the Committee on Pen- 
sions the bill (S. 1427) granting an increase of pension to Abby S. 
Slocum. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It proposes to place the name of Abby S. Slocum, widow of John 
T. Slocum, late colonel of the Second Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, 
| on the pension-roll at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension 
she now receives. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
| amendment, in line 5, before ‘‘Slocum,”’ to strikeout ‘‘T.’’ and insert 
**S.;?’ so as to read ‘‘ John S. Sloeum.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
| third time, and passed. 





parties in interest. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Kansas asks unani- 


mous consent that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the | 


bill just reported by him. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Yes, sir. There are large and important inter- 
ests involved in that matter. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask leave to withdraw the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks leave 
to withdraw the report. Is there objection to that? 

Mr. McMILLAN. If itis to be withdrawn for the session—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I will settle that when I get it. I ask permission to 
withdraw the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Kansas will have leave to withdraw the report. 


ELIZA A. SHEALEY. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask leave at this time to make several reports from | 
the Committee on Pensions. I report first the bill (H. R. 2245) grant- | 


ing a pension to Eliza A. Shealey, and request that the bill be put on 
its passage. 


The Secretary read the title of the bill (H. R. 2245) granting a pen- | 


sion to Eliza A. Shealey. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I suggest to the Senator that it would be much 
more expeditious to have all these bills reported and then take them 
all up by unanimous consent. 
Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to that, only I thought we could 
get through quicker in this way. 


HIRAM C. HENDERSON. 
| Mr. VAN WYCK. I report favorably from the Committee on Pen- 
| sions the bill (H. R. 503) granting a pension to Hiram C. Henderson. 
| The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
| to place on the pension-roll the name of Hiram C. Henderson, late a 
| private in Company F, Fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN HUNTER. 

| Mr. VAN WYCK. I report favorably from the Committee on Pen- 
| sions the bill (H. R. 3493) granting a pension to Ann Hunter. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Ann Hunter, foster-mother of 
| Mitchell Hunter, late a private in the Sixth Regiment Maine Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL SHIELDS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I report favorably from the Committee on Pen- 
sions the bill (H. R. 3321) granting a pension to Michael Shields. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Michael Shields, late a private 
in Company G, Fifty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteers 

| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JAMES CLARK. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I report favorably from the Committee on Pen- 
sions the bill (H. R. 4694) granting a pension to James Clark. 
The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


to »ace on the pension-roll the name of James Clark, late of Company 
A, Seventh Kansas Regiment. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM IRVING. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I report favorably from the Committee on Pen- 
sions the bill (H. R. 6677) to increase the pension of William Irving. 
The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension of William Irving, late lieutenant-colonel of the 
Thirty-eighth Ohio Veteran Volunteer Infantry, to $40 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DECATUR HAMLIN. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I report favorably from the Committee on Pen- 
sions the bill (H. R. 2070) granting a pension to Decatur Hamlin. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Decatur Hamlin, employed as 
scout for the Tenth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and who, while in 
action, received wounds that compelled the amputation of a leg. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I report adversely trom the Committee on Pen- 
sions the bill (S. 1632) granting a pension to Decatur Hamlin, and I 
move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LAURA J. GODDARD. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I report from the Committee on Pensions favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 5544) for the relief of Laura J. Goddard. 


The bill was considered as in Committee of the Wh6le. It proposes 


to place on the pension-roll the name of Laura J. Goddard, widow of 


Elisha M. Goddard, formerly a private in Company C, Sixth Regiment 
Vermont Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALONZO COOPER. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. From the Committee on Pensions I report favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 5889) granting a pension to Alonzo Cooper. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place the name of Alonzo Cooper, late first lieutenant of Company 
I, Twelfth New York Cavalry, war of the rebellion, on the pension- 
roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ASA DYE. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I report from the Committee on Pensions favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 6589) for the relief of Asa Dye. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Asa Dye, formerly of Company 
I, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY ANNA EGAN, 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I report from the Committee on Pensions favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. $979) granting an increase of pension to Mary Anna 
Egan. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to grant Mary Anna Egan, widow of the late James Egan, a captain 
in the United States Army, a pension at the rate of $40 per month, in 
lieu of the pension now paid her. 

The-bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PAULINE E. MILLIKEN. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions to 
report back favorably the bill (H. R. 4492) for the relief of Mrs. Pau- 
line E. Milliken. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-rol!l the name of Pauline E. Milliken, widow 
of George A. Milliken, late a corporal in Company I of the First Min- 
nesota Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES AARON. 


Mr. MITCHELL. From the Committee on Pensions I report favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 4254) granting a pension to James Aaron. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of James Aaron, late of Company 
F, Ninety-first Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRINTING OF PENSION DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. In this connection I ask that an order be made 
for a reprint of the Mexican pension bill and the letter of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions relating to the estimate. The print is exhausted 
| in both cases, and there is great demand for the documents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 3,000 copies of House bill 5667, the Mexican 
pension bill, as it passed the Senate, and 3,000 copies of Senate Miscellaneous 
Document No. 107 of this session, 1,000 of each for the use of the Senate, and 2,000 
of each for the use of the House of Representatives 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should be glad to have it acted upon now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Pennsylvania submitted the res- 
olution to me, but lam unable to find my colleague on the committee 
I think there can be no possible objection to the resolution. The cost 
is small. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The rule requires a reference to the 
Committee on Printing, but by unanimous consent the reference may 
be dispensed with. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks unanimous 
consent that the resolution be now considered without reference. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishould like to know from the Senator why it 
is that so large a number of the bill is required to be printed? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Because there isso much demand for it. The 
man who has charge of the document-room informs me that there is a 
great demand for the bill and report. 

Mr. MORGAN. If it is to serve asa political document I do not 
think it is the right thing to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. MORGAN. Lobject. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objectionis made, and the resolution 
will be referred to the Committee on Printing. Reports of committees 
are now in order. 





The resolution will be referred to 


Is there objection ? 


AWARDS UNDER SPANISH TREATY. 


Mr. MORGAN. The Committee on Foreign Relations have instructed 
me to report back adversely the following resolution, contained in Mis- 
cellaneous Document No. 70: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to institute negotiations with the government of the King of Spain for 
a reference to an umpire for decision of the question whether the treaty of 1819 
has been fully carried into effect by the United States, and whether the Govern- 
ment of the United States is bound in good faith to pay the full amounts awarded 
by the judicial tribunals to whom the same was referred for the payment of the 
losses sustained from the forces acting under the orders of the United States in 
1818-19, including interest and damagesthereon. Also all other questions aris- 
ing under said treaty in which it is claimed by the government of Spain that 
the United States of America have failed to perform and carry out the same, and 
to settleand finally decide what amounts, if any, remain to be paid by the United 


States. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDs] dissents from the report, 
and I ask that the resolution be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent to say 
that when the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorRGAN] this morning re- 
ported a resolution touching certain claims under the treaty with Spain 
of 1819, at my suggestion he stated that I was opposed to the report. 
I asked him to say that, but I misunderstood the nature of the report 
as I was not present at the meeting of the committee that discussed it. 
I wish to say now that I concur in the conclusion that I find the com- 
mittee reached. 

WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 


Mr. MORGAN. At the request of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BECK] I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill (8. 603) for the 
relief of William McGarrahan was indefinitely postponed yesterday. 
I know nothing about the merits of the bill, but the Senator from Ken- 
tucky was going away and asked me to enter the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. If there be no further reports of committees bills and joint 
resolutions are now in order. 


FOREIGN LABOR CONTRACTS. 


Mr. BLAIR. If it isin order, or as soon as the morning business is 
disposed of, I move to proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migration of foreigners and 
aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in the United 
States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the call for bills and joint 
resolutions the Senator from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill he has in- 
dicated. 


Mr. DOLPH. I call for the regular order. 


Cam 


7 


7 


er 


1884. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theregular order is called for. The 
introduction of bills and joint resolutions is in order. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill (S. 2365) for the | 


relief of First Lieut. A. R. Egbert, Second Regiment United States In- 
fantry; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2366) for the relief of Joseph W. 
Parish; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2367) granting a pension to Sarah 
A. White; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs to call the attention 
of the Senate to an appointment which was made a few days ago on the 
Committee on Commerce, the Senator from California [Mr. FARLEY] 
in the place of Mr. SLATER, resigned. It was not stated in the request 
that the Chair should appoint what order this gentlemen should take 
in the list of the committee, and the rules provide that the appoint- 
ment shall not be made without the consent of the Senate for any par- 
ticular place. The Chair understands that it is agreeable to the gen- 
tlemen concerned that Mr. FARLEY should resume his old place on the 
committee, standing next below Mr. Coke. If there be no objection 
that arrangement will be made. 

FISHERIES ON PACIFIC COAST. yp 

Mr. BLAIR. I now move 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
are in order. 
over from a previous day, offered by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLPH]. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
DoLPH, as follows: 

Resolved, That the provisions of the resolution of the Senate adopted July 4, 
1884, authorizing the Committee on Fisheries to sit during the recess of Con;rress, 
&c., be extended to and embrace therein the Pacific coast ; and said committee 
be, and it is hereby, authorized to investigate concerning Congressional legisla- 


tion required for the regulation of fisheries in the bays and arms of the sea and 
lakes and rivers upon said coast. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is that subject to objection? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 
been objected to, from yesterday’s sitting. 
ing to the resolution. : 

The resolution was agreed to. (/ 

. BACKBONE RAILROAD GRANT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] which 


comes over to this day under objection from a previous day. The res- 
olution will be read. 


The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
MORGAN, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands is instructed to investigate the 
entire subject of the transfer of the land grant from the railroad company known 
as the Backbone railroad company to the New Orleans Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and shall have power to send for persons and pers and leave to sit in 
the recess of the Senate in the most convenient place fr such investigation. 

2. That said committee have leave to act by a subcommittee and to appoint a 
stenographer, clerk, and messenger. 

3. The expenses of such committee shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate, to be audited and allowed by the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 
Mr. BLAIR. 





**Concurrent or other resolutions ’’ 


The question is on agreeing to the 


It comes over, having 
The question is on agree- 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Mr. President 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope the Senator from Alabama—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. The morning hour having expired, I desire to know 
under what rule or for what reason the resolution is now in order, or 
if in order for what length of time it may remain so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent having been 
given this morning to proceed with a bill that came over from yester- 
day in charge of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] and to take 
up pension bills previous to the call for the regular order, the Chair 
has construed, as he believes correctly, that the time thus consumed 
was not to be taken out of the time of ordinary morning business. The 
Chair has therefore proceeded to call for petitions, reports, and bills, 
without objection. 
before the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. But for how long atime? The morning hour would 
have expired under the ordinary rule at 1 o’clock atall events. A reso- 
lution of this kind may consume a very great length of time in discus- 
sion. 


the morning hour Still exists it must have a limitation. 





Betore pro- 


The Chair lays before the Senate a resolution that came | 


The Chair holds that the resolution is regularly | 
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ceeding without objection, at least to the discussion of this resolution, 


| if it should involve discussion, I should like to have it understood for 


how long a time it can be protracted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is a matter for the Senate to 
determine. Unanimous consent having been given in the way it was, 
and the subsequent proceedings having taken place as they did, the 
Chair is unable to say how much time will be taken up under the call 
for ‘‘ concurrent or other resolutions.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I am quite sure that during much of the time of the 
morning hour proper the present occupant of the chair was not in it. 
The time was largely consumed by conference reports, which are privi- 
leged. I did not suppose that the morning hourcould by any just rule 
be considered as extended in consequence of the fact that the morning 
hour was victimized by conference reports. I should suppose that the 
time embraced in the morning hour was subject to the same vicissitudes 
that the remaining time following the morning hour, to be sacrificed by 
the dominance of conference reports. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the Chair has stated, the Chair 
thinks that the point of order made by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is not well taken, and the question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should be glad to know the opinion of the Chair as 
to how long under this morning-hour construction the resolution may 
consume the time of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not undertake to de- 
cide that at the present time. The Chair thinks that the resolution is 
now properly before the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. And may remain so properly until it is disposed of? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is aspeculative question, which 
the Chair will not undertake to decide. 

Mr. BLAIR. It really seems to me that this question may invelve 
the consumption of the entire remaining time of the session, and there 
ought to be some way of arriving at a limitation in advance 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There is nothing for the Chair to de- 
cide, as he thinks, at this moment; but the Chair will suggest that the 
resolution can be terminated by a motion to lay on the table if a ma- 
jority of the Senate does not wish to consider it. 

Mr. BLAIR. But some other matter might come in in the same way 
in the morning hour, and the difficulty would return. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the pending question ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to lay thg resolution on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the resolution be laid on the table. The question is on 
agreeing to the motion. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will not 
take that course with it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. The 
Senator from New Hampshire moves that the resolution lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


I hope that the Senator from Alabama will not press 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. LOGAN submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7440) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 9 and 10 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 6 and 7, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, and 3, andagree to the same with an‘amendment as follows 
In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following : 

‘* For the purchase of machine-guns of the latest improvement, $20,000 

‘** For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including the manufacture and 
conversion of heavy guns and carriages, projectiles, fuses, powder, and imple- 
ments, their trial and proof, and all necessary expenses incident thereto, in- 
cluding compensation of draughtsmen on gun construction while employed in 
the Ordnance Bureau, $400,000, and not exceeding $15,000 thereof may be used 
for the expenses of experiments in the use of dynamite or other high explosive 
projectiles.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from said amendment the following words: ‘‘Said sum to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be stricken out and the matter proposed to be inserted 
by said amendment insert the following: ‘‘ And to make the same known to 
manufacturers of ordnance on their application and to report the same to Con- 
” and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 8, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the following 
“Sec. 2. That hereafter all rifled cannon of any particular material, caliber, or 
kind, made at the cost of the United States, shall be publicly subjected to the 
proper test, including such rapid firing as a like gun would be likely to be sub- 
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ected to in actual battle, for the determination of the endurance of the same, to 
the satisfaction of the President of the United States or such persons as he may 
select; and he is hereby authorized to select not to exceed five persons, who 
shall be skilled in such matte ind if such guns shall not prove satisfactory, 


they shall not be put to use in the Government service 
And the Senate agree to the same 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 
H. L. DAWES, 
F. M, COCKRELL 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 
WILLIAM H. FORNEY, 
J. WARREN KEIFER 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Che report was concurred in 
COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore Resolutions are still in order. 

Mr. MANDERSON I offer the following resolution, and ask unani- 
mous consent that it may be considered at this time: 

Resolved 


ROUTES. 


Phat the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to sit at any place within the United States 
during the recess of ¢ zress, by subcommittee or otherwise, to take testimony | 
for the purpose of prep ng statistical data relative to freights, commodities, 


und prices, for the period from 1873 to the present time ; 
or otherwise 






es of a clerk, be paid out of the expenses for special and select committees, &c., 


of the contingent fund of the Senate 
BACKBONE RAILROAD GRANT. 
Mr. MORGAN I move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 


laid on the table the resolution that I offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the Senate laid on the table the resolu 
tion offered by him 

Mr. MORGAN. Is that question debatable? 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore It is not debatable. 


The question is 
on Ul 


it 
Che motion was agreed to 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
quest 
table 
The motion was not agreed to 
The PRESIDENT pro le mpore 
Mr. MORGAN 
olution 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. H1LL] made a very impressive 
speech here some time ago, in which he brought to the attention of the 


motion to reconsider 


The motion reconsidered. The 


is 


The resolution is before the Senate. 
I merely desire to explain why I introduce the res- 


Senate important facts, and I understood him to quote from authentic | 


papers tending to show that in the transfer of the Backbone railroad 
land grant to the New Orleans and Pacific road there was fraud. A 


bill to forfeit that grant is pending before the Committee on Public | 


Lands. The committee have not had time to mature their delibera- 


tions upon it and make a report to the Senate 


shall be no doubt about the ground on which we shall act, whether we 
vote that bill into a law or not, I desire that the Committee on Public 
Lands should be directed to make aninquiry into the allegations which 
have been brought forward by the Senator from Colorado and other 
statements upon that subject. 

I introduced the resolution without consultation with any person, it 
being in my opinion a duty that I owed to myself as a member of the 
committee and also to the committee. After having introduced it, 
however, I conferred with some members of the committee. 
in favor of its consideration and others are not. 


Some are 


members of both Houses who recommended to the administration that 
the transfer of this land grant should be confirmed by the Secretary of 
the Interior and that patents should issue. 1 have been informed that 
a patent has been made out. 
some Senator in debate on this floor, I believe the Senator from Nebraska 
{[Mr. VAN Wyck]. . I desire here, in the form of this resolution if I 
can do so in no other way, to interpose my protest against the signing 


of that patent, the official recognition of the transferof that land grant, 


until Congress can look into it 


It may be entirely a just and honor 
able transaction or it may not; 


I can not tell. Ihave nostatement to 
make on that point, for | am not sufficiently informed of the facts that 
relate to this subject to pronounce anopinion. In fact, the Committee 
on Public Lands have not had the opportunity consistent with their 
other very heavy labors to investigate this question as it ought to be 
investigated. So I thought I would bring in the resolution and ask 
that the committee be instructed to make the investigation and report. 
The Senate can dispose of it as it sees proper 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). 
Senate agree to the resolution ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I rose a moment ago to ask the Senator from Ala- 
bama to let the matter go over for the present. There are some con- 
siderations in respect to it which I think he will regard with some favor 
that will be presented to him for a brief delay. But I must say that 
on the whole I think the adoption of the resolution will not result in 
any increase of authority to the committee or any good. The bill has 
been referred to the committee, and the committee can investigate it if 


Will the 


the committee to report | 
and that the necessary expense thereof, including the serv- 


ion recurs on agreeing to the motion to lay the resolution on the | 


For the purpose of 
getting this subject before the country in such a way as that there | 


Some of the committee | 
think that perhaps there is an implied censure upon the conduct of 


I gather that from the observation of 





RECORD—SEN ATE. JULY 5, 


it decides that it is necessary to consider the questions involved. The 

only question that would properly come in, I think, is the question of 

the legality of the transfer. That of course will be followed by the 

question whether there has been an informal transfer or an illegal trans 

fer, and Congress shall, notwithstanding it might find the road has been 

built in expectation of receiving the land grant by reason of whatever 
| transfer has been made, forfeit it. But it is a subject in its present 
| form of view of certain things to which the Senator from Alabama al- 
luded that would be considered undoubtedly as a reflection upon cer- 
tain persons in public life, and who I think ought not to be subjected 
to that reflection hy the action of the Senate. 

It is not that I think there is anything which they are connected with 
which they have withheld or prevented the investigation of; but at the 
| same time it is well in these matters to observe that courtesy which 
| ought to exist between persons who are in the legislature of the coun- 

try associated together in different branches of the legislature. I thought 

perhaps the Senator from Alabama would consent that the resolution 
| might go over for the present at least, with the view that it might be 
| farther considered before bringing it to the attention of the Senate. | 
hope now he will not desire to have a debate upon this question, at this 
moment at all events, and that the matter will be considered privately 
in reference to some of the terms of the resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. The resolution contains no terms except to direct 
the committee to make the investigation and ascertain all the facts re 
lating to the transfer, without intimating that any of those facts dis 
| parage the reputation of any person whatever. 
against anybody. 


I make no charge 
No charges have been submitted to me of any im 
propriety of conduct on the part of any person connected with this affair; 
but the facts attending the transaction as they were presented in the 
speech of the Senator from Colorado, and as I understand from authentic 
| papers in his possession, show a case which requires investigation; and, 
without intending to reflect upon any person, without meaning to 
make any impeachment of any person or imput.tion or insinuation 
against any person, I think the Senate, before it can fairly act on the 
| question of the land grant, ought to invest its committee with the 
power to send for persons and papers and to bring out the facts in an 
authentic form underoath. ‘That is my viewof it. And whoever may 
be in public station upon whom these facts might reflect under any 
state of circumstances ought to be the very first of all other people to 
; require this investigation. 

We have to act on the bill sooner or later. I do not know whether 
it will be to the undoing ot a patent to be issued in vacation or whether 
it will be under circumstances that now exist. I think that when the 
Senate comes to act upon it it ought to be disembarrassed of everything 
except the mere merits of the transaction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The resolution was rejected. 


PROVINCETOWN PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. HOAR. One of the towns in Massachusetts, Provincetown, 
quite a large shipping town, is a port of delivery, and the division of 
the town makes great inconvenience to the shipmasters and vessels be- 
longing to the town newly set off, because that is not a port of delivery 
now according to the statute. A bill has passed the House to remedy 
that in three lines, and is recommended by the Department. I ask 
unanimous consent to have the bill passed at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill which will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. ‘‘A bill (H. R. 6750) to amend paragraph 7 of 
section 2527 of the Revised Statutes.’’ It proposes to amend paragraph 
7 of section 2527 of the Revised Statutes by adding, after the word 
‘* Provincetown,’’ the words ‘‘ Dennis Bourne.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair requests the Senator from 
Massachusetts to state if this bill has been reported from a committee. 
| Mr. HOAR. It has been referred to the Committee or the Revision 
| of the Laws of the United States, and I am authorized by the chair- 
man of that committee to express his approbation of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the bill is before the committee 
the Chair will state that it can only come before the Senate by dis- 
charging the committee. It is not on the Calendar and can not be 
reached. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the committee be dis- 
charged and the bill considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to discharging the 
committee from the further consideration of this bill? The Chair hears 
none. ‘The bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 





STEAMSHIP 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I desire to make a report from the 
Committee on Commerce. I report the bill (H. R. 3337) authorizing 
the inspection of the boilerof the steamship Kent, and ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 


KENT. 


Vier EA 


het wE 


Sab 


Saleh dae 


1884. 


The preamble recites that the Congress of the United States did pass 
chapter 80 of the laws of 1878, approved May 2, 1878, nationalizing 
the Canadian-built propeller East, and did change her name to that of 
Kent: and that a doubt has arisen as to whether that act entitled the 
steam-boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances then in the Canadian- 
yuilt propeller to inspection pursuant to the laws of the United States 
regulating the construction and use of steam-boilers for marine pur- 
Hence the bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to au- 


y* Ses, 


thorize and direct the inspection of the steam-boiler, steam-pipes, and | 


appurtenances of the boiler, and cause to be granted the proper and 
usual certificate issued to tug-boats or marine vessels not used for car- 
rying passengers, without reference to the fact that the steam-boiler, 
steam-pipes, and appurtenances were not constructed pursuant to the 
laws ot the United States, and were not constructed of iron stamped 
pursuant to the laws of the United States. 


Che bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read | 


the third time, and passed. 
‘he preamble was agreed to. 
WITHDRAWAL OF 
On motion of Mr. COCKRELL it was 


Ordered, That Alexander Shields have leave to withdraw papers from the files 
of the Senate heretofore filed in his case. 


PAPERS. 


SENATE MANUAL. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred 
. resolution reported by the Committee on Rules in relation tothe Sen- 
ate Manual, instruct me to report it favorably with an amendment. 
By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, as follows: 


Resolved, That 1,000 copies of the Senate Manual, as prepared under the direc- 
tion of the Committee on Rules, be printed for the use of the Senate. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Printing was, in line 
1, before the word ‘‘ copies,’’ to strike out ‘‘ one thousand’? and insert 
‘‘eight hundred and fifty ;’’ and in the third line, after the word 
‘ printed,’’ to insert ‘‘and bound ;’’ soas to make the resolution read: 


Resolved, That 850 copies of the Senate Manual, as prepared under the direction 
of the Committee on Rules, be printed and bound for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. HAWLEY. 
cost more than $500, and to print that number would require a con- 
current resolution. 
Maine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ROOMS FOR COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BOWEN. Lask unanimous consent to call up Order of Busi- 
ness 321, which is a resolution on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate now consider Order of Business 
321, being a resolution authorizing the Sergeant-at-Arms and Architect 
of the Capitol to rent suitable rooms for use of Senate committees. 

There being no objection the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms and the Architect of the Capitol be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed torentand prepare suitable rooms out- 
side of the Capitol for the use of such Senate committees as have no rooms, and 
that allexpenses hereunder be paid out of the fund forthe contingent expenses 


of the Senate, subject tothe approval of the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Mr. INGALLS. I suppose it can hardly be necessary at this stage 
of the session to procure accommodations outside. 

Mr. BOWEN. I will state that the purpose of calling the resolu- 
tion up at this time is to enable the Architect and Sergeant-at-Arms to 
prepare rooms for the next session. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then the resolution should so provide; otherwise 
we might incur the expense of apartments during the recess of Con- 
gress. I would suggest that the resolution be amended so as to read 
‘for use at the next session of Congress. ’’ 

Mr. BOWEN. I will accept that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amend the resolution. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line6 of the resolution, after the word ‘‘ use,”’ 
it is proposed to insert: 

At the next session of Congress. 

So as to read: 


The resolution will be read. 


For the use atthe next session of Congress of such Senate committees as 
have no rooms, &c, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
FOREIGN CONTRACT LABOR. 
Mr. BLAIR. 
of Business 863, being the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation 
and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to 


I now move that the Senate proceed to consider Order | 


The amendment is because a thousand copies would | 


I state that for the satisfaction of the Senator from 
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perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of 
Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. MORGAN. [ask that the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read forinformation 
if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, and it will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire that this bill be now taken 
up for consideration. [Putting the question. } 
have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. My attention was diverted by three or four Senators 
upon five or six different things, and I should like to understand what 
was the question just taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question was on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire that this bill be now con- 
sidered, on which the Chair announced that the noes appeared to pre- 
vail. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent tospeak on this question. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. This isa bill which comes to us from the House of 
Representatives after considerable discussion and with practically 
unanimous vote 


The question is on the motion of 


Che noes appear to 


Before the vote is taken I ask unanimous consent to 


a 
I think I may be justified in stating that as bearing 
upon the question whether it is likely to consume a great length of 
time in its discussion at this late hour of the session. Iam exceedingly 
anxious, as is the Committee on Education and Labor, who reported it 
unanimously, that it be considered and disposed of at this session. It 
is aimed at a practice that no individual as far as I know, certainly no 
party, in this country pretends to justify. Its object is to remove a 
great and rapidly growing public evil, an evil striking at the interests 
of millions of our countrymen, and those of our countrymen who can 
least bear the existence, much less any increase, of the evil of which 
they complain 

Of course it is well understood. I hardly need take the time of the 
Senate in stating the fact that the practice has grown up on the part of 
many of the emplovers of the country of sending their agents abroad to 
England, France, Italy, Hungary, Germany, Austria, and in fact to all 
European countries with hardly an exception, for the purpose of con- 
tracting with bodies of working people, paying their expenses of trans- 
portation to this country, in order that their cheap labor may be brought 
in competition with that of our own citizens. We claim to believe in 
protective tariffs, some of us, and we loudly proclaim to the people of 
this country, especially to the laboring people, that the protection of 
their labor is the primary object for which we institute those tariffs. 
That is the great general consideration which we who believe in a pro- 
tective tariff allege as the one that justifies and demands of a patriotic 
American citizen that he maintain a tariff upon imported goods. The 
protection of American labor is the object, and to us the revenue which 
results from a tariff is a secondary consideration; while another great 
party in this country claims that revenue is the primary consideration, 
and I believe also alleges that in its adjustment the American laborer 
should be protected as far as possible from competition with foreign goods 
in our own markets. But it is obvious to any one, it has become now 
a great national fact, a national evil, too, that the higher wages we pay 
to our American laborers are more endangered by the practice which 
has been initiated and which is increasing, of bringing the foreign laborer 


| directly in contact within our own borders with the American laborer 


under a contract to receive the compensation which he might have re- 
ceived in his own country in the manufacture of the same goods. Thus 
it is that by the importation of the living laborer a vastly greater evil 
is likely to be done than by the importation of the production of that 
same labor expended in its own country. 

The object of this bill is to extinguish that evil. 


It has been a sub 
ject of great complaint for many years 


The House of Representatives 


| have sent us what I conceive to be a very well-matured bill, which if 


| adopted and enforced will eradicate the evil 
| is susceptible of any reasonable or rational objection. 
The Senator from Kansas moves to | 


I do 


think that it 
It is very true 
that in slight particulars in the forms of expression employed it might 
be somewhat limited. I would not object to verbal amendments in 
several of the sections. In fact, if the bill is considered I shall ask that 
such amendments be made as will I think absolutely remove any of 
the objections which have been raised by an adverse, hostile criticism 
to the bill. ; 

I trust the Senate under these circumstances will not dispose of this 
bill in quite so abrupt a fashion as to refuse it any consideration what 
ever. Nothing is immediately pressing upon the Senate. No conter 
ence reports are now here. The work of the Senate is now being trans- 
acted by conference committees. The fact that I have unanimous con- 


not 


| sent tomake these remarksshows that there is nothing pressing upon the 


Senate at this time. Therefore I respectfully and earnestly appeal to 


the Senate to give this bill consideration. Of course it can be inte 


| rupted if more important business shall be placed before the Senate 





6058 


The conference committees always have the floor. But I do ask the | 


Senate that this bill may receive such consideration as under ita rules 
it may properly claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire that this bill be now con- 
sidered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is that motion debatable? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not debatable. The Senator 
from New Hampshire was speaking by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
have consent. 

The question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 
prevail. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for a division. 

The question being put; there were on a division—ayes 4, noes 8; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is a quorum in the Capitol. 
yield this point, and I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am informed by Senators that to insist upon this 
call will probably disclose the absence of a quorum and interrupt the 
further transaction of business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The absence of a quorum is already 
disclosed. No further business can be done until a quorum appears. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. KENNA. Iam paired with the Senator from I]linois [Mr. CuL- 
LOM ]. 

Mr. FRYE. I am paired with the Senator from California [Mr. Far- 
LEY |, but as this is not a political question, I vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Iam paired with the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] on party questions, but on this question I 
vote “ yea. 

Mr. SEWELL. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON ], 
but if my vote is necessary to make a quorum I can vote 

Mr. BUTLER. My colleague [Mr. HAMPTON] is paired with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] generally. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 14; as follows 


YEAS 
Logan, 
Mahone, 
Manderson 
Miller of Cal 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Palmer 


NAYS—l4 
Groome, 
Hawley 
McMillan 
Maxey, 

ABSENT—36 

Kenna, 

Lamar 
McPherson 
Miller of N. Y., 
Pendleton, 
Platt, 

Plumb, 
Ransom, 
Riddleberger, 


I do not like to 


I am paired with the 


26, 
Aldrich, 

Blair, 

Bowen, 

Cameron of Pa., 
Cameron of Wis., 
Conger 

Dawes, 


Pike 
Pugh 
Sewell, 
Sherman, 
Wilson, 


Dolph 

Frye, 

Harrison 

Hoar 

Ingalls, 

Jones of Nevada, 
Lapham, 


Bayard, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Coke, 


Colquitt, 
Edmunds, 
Fair 
Garland, 


Morgan, 
Vest 


Allison, 
Anthony, 
Beck, 
Call 
Camden, 
Cockrell, 
Cullom, 
Farley, 
George, 


Gibson, 
Gorman, 

Hale, 

Hampton, 
Harris, 

Hill, 

Jackson, 

Jonas, “ 

Jones of Florida, 


Sabin, 
Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, 
Slater, 
Vance, 
Van Wyck, 
Voorhees, 
Walker, 
Williams. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the im- 


portation and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or | 


agreement to perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and 
the District of Columbia. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The Chief Clerk read the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


The bill will be read. 


The Chair will call attention to line 


8, section 3, where is either an error in the engrossed House bill or a | 
The word at the beginning of that line is evidently intended | 


misprint. 
to be ‘‘ parol;’’ but it is “‘ poral.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose that is a clerical error. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The amendment will be regarded as 
agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
it read. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to yield to me to pass a House joint resolution. I ask that this 
be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
yield to many others. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. This will take but a moment. 
derstood the Senator said he would yield to other business. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did say so. What is the resolution? 


If there is a report in thecase I should like to hear 
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If the Senator wishes to say anything I hope he may | 


I am satisfied that if I yield to one I shall have to | 


I un- | 


~ 


”, 


JULY 


Mr. MILLER, of California. A joint resolution in regard to the ap- 
pointment and retirement of a chaplain in the Navy. 
Mr. BLAIR. Will it lead to discussion ? 
Mr. MILLER, of California. There will be no discussion. 
Mr. BLAIR. I agree then. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending this bill the Senator from 
California asks unanimous consent that the Senate now consider Order 
| of Business 766, being House joint resolution 17. 
Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator withdrawit if it leads to discussion ? 
Mr. MILLER, of California. Yes, sir. 


SAMUEL KRAMER. 
By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 


| proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 17) authorizing the 
| appointment and retirement of Samuel Kramer as a chaplain in the 
| Navy of the United States. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I call forthe reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MILLER, 
of California, June 19, 1884: 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
H. Res. 17) authorizing the appointment and retirement of Samuel Kramer as 


| chaplain in the Navy of the United States, beg leave to report that they have 
| examined the same, and recommend its passage. 


The following extract from a letter of the Secretary of the Navy, dated July 


| 18, 1882, together with the accompanying memoranda, fully explains the case 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, July 18, 1882 
I inclose a large number of testimonials in Mr. Kramer's be- 
half, from which, and a memorandum sammarizing the same, it appears that he 
has been most faithfully serving atthe Washington navy-yard for several years, 
and that he has a record of much merit. 
Very respectfully, 


nae 2 es 


WM. E. CHANDLER, 

Secretary of the Navy 
Hon. Joun F, MILLER, 
Member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 


Memoranda in the case of Rev. Samuel Kramer, an applicant for appointment 
and retirement as a chaplain in the United States Navy. 

tev, Samuel Kramer (an ordained minister ofthe Methodist Episcopal Church 
performed the duties of chaplain at the navy-yard, Washington, without pay, for 

|} many years. On the 3d of July, 1880 (after the death of the chaplain in the Navy 
on duty in the yard), the Secretary of the Navy (Hon. R. W. Thompson) informed 
the commandant of the yard that Mr. Kramer should receive compensation for 
his services at the rate of $75 per month. He continued on duty, and to be so 
paid (out of the appropriation “‘ contingent Navy’) until May 15, 1882, when, on 
|} account of want of funds, he was, with others, notified that his services would 
not be required after Jone 30,1882. During this time there was no regular chap 
| lain on duty at the yard 

Mr. Kramer is strongly recommended by the commandant of the yard (Com- 
modore Pattison), who states, May 23, 1882, that ‘“* he has been a faithful chaplain, 
| and is highly spoken of by everybody who knows him. As he has served as a 
; Seamanin the Navy, he is invaluable asa chaplain. Seamen will listen to him 
| when they will not to the general run of preachers. He is located in the sea 
men’s library in this yard, attends the sick in the hospital, and officiates at fu- 
nerals of deceased seamen and marines, and distributes Bibles and tracts.”’ This 
| letter is accompanied with a testimonial letter signed by all the officers of th« 
yard 

February 1, 1881, Commodore A. A. Semmes; Commander R. D. Evans (then 
in command of the training-ship Saratoga); Commander J. D. Graham, com 
manding the receiving-ship at the yard; and Lieut. D. G. McRitchie (then in 
command of the Tallapoosa) joined with Commodore Pattison in asking the 
appointment of Mr. Kramer as a chaplain in the Navy, and that he be assigned 
to duty atthe Washington navy-yard. These officers state that Mr. Kramer 
‘has in our opinion obtained the love and respect of officersand men who have 
listened to bis exhortations. For many years he has performed the duties of 
chaplain at this yard, without pay, to the entire satisfaction of the officers and 
menon board the vessels of the United States Navy, on which he has held 
divine service, and we are of the opinion that there is more good derived from 
the preaching of a converted sailor tosailors than from any one who has never 
been to sea."’ (Mr. Kramer wastoo old forappointment, the law fixing the age 
between 21 and 35 years, and Mr. Kramer was over 60 years old.) 

From letters and statements on file in the Navy Department it appears that 
Mr. Kramer followed the sea for many years; wasin the United States Navy 
serving on the Dolphin and Brandywine in 1829. After leaving the service he 
entered the Church, and has given more than twenty years’ service, without 
pay, to the cause of seamen, building the Sailors’ Bethel church in Baltimore, 
| Md. He served as chaplain of the Third Regiment of Maryland (Union) Volun- 
teers. Atthe battle of Antietam he acted as major of the regiment (in place of 
the major, who had been killed in a previous battle), and after that wattle was, 
at the requestof the colonel, commissioned as major. He was honorably dis- 
charged in August, 1863, on account of disability incurred in the line of duty. 
He is indorsed and recommended by Bishop E. G. Andrews, Rev. H. R. Naylor, 
Rev. John Lanahan, Rev. B. Peyton Brown, and Rev. W. W. Hicks, all of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church; Rev. W. A. Leonaird, of Saint John’s (Episcopa! 
church, Washington; Thomas L. Tullock, and Matthew G. Emery (ex-mayor), 
of Washington; and Chaplain M. J. Gonzales U. 8. A. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the Senate, copies of certain correspondence of the present 
superintendent of the Yellowstone National Park relative to that park 
and his action in connection with its management, and other papers 
relative thereto not heretofore transmitted to the Senate; which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


| A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments of 
' the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1985) granting a pension to Malvin Pierce. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 562) granting a pension to H. C. Van Trees; and 

A bill (H. R. 570) granting a pension to M. H. Clements. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1581) to provide for the disposal of abandoned and useless 
military reservations; and 

An act (S. 2243) to authorize foot and carriage or railroad bridges 
across the Mississippi River at Saint Paul, in the State of Minnesota. 


FOBREIGN-LABOR CONTRACT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migra- 
tion of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform 
labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report was asked 
for. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
June 28, 1884: 

The Committee on Education and Labor, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 2550) entitled ‘‘ An act to prohibit the importation and migration of foreign- 
ers and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in the United 
States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia,’’ have considered the same, 
and hereby report the bill back to the Senate favorably, and recommend its pas- 
sage. The general facts and considerations which induce the committee to 
recommend the passage of this bill are set forth in the report of the committee 
of the House. 

The committee report the bill back without amendment, although there are 
certain features thereof which might well be changed or modified, in the hope 
that the bill may not fail of passage during the present session. Especially 
would the committee have otherwise recommended amendments, substituting 
for the expression “labor and service,’’ wherever it occurs in the body of the 
bill, the words “‘ manual labor”’ or *‘ manual service” as sufficiently broad to 
accomplish the purposes of the bill,and that such amendments would remove 
objections whicha sharp and perhaps unfriendly criticism may urge to the pro- 
posed legislation. The committee, however, believing that the bill in its present 
orm will be construed as including only those whose labor or service is manual 
in character, and being very desirous that the bill become a law before the ad- 
journment, have reported the bill without change. 

The following is the report of the House committee. To the facts collected in 
the appendix may be added many more, which can be found in the testimony 
taken duringthe recent investigation of your committee, by order of the Senate, 
upon the relations between labor and capital: 


Mr. BLAIR. I would inquire of theSenator who called for the read- 
ing of the report whether he desires the reading of the House report, 
which follows that of the Senate committee which has now been read ? 
It is quite voluminous. 

Mr. INGALLS. The House report is the only one upon which we 
have to rely, as the Senate committee frankly say that the bill does not 
meet with their approbation. Their language is that they— 

Report the bill back without amendment, although there are certain features 


thereof which might well be changed or modified, in the hope that the bill may 
not fail of passage during the present session. 


And they then go on to state the reasons why the bill should be 
changed in important particulars. I think it therefore essential that 
we should have the information upon which the House acted, in order 
that we may vote intelligently upon the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will say in reply to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Kansas that the report of the Senate committee I think does not— 
it was not intended to—give the impression that the modifications 
which might have been made are deemed of very great importance, 
because the Senate report says that the opinion of the committee is 
that the bill will be construed the same without amendment as with 
the modifications suggested as reasonable. 

I will add to what I have now said, if I can have the attention of the 


Senator from Kansas, that I design to move the modifications alluded | 


to in the Senate report, which are to change the expression, wherever it 
occurs, ‘‘service or labor,’’ which is very general, to ‘‘ manual service 
or manual labor,’’ so that the provisions of the bill would then be re- 
stricted to the evil that exists, and it would be available for the pro- 
tection of that class of our people who are suffering most from the evil. 
With that modification, which I am assured by the friends of the bill 


will be at once assented to in the House so that the bill will reach its | 


passage at this session, there can be, as I think, no objection on the part 
of any one in either branch of Congress. It would apply only to those 
engaged in manual labor or service. 


Mr. MORRILL. May I ask if the Senator from New Hampshire | 


proposes on page 4, lines 13 and 14, to strike out the words which pro- 
vide ‘‘ Thatskilled labor for that purpose can not be otherwise obtained ?”’ 
How is that to be determined? 

Mr. BLAIR. That is a question of fact that arises in the adminis- 
tration of all laws. 

Mr. DAWES. A person employing such labor would have to show 
before a prosecution could be maintained that there was nobody else in 
the United States to do this work. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Ithought the pending question was on the reading 
of the report. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let us have the report. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was simply replying to inquiries made ofme. I ask 
the Senator from Kansas if he desires the reading of the House report. 

Mr. INGALLS. I prefer to have it read inasmuch as the Senate 
committee have adopted it as theirs. We ought to have the informa- 
tion on which to rest our action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report will pro- 
ceed. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report made by the House 
committee appended to the Senate committee’s report, as follows: 


[House Report No. 444, Forty-cighth Congress, first session. | 


The Committee on Labor, to whom were referred the bills (H. R. 2550 and H. 
R. 3313) to prohibit the importasion and migration of foreigners and aliens under 
contract to perform labor in the United States, have had the same under con- 
sideration, and beg leave to report back bill H. R. 2550, and recommend its pas- 
sage, with the following amendment, as substitute for both of said bills : 

Add to section 5 the following: ‘“‘ Nor shali anything in this act be so con- 
strued as to prevent any person or persons, esc semen or corporation from 
engaging under contract or agreement skilled workmen in foreign countries to 
perform labor in the United States in or upon any new industry not at present 
existing or established in the United States, provided skilled labor for that pur- 
pose can not be otherwise obtained; nor shall the provisions of this act apply 
to professional actors, lecturers, or singers." 

This recommendation is founded upon the investigations of the committee ; 
and the conclusion towhich the committee have come, based upon such inves- 
tigation, is that the evils complained of and sought to be remedied by the bill 
actually and toan alarming extent exist. The bill in no measure seeks to re- 
strict free immigration. Such a proposition would be, and justly so, odious to 
the American people. The foreigner who voluntarily and from choice leaves 
his native land and settles in this country, with the intention of becoming an 
American citizen, a part of the American body politic, has always been welcome 
to our shores. Asa recent writer well said— 

“Such an immigrant by his coming to this country gives us a certain assurance 
as to his ability to take care of himself and to hold up the standard of social 
well-being which he finds already existing among our working classes.”’ 

Such an immigrant comes here because the institutions of the country are in 
consonance with his social and political ideas, and because of the advantages 
and opportunities afforded by the extent of our domain and its material re- 
sources. He comes to better his social and financial condition, to take advan- 
tage of the facilities which he finds here; and ashe comes of his own volition, 
by his own means, and from choice, he always exacts for his labor the highest 
rates which the market affords. No one isinjured by his coming, and as he 
generally makes a good citizen, the State is benefited by the acquisition. 
These immigrants are generally of a higher class, socially, morally, and intel- 
lectually, and have aided largely in the development of our industries and the 
material progress of our people. With this&lass of immigrants this bill has no 
| concern. Its object is to restrict and prohibit the immigration or rather the im- 
portation of an entirely different class of persors, the immigrant who does 
not come by “his own initiative, but by that of the capitalist.’ It seeks to re- 
strain and prohibit the immigration or importation of laborers who would have 
never seen our shores but for the inducements and allurements of men whose 
only object is to obtain labor at the lowest possible rate, regardless of the social 
and material well-being of our own citizens and regardless of the evil conse- 
quences which result to American laborers from such immigration 

This class of immigrants care nothing about our institutions, and in many in- 
stances never even heard of them; they are men whose passage is paid by the 
importers; they come here under contract to labor for a certain number of 
years; they are ignorant of our social conditions, and that they may remain so 
they are isolated and prevented from coming into contact with Americans 
They are generally from the lowest social] stratum, and live upon the coarsest food 
and in hovels of a character before unknown to American workmen seing 
bound by contract they are unable, even were they so disposed, to take ad- 
| vantage of the facilities afforded by the country to which they have been im- 
ported. They, asa rvle, do not become citizens, and are certainly not a desir- 
able acquisition to the body-politic. When their term of contract servitude 
expires their place is supplied by fresh importations. The inevitable tendency 
of their presence among us is to degrade American labor and reduce it to the 
leve! of the imported pauper labor. 

The demand for the enactment of some restrictive measure of this character 
comes not alone from American workmen, but also from employers of labor in 
America. The employers of labor who, from inability or from patriotic motives, 
employ only American workingmen, are unable to compete in the markets with 
| the corporations who employ the cheap imported labor. 

Asan evidence of the truth of this proposition, the glass manufacturers of 
Pittsburgh, including all the large employers of labor in that industry, in Janu- 
ary, 1880, denounced the action of the manufacturers west of Pittsburgh in im- 
porting European workmen in place of discharged American workmen 

This evil has become so extensive, alarming, and great that the attention of 
our foreign consuls has been directed to it 

Henry Sterne, esq., United States consul at Buda-Pesth, Hungary, says 

“ There seems to be an agency at work which by misrepresentations induces 
people to leave their homes who will not better their condition thereby, nor 
benefit the country which receives them People inquire by letter and in 
person at this consulate about this agency of which they have heard or read. 
Some even claim that this consulate has instructions from its Government to 
assist people in immigrating. I am under the impression that the United States 
Government does not approve of immigration brought about by such irregular 
means and of the character described, and therefore beg leave to suggest 





whether steps could or should not be taken to correct the evil, if I may be per- 
mitted to term it such. I have information that agents are managing the busi 
ness a good deal in the manner of the cooly trade, and that these immigrants 
| are shipped to the United States about like so many cattle." (See State Depart 
ment report, 1881-82 

Count Esterhazy, an intelligent, cultitated Hungarian, at present Austrian 
consul to this country, who has established a bureau for the protection of Hun- 
garian immigrants, says 
| ** Phere is no doubt that a contract system is being carried on, and I believe it 
| has reached larger proportions than any one believes. Certain it is that great 

numbers of immigrants are landed on these shores who are owned by capital- 
| ists. As far as I know, persons who have been so imported are satisfied; but 
| this fact does not apologize for the system. I have long endeavored to discover 

who the parties are who obtain the immigrants on the other side, but have thus 
| far been unsuccessful. I certainly hope that Congress will pass some law to put 
| a stop to such immigration.” 

Superintendent Jackson, of Castle Garden, says, speaking on this subject: 

‘*T have no doubt that this system is carried on to a great extent by corpora- 
tions in this country who have their agents abroad. Every now and then large 
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gangs of laborers arrive, all bound for the same town. They are generally 
t harge by some person or persons who come here to meet them. Some 
vy weeks ago a party composed of about sixty Irish and German girlsarrived, 
vyhom were going to one of the large silk-manufacturing establishments 
v Jersey I do not know whetherthey had contracted with any persons, 
resume they had done so. No one will undertake to send people to this 
ry free of charge without some guarantee that certain services will be per- 
rmed in lieu of the price of such passage 
tints from the persons who have been imported here, but nevertheless I have 
» doubt that such a slavery system is being carried on 
Mr in Swinton, of New York city, in a recent issue of his paper, states that 
the lower quarters of New York city there are quite a number of firms en- 
lin trafficking in human flesh; they are, as a rule, engaged in the “ bank- 
J but their ventures in the slave traffic are quite extensive. Going 
to one of these establishments for the ostensible purpose of securing Italian 
rs for an iron company, the agent stated in answer to an inquiry that 
. the time they had been in business 14,000 Italians had been brought to 
ysuntry under contract, 6,000 of whom had returned to Italy. It was 
rther stated that they had agente at Naples; that the American companies 
1id the passag: of the men from Italy, and their fare from New York to des- 
tinat which amount the imported Italian agrees to pay back with 6 per cent. 
Che men are shipped from New York to destination by the car-load, 
chartered for that purpose. The men receive from the American 
companies from $1 to $1.25 per day. Mr. Swinton also states that the Hudson 
River Iron and Ore Company in Linlithgo, Columbia County, New York, had, 
June, 1883, a large number of Hungarian laborers employed at $1 per day; 
iit they were paid monthly, fifteen days being invariably retained by the 
company fhe men were huddled together in shanties, and live mainly upon 
rye bread and potatoes. They had been brought there under contract to fill 
American workingmen, to glut the market, and thus depress 
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Mr. Tuke, of the Tuke immigration committee of Great Britain, a short time 
ago wrote a letter to the London Times, and after referring to the immigrants 
n paid to America from the Tuke fund, said Many in- 
es are cited in which immigrants are returning their passage-money.”’ 
Whether they had done so because they had been transported under agreement 
ontract to perform labor here, and were toa certain extent compelled to re- 
irn their passage-money, does not appear, but it is more than probable that 
the case In one year (1883) this Tuke immigration committee ‘ as- 
rather transported, 3,600 persons to the United States. It is more 
in questionable whether these assisted immigrants, even if they do not come 
under contract, are a desirable acquisition to our population. This Govern- 
nent is certainly under no moral obligations to care for and maintain the pau- 
perized victims of the misrule and tyranny of foreign powers, whether brought 
ly tract or by the monopolies of America, or assisted here by the gov- 
ernments whose policy reduced them to pauperism. 
Che Pittsburgh Commercial Gazette, in its issue of December 11, 1883, publishes 
a * spec from Erie, Pa.,to the effect that H. W. Heichhold,son of the United 
States inspector of customs of that name, had that day (December 10) returned 
from I nd reported a distressing condition of affairs at Jack Fish 
Bay and other points on the northern shores of Lake Superior. He stated that 
3,000 Italian laborers were left in a terrible state of destitution. 
were brought from Italy by agents with the understanding that they were 
to have employment on the Canada Pacific Railway. As they perhaps reached 
there late in the season, when work had partially suspended, their agents de- 
serted them in many instances and left them without money, food, or shelter 
Some of them made their way to the United States or southern shores as stow- 
Chey complained bitterly of the treatment to which they were sub- 
ected by the agents, who held out great inducements to get them here and then 
old their labor at so low a rate that it was impossible for them to procure more 
than the actual necessaries of life while they worked, after which they were 
turned adrift Thousands of them were on the northern shores, cut off from 
civilizat in the middle of winter, many of whom no doubt have ere this died 
of exposure and starvation. Those who reached our shores are in all proba- 
bility, for the present, at least, a charge upon the communities where they found 
During the coming spring and summer those who survive will seek 
our shores and contribute their share toward the depression and degradation of 
American labor 
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Your committee believe and state, and the statement is based upon what it 
l ieves to be reliable information, that there are at present over 2,000 imported 
Hungarians employed in the coke regions of Pennsylvania. According to the 
statement of Captain Schoonmaker, brother of the largest individual coke man- 
ufacturers in the region people are from the very lowest stratum of the 
population of Southern Eyrope, probably the offspring of serfsand slaves. They 
upon every li-dressed American asa lord or prince. One of the pay- 
s at Uniontown, Pa., says that a number of them tried to kiss his hand 
irst time he paidthem. Ail of them save the money they make,and many 
them send it to Hungary to bring over their friends and kindred. They are, 
matter of course, favorites with operators, as they never grumble about 
wages, and take what is given them by the company stores without murmur- 
ing, and besides, they never strike. In respect to economy and frugality they 
greatly resemble the Chinese One of them will walk miles, if necessary, to a 
butcher's shop and carry off thankfully the offal and refuse given him. The 
women assist the men,and do fully as much work. Children of both sexes not 
more than 5 years of age assist their mothers in loading the coke cars. Nearly 
everything they eat is boiled ina pot brought from Hungary. As many as forty 
are known to live in a single hut of two small rooms 
Free American workingmen, with American ideas, culture, and intelligence, 
can not possibly compete with these people. The situation is essentially paralle) 
to that which induced Congress to prohibit the importation of the Chinese. 
talians and Hungarians are now brought to this country in precisely the same 
manner that the importation of Chinese was begun seventeen years ago. The 
Chinese were brought to California under contract and then bired out to the 
Union Pacific, Central Pacific, and other railway companies. Italians have been 
brought here in the same way to work for the Nickel Plate, Ohio River, and 
other railway companies in the Eastern, Southern, and Middle States 
came necessary to protect the American workingmen of the Pacific Slope from 
the disastrous and debasing competition of cooly labor, the same argument 
now applies with equal force and pertinency to the importation of pauper labor 
from Southern Europe 
In this connection the following statistics of immigration may be interesting 
They cover four years, beginning July 1, 1879, and ending June 30, 1883. 


Mr. BLAIR. Iask unanimous consent that the tabulations coming 
in at this point, about one page of figures, may beomitted. If there is 
objection from ayy source I will withdraw the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLs in the chair). 
objection to the omission of the reading ? 

Mr. VEST. Lobject. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not observe who was the occupant of the chair 
until I began my question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
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No apology is necessary. 


We have never received any com- | 


If it be- | 
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| 
| The reading of the report was resumed as follows : 


ENGLAND. 


Males Females 


37, 661 
40, 401 
51,575 
38,174 


167, 811 
IRELAND. 


88,151 
37, 387 
40, 980 
41, 495 


158, 013 


HUNGARY. 





CHINA. 


5, 732 
11,815 
39, 463 


4, 987 


64, 997 


During these four years the number of female immigrants was 37.8 per cent 
of the total immigration from England, 47.6 per cent. of the total immigration 
from Ireland, 40.4 percent. of the total immigration from Germany, 26 per cent 
of the total iminigration from Hungary, 17.1 per cent. of the total immigration 
from Italy, and less than half of 1 per cent. of the total immigration from China 
During the year ending June 30, 1883, the total number of male immigrants 
above fifteen years of age from Italy was 26,691, while the total number of female 
immigrants above that age was but 2,566, or less than 8.8 per cent. of the total 
immigration. During the same year the number of male immigrants from 
Hungary above fifteen years of age was 7,953; female immigrants above that 
age, 1.6 or less than 17 per cent. of the total immigration. 

Phese figures demonstrate most conclusively that during each of the last four 
years thousands of male Italians and Hungarians who are not the heads of 
families reach our shores 

The immigrant who comes here with his family gives assurance of his inten- 
tion to remain here, become a citizen and a permanent factor in our popula- 
tion. It can not be claimed that these are mainly young men, for during the 
same year ending June 3), 1883, the number of male immigrants from Italy 
above 39 years of age was 4,428, while the number of females above thet age was 
only 344. From Hungary, during the same period, the number of male immi 
grants above 39 years of age was 1,187, as against 185 females above that age 
There can be no doubt but these people come together in large numbers, 
and when their abject poverty is considered the conclusion that they are im- 
ported becomes irresistible. In 1880, according to the Tenth Census reports, 
Chinese males in the United Statesand Territories exceeded Chinese females in 
number 96,000. In commenting upon this fact, the Hon. John Eaton, Commis- 
sioner of the Bureau of Education, in the report for 1881, says that this cireum- 
stance proves “that their stay inthe country is only provisional and temporary, 
| and that they can give no ‘hostages to fortune.’”’ 

Again, Mr. Eaton says, in the same report, speaking about the Chinese : ‘‘ In- 
dustrious, frugal, law-abiding families are the best foundations of a state.’ 
Contrasting the importation of coolies in the direction of the excess of males 
above females with the “ assisted "’ immigration and importation from Southern 
Europe, we find that during the last four years the excess of male Italians above 
females who landed upon our shores to be 60,199, while the number of male Hun- 
garians in excess of females, in an almost comparative smaller immigration, 
was during the same period, 15,000. In 1880 the number of Italians of foreign 
| birthin the United States was 44,230. Atthesameratio of disproportion between 

the sexes, Italian males exceed Italian females in the United States to-day over 

92,000 in a total population of little over 135,000, and Hungarian males exceed 
| females nearly 23,000 in a total population of 42,884, there being but 11,526 cf 

these people of both sexesin the United States in 1880, The total Chinese popu- 
lation of both sexes in 1880 was 104,427, the excess of males being 96,000. The 
parallelism between the Chinese and Italians in this direction is certainly strik- 
ing. As bearing upon the character of these immigrants as desirable material 
for citizenship, the following data, compiled from a statement on comparative 
statistics on education, issued by the Bureau of Education for and during the 
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vear 1882, may be of interest. England, Ireland, and Germany are included for 
ihe purpose of contrast. 











Ierce 
; Za. Amount Per capita 
a liane Popula- | Attending alesiom paid for paid for 
—— tion. schools. oar school school 
attending 
schools. purposes. purposes. 
Per cent. 
United States............ 50, 155,783 | 10,085,546 20.0 $1 63 
Englanu and Wales..| 25,968,286 | 3,898, 936 15.4 53 
Ireland 5, 159, 839 1, 081, 995 20.0 50 
Germany . 45, 149, 172 7, 744, 176 Bava lectus dncinanabsipeneunscpewsueia 
Hungary eeeseseeee| 15,666, 000 1, 602, 787 10,2 2, 300, 000 14.6 
BBall’. .occccsescsenccocescovec] ay SURy GEO 2, 086, 044 7.4 6, 000, 000 21 


lhe German Empire publishes no educational budget, hence the amount ex- 
pended for education during 1882 is not given. From these figures it will be 
seen that 20 per cent. of the entire population of the United States attend schools 
of some grade, while but 10.2 per cent. of the population of Hungary and 7.4 per 
cent. of the population of Italy attend any grade of schools. It will be also ob- 
served that while we paid for educational purposes, in 1882, $1.63 per capita, 
Italy, during the same year, paid but 21 cents, and Hungary but 14 cents and 6 
mills per capita for educational purposes. In view of these conditions, even 
voluntary immigration from these sources can hardly be regarded as an un- 
mixed blessing. But when itisstimulated, encouraged, and “ assisted”’ by great 
monopolies and capitalists, purely for selfish ends, regardless of the misery they 
entail upon others, and the permanent injury they inflict upon the country, the 
General Government should interpose timely and vigorous measures to check 
the evil. This becomes more apparent and urgent when an investigation of the 
statistics of the immigration discloses the fact that immigration from England, 
ireland, Germany, and other European countries from which the better class of 
immigrants comie, is steadily decreasing, while immigration from southern 
Europe is steadily increasing. 

When the pressure of population upon subsistence becomes sharp and severe, 
the immigration from the country where such pressure exists invariably in- 
creases. This is noticeable in the case of Ireland. From 1873 to 1880 immigra- 
tion from that country steadily and rapidly decreased; but from 1880 to 1883, 
owing to the failure of crops, more, perhaps, than to political disturbances, im- 
migration rapidly increased, the increase in 1880 over 1879 being over 50,000. 
Should like circumstances arise in Italy or Hungary, or other countries of South- 
ern Europe, in the future, powerful corporations could easily displace millions 
of American workmen by this pauper labor by simply prepaying the passage 
of people who would gladly flee from want and starvation, if enabled so to do, 

It may be well to bear in mind that the figures given above do not represent 
the actual number of these people now in the United States. The number is 
probably greater than the statistics show. A large number of this class of im- 
migrants land in Canada, who subsequently find their way tothe United States, 
but are classed in our statistics as Canadians. The 3,000 Italians imported to 
work on the Canada Pacific Railway isan instance demonstrative of this prop- 
osition. 

Canadian statistics show that the foreign-born population of the four old and 
leading provinces of the Dominion in 1871 was 582,624, while in 1881 it is stated 
at 561,872, a decrease of 20,752 inten years. Yetthe same statistics claim an im- 
migration during these ten years of 319,321. If this be true, it is evident that the 
greater portion of this foreign accession subsequently migrated to the United 


States. As evidence tending to show the efforts employers of labor are making 
to supplant American workmen with foreigners, and still further demonstrating 
the necessity for passage of this bill, attention is called to the following resolu- 


tion of the Window-Glass Manufacturers’ Association, held at West End Hotel, 
Long Branch, July 11, 1883, which is submitted without comment: 


“On motion of Mr. Gorsuch it was resolved, by a vote of 13 to 8, that the treas- 
urer be authorized to pay asum not exceeding $30 per man for each blower or 
gatherer brought over from Europe after August 1, 1883, provided the same be 
employed by some member of this association, and provided they are not work- 


men who have been in this country within the twelve months last past.”’ 


The committee had before it and took the testimony of some of the leading 
and most intelligent men in the labor organizations of Massachusetts, New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Indiana, and Ohio. A summary of their tes- 
‘timony is appended hereto, as are also copies of contracts signed in Europe by 
the imported workmen. The importance of this subject,its bearing upon the 
social, political, and economic condition of our people, together with the magni- 
tude of the interests involved, will, it is hoped, furnish an apology for the length 


of this report. 


Mr. BLAIR. There follows the report testimony, some six pages of 


it in fine print. It is sworn evidence as to facts. I do not ask to have 


the reading dispensed with as part of the report if any one thinks it | 


important that it should be read and spread upon the Recorp. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire | t®e consuls 
asks unanimous consent that the further reading of the appendices to | 


the report may be dispensed with. 
Mr. BLAIR. And that the same may be printed. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I object. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut desires 


that the reading proceed. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I have not heard enough of it yet. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 


ENATE. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business. 
After an hour and a half spent in executive session the Senate (at 5 
o’clock p. m.) took a recess, reassembling in executive session at 8 
o’clock p. m.; and at half past 8 o’clock took another recess till 9 o’clock, 
reassembling at that time in executive session. The doors were opened 
at 9 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
| mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropria- 
tions for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the 
| fiscal year ending June 30, 1585, and for other purposes, further in- 
sisted upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate num- 
bered 158, 166, and 167, asked a further conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. J. N. BURNES of Missouri, Mr. RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND of Illi- 
nois, and Mr. W. D. WASHBURN of Minnesota managers at the further 

conference on the part of the House. 
The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 28) toconfirm the status of John N. Quackenbush as a commander in 

| the United States Navy. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the [louse had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 2487) for the relief of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. Av- 
erell, United States Army; and 

A bill (H. RK. 1985) granting a pension to Malvin Pierce. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that he had this day ap- 
proved and signed the following act: 

An act (S. 1721) for a bridge across the Missouri River at White 
Cloud, in Doniphan County, Kansas. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheChair lays before the Senate the 
consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. The message of the House 
of Representatives and the report of the conferees will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

InN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 5, 1834. 

Resolved, That the House further insist on its disagreement to the one hundred 
and fifty-eighth, one hundred and sixty-sixth, and one hundred and sixty- 
seventh amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropria- 
tions for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, and ask a further conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 





| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the conference report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
In THe Hovuse or REPRESENTATIVES, July 5, 1884. 


Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 
purposes 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore The tirst question is on agreeing to 
the report of the Senate conferees, which will be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


| The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses o 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations f 
ind diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year end 
| ing June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free confe1 
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 11, 26, 








27, 30, 33, 43, 46 
and 165 








55, 58, 75, 135, 139, 141, 142, 145, 146, 147, 148, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 160, 1¢ 
| Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the S 
| ate numbered 1,2, 3, 4,5, 6, 10, 13, 19,20, 21, 22, 23, 28, 29, 31,3 40, 45,47 
$8, 49, 50,51, 52, 53,54, 56 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67,69, 70,71 76, 77, 78. 79, 
| 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88,89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106 
| 107, 108, 109, LLO, 111,112, 113, 114,115, 116, 117, 118, 119,120, 121, 122,123, 124, 125, 127, 


129, 130, 132, 133, 134, 136, 137, 144, 156,157, and 161, and agree to the same 





Mr. HAWLEY. I will withdraw my objection if the Chair will en- | _ Amendments numbered 7, 8, and 9: That the House recede from its disagree- 
: : . . 5 : } ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 7, 8, and 9, and agree to the 
tertain a motion that the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] | same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph insert 


desires to make. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I want to make a motion that 


the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
Mr. BLAIR. It is impossible to hear what is being transacted. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Pennsylvaniamoves | 4®4 the Senate agree to the same 


that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive business 
Mr. BLAIR. Has he the floor for that purpose? 


| the following 

* For salaries of ministers resident in Belgium, Netherlands, Hawaiian Islands, 
and Sweden and Norway, at $7,500 each, $30,000 

* For salaries of ministers resident and consuls-general in Venezuela and 
Argentine Republic, at $7,500 each, $15,000 


Amendment numbered 12 That the House reced 1 its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree to the same with an 


amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. There are a number of matters | “ *45,000;" and the Senate agree to the same 


that require attention in executive session. 


Amendment numbered 14: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement tothe 
|} amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amend- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the | ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 


Senator from Pennsylvania. 
The motion was agreed to. 


** $12,000; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same / 
Amendments numbered 15 and 16: That the House recede from its disagree- 
| ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 15 and 16, and agree to the 


| 
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same with amendments as follows 


amendments insert ** $2,625 and the Senate agree to the same 
Amendments numbered 17 and 18: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 17 and 18,and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph insert 
the following 
For salaries of the secretaries of the legations in Spain, Turkey, Austria, 
Italy, Brazil,and Mexico, at $1,800 each, $5,400; for salary of a clerk to the lega- 
tion in Spain, $1,200." 
And the Senate agree to the same 


Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its disagreementto the 


amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said 
amendment insert the following: ‘“‘And no secretary or second secretary of any 
legation shall be entitled to or receive any compensation over and above his 
salary as such secretary for acting as chargé d'affaires during the temporary 
or other absence without leave of the minister to whose 
ceed ;"’ andthe Senate agrce to the same 
Amendment numbered 25 

the amendment of the Seuate 
amendment as follows 


duties he may suc- 


That the House recede from 
numbered 25, 


its disagreement to 
and agree to the same with an 
In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following 
‘For the salaries of interpreters to the legatious in China at $3,000, and in 
Japan and Turkey at $2,500 each, $8,000 But no person drawing the salary of 
interpreter as above provided shall be allowed any part of the salary appropri- 
ated for any secretary of legation or other officer 

And the Senate agree to the same 

Amendments numbered 38,and 30: Thatthe House recede from its disa- 
greewment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 37,38, and 39, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In licu of the amended paragraph 
insert the following 

‘For salaries of the consuls-general at Frankfort 
Petersburg, and Halifax, at $3,000 each, $15,000 

And the Senate agree to the same 

Amendments numbered 41 and 42: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 41 and 42, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be 
stricken out, and the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendments, in- 
sert the following For salaries of the consulsgenera) at Constantinople and 
Rome, at $2,000 each, $4,000; for salary of the consul-general at Mexico, $2,500 
and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 44: That the Flouse recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the «aime with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert 
** $335.600:"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 68: ‘That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 68, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert after said amendment the following 
Athens;'’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: At the end of said amendment insert “ Matamoras;' 
and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from ite disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Aftersaid amendment insert the following 
and Navigator's Island, Apia;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 126: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 126, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said 
amendment insert the following: ‘‘And after June 3), 1854, no consul or consul- 
general shall be entitled to or allowed any part of airy salary appropriated for 
payment of a secretary or second secretary of legation or an interpreter ;" 
the Senate agree to ue same. 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from ite disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 12s, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following For allowance for clerks at consulates, $47,- 
920, as follows: For the consul at Liverpool, asum not exceeding the rate of $2,000 


Vie nha, 


Bucharest, St 


“ Greece, 


* Friendly 


and 


In lieu of the sums stated in each of said | 
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for any one year; and for the consuls-general at London, Paris, Havana, Shang- | 
hai,and Rio de Janeiro, each a sum not exceeding the rate of $1,600 forany one | 


year 


for the consuls at Hamburg, Bremen, Manchester, Lyons, Hong-Kong 
Crefeld, and Chemnitz, each a sum not exceeding tie rate of $1,200 for any one 
year 
Birmingham, each a sum not exceeding the rate of $960 for any one year; for 
the consuls-general at Calcutta, Port au Prince, Hayti,and Melbourne, and for 
the consuls at Leipsic, Sheffield, Sonneberg, Dresden, Marseilles, Nuremberg, 
Tunstall, Antwerp, Bordeaux, Colon (Aspinwall), Glasgow, and Singapore, each 
a sum not exceeding the rate of $800for any one year; forthe consuls at Belfast, 
Barmen, Leith, Dundee,and Matamoras, and for the eonsul-genera! at Halifax, 
each a sum not exceeding the rate of $640 for any one year; for the consul-gen- 
eral at Mexico, and for the consuls at Naples, Genoa, Stuttgart, Florence, Mann- 


heim, Prague, Zurich, Panama, and Demerara, each a sum not exceeding the | 


rate of $480 for any one year ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 131: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 131, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $6,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 138: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 138, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: “‘ For salaries of eight marshals for the con- 
sular courts in Japan, China, and Turkey, $8,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the 
samc 
Amendment numbered 140: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 140, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: “ For hiring of steam-launch for use of the le- 
gation at Constantinople, $500;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 143: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 143, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment insert the following: “ For the expense of providing all soak 
stationery, blanks, record and other books, seals, presses, flags, signs, rent, post- 
age, furniture, statistics, newspapers, freight (foreign and domestic), telegrams, 
advertising, messenger service, including $6,000 for other miscellaneous ex- 
penses asthe President of the United States may think necessary, for the several 
consulates and commercial agencies in the transaction of their business, $110,- 
000;”' and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


for the consuls-general at Berlin, Frankfort, Vienna,and Kanagawa, and | 
Havre, 


for the consul-general at Montreal, and for the consuls at Bradford and 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 149, and agree to the same with amend- 


ments as follows: Restore the pa raph proposed to be stricken out by said 


amendment and in lieu of the sum of $5,000 therein stated insert the sum of $7 
and the Senate agree to the same 


7,500; | 


Amendment numbered 150: That the House recede from its disagreement to | bill which is based upon that theory; and it seems to me, as I believe 
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the amendment of the Senate numbered 150 and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: “ Forrent of prisonsfor American convicts in 
Turkey and for wagesof keepers of same, $1,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 159: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 159, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment insert the following: ‘“ For the purpose of enabling the Presi- 
dent to provide at the public expenseall such stationery, blanks, record and 
other books, seals, presses, flags, and signs, as he shall think necessary for the 
several legations in the transaction of their business, and also for rent, postage, 
telegrams, furniture, and travelirig expenses including for miscellaneous ex- 
penses, $15,000; in all, $75,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 163: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 163, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: ** For an agent to the States of the Congo As- 
sociation, $5,000, said agent to be charged with introducing and extending the 
commerce of the United States in the Congo Valley, and for such purpose the 
further sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. And the Presi- 
dent is hereby authorized to appoint in the recess of the Senate such agent, 


whose commission shall expire at the end of the next session of the Senate ; 
and the Senate agree to the same 


Amendment numbered 164: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 164, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
$5,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 


On amendments numbered 158, 166, and 167 the committee of conference is un- 
able to agree 


W.B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
JAS. B. BECK, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JAMES N. BURNES, 

R. W. TOWNSHEND, 

W.D. WASHBURN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate further insist on its amend- 
ments not disposed of, and agree to the conference asked by the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate further insist on its amendments numbered 158, 166, and 167, 
and agree to the conference asked by the House of Representatives 
thereon. 

Mr. VEST. Ishould like to hear those amendments read, and should 
like to have the vote taken separately. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be reported. 
No. 158 will be first read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 11, after line 615, the Senate inserted 
the following words: 

To meet the necessary expenses attendant upon foreign intercourse, to be 


expended under the direction of the President, pursuant to the requirement of 


section 291 of the Revised Statutes, $250,000, orso much thereof as may be neces- 
sary. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri demands 
a separate vote on the motion of the Senator from Iowa upon this amend- 


ment. Senators in favor of the motion of the Senator from Iowa that the 
Senate further insist on this amendment will say ‘‘ay,’’ contrary 


opinion ‘‘no.’? [Putting the question. } 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
No. 166. 

Mr. VEST. I want to vote against them, but I withdraw the request 
for the reading of the remaining amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Iowa in respect to these two amendments, 
that the Senate further insist and agree to the further conference asked 
by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
HALE, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that probably in twenty minutes from 
this time I shall be able to make a report from the committee of con- 
ference on the sundry civil bill. 


Y COUNT OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senate appointed some days since 
conferees to meet conferees appointed by the House in regard to the 
bill providing for the electoral count. Those conferees have had sev- 
eral meetings; and while it is not my purpose to make a formal report, 
as no report has been authorized to be signed by the conferees, yet I 
think it proper, as the subject is an important one, to say to the Senate 
that the conferees have had several meetings and have made no prog- 
ress toward an agreement. I suppose it is proper to say that I see no 
possible hope of an agreement between the two branches upon that 
subject unless the Senate should agree to put the whole matter of 
counting the electoral vote in the power of the House, either by legis- 
lation which should put the subject fairly within the control of the 
House as a separate body, or (what seems to the conferees on the part 
of the Senate, all of them, equally inadmissible) to clothe with the 
power of counting the vote a body made up of the members of the Sen- 
ate and the House voting as one body per capita. 

The House have communicated to the Senate an amendment to that 


The next amendment will be read, 








1884. 


it does to every member of the Senate, without distinction of party, 
without exception, a proposition entirely unknown to the Constitution | 
and totally inadmissible in principle and totally inexpedient and im- 
practicable. 

FOREIGN-LABOR CONTRACTS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I call for the regular order, which is the reading of the 
report of the committee on the contract-labor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
calls for the regular order. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator to yield to me that I may report 
a little pension bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senate. 

The Senate as in Committee of the Whole resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migration of for- 
eigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in the 
United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM. I now ask leave to make a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to make a report. 

Mr. CULLOM. On a pension bill, and ask that it be put on its pas- 


The regular order will be laid before 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Magdalena Cook, widow of Jacob Cook, late a private in 
Company B, Thirty-third Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ROWLAND WARD. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. 
sions the bill (H 
Ward. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose there should be consent asked. 
there is no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent to make a report from the Committee on Pensions 
at this time. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. lIask for the present consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension of Rowland Ward, late 
a private in Company I, Fourth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, 
to $40 per month, in lieu of the pension now received by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


I report favorably from the Committee on Pen- 
R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to Rowland 


Of course 





sage. 
Mr. BLAIR. Not to displace the regular order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to receiving the 
report? The Chair hears none. 
SUSAN Y. ATTWATER. 


Mr. CULLOM. The Committee on Pensions instruct me to report 
favorably the bill (H. R. 204) granting a pension toSusan Y. Attwater. 
This is the widow of a private soldier. I ask that the bill be put on 
its passage at once. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Susan Y. Attwater, widow of Thomas Attwater, deceased, 
who was a private in Company C of the One hundred and twelfth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry in the late war for the suppression 
of the Southern rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ISABELLA PALMER. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I am instructed by the Committee on Pensions 
to report without amendment the bill (H. R. 5553) granting a pension 
to Isabella Palmer. I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let it be subject to the same understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvaniaasks 
unanimous consent to make a report from the Committee on Pensions 
at this time. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5553) granting a pension to Isa- 
bella Palmer. It provides for placing on the pension-roll the name of 
Isabella Palmer, blind daughter of John A. Palmer, deceased, late a 
private in Company L, First West Virginia Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROSELLA PEGG, 


Mr. MORGAN. move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to report two pension bills, to be now con- 
sidered. 

Mr. MORGAN. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
another bill favorably. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to make a report from the Committee on Pensions 
at this time. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Subject to a call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am instructed to report without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 2574) granting a pension to Rosella Pegg, and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the 
name of Rosella Pegg, idiot daughter of James Pegg, deceased, late a 
private in Company G, Fifty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteers, and to 
pay her legal constituted guardian, for her use, the sum of $18 per 
month during her life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MAGDALENA COOK. 


I yield, then. 


Mr. MITCHELL. 


I am also instructed by the same committee, to 


whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5088) for the relief of Magdalena | 
Cook, to report it without amendment and with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


I ask for its present consideration. 


I am instructed by the same committee to report | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARIA L. LEE. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I report from the Committee on Pensions favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 1752) for the relief of Maria L. Lee, and I ask for 
its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the bill as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Maria L. Lee, widow of Abel H. Lee, who was a scout in 
the Army of the Potomac during the war of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


P. W. BRADBURY. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent, subject to a call for the reg- 
ular order, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 875) granting a pension to P. W. Bradbury. I do this at the re- 
quest of the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], who is en- 
gaged upon a conference committee,and desired, in case the pension 
cases were reached, that I should call the attention of the Senate to this 

The Senator from New Hampshire 


one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
asks unanimous consent, subject to a call for the regular order, that 
the Senate consider the bill indicated by him. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears no objection, and the bill is before the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, on the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized to place the 
name of P. W. Bradbury, of Saint Louis, Mo., and formerly connected with the 


command of General John C, Frémont as a scout, on the pension-list at the rate 
of $20 a month. 


| Mr. BLAIR. This bill passed the House and came to the Senate 
and was reported adversely, upon the ground that the applicant was a 
scout. The injury was received in the performance of military duty, 
the duty of a scout. It was very severe, as Iam informed by the Sena 
torfrom Missouri [| Mr. COCKRELL], who has personal knowledge of the 
circumstances. The injury has continued ever since, and the man is 
very thoroughly used up. 

The Senator who reports it places the rejection of the claim allowed 
by the House upon the ground that the man wasa scout, and not hav- 
ing been mustered into the service regularly, is not entitled to compen- 
sation in the nature ofa pension for his disability. He is not embraced, 
of course, under the provisions of the general law. If he were so em- 
braced, there would be no occasion for application for a special act. I 
| suppose these special acts are passed in order to reach exceptional and 
meritorious cases which are not covered by the general law, for if the 
general law covered them there would be no occasion for the special acts 
which we are passing by the dozen every day. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Sucha bill as this has just been passed 

Mr. BLAIR. One case like this has just been passed, I am told. I 
did not ascertain the fact myself, but I learn that at former sessions we 
| have passed bills like this for the relief of scouts. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Scouts are included in the general bill 
| Mr. BLAIR. The general bill now pending includes all such scouts. 
| Their service was perhaps as a rule even more dangerous than that of 
the soldier himself. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I should like to ask the Senaior if 
there is any record of his service as a scout, where he served, how long 
he served, and what was the nature of his duties? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam notable to give those particulars myself. They 
were in the evidence before the House committee, and I suppose they 
were before the Senate committee. The case was established in every 
regard save only that the man was a scout and was not mustered inte 
| the service. 
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Iam informed that the adverse report is placed wholly and only 
upon that ground. 
and there is visible injury. The Senator from Missouri informed me 
that he knew the man personally, knew of his injury, knew of his 
present condition, and assured me that it is a very meritorious Case, 
and we know the Senator well enough to understand that his allegation 
in regard to such matters of fact is unquestionable and that he is very 
cautious in his statements. 


His service was in actual war and was dangerous, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, requested the Senate to return to the House the bill (H. R. 6770) 
making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other pur- 


poses 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Che message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore 


\ bill (H. R. 503) granting a pension to Hiram C. Henderson; 

{ bill (H. R. 1970) for the relief of Mrs. Alice T. Sherwood; 

\ bill (H. R. 2070) granting a pension to Decatur Hamlin; 

4 bill (H. R. 2245) granting a pension to Eliza A. Shealey; 

A bill (H. R. < ) granting a pension to Michael Shields; 

A bill (H. R ) authorizing the inspection of the boiler of the 





steamship Kent; 





A bill (H. R. ° granting a pension to Ann Hunter; 

A bill (H. R. 33 granting an increase of pension to Mary Anna 
Egan 

A bill (H. R. 4254) granting a pension to James Aaron; 

A bill (H. R. 4492) for the relief of Mrs. Pauline E. Milliken; 

A bill (H. R. 4694) granting a pension to James Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 5544) for the relief of Laura J. Goddard; 

A bill (H. R. 5889) granting a pension to Alonzo Cooper; 

\ bill (H. R. 6589) for the relief of Asa Dye; 

A bill (H. R. 6677) to increase the pension of William Irving; 

A bill (H. R. 6750) to amend paragraph 7 of section 2527 of the Re- 
vised Statutes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 17) authorizing the appointment and re- 


tirement of Samuel Kramer as a chaplain in the Navy of the United 
States 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate a message from the House of Representatives. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, July 5, 1884 

Resolved, That the Clerk request the Senate to return to the House the bill 
(H. R. 6770) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOAR. I move the bill named in the resolution be returned to 
the House of Representatives, in accordance with its request. 

The motion was agreed to 

FOREIGN-LAROR CONTRACTS 

Mr. BLAIR. I call for the regular order. 

Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
ealls for the regular order, which will be again laid before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Pending that I move that the Senate proceed to the 
eonsideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After the title of the bill is reported 
the Chair will recognize the Senator from Alabama. 

The Cuter CLERK ‘A bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importa- 
tion and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agree- 
ment to perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the 
District of Columbia.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the consideration of this 
bill the Senator from Alabama moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Che motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate took a recess 
until 11 o’clock p. m., reassembling at that hour in executive session. 
At 11 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m. the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House receded from its disagreement to 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropria- 
tions for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, numbered 166 
and 167, insisted on its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 158, asked a farther conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. J. 
N. BuRNeEs of Missouri, Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND of Illinois, and Mr. 
W. D. WASHBURN of Minnesota managers at the further conference on 
the part of the House. 








LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWEs was excused from furthe; 
service as a manager on the part of the Senate at the conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 7069) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses o{ 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885. and forothe: 
purposes. 

By unanimousconsent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
fill the vacancy, and Mr. PLUMB was appointed. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLsS in the chair) laid befor: 
the Senate the action of the House of Representatives receding from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6770 


| making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of th: 
| Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other pur- 


poses, numbered 166 and 167, and insisting on its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 158, and asking a further confer- 
ence thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate further insist on its amend 
ment numbered 158, and agree to the conference asked by the House 
of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the presiding officer was authorized to ap- 


| point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mi 
| HALE, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 





CLAIMS FOR FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution submitted by Mr. FRYE, reported it without amend- 
ment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 3,000 copies of the 
message of the President of the United States transmitting the report of the Sec- 
retary of State relative tg the papers on file in the Department of State touching 
the unsettled claims of citizens of the United States against France prior to July 
31, 1801, together with the papers accompanying the same. 


PRINTING OF 


Mr. HAWLEY. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a resolution submitted by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] to reprint House bill 5667, the Mexican pen- 
sion bill, and Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 107, to report it with 
an amendment; and I ask for its present consideration. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Calendar. 


PENSION DOCUMENTS. 


The resolution will be placed on 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. ALLISON, Mr. BEcK was excused from further serv- 
ice on the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7380) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fis 
val year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
fill the vacancy, and Mr. COCKRELL wis appointed. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate, numbered as hereinafter stated,to the bill (H 
R. 7069) making appropriations for the legislative, executive and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to reeommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 27 and 205. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 80,81, 82, 83, 54, 85, 86, 87, 85,91, 92, 94, 95, 207, 208, 209. 210, and 211, and 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 93, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the number proposed insert * 20;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 206, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number proposed insert ‘‘75;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Sen- 
ate numbered 212, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $1,955,150; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 


The committee of conference is unable to agree on the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 21, 24, and 25 


BILL. 


WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 

PRESTON B. PLUMB. 

FRANCIS M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JOHN HANCOCK, 
J.G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House 

Mr. ALLISON. This report closes up the differences between the 
two Houses on every question except one, that relating to the miscel- 
laneous items of the contingent expenses of the Senate. Although 
there are three amendments, they all involve the same question. 

The Senate recedes from amendment numbered 27, which is the 
amendment relating to the publishing of the debates. The House re- 
cedes from its disagreement to the amendment relating to the number 
of collectors of internal revenue, and also from its disagreement to the 
amendment relating to internal-revenue districts and customs districts 








and the legislation with reference ‘« «distilled spirits. It also agrees to 
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the amendments relating to the force in the Pension Office, with a slight | 


modification reducing one class from $2,000 tv $1,800. 

Mr. CONGER. What is the point the conferees do not agree upon? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The contingent expenses of the Senate. I ask that 
the report may be agreed to. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist upon 
amendments numbered 21, 24, and 25, and ask a further conference 
with the House of Representatives thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to have the amendments read. 

The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. Amendments numbered 21, 24, and 
5 will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Amendment numbered 21 is, on line 23, page 5 
to strike out ‘‘ten,’’ after the word ‘‘ labor,’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty-four;’ 
so as to read: 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $34,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Amendment numbered 24, page 5, line 25, was 
to strike out ‘‘sixty-two’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-six;”’ 

In all, $76,770. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Amendment numbered 25 was to strike out all 
atter ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 26, page 5, down to and including line 1, on 
page 6, as follows: 

Provided, That no part of the money appropriated by this act shall be ex- 
pended for clerical services for any Senator, Representative, or Delegate in 
Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from lowa that the Senate still further insist 
upon these three amendments and ask a further conference with the 
House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to; and by unanimous consent the President 


’ 
’ 


so as to read: 


6065 


of the United States, representing 500,000 workingmen who are interested in 
several bills which are before Congress, testified as follows 

**Lam interested in the eight-hour law, the land bill, and bill on imported 
labor under contract introduced by Mr. Foran. These imported men show no 
disposition to become citizens of this country, but, on the contrary, seek to ob- 
tain a certain sum of money, which they consider a competence, and with it 
return to Italy or Hungary. I have seen eight of these people and one woman 
living in a small house, without beds or furniture, sleeping on the floor, and 
have been Informed by reliable authority that these nine persons’ expenses for 
one month was only $27. I have seen them in the Frostburg region of Mary- 
lu:s!. where they had been brought by agents, who engaged them at Castle Gar- 
den, living in a wooden building, sleeping on bunks, this building being fenced 


| into prevent them being communicated with by the people whose places they 


| of meat on Sunday. 


had taken The diet of these men was water and mush, with a small quantity 


hese men are brought into competition with skilled as 


| well as unskilled labor, and it is fast becoming as bad as the competition of the 


| to talk the manager ordered the arrest of the party 


pro tempore was authorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the | 


Senate, and Messrs. ALLISON, PLUMB, aad COCKRELL were appointed. 

FOREIGN-LABOR 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
fore the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 

and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to 


CONTRACTS, 


The pending order will be laid be- 


perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of 


Columbia.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the reading of the report be continued. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the report will be 
continued. 

Mr. BROWN. As this is a very important measure, and as it is very 
difficult to keep a quorum, and as we can not discuss a great question 


‘*A bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation | 


|} one woman to every ten men 


of this character at the close of the session as we would have to doand | 


as we ought to do if we mean to consider it properly, I move that the 
further consideration of the bill be postponed until the third Thursday 
in December next. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator, if the question is to be taken, will 
change the time to the first Monday of December, at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. BROWN. I think there have been other bills put down for 
that day. 

Mr. BLAIR. 

Mr. BROWN. 
other measures, 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not think that time is fixed for any measure, but 
I can not say in regard to that. The Secretary will be able to inform 


No; later than that Thursday. 
I only want to avoid having the same time fixed for 


us whether other measures have been postponed to an earlier part of 


the month. I think as this is caught between heaven and earth and 
about half discussed and half not discussed, half passed and half not 
passed, it ought to receive attention earlier than any other if it is post- 


Chinese in the West A demand is now going up for an amendment of the 
Chinese bill in such particulars as it has been shown deficient.”’ 

William Leech, of Malaga, N. J., of the W.G. W. A., said 

**T was at Malaga last year when certain Belgians were brought to that place. 
It was our duty to find out from them if the situation of affairs at Malaga had 
been made known to them before they came, or whether it had not been misrep 
resented to them. When we attempted to obtain this information the company 
had thirty-five of us enjoined by the courts from interfering with them rhe 
window-glass workers were ordered out of their homes in midwinter and com- 
pelled to move. Last spring we went to work, the Belgians in one factory and 
the citizens in another. They have since left Malaga, the firm having changed 
managers.”’ 

Emile Bouillet, of Zanesville, Ohio, W. G. W. A., said: 

** 1 was hired at Antwerp by an agentof Dean F. Wiliiams, of Zanesville, Ohio, 
who came for a set of men (sixty). When I went to see him I asked him why 
he came to Europe for men. He replied ‘that men were scarce and work plenty 
in the United States I told him we would expect the same wages paid in the 
United States. He said ‘they would pay the New York tariff.’ When we ar 
rived at Zanesville we discovered that the New York tariff was 25 per cent. less 
than the regular price. I complained to the company of this misrepresentation 
and they answered that ‘they did notauthorize the payment of more than what 
they were then paying.’ At Kent the company did not pay the price agreed 
upon. They brought them to Kent on a contract for three years The men 
were not permitted to associate with American workingmen lest they might 
find out the true state of affairs. Two of these men were arrested and put in 
jail for some days for violating this contract. When we arrived,a friend of one 
of us was met by a man whom he knewin Europe. Assoon asthey commenced 
When we arrived at Mans- 
into the car and inquired if any of 
my father and I could.’ 





field, Ohio,a member of the firm cams 
could speak English: I answered that ‘ 
us not to talk tothe men.”’ 

Question by member of committee. What is the difference between the wages 
paid these foreigners and Americans? 

Answer by John Schlicker. and 50 per cent. 

Q. Did any of these people show a disposition to become citizens? 

A. I think not 

William F. Barclay, representing the miners of the coke region of Pennsy|- 
vania, said 

‘We have 


us 


He then warned 


Setween 28 


a great many of these so-cafled Hungarians. They are not Hun- 
garians, but Sclavoygians. They are not brought to our regien on a written con- 
tract. There is an agency in Pittsburgh and in New York for the employment 
of these people, andto send them where they are called for. We are against the 
importation of these people because their influence is degrading. Firmsemploy 
these people in preference to Americans or other emigrants. They are easily 
imposed upon, not 5 per cent. of th« veing able to read. They perform this 
soft-coal mining very well, as it requires little skill. They have usually about 
heir habits are disgusting in the extreme. | 
saw and counted one day thirty-five women and children, employed forking 
coke and working about the ovens; the children poorly clad, of every age rang- 
ing from 5 years upward. They do not work on Sunday. To illustrate how 
they live: A yard boss, who went to get men to work, got thirty-seven men out 
of ahouse containing four smallrooms. They had no beds, but laid on the floor, 
heads and tails, I suppose. 

**I] never knew one of these men tostay inthe country. 
tively nothing, saving their money to return home 
the poor-house, until at last the authorities refused to longer entertain them 
while they had money. They will eat anything They hang their meat out in 
the sun that it may become soft and tainted The business men of the region 
are opposed to them They get the same wagesas the Americans, except when 
they work bythe day ; then they are paid 33 per cent. less, which is all they 
are worth rhis importation has reduced the price of mining, and makes it im- 
possible for the men to do other than submit to whatever the operators demand 
or require of them, regardless of its justness The condition of the miners and 
coke-makers generally is aggravated by the company stores which abound in 
this district. I priced potatoes before I left, and could have bought them of an 
outside dealer for 50 cents per bushel, while the price in the company stores is 
SOcents per bushel. Ifthe men do not deal in the store they are discharged 

“| never met one of these Sclavonians who could speak English. We tried to 


They spend compara- 
; even when sick they go to 


| organize the men to enforce the statutes of Pennsylvania, but it was a failure 


poned, and therefore I wish that it be taken up substantially as the un- 


finished business at the commencement of the next session. 

Mr. BROWN. My motion now is for the second Thursday in De- 
cember. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia moves 
that the further consideration of this bill be postponed until the second 
Thursday of December next. 

Mr. BLAIR. I gather the impression that a majority of the Senate 
is in favor of postponing this bill; but I would ask unanimous consent 
that the remainder of the report, which was about half or two-thirds 
read, may be printed in connection with what is already spread upon 
the record. [*‘ No objection!’’] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the Senator 
from Georgia, the Senator from New Hampshire asks unanimous con- 


sent that the residue of the report not yet read be printed in the REc- | 


ORD. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The matter ordered to be printed in the RECORD is as follows: 
APPENDIX. 
SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY TAKEN BY THE 


COMMITTEE 


XV—380 


| tract does exist 
Hon. John 


} be in accordance with the rates, and that should he 
Mr T. V. Powderly, of Scranton, Pa., master workman of the Knights of Labor ' 


The companies discharged the men who were active inthe matter. They were 
black-listed and refused work throughout the region I was urged at another 
time to get up a strike by one of the operators so that the price of coke might be 
raised, 

“The Hungarians are paid 60 cents per ton, but they are so ignorant that they 
do not know what a ton is rhe mines are wet, and these people work from | 
o'clock a. m. to7 p.m. fora day. Americans and more skilled workmen cou! 
do the same amount of work in eight hours, but all have to wait on the wagor 
the filling of whichis delayed by these men, thereby putting the skilled and the 
unskilled on an equality We dare not lay our grievance before the coke man 
ufacturers, for whoever does so will be immediately discharged. We are op 
posed to strikes asthey are of no use, and could not succeed with us while these 
people are in this state of ignorance. Our citizens and merchants 
the region 





are leaving 


The conditions are becoming insufferable The works run from 
two to five days per week, and the wages paid about $1.25 per day, or generally 
eight tons at 13 cents per ton rhe coke manufacturers are now trying to form 


a syndicate, that they may menopolize the coke business. There are some 
manufacturers who will not employ these foreigners, one of whom lives in the 
region 

Mr 
ment: 

‘* We have the following evidence that the importation of laborers under con 
The captain of the vessel on which Joseph Welsh, brother of 
Welsh, ex-member of the Pennsylvania Legislature, came to the 
United States, informed him that the large number of Sclavonians on board the 
vessel were imported laborers shipped to America under contract; that the im 
porters had made a special contract with the steamship company at a very low 
rate for their delivery in the United States, and that their accommodation would 
Mr. Welsh) not receive the 
should complain to him (the captain I have this from Mr. 


BarKlay also furnished the committee with the following written stete- 


proper care he 


‘ 
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We have much other evidence of their being imported by spe- 
to work for certain firms. We have discovered an agency at 
work engaged in the business of importing laborers, agents in Europe gather- 
ig the men, an agent in New York receiving them and forwarding them to 
I have in my possession evidence that a firm having a branch in 
of Pittsburgh is engaged in this business. E. Dorner & Co. is the name 
of the firm who have received a certain amount per head for such imported la- 


oa agreement 








Inations 


the city 


borers 


Paul De Esterhazy, Austro-Hungarian consul in New York, has acknow- 
ledged the existence of such an agency 


2) 


but says he is unable todo anything in 





the matter rhe class imported by the coke manufacturers are the lowest be- 
ngs that have ever been in the State of Pennsy!vania, subsisting upon what an 
Amer in laborer could not eat—such as mules, hogs, &c., which have been 
killed or died with cholera and other diseases. Not one has ever been known 
to become an American citizen, but all return to Hungary within a limited time 
about four years), with what money they can save by living in this miserable 
condition of filth and squalor Women and children work, too, drawing coke 
and forki oke into cars, commencing work about | or 2 o’clock a. m. and re- 





turning to their shanties as late as 7 p. m., working through all kinds of weather 
week hey seldom sleep in beds, but lie on the floor, 
h a board or a stick of wood under their heads, as large a number probably 
orty in one ntended for a miner with an average family, one female 
ibout ten men in all relations between male and female, housewife and 
in the coke yards They are not known to purchase any of the luxuries 
h tend to eles and enlighten the people, living in filth and wretched- 
but hoard up their small earnings which they promptly forward to Hun- 
thereby draining our district of the eirculating medium. Being low in 
the seale of intelligence they are the willing slaves of the coke manufacturers, 
“ ing to submit to almost any conditions 
f the tricks of the manufacturers is to import these people for the pur- 


Irom two to tive 
wit 


days per 








ite 








pose evading the laws enacted for the protection of the laboring classes. 
he ‘ Check-weighman law’ is an example The people being unable to 
read and write, they promise them 30 cents per wagon of one-half ton each, but 
when they arrive here they are compelled to sign an agreement, making only 

wut 1S cents per ton for mining 

[have known these beings during the time of the strike to have been 
dragged from their homes and driven down into the mines by the managers 
nd coal and iron police. I have also known them to have been knocked down 


und kicked under cars for refusing to do more contract work. In all, they are 
mere t« by which the manufacturers gain almost any point they desire, 
to the degradation of our native workingmen and the detriment of our business 

men, making tramps of the former and bankrupts of the latter.’ 
William Ashton, of Philadelphia, Pa.,W.G. W.A 
My information is in regard to importation of 


, said 
foreigners to Baltimore, Md. 





These men were brought under a contract; they were window-glass blowers 
lhe first importation took place in 1879; forty-eight were then brought over by 
Swindell Brothers The following year Baker Brothers imported seventeen, 


King Brothers twenty-two, and Swindell Brothers twenty-three 
portation occurred duringa strike; there was no strike when the second impor- 
tation occurred, Some of the foreigners refused to work and were arrested, but 
discharged before a hearing was had ; their clothing was retained by the firm, and 
t was weeks before they could secure it. They were kept locked in houses, when 
not working, and could not be seen by the Ame Most of them have since 
irned home, some being sent by the glass-blowers’ association, and some by 
i¢ Belgian consul, who complained bitterly of the treatment they received. 
he effect of their importation was the reduction of wages about 12 percent. An 
injunction was issued against the American workmen from interfering with them 
perpetual by Judge Brown, of Baltimore. Before these men were 
imported we had as good a set of American workmen as could be found any- 
where The system in vogue in Europe and America differs materially. The 
Europeans work according to old methods and processes; in fact, they bring 
their tools and molds with them fhe European workman can not turn out 


The first im- 


cans 





ret 
t 


and made 





within 35 per cent. as much ware as the American workman, and as a result do 
not or are not able to fulfill their contract, hence the employers are at liberty to 
pay them what they please 
Val Haas, Baltimore, Md., W.G. W. A., said 
Ihe tuation was misrepresented to them; some of them, when the exact 
situation was explained to them, quit. Two Germans who quit work were re- 
fused their clothes, and were arrested. I have been called up at night by these 


men to explain to them the trouble, as we could not get near them or they near 





us, so that an understanding might be had They were under constant police 
surveillance, and we were enjoined from interfering with them These for- 
eigners were natives of France, Belgium,and Germany ; they were brought in 
three different parties. In 1879, Baker Brothers brought forty-eight and King 
& Brothers twenty-five. Baker Brothers brought a second lot of twenty-tive, 
and K & Brothers and Swindell & Brothers twenty-three. Previous to this 
last importation there was no strike; some of these men are here yet; others 
have gone away The effect has been a 12 per cent. reduction of wages.’ 
Charles Leffler, Baltimore, Md., W. G. W. A., said 
My statement is substantially the same as Messrs. Ashton and Haas. Mr 
Swindell says he does not want the foreigners any more ; they accomplised the 
object intended—the reduction of wages 
J. Campbell, of Pittsburgh, Pa., said 
We have no objection to these men coming here voluntarily 


but we object 
to them coming under contract, and to reduce American wages.”’ 
John Schlicker, of Pittsburgh, Pa., W. G. W.A., said 
Ihe window-glass blowers is very hard ; 
work at it after the age of 45 years 
of the 
eight 


labor of but few men are able to 


the average is but 3} years. In consequence 
exhaustiveness of the labor, we decided to not make more than forty- 
boxes of glass per week, which amount is more than 200 per cent. more 
than what was a week's work some years back. This limit of forty-eight boxes 
isa good week's work lo break this limit was the purpose of the importation 


These foreigners could not make this amount, and consequently could not ful- 
fill their contract, and were therefore subjected to its penalties for failure. One 
lot of men that were brought to Kent, Portage County, Ohio, were not em 


ployed, as the glass-house was not started, and these poor men and their fami- 


lies were left destitute in a foreign land, and in a hostile community, a charge 
on the public.’ 

Q. Did you examine Mr. Foran’s bill? 

A. I did, and I favor its passage 1 would notobject to men being brought to 
start a new iudustry 

Mr. James Campbell here said that Mr. James Chambers, of Pittsburgh, had 
said that Mr. Day, of Kent, Ohio, could send to Belgium and get men at any 
time, he having an agency there 

John Costello, of Pittsburgh, Pa., president of Miners’ Association, said 

To mine bituminous coal required but little skill. In our district we 

adopted arbitration, which is legalized under the laws of Pennsylvania. Some 
of the operators are now trying to break the price agreed upon or decided by 
the board of arbitration rhey sometimes go to Castle Garden and engage men 


to work in the mines that are idle because the operators will not give the price 
Recently we paraded with drums beating and the United States flag flying on 
the road which passed near the mines that are refusing to pay the arbitration 
price, and sixteen of those who were in the procession were arrested for con- 


apiracy After the arrest and bailof the accused we paraded again, and twenty- 
two were arrested on a capias 
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John Schlicker, of Pittsburg, Pa.,W.G.W. A., said : 

“The difference in working im the glass industry in this country and Europs 
consists in the fact that there they have two factories and work eleven mont}. 
ayear. I have worked in glass-works for thirty years and have not averag: 
eight months per year in that time. The difference in wages is not materia 
when all things are considered, between this country and Europe. At Kent 
Ohio, these imported men are working on Sunday.”’ 

T. B. Barry, East Saginaw, Mich., ax-maker, said 

“Tam anax-maker of good reputation for skilland industry. The ax-makers 
struck in Cleveland. We were practically denied the right of free speech. W, 
were not allowed to communicate with the‘ rats’ who were broughtthere. Two 
men, during the time of the strike, who stopped to light their pipes, were ar 
rested and fined $10 each by Judge Solders. I wrote to different parties fj 
work, but could not get any I received a letter from R. Man & Son, Clintoy, 
County, Pennsylvania, in which they informed me that they would not emplo) 
any person who belonged toa labor union. I have been forced to take a resi 

“In the lumber region of Michigan there are 1,000 men working for their 
board Agents go to Canada and bring men under false pretenses, telling the 
that they will receive $5 per month, and advertise for men in large numbers 
the Canada papers, to be paid the ruling rates, about $35 per month. When th 
lumber camps are filled they offer them $16 per month 

‘At Muskingum an attempt was made to reduce the boom-men by importing 
men from Canada. This luring men under false pretenses should be remedied 





The hours of workmen who work at salt manufacturing are from 40'clock a. m 


to7 p.m. The wages are $1.50 per day of seventeen hours. These people, to get 
an existence, cultivate in the evenings, with the aid of lamps,small patches « 
ground. The men who come from Canada do not intend to remain here, but 
return to Canada.”’ 

John Murray, of Shawnee (Ohio) Miners’ Association, said 

Our men are deeply interested in the bill against the importation of 

and we expect Congress to do something to remedy the evil. There were seven 
hundred foreigners and seven hundred colored men brought to my district dur- 
ing a recent strike.”’ 

Fred. Turner, of Philadelphia, Pa., secretary of Knights of Labor, said 

It isthe universal sentiment that the bill of Mr. Foran should be pass 

The importation of foreign workmen is getting as bad as that of the Chines« 
We have not the slightest objection to their voluntary coming. The Africa 
slave was better off than are these people under some of these contracts. Thx 
slave had some one to look after his welfare; these people have not. We p 
sent a petition to the committee containing 35,000 names of persons who pray for 
relief by the passage of a bill to remedy this matter.” 

Frank Porter, of Cambridge (Mass.) cotton-mill, said 

“I voice the sentiment of New England and ask that Mr. Foran’s bill bx 
passed. The manufacturers of New England have imported men, time aft« 
time, during strikesr,from England, Ireland, Scotland, and Canada, whether 
under contract or not we are not able to prove, but we believe they were im 
ported under contract. The Canadians, as a rule 
return to Canada.”’ 





do not become citizens, but 


John 8. McClelland, Hoboken, N.J., telegraph operator, said : 
“T was one of the men who participated in the late strike of telegraph opera 
tors. The telegraph companies would have imported foreign telegraphers 


they could have gotten them. They could not get them from England, as ther 
they are in government service, and if they once leave, when they return they 
are forced to begin at the bottom.’ : 

F. C. Morgan, of Washington, D. C., said 

“IT saw an agent, when I was in Brazil, in 1879, trying to engage the natives 
of Brazil to come to the cotton-fields of the United States. I do not know that 
he engaged any who went.’ 

John Costello again said that these imported workmen signed contracts waiv- 
ing the benefits of the statutes of Pennsylvania which were passed for the pro- 
tection of workmen, and thereby in their ignorance injuring the workingmen 
and nullifying the salutary laws of Pennsylvania which were enacted to protect 
the workmen from the avarice of greedy manufacturers 

Mr. A. C. Robertson, of Pittsburgh, Pa., said 

“The number of foreign glass-bottle blowers brought to the Western States 
under contract is about eighty in all, distributed in five factories, namely: La 
Salle, IIL., thirty-six ; Covington, Ky.,thirteen ; Louisville, Ky., fourteen ; the bal- 
ance in Streator, lil.,and New Albany,Ind. They receive about 40 per cent. less 
wages than American blowers, or, in other words, they get 8 cents per dozen for 
quart beers, while the American gets 13 cents perdozen. The effect of this com 
petition will be to bring the native workmen down to the level of pauper labor 
rhe hollow-glass workmen west of the Alleghany Mountains have not worked 
since last June. They have been, during all this time, enjoying the’luxury of a 
lockout. Last year's revision of the tariff virtually increased the duty on green 
glassware nearly 100 per cent., but notwithstanding this increase the manufact- 
urers are endeavoring to force a reduction of 20 per cent. in wages. Previous to 
the revision there was an importation of about 200,000 gross of bottles. Since 
the new tariff went into effect there has been scarcely any importation of this 
ware. Two American blowers will turn out eighty dozen bottles per day, while 
two of the foreign blowers turn out but fifty dozen perday. The manufacturers 
seem to favor free trade in labor anda high protective tariff upon their manu- 
factured goods or wares.”’ 





Copies of agreements with foreign workmen, executed in Belgiam 
No. 1. 


Original in English.) 


Agreement made by and between the firm of Day, Williams & Co., of Kent 
Ohio, of the first part, and each of the signers hereto, of the second part, ex 
actly as if a separate agreement were made between said firm and each of 
said signers. 


Each of the signers of the second part agrees and promises to work for the 
said first party atthe business of window-glass making for the term of three 
consecutive years, beginning January |, 1880, and to faithfully perform his duties 
shall be paid the wages currently paid by the New York State manufacturers 
Said first party agrees that the wages of each flattener shall be not less than 
at the rate of 360 per calendar month, and that the wages of each cutter shal! 
be not less than at the rate of $0 per calendar month for work actually per 
formed, or during the fire. It is agreed that said first party shall retain 10 per 
cent. of the wages of each and every workman until the expiration of this con 
tract, asa guarantee of its faithful performance, said 10 percent. to be forfeited 
by each and every workman who shall fail to perform the conditions of this 
contract 

It is also agreed that said first party shall advance the passage-money of th« 
party of the second part to Kent, Ohio, and that in case any workman shal! fail 
to perform the conditions of this contract he shall repay to said first party th« 
amount of said passage-moncy. It is also agreed that said first party shall have 
the right to discharge any workman whvw shall neglect his work through drunk 
enness or idleness or who shall attempt to create dissatisfaction among th« 
workmen. Thesaid Day, Williams & Co., its successors and assigns, howevet 
constituted, shall always be taken as the party of the first part. 

Signed by said first party by its first name, and by each of the signers of the 
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ne | 


second party by his own name, as of this 2d December, 1879. It is agreed that | 


the flatteners shall receive $30 per month for all work done other than flatten. | Mr. RANSOM 


n DAY, WILLIAMS & CO. 
HENRY PIERRE. 
ADOLPH BRESSON. 
AUGUST COENEN. 





No. 2, 
(Original in German.) 


Agreement between the firm of Swindell Bros., of the first part, and John 
Schmidt, gatherer, and Carl Wagner, blower, of the second part. 

The undersigned, of the second part, covenants and agrees with the party of 
the first part that they will for two consecutive years, beginning January 1, 1882, 
work and duly perform such duties as instructed by the party of the first part 
or his superintendents. The party of the first part covenants and agreesto pay 
the undersigned, who may duly perform their duties, the price generally paid 
bv Baltimore manufacturers for the size of 16 by 24 inches, and all sheets shall 
be estimated at 8 sheets of 36 by 54 inches for 100 square feet. The party of the 
first part covenants and agrees that the wages of each glass-blower shall be an 
average of $80 per calendar month, on condition that he makes 180 boxes of 100 
square feet per calendar month. 

The gatherer shall receive 65 per cent. of the sum paid the blower for wages 
per calendar month foractual work performed during the fire. It is agreed that 
the party of the first part shall retain 10 per cent. of the wages of each and every 
workman until the expiration of this contract, as a guarantee of the faithful per- 
formance of the provisions of this contract. The aforesaid 10 per cent. shall be 
forfeited by each and every workman who shall fail to comply with the pro- 
visions of this contract. 

It is further agreed that the party of the first part shall advance the passage- 
money of the parties of the second part. 

It is further agreed that the party of the first part have the right to discharge 
any of the workmen for drunkenness, or neglect of duty, or for disturbing the 
peace, or creating dissatisfaction among them, or for joining any association of 
American workmen. 


The said Swindell Bros., their heirs and assigns, shal! be considered the par- 
ties of the first part, and they agree to pay each blower $12 per week and the | 


gatherer $9 per week, on the condition that each perform his work faithfully at 
every blowing. The parties of the first part agree tomake monthly settlements 


with the parties of the second part, after the advances for passage, &c., shall have | 


been repaid. Provided you faithfully perform your work for the term of con- 


tract (two years), we will pay back the passage-money from Europe to America. | 


Antwerp, Dec, 15, 1882. 
SWINDELL BROs., 
YOHONN SCHMIDT 
Gatherer. 
CARL WAGENER, 
Blower. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Georgia, that the further consideration of 
the bill be postponed until the second Thursday of December next. 

The question being put, it was declared that the ayes appeared to pre- 
vail. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. [‘‘No!’’ ‘‘No!’’] I 
withdraw the call on the suggestion that it may disable us from doing 
business. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The yeas have it, and the motion to 
postpone is agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next business in order is the | 


Calendar of General Orders. Order of Business No. 3 will now be re- 
ported. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Would it be in order to take a recess, to reassem- 
ble at the call of the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
Senator from New York. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I withdraw the motion if there is any 
other business to be done. 

MARIA G. UNDERWOOD. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Lask to take up for consideration Order of Busi- 
hess (Si. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 787, 
being a Senate resolution, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be allowed and paid, out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, to Maria G. Underwood, administratrix of John C. Underwood, deceased 
the sum of $5,000, in full compensation for the time and expenses of the said John 


©. Underwood in prosecuting his claim to a seat in the Senate as a Senator from 
the State of Virginia. 





The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. BAYARD. Does a report accompany that resolution ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report accompanying it. 
The question now is on taking up the resolution. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 683. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 683, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 
By unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks unanimous consent to be heard upon this question. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and he will proceed. 

Mr. RANSOM. The statement of the Senator trom New York [ Mr. 
LAPHAM] in reference to his proposition to take up acertain resolution 
was not heard over the Chamber. I understand now that he desires 
| to submit some remarks upon the proposition, and I know it will be 
the pleasure of the Senate to hear him. Therefore I hope that the 
| proposition to take up that proposition will be received, and that the 
Senator may deliver his remarks. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator will not insist on the consideration of 
the resolution, I understand. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I will not ask for the consideration of the resolu- 
tion except there be consent when I get through that it shall be acted 
} on. It is very important to be disposed of, but I will not press its con- 
sideration if objected to. i gave notice last Monday that I desired to 
offer some remarks in support of the resolution, and I have tried sev- 
eral times to obtain the floor for that purpose but have been unsuccess- 
ful so far. 

Mr. RANSOM. I ask that unanimous consent be given to the Sen- 
| ator from New York to go on with his remarks on the resolution 

Mr. PLUMB. Let the bill be taken up, and then I will set it aside 
in order to suit the convenience of the Senator from New York 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas to take up the bill the title of which has been 
| read. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2203) to donate a cemetery 
site on the public lands to the city of Kirwin, in the State of Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now consent that the bill be laid aside informally 
in order to suit the convenience of the Senator from New York, who 
wishes to submit remarks 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansasasks unan- 
imous consent that the pending order be informally laid aside and that 
the Senate take up for consideration Order of Business 787, being the 
resolution reported by the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM], 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, on the 20th of June, 
relating to payment from the contingent fund to the representatives of 
John C. Underwood. . Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the resolution is before the Senate. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Senate 
while I call attention somewhat in detail to the facts upon which the 
| claim of the petitioner, as the widow and administratrix of her deceased 
husband, is based. I believe that an accurate knowledge of those facts 
will lead every candid mind to the conclusion that the claim is founded 
in justice and most amply supported bya long list of precedents in both 
Houses of Congress, as well as by the particular precedent established 
by the Senate as applicable to the present case in the allowance made to 
| Mr. Segar. A majority of the people of Virginia were never in favor 
of secession and union with the confederate government. 

After a long struggle, ending in the determination of the convention 
by a bare majority that the State should withdraw from the Union and 
join the confederacy, the inhabitants of the northwestern counties at 
| once instituted measures for keeping on foot the State government in 
harmony with the Government of the United States. Attorney-General 
Bates gave it as his opinion that an organization by the loyal counties, 
about fifty-five in number, as near as practicable on the basis of the 
existing government of the State at the time of the secession would and 
should be recognized as the government of Virginia. President Lin 











| coln promised to give it his support. United States troops from Ohio 
and Indiana were sent to aid the loyal forces in expelling the contedet 
ate armies from that portion of the State A State convention of del 

| gates from those counties was called to meet on the 11th of June 
1861, at the city of Wheeling The convention met on that day De 


} 


| fore transacting wy Dusiness eac h delegate took an oath in the follow 


| ing form 


I solemnly swear that I will support the Constitution of the United States and 
the laws made in pursuance thereof as the supreme law of the land, anything 
in the ordinance of the convention that assembled at Richmond on th: 


February last to the contrary notwithstanding: so help me God 


It may not be improper here to state that a majority of the delegates 
chosen to the last-named convention were opposed to secession, and 
that, under threats that they would be punished for treason if they 
fused, eleven members were compelled to absent themselves from the 
sessions of the convention so as to give the secessionists a majority and 
subsequently and before adopting the ordinance of secession the con 
vention expelled twelve delegates, mostly from the western counties 

The convention thus assembled at Wheeling adopted an ordinances 
vacating all State offices held by persons acting in hostility to the Fed 
eral Government; requiring all State officers to take the oath of alle 
giance; and it adopted a declaration of independence signed by all its 


being the bill (S. 2203) to donate a cemetery site on the public lands | members. Frank Pierpont was chosen governor and a lieutenant-gov 
; I } £ 


to the city of Kirwin, in the State of Kansas. 
Mr. RANSOM. I desire to say a word. 


| ernor and council were selected to fill the places ot the officers d pose ad 
| John S. Carlile and Waitman T. Willey were appointed United States 
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These Senators were admitted to their seats, as Senators from Virginia, 
at the extra session on the 4th of July, 1861, and thus this body rec- 
ognized the validity of the State government so organized. 

At the same time five Representatives were admitted to their seats 
in the House of Representatives, and thus that House recognized the 
validity of the State government. In the mean time efforts were set 
on foot to organize the western counties into a new State to be called 
Kanawha. The Attorney-General of the United States disapproved 
of this. He said: 


It is plain that you can not take such a course without weakening, if not de- 
stroying, your claims upon the sympathy and support of the General Govern- 
ment,and without disconcerting the plan already adopted both by Virginia 
and the General Government for the reorganization of the revolted States and 
the restoration of the integrity of the Union 


Phat plan | understand to be this: When a State by its perverted function- 
aries ha 


loyal elements of the State, all who owe allegiance to and claim protection of 
the Constitution to form a State government as nearly as may be upon the 
former model, and claiming to be the very State which has been in part over- 
thrown by the successful rebellion. Inthis way we establish a constitutional 
nucl sround which all the shattered elements of the Commonwealth may 
and combine, and thus restore the old State in its original integrity. 

This, | verily thought, was the plan adopted at Wheeling and recognized 
and acted upon by the General Government here. Your convention annulled 
the revolutionary proceedings at Richmond, both in the convention and the 
Cie Assembly, and your new governor formally demanded of the President 
the fulfillagent of the constitutional guarantee in favor of Virginia—Virginia as 
known to our fathers and to us. The President admitted the obligation and 
promised his best efforts to fulfill it. And the Senate admitted your Senators, 
not a new and nameless State, now for the first time heard of 
n our history, but as representing the good old Commonwealth. Must all this 
be undone and a new and hazardous experiment be ventured upon at the 

moment when dangers and difficulties are thickening around us? 
for the of the nation and the State I hope not. I had rejoiced in the 
movement in Western Virginia as a legal, constitutional, and safe refuge from 
revolution and anarchy, as at once an example and fit instrument for the resto- 
fall the revolted States 
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s declared itself out of the Union, we avail ourselves of all the sound and | 
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nators to occupy the seats vacated by Messrs. Mason and Hunter. resentatives. The President by his proclamation declared West Vir- 


ginia to have become a new State in the Union, and thus again ad- 


| mitted the validity of the Legislature of Virginia. 


After the admission of the new State and the inauguration of its goy- 


| ernor, which took place on the 20th of June, 1863, an election for officers 





| to their seats without objection. 
I hope not; | 


Before the convention adjourned the question of the division of the | 
State was raised, but the decision was adverse as being a premature | 


witation of that question. The General Government at once concen- 


trated a force in Western Virginia, which, with the aid of loyal State 


troops under General McClellan, before the 14th July, 1861, drove the 
confederates from Western Virginia. On assuming command General 
McClellan issued to the people of Western Virginia a proclamation, 
closing in these words: 

Now that we are in your midst, I call upon you to fly to arms and support the 
General Government; sever the connection that binds you totraitors; proclaim 


to the world that the faith and loyalty so long boasted by the Old Dominion 


are still preserved in Western Virginia, and that you remain true to the Stars 
and Stripes. 


The State thus organized furnished the full quota to the army called 
for by the Government, about 12,000 men, while the former governor 
of Virginia defiantly said: 


The militia of Virginia will not be furnished to the powers at Washington for 
any such purpose as they have in view. You have chosen to inaugurate civil 
war, and having done so we will meet it in a spirit as determined asthe Admin- 
istration has exhibited toward the South 


The convention called in the western counties of Virginia did not | 


profess to act for those counties only, but for the whole of Virginia. 
Governor Pierpont in his inaugural said: ‘‘ It was not the object of the 
Wheeling convention to set up any new government in the State, or 
separate or other government than the one under which they had al- 
ways lived.’’ On the 20th of August, 1861, and after the confederate 
forces had been driven out of the loyal counties and the offices of the 
State filled by loyal men, the convention passed an ordinance to pro- 
vide for the formation of a new State out of a portion of the territory 
of Virginia. In pursuance of its provisions, delegates to a constitu- 
tional convention werechosen. Theconvention met at Wheeling on the 
26th of November, 1861, and adopted a constitution, which was sub- 
mitted to the people in April, 1862, and was ratified by a vote of 18,- 
862 to 514. Governor Pierpont then convened the Legislature in extra 
session on the 6th day of May, 1862. 

The Legislature thus assembled passed an act giving its consent to 
the formation of the new State. Its consent, with a copy of the pro- 
posed constitution, was sent to Congress with a request for the admis- 
sion of a new State. The Congress passed an act providing for its 
admission, which was approved by the President and became a law on 
the 3d day of December, 1862. The act recites the holding of the 
Wheeling convention, the adoption by it of a constitution, its ratifica- 
tion by the people, that the Legislature of Virginia had given its con 
sent to the formation of such new State, and requested the admission 
of the same into the Union, and enacts ‘‘ that the State be declared to 
be one of the United States of America, and be admitted into tho 
Union on an equal footing with the original States, and that until the 
next census it should have three members of the House of Representa- 
tives.’’ 

Thus the legality and validity of the government of the State of Vir- 
ginia were recognized by both Houses of Congress and the President, 
as no new State can be formed within the jurisdiction of any other 
State without the consent of the Legislature of the State concerned as 
well as of Congress. At the time of the passage of this act Virginia 
had two Senators on this floor and five members in the House of Rep- 


| to-day 





of the State of Virginia was held in the loyal counties not included in 


the new State, and Governor Pierpont was elected. The seat of gov- 


| ernment was established at Alexandria, in pursuance of an act of the 


Legislature authorizing the transfer. Governor Pierpont in his mes- 
sage recommended the call of a convention to amend the constitution 
ofthe State. The Legislature in December, 1863, passed an act calling 
such convention to meet on the 13th of February, 1864. The conven- 
tion was held and several amendments to the constitution of Virginia 
were adopted. The first was as follows: 

Slavery end involuntary servitude, except for crime, is hereby abolished and 
prohibited in the State for ever. 

Senator Willey was chosen a Senator from West Virginia, and Lemuel] 
J. Bowden was chosen in his place, and, with Mr. Carlile, took his seat 
as a Senator from Virginia at the meeting of Congress in December, 
1863. Messrs. Blair, Brown, and Whaley, who had represented Vir- 
ginia in the other House, were chosen as members from West Virginia, 
and Joseph E. Segar, Lucius H. Chandler, and Benjamin M. Kitchen 
were chosen as members of the House of Representatives from Vir 
ginia, and took their seats at the same session. 

At the opening of the session of Congress in December, 1864, the same 
Senators and Representatives from Virginia appeared and wereadmitted 
During the session Senator Bowden 
died, and Joseph E. Segar was chosen to fill his unexpired term. The 


| credentials of Mr. Segar were not presented until the 17th February 


1865. A very interesting debate arose on that occasion. 
son, of Massachusetts, said: 


Senator Wil 


I understand the question to stand in this way: the Congress of the United 
States recognized a political government in Virginia, or a portion of it, as the 
State of Virginia proper. On the strength of that recognition men were ad 
mitted into the Senate and into the other House; on the strength of it we made 
West Virginia a State and brought her into the Union, and she is in the Union 
It seems to me, therefore, we are bound by all our votes during the 
last three years to consider the governor and Legislature of Virginia as existing 


Senator Willey, of West Virginia, said: 


Sir, itis a fact not only that the Senate of the United States has recognized 
the existence of Virginia as a State and her right to be represented on this floor 
but the executive branch of the Government has done so. 1 saw it stated that 
the Secretary of State had transmitted the constitutional amendment for the 
abolition of slavery to the executive of Virginia, and through him it was sent 
to the Legislature to be acted upon, and that Legislature had acted upon it and 
ratified the amendment. We shall place ourselves in a singular position if we 
reject a gentleman who comes here accredited with a certificate in due form 
and repulse him from our doors, and refuse to allow him a seat on the floor, when 
we have another representing the same State upon the floor, and when the ex 
ecutive branch of the Government recognizes the Virginia Legislature at Alex- 


| andria as the true Legislature and Governor Pierpont as the true and legiti- 


mate governor of Virginia. 


Senator SHERMAN suggested it was so near the end of the session 
that it would be better to leave the question for disposition at the next 
session of Congress, and on his motion that course was adopted. 

At the special or executive session of the Senate on the 4th of March, 
1865, which only lasted a few days, the credentials of Judge Under. 
wood were presented by Senator Doolittle, of Wisconsin. Senator Sum- 
ner moved that they be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Senator Trumbull suggested that as the Judiciary Committee had re- 
ported in favor of postponing the cases of the Senators from Louisiana 


| and Arkansas to the regular session in December, 1865, for the reason 


the inhabitants of those States had heen declared to be in a state of in- 
surrection, the credentials of Judge Underwood had better be so post- 
poned, and that was agreed to. Senator Doolittle said: 

In relation to Virginia I think every Senator can easily see it stands ona very 
different ground from that of Louisiana and Arkansas. The State has been 
recognized by the Government in every form, by the executive department, and 
by Congress. When West Virginia was represented by two Senators we had 
two from the old State of Virginia. The proclamation declaring ir what States 
the inhabitants were in a state of insurrection excepted counties with a popula- 


tion of over 175,000 from its operation. 

He concluded by saying: 

That as the Senate was disinclined to take action at this executive session he 
would not press action now. 

Senator Willey, of West Virginia, said: 

It is evident the Senate does not propose to entertain the question at this time. 
When the question comes up I shall show the case stands upon a different foot- 
ing from that of Arkansas and Louisiana, 

And on his motion the credentials of Mr. Segar were also postponed 
to the regular session. 

I may as well state here as elsewhere that not only was the State of 
Virginia asked to pass upon the constitutional amendment aforesaid, 
but that the vote is stated in the certificate of the Secretary of State as 
having been in favor of the amendment, and was necessary to secure 
the requisite number of States to make the adoption valid under the 
Constitution 

After the close of the war, and on the 9th of May, 1865, President 
Johnson issued an executive order to re-establish the authority of the 
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United States and execute the laws within the limits of the State of 
Virginia, in which, among other things, he directed that— 

In order to the full execution of the laws and the complete restoration of peace 
within said limits, Francis H. Pierpont, governor of the State of Virginia, will 
be aided so far as may be necessary in the lawful measures he may take for the 
restoration of the State government throughout the limits of the State. 


Thus the validity of the State government was again recognized by 
the executive department. When Congress reassembled in December, 
1865, as I have stated, the war had closed, and the whole State of Vir- 
ginia, as well the loyal portion as the disloyal portion during the war, | 
was on some terms to be restored to its relations to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, together with the other States which were in rebellion. On 
the first day of the session Mr. Stevens, of Pennsylvania, offered in 
the House of Representatives a joint resolution for the appointment of 
a committee of fifteen, nine from the House and six from the Senate, 
to consider the subject and report by bill or otherwise, and until such 
report that no Senator or member should be admitted to his seat from 
any of said States, and that the credentials of all such should be re- 
ferred to said committee without debate. The resolution was adopted 
and came to the Senate for consideration. On the 12th December the 
resolution was taken up for agtion, and on motion of Senator ANTHONY, | 
of Rhode Island, the enacting clause was amended so as to make it a 
concurrent instead of a joint resolution. 

Senator ANTHONY also moved to further amend by striking out the 
following words: 

And until such report shall have been made and finally acted on by Con- 
gress no member shall be received into either House from any of the said so- 


called Confederate States; and all papers relating to the representation of 
said States shall be referred to said committee without debate. 


He supported this amendment by a statement that the words pro- 
posed to be stricken out werea violation of the provision of the Con- 
stitution which made the Senate the exclusive judge of the election ot 
its own members, and also violative of the practice of the Senate by 
cutting off debate. 

The amendment was adopted, and the House concurred. 

Now, in what situation did this action leave Messrs. Segar and Un- 
derwood, who had been chosen as Senators from the State of Virginia 
to serve for six years from the 4th of March, 1865? The State had 
never been without representation in the Senate since the loyal coun- 
ties reorganized the State government in June, 1861. The refusal of 
the Senate to adopt the resolution of the House to which I have just 
referred left the whole question open for action in the Senate. It 
was, as the honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] said at 
the last session, ‘‘their solemn duty to their State to endeavor by all 
fair means to secure the seats to which they had been chosen and to 
which they believed themselves legally and constitutionally entitled. 
They would have been remiss to the obligations of honor if they had 
failed todo so. So far as they did so in good faith they should be 
protected.”’ 

In the House of Representatives, when the question of calling the 
Representatives from Virginia arose, Mr. James Brooks said: 

And, then, there is the State of Virginia which the Clerk has not read; I mean 
the old State of Virginia and not Western Virginia—the State over which Govy- 
ernor Pierpont presides, over which he has presided, and to which position he 
was elected during the war, whose loyalty no man doubts, and who is as much 


the governor of that State as the governor of Pennsylvania is governor of the 
State of Pennsylvania. By what right has the Virginia delegation been ex- 


| or Congress. 


| of the United States notwithstanding the ordinance of secession, chose 





The committee of the two Houses did not make its report until the 
8th of June, 1866. Sothat from the opening of Congress in Decem 
ber, 1865, until that time a period of over six months, the door was 
open for the admission of Messrs. Segar and Underwood to their seats 
in the Senate. The majority report is entirely silent as to the condi- 
tion of that portion of Virginia which maintained not only its loyalty 
but kept up itsofficial relations with the Government in both branches 
It treats of the States which prosecuted the war and fur- 
nished armies to destroy the Government. It makes no mention of 
the fact that the Virginia which I am trying to vindicate not only 
helped to put down the rebellion, but furnished more than 20,000 men 
to add to the ranks of the Union Army. 

Notwithstanding the reconstruction acts and the sending of General 
Schofield to the military department embracing Virginia, the State gov 
ernment so organized in 1861 continued to exercise its functions, and 
Governor Pierpont remained in office to the end of the term in April, 
1868. In 1865 the State again amended its constitution, prohibiting 
any person from holding office (except county officers) who had accepted 
office under any rebellious State government. 

More than this. The convention to frame a new constitution under 
the reconstruction acts validated and recognized all the proceedings of 
the Pierpont government, civil and criminal, and thus again recognized 
the validity of the State government. 

This is not all. The State of Virginia instituted an action against 
West Virginia to determine the status of three counties which Virginia 
had consented might be annexed to West Virginia, and which were not 
embraced in the original cession. The Supreme Court on appeal held 
the consent was valid and binding, and thus the legality and constitu- 
tionality of the State government were recognized by our highest judi- 
cial tribunal. 

Thus the State of Virginia kept up its relations with the Government 






















































Senators and Representatives in Congress, twice amended its constitu- 
tion, legislated for the common good, appointed judicial officers, ad- 
ministered justice, and was continually represented in both Houses of 
Congress, from the extra session in July, 1861, to the opening of the 
session in December, 1865. 

All those things fell tothe lot of Virginia, and as I have said, and 
can not too often repeat, neither thp proclamation of the President nor 
the action of Congress in 1865 had any reference to her, for her govern- 
ment and people were never in rebellion against the authority of the 
| Government of the United States. She was never declared to be in a 
state of insurrection, nor was she a ‘‘ so-called Confederate State.’’ I 
might rest this case therefore on the absolute right of Messrs. Segar 
and Underwood to the seats to which they were chosen. But it is not 
necessary to establish that. It is enough that there was ground for 
making a claim in good faith to such seats. That alone would entitle 
them to a fair remuneration for the expense of the effort. To estab- 
lish clearly the right would entitle them to the full salaries provided 
by law, according to all the precedents,and the claim of Judge Under- 
wood would be over $30,000. 

And who were the men thus asking to be seated in this body as the 
Senators from the State of Virginia ? 

Mr. Segar, as I have already said, was several years a member of the 
other House. Judge Underwood was appointed by President Lincoln 





cluded by the Clerk ? 

From every quarter where the question was considered the claim was 
the same. The Senators and Representatives from Tennessee were de- 
nied their seats at the opening of the session, but were admitted near 
its close, in the month of July, 1866. Why had not the Senators from 
Virginia a right to expect the same results? That portion of the State 
of Virginia by which they were elected was expressly excepted in the 
proclamation of President Lincoln declaring the inhabitants of certain 
States to be in rebellion against the Government. The same exception 
is found in the proclamation of emancipation and in his amnesty proc- 
lamation. In that he expressly stated: 

To avoid misunderstanding it may be proper to say that this proclamation, so 


far as it relates to State governments, has no reference to States wherein loyal | 


State governments have all the while been maintained. 
In the proclamation of emancipation Virginia is included: 


Except the forty-eight counties designated as West Virginia, and also the 
counties of Berkeley, Accomac, Northampton, Elizabeth City, York, Princess 
Ann, and Norfolk, including the cities of Norfolk and Portsmouth. 


These counties formed the State of Virginia after the cession of West- 
ern Virginia, and had a population entitling them to three Representa- 
tives in Congress. They had abolished slavery, and as to them the 
proclamation was needless. So that really the proceeding under the 
concurrent resolution of the two Houses had no application to the gov- 
ernment of Virginia, which had so long been represented in both Houses 
and which had all the time preserved its relations of loyalty to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. That resolution only applied to the so- 
called Confederate States, and the su bsequentresolution expressly applied 
only to the States which had been declared to be ininsurrection. The 
State of Virginia, as known in all these proceedings, had, as I have 


shown, been always loyal to the Union and was excepted in all the | 


Presidential proclamations in respect to the insurrectionary States. 


| adistrict judge for Virginia in the spring of 1864, before the close of the 
war. Here we have another proof that there was at that time a State 
of Virginia in which the Federal courts could be held andin which they 
were held, and also proof that, in the estimation of the President, Judge 
Underwood was a proper man in trying times to whom he could safely 
confide the judicial power. 

In the summer of 1866 a petition, largely signed by leading men in 
| Virginia, headed by honorable John M. Botts, was addressed to Con 
gress asking the appointment of a provisional governor and closing in 
these words 





















They further request that Hon. John C. Underwood, the faithful patriot and 
distinguished jurist, who hasalways adhered to the Government with a fidelity 
which no flattery could seduce, no bribery corrupt, nor fears intimidate, be 
lected as said provisional governor. 


s¢ 


Judge Underwood was afterward chosen president of the convention 
which framed the constitution of Virginia under the reconstruction 
| laws. Hecame to the Senate toask that he should be seated as a Sena- 
tor from the State whose loyalty he had helped to maintain. He came 
| with clean hands and a high character. He was not charged with ob 
| taining his election by fraud or bribery Chere was no question about 
his election or the sufficiency of the certificate 





ations were 


His quali 






never disputed. These are the questions of which the Senate under 
the Constitution is made the sole judge. 

Mr. President, these are the questions which Senator ANTHON Y insisted 
by the amendment to the House resolution of which | have spoken the 

| Senate should not abdicate or delegate to any one else Why then was 
he not admitted to his seat? I have shown the reason I do not find 
it necessary to impugn the action of the Senate or rather its omission to 
act, but it was no fault of Judge Underwood that he failed to obtain 
his seat As I have said, it was his highest duty to seek it He would 

i have dishonored himself and the State he was to represent if he had 
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i seat here 
{ the war had continued he and Mr. Segar would undoubtedly have 
taken their seats as their predecessors had done. But the war was over. 
od for the reconstruction of the States in rebellion had arrived. 

1at portion of Virginia which seceded and set up a government in 
hostility to the Union was to come back and form a part of the future 
State comprising the whole of the ‘Ancient Dominion,’’ except what 


had been carved off to make the State of West Virginia. 


Phe pe 
rt} 


shou 
I an 


defending was not a State and could not constitutionally consent 
to the 


dismemberment. It was a work of weary months and anxious 
before anything was decided. During all this period Messrs. Segar 
and Underwood were knocking at the doors of the Senate for admission. 
They were never formally denied admission. 
circumstances, and for the reason I have stated, omitted to act. Their 
claims were held in abeyance until Congress should settle the vexed 
question what to do with the rebellious States. 

Mr. President, I might here, perhaps, with propriety rest this case 
the action of the Senate. Yet the review would be incomplete with- 
brietly referring to what occurred in the last Congress in reference 
to the claim of the petitioner. The petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, of which I have the honor to be a 
member, and a resolution was reported favorably by me giving the pe- 
titioner the same sum by way of reimbursement for the expenses in- 
curred by her husband in the efforts he made to obtain a seat as was al- 
a former resolution of the Senate and paid to Mr. Segar for 
a like effort 


care 


tor 


out 


lowed by 


his expenses in 


I availed myself of an early opportunity to call the resolution up for | 


consideration, when I was met by the objection of the «Senator from 
Missouri | Mr. CocKRELL | 
United States district judge the allowance would be in the nature of 
double pay, and was forbidden by the Constitution. 
held the office of judge was new to me, and I asked to have the matter 
postponed for further consideration. The Senate was so engrossed with 
the bill for the revision of the tariff, the repeal of portions of the in- 
ternal-revenue taxes, and the appropriation bills that I was unable to 
secure further consideration until the last Saturday of the session. 
On calling for action at that time the Senator from Missouri suggested 
that as many Senators were absent at the time, the question should be 


deferred to the next (Sunday) morning, to which I assented, giving 
notice I should then call it up. 


me 


The Senator from Missouri again renewed his objection that its adoption 
would be double pay, in violation of the Constitution. As he looked 
ominously at the hands of the clock I at once saw that the fate of the 
measure was sealed for that session. He wanted all the papers read, 
and urged the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. CAMERON ] to make a speech 
on the subject, which that Senator declined, saying what he wanted 
was a vote. 

{t this juncture the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] entered 
the list of opponents of the measure. The crowded and expectant gal- 
leries were all before him. With that apparently anxious desire to be 


scrupulously accurate in his statements of fact which should always gov- | 


ern the utterances of a Senator he opened his speech in these words: 


Mr. President, there may have been a more fragile and insubstantial and neb- 
ulous claim than this presented for the consideration of the Senate at some time 
in story, but I do not now recall it. The original vice of the proposition 
of the Senator from New York appears to me to be in the assumption that there 
ever was a State from which this claimant could have been accredited as a mem- 
ber of the Senate of the United States, Three or fourlhundred people in a time 

when the entire territory of the State of Virginia, with the exception of 


fritigre « the coast of the Potomac River, was in the control of the 
rnment 


its 


of war 
a siuall 
rebel g 


fleet a 

Mr. President, I have shown what a draft upon the imagination is 
contained in the paragraph I have quoted and how absolutely it is con- 
troverted by the facts I have stated. I haveshown that the population 


this ‘‘ nebulous’’ State, instead of ‘‘ being three or four hundred 
people ’’ under the protection of the “ 
forts ”’ 


alon 


ud forts assumed to exercise the functions of a State government. 


ol 


that as Mr. Underwood held the office of 


On that morning I availed myself of 
the first opportunity to move to take up the resolution so reported by | 


| of Congress to theclose of thesession on the 4th of March, 1865. 
Even that | 
ld have been brought back shorn of its statehood if the Virginia | 


The Senate, under the | 


The fact that he | 
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Nor was he denied his seat because he held the office | of her governor and Legislature. 
Chat was a qualification instead of the opposite for the honor | 


| 
| 
| 
| 





| after the Senate had adjourned. 


JULY 5, 


‘The original vice’? of my prop- 
osition is declared to be ** inthe assumption that there ever was a State 
from which this claimant could have been accredited as a member of 
the Senate.”’ 

Mr. President, I have shown that for four years, from 1861 to 1865, 
two Senators represented Virginia on this floor. They were in that 
memorable session convened by President Lincoln on the 4th of July, 
1861. They took part in all the unprecedentedly important legislation 
They 
voted upon the question of the admission of West Virginia as a new 
State in 1862. They helped to formulate the thirteenth amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States. The Representatives in the 
other House did the same. I said to the Senator that it was the con- 
sent of this State that gave us one of the constitutional amendments. 
This he was kind enough to say was ‘‘absolutely without founda- 
tion.’’ And yet it is a historical fact. It was the thirteenth and not 
the fourteenth amendment, as mistakenly supposed by the Senator, 
which was ratified by Virginia. 

Again, the Senator from Kansas asserted that ‘‘ afteravery brief con 
sideration they (the credentials of Judge Underwood) were ignomin- 
iously and contumeliously rejected by the Senate as unworthy of con- 
sideration.’’ This is a reflection upon the conduct of those who com- 
posed the Senate in 1865-66, and in-direct conflict with the facts as they 
appear on the record. So the extraordinary statement of the Senator 
from Kansas that ‘‘at every session of Congress since I have been here ’ 
this claim has been presented was a pure draft upon his fertile imagi- 


| nation, for I learn on inquiry, as I then stated, that it was the first 


time the subject had been presented to the Senate for its action. 

One more reference, Mr. President, to the speech of the Senator from 
Kansas. He said: 

I congratulate the Senator from New York upon his vigorous presentation of 
this antiquated claim, which I venture to say will never be urged by any mem 
ber of this body who bas been here longer than a single Congress. 

Mr. President, as the report in behalf of Mrs. Underwood was con 
curred in by Senators who have been long in service here, some of them 


| longer than the Senator from Kansas, one of whom (Senator HOAR 


had just made an earnest and convincing speech in favor of the claim, 
I am at a loss to know why the Senator made this reference to service 
in a single Congress. I am charitable enough to believe it was an in- 
advertence on his part. If it was not, and he designed what his words 
clearly imply, all 1 have to say in answer isto remind the Senator that 
I hold my seat on this floor by at least as good a title as his; that | 
come from a State which, though an empire of itself, while scorning 
to assert a claim of superiority here, yet demands that she shall be 
treated as an equal in our deliberations, and that when I took the oath 
of office at the bar of the Senate it became my immediate duty and 
obligation to do what I could to aid in the passage of good laws and to 
prevent the success of bador doubtful measures. Especially wasit my 
duty to do what I fairly could to secure the passage of a resolution 
recommended by the committee of which I was a member and which 
by that committee had been placed in my charge without being open to 
criticism for the brevity of my service here. 

Mr. President, I plead the necessity of this review of the honorable 
Senator’s remarks from the fact they were made when the sands of the 
Forty-seventh Congress were nearly out, and when he knew there would 
be no opportunity for reply at that time. He wasas absolutely exempt 
from refutation or criticism then as he would have been by “‘ speeding 
his Parthian arrows from the safe ambush of the Printing House ”’ 
‘* Fragile, insubstantial, and nebulous ’’ 


| are singular epithets to apply to a State government represented for 


assembled at Alexandria, and under the guns of the Federal | 


guns of the Federal fleet and | tutional sanction; a State government which continued its functions 


was 175,000 loyal people, entitling the State to three Represent- | 


atives in the House of Representatives, while the State of Kansas had | 


only one. To preserve the loyalty of the ‘‘ ancient dominion’’ to the 


Government of the United States—to supply its armies with 20,000 
men—to be represented for four years in both Houses of Congress, to 
administer civil and criminal jurisprudence, to assent to the formation 
of a new State from within her borders as the Constitution requires, to 
amend the State constitution by an article forever prohibiting slavery, 
to ratify an amendment to the Federal Constitution making the pro- 
hibition universal in all the States and Territories, to be repeatedly rec- 


ognized by both branches of Congress and the executive department | 


as an existing constitutional and loyal government, and to be adjudged 
by the Supreme Court as being in fact such a government. 

‘** These constitute a State.’ 

Thedashing and hyperbolical declamation of the Senator from Kansas 
will not rob Virginia of her Statehood or impair the validity of the acts 


four years on this floor by two Senators and by Representatives in the 
other branch of Congress. A State government pronounced by Attor- 
ney-General Bates to be valid and constitutional; a State government 
recognized as valid by both Houses of Congress in admitting West 
Virginia as a new State; a State government which was recognized in 
the proclamations of President Lincoln; a State government which Sec- 
retary Seward recognized in declaring the thirteenth amendment to 
the Constitution ratified by the requisite number of States, and which, 
without the vote of Virginia, could not have received the consti- 


till April, 1868, when the term of Governor Pierpont expired by lapse 
of time; a State government whose judicial proceedings in the admin- 
istration of the civil and criminal law were expressly sanctioned and 
ratified by the convention which framed the present constitution of the 
State of Virginia, and a State government upheld and validated by the 
solemn judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. President, I will only briefly refer to some of the precedents which 
bear upon the question under consideration. It will be remembered that 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] made the sole objection 
that this afowance would be in the nature of double pay, and there- 
fore ought not to be granted. The Senator from Kansas did not al- 
lude to this objection. On an examination of the precedents I find 
good reason for this. In March, 1882, the Senator from Kansas was al- 
lowed $8,195; the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. KELLOGG] $9,550, and 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] $3,500 for the expenses 
incurred by them respectively in obtaining their seats in this body in 








1884. 





addition to the salaries allowed them by law. Mr. Corbin, whoclaimed | 
the seat so honorably filled by the Senator from South Carolina, was 
also allowed $10,000, and the contestant for Mr. Kellogg’s seat a still | 
larger sum. I find from the colloquy as reported in the REcoRD that 
when these allowances were under consideration the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR] stated that both Houses of Congress had 
repeatedly sanctioned similar allowances, and I remember in the appro- 
priation bill of the Forty-sixth Congress such allowances, covering a 
period of several years, were incorporated, and received the sanction of 
both Houses and the President. 

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] stated that he voted 
for the allowance to Mr. Segar, from Virginia, and he thought that al- 
lowance was a precedent for the proposed payments under considera- 
tion. 
[Mr. COCKRELL] ‘‘opened his mouth’? by way of objection. When 
these measures now claimed by him to have been of doubtful pro- 
priety, were on their passage through the Senate— 

“Where, toderick then?” 

His silence then pleads for silence now. Mr. President, I voted for 
those allowances, believing them just and sanctioned by precedents, 
and I should therefore be unable to justify my refusal to support the 
claim under consideration. On looking at the record of the particular 
precedent which applies to this case I find the resolution to pay Mr. 
Segar $5,000 for his expenses, as stated in the report of the committee, 
was adopted on the 18th of February, 1879. The ayes and noes were 
called, and in the affirmative supporting the claim I notice the name 


where, was 
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I did not discover that the honorable Senator from Missouri | 
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was practically the transfer of the right of the original locator to the 
town company. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 






















RECESS. 

Mr. BAYARD (at 12 o’clock and 25 minutes a. m., 

I move that the Senate take a recess until 1 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess (at 1 
o’clock a. m.) the Senate reassembled. 

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to con- 
| sider a resolution introduced during the morning hour granting per- 
mission to the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard to 
sit during the recess 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
| that the resolution offered previously by him be now considered. 
will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard be, 
and they are hereby, authorized to sit at any place within the United States 
during the recess of Congress, by a subcommittee or otherwise, to take testi- 
mony for the purpose of preparing statistical data relative to freights, commodi- 
ties, and prices for the period from 1873 to the present time, the committee to 
report by bill or otherwise; and that the necessary expenses thereof, including 
| the services ofa clerk, be paid out ofthe item for expenses of special and select 
committees, &c., of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Sunday, July 6). 


ROUTES 


asks 


It 





of the honorable Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLSs]. 
justice to say that his ‘‘ fragile and insubstantial and nebulous’’ ideas 
were not entertained when that vote was cast, and I shall hope he will 
stand by the record he has made and yet support the resolution under 
consideration. Consistency demands this of him. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I desire to state lam informed the peti- 
tioner is now languishing on a bed of sickness, that her necessities re- 


quire prompt action on this resolution, and I therefore turn from the | 


further consideration of the facts of this case and make my appeal to 
the Senate to adhere to the precedents it has so often established, and in 
behalf of this claimant I invoke the exercise of that sense of justice 
which ‘‘ ought here to sit enthroned and to be personified’’ in our de- 
liberations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
tion is upon the 

Mr. VEST. 
ing. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I have stated the reasons why it ought to be con- 
sidered, and I make an appeal to the Senate to dispose of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. LAPHAM. I shall not press it, of course, after what I said, if 
any one seriously objects. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion of the resolution ? 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

The P RESIDING OFFICER. 
tion goes over. 

Mr. LAPHAM. 


sion closes 


(Mr. WILSON in thechair). 
adoption of the resolution. 
It was not to be considered. 


The ques- 


That was the understand- 


Is there objection to the considera- 


Objection is made, and the resolu- 


I give notice that I shall call 
and ask for its consideration. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States announced that 
he had this day approved and signed the act (S. 838) to consolidate the 


it up before 


Bureau of Military Justice and the corps of judge-advocates of the 


Army, and for other purposes. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill | 


sels, steam-boilers, and ordnance; 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


KIRWIN CEMETERY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Senate resumes consideration o 


the bill (S. 2203) to donate a cemetery site on the public lands to the 
The bill is before the Senate 


city of Kirwin, in the State of Kansas. 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to inquire of the Senator fron 
Kansas whether there is any special cause for the donation of a ceme 
tery in that town? Are there any malarious influences in that region, 
or what is the object ? 

_Mr. PLUMB. [ will state the reason. This site adjoins the tow1 
site of Kirwin. It was originally a portion of a timber claim 
the supposition that they could acquire title in that way, the tow1 
people bought from a man who entered it for timber purposes forty 
acres of his one hundred and sixty acres; and such transfer as he coul 
make was given tothem. Thereupon they entered upon its possessiot 
and commenced to bury their dead there. It transpired afterward, 


they ought perhaps to have known at the time, that they could aot 


acquire a valid title in that way. The 


I do him the | 


the ses- 


2368) requiring the use of 
domestic material in the construction a repair of Government ves- 
which was read twice by its title, 


Under 


bill is simply to satisfy what 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there 
consideration of this resolution ? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 

Mr. M ANDERS IN. Attherequest of the Senator from Rhode Island 
{[Mr. ALDRICH], chairman of the Committee on Transportation Routes 
to the Seaboard, I offer the following resolution, and ask for its imme- 
| diate consideration: 


objection to the present 
















































Resolved, 
hereafter « 


That the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard shall 
“onsist of nine members. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 
RECESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar of General Orders will 


| be resumed. The first bill in order, Order of Business No. 3, will be 
read. 
| The SECRETARY. ‘‘A bill (S. 228) to appropriate and expend $50,- 


000,000 derived 
lands for the 


from the internal-revenue taxes and sale of public 
education of all the children living in the United States.’’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill is before the Senate, as in 
| Committee of the Whole, and will be read. 
Mr. BAYARD (at 1 o’clock and 5 minutes a. m. Sunday, July 6). 
Pending the consideration of that bill I move that the Senate take } 


recess until half past 1 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; 
Senate reassembled. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pe nding business is the bill (S. 
228) to appropriate and expend $50,000,000 derived from the intern: ul- 
revenue taxes and sale of public lands for the education of all the chil- 
dren living in the United States. The bill will be read. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move that the Senate take a further recess until 
o'clock 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the 
Senate reassembled. 


} 


and at the expiration of the recess the 


» 


recess the 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7380) ** making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes,”’ having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re spective mouse sn fohowe: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7 18, : 


BILL. 


¢ 
i 























| 29,31, 32, 50, 53, 54, 55, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 65, 68, 69, 70.71, 72 mT ‘ 
| 82" 83, 94. 85" 86°88 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 95. 96, 99, 100, 101, 108, 107, 108,110, 115,116 119. 125, 
} 130, 1 31, 132, 143, 144, 145, 151, 154, 159, 160, 166, 168, 171, 172, 174, 175, 179, 180, 
189, 197, 199, 202, 208, 204, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 213, 214, 215, 216, 226, 231, 232, 
f 23 , 236 237) 241 242) 244. 245, 248, 249, 250, 251, and 252 
That the House recede oe + Ry ement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 3, 6, 8, 10,11, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 22, 23, 25, 26, 30, 33, 34, 35, 39, 41, 
42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 49 51 52, 6.63 63 66, 67 87 94, 102, 104, 105, 111, 112, 11 118, 121, 
123, 133, 134, 136, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 147, 148, 150, 152, 155, 156, 162, 164, 165, 167, 169 
| 170, 178. 178, 181, 184, 185. 186, 187, 190, 192, 193, 194, 196, 198. 200. 205, 211, 212, 217, 218, 
h | 219, 221, 222, 523, 225, 230, 235, 238, 239, 247, 259, 271, 272, 273, 274, 275, 276, 2 278, 279, 
- | 280, 281, 282, 283, 284, 285, 286, 287, 288, 289, 290, 302, 303, and 304; and agree to the 
same 
Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbeyed 1, and agree to the same with an 
} | amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 85,000 and the 
Senate agree to the same 
Amendments numbered 4 and That the House recede from its disagree- 
1 | mentto the amendments of the Senate nun ed 4 and 5, and agree tothe 
same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the sums proposed in each of said 
1 amendments insert $7 0) and the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
1 | the amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “* 3125,000 and the Senate 
igree tothe same 
Amendment numbered That the House recede fr ) its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an amend 
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ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $140,000 and the Senate 
agree lo the same 

Ame nt numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
th mendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendme 8 follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert **$20,000;" and the 
Senate agree to the same 

\mendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and 


agree to the same with an 


nendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $15,000 


Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 40 


’ and the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Atthe end of said amendment insert the following: 
Provided, Thata report in detail of all such inspection shall be made to the 


Secretary ofthe Treasury, who shall annually transmit the same to Congress ;”’ 
' 


and the Senate agree tothe same 
Amendment numbered 48: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows 
to the same 


Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same with an 
amendment asfollows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *‘$170,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 97: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 97, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * ‘$120,600;"’ andthe 
Senate agree to the same 


Amendment numbered 98 


Strike out the amended paragraph ;”’ and the Senate 


agres 


That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree to the same with an | 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed ip said amendment insert | 
** $14,000: and the Senate agree to the same. | 


Amendment numbered 106: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 106, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment insert the following: ‘“‘And hereai.er whenever it is practicable 
contracts for the transportation of moneys, bu'lion, coin, notes, bonds, and other 
securities of the United States, and papers shall be let to the lowest responsible 
bidder therefor, after notice to all parties having means of transportation ;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. | 

Amendment numbered 109: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 109, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 8 of said amendment strike out the words 
to adjust the same,"’ and in line 12 strike out the words “ found due ;”"’ 
Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 114: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 114, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $20,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 117 


“and 
and the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 117, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
$15,000 and the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 120 


That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 120, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lines 7 and 8 of said amendment strike out the words | 
not to exceed $100,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same | 
Amendment numbered 122: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 122, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following : 
ro establish and maintain quarantine stations, and to provide proper shelter 
for and care of neat cattle imported at such ports as may be deemed necessary, 
$25,000, to be expended by the Commissioner of Agriculture under the general 
supervision of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. | 
Amendment numbered 124 


That the House recede from its disagreement tothe | 
amendment of the Senate numbered 124, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following lo enable the several Executive Departments, 
the Department of Agriculture, and the Smithsonian Institution to participate 
in the World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition, to be held at New 
Orleans, La.,under act of Congress of February 10, 1883,as follows: For the | 
War Department, $15,000; for the Navy Department, $10,000; for the State De- | 








partment, $10,000; for the Treasury Department, $12,000; for the Interior De- 
partment, $125,000; for the Post-Office Department, $10,000; for the Department 
of Agriculture, $25,000; for the Department of Justice, $3,000; for the Smithson- 
ian Institution (including the National Museum and Commission of Fish and 
Fisheries), $75,000; for necessary incidental expenses of administration by the | 
board, including office-rent, fuel, gas, stationery, telegrams, and expressage, $15,- 
000: ina 


States Executive Departments, appointed under executive order of May 13, 1854; 
and no exPenses of any kind beyond the amounts herein provided for shall be 


incurred by any of the said Departments, or any officer thereof,on account of 
said exposition 


| 

$500,000, to be disbursed under the direction of the board on United 
' 

} 

| 


ro enable the several Executive Departments of the Government, including 
the Department of Agriculture and the Smithsonian Institution, to participate 
in the Cincinnati Industrial Exposition, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, during | 
the months of September and October, 1884, $10,000; and to participate in the 
Southern Exposition, to be held at Louisville, Ky., from August 16 to October | 


25, 1884, $10,000; in all, $20,000; Provided, That in case more than 


the said sums | 
s required forthe execution of this provision the same shall be paid by said ex- 
positions 

And the Senate agree to the same 


Amendment numbered 126: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


amendment of the Senate numbered 126, and agree to the same with an 

iment, In lines7 and Sof the amendmentstrike out the words 

umounting to forty-seven thousand three hundred and sixty-two dollars; ”’ 

and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
umendment of the Senate numbered 128, and agree to the same with an 


the 


ame 1s follows 


the 


amendment as follows: In licu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert | 
$21,000 and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 135: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 


135, and agree to the same with an 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the follow —_—s ™ For constructing te rraces north of the (¢ api- 
tol, section markell A, as shown on printed plan accompanying the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury (Executive Document No. 9, first session Forth-eighth 
$60,000, including wages of mechanics and laborers: Provided, That | 
the work under thisappropriation shall be confined to the north front of the Capi- 


amendment as follows 
; 


Congress 


tol building, and shall not extend westward beyond the line of the west front of 
the Senate wing of the Capitol and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 137: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 137, and agree to the same with an 


atmend 


lower 


nent as follows 


In line 2 of the said amendment strike out the word 
and the Senate agree to the same \ 
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| Senate agree to the same 
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Amendment nu'ibered 146: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment ot the “enate numbered 146, and agree to the same with an 
amendment asfollows: ». lieuofthesum proposed insert ** $20,000; and the Sen 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 149, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $350,000; "’ and the 
Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 153: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 153, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike on! all of said amendment after the word 
“acre,” in line 6, and insert in lieu thereof “$45,561,in full payment for said 
land;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 157: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 157, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $386,000;"’ 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 158: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 158, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the word stricken out by said amendment 
insert the following words: ** Director subject to the approval of the ,” 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 161: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


and the 


and the 


| the amendment «f the Senate numbered 161, and agree to the same with an 


amendmentas fo:iows: Strike out ** June 30” and insert ‘‘ January 1;” 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 163: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 163, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $30,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 176: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 176, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $10,000; "’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 177: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 177, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$49,000 ;"’ and th« 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 188: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 188, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sm »roposed insert ‘* $6,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 191: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numvered 191, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insért ‘$12,500 ;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 195: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 195, and agree to the same with amend 
ments as follows: In line 1 of said amendment strike out the words 
ries’ and in lieu thereof insert the words ‘‘ one story,”’ 
proposed in the amendments insert ‘*$15,000;” 
same. 

Amendment numbered 201: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 201, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
** $20,000 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 220: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 220, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert **$20,000;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered : That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 224, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line 1 of said amendment, after the word “ act 
strike out the words “ be, and the same is hereby " and in lieu thereof insert the 
words “ during which said publication shall be subject to the order of Senators, 

tepresentatives, and Delegates,and shall be;’’ and the Senate agree to th 
same. 

Amendment numbered That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 227, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $60,000;"" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 228: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 228, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *‘ $40,000;"’ and the 


and the 


“two sto 
and in lieu of the sum 
and the Senate agree to th: 


99. 


"7 
asi 


wet, 


Amendment numbered 229: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 229, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $40,000 ;” 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 240: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 240, and agree to the same with amend 
ments as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out by said 
amendment, and strike out, in line 21, page 75 of the bill, the word * sum" 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ sums ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 246: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 246, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $35,000;" and the 
Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 291: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 291,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$2,250,000; ° 
the Senate agree to the same. . 

That the House recede from its disagreemeut to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 292, 293, 294, 295, 296, 297, 298, 299, 300, and 301, and agreeto the same with 
an amendmentas follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following 

“For printing and binding for Congress, including the proceedings and de 
bates, $1,153,170; forthe State Department, $10,800; forthe Treasury Department 
$270,000; for the War Department, $157,500 (of which sum $12,000 shall be for the 
Catalogue of the Library of the Surgeon-General’s Office); for the Navy Depart 
ment, $63,000; for the Interior Department, $352,000 (of which sum $10,000 is ap- 
propriated for rebinding tract-books for the General Land Office); for the De 
partment of Justice, $9,000; for the Post-Office Department, $180,000; for th« 
Agricultural Department, $22,500; for the Supreme Court of the United States, 
$18,000; for the supreme court of the District of Columbia, $1,350; for the Court 
of Claims, $9,000; and for the Library of Congress, $13,680. And no more than 
an allotment of one-half of the sum hereby appropriated shall be expended in 
the two first quarters of the fiscal year, and no more than one-fourth thereof 
may be expended in either of the two last quarters of the fiscal year, except 
that, in addition thereto, in either of said last quarters, the unexpended balances 
of allotments for preceding quarters may be expended ;"’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 305, 306, 307, 308, 309, 310, 311, 312, 313, 314, 315, 316, and 317, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to 
be stricken out by said amendments insert the following: ‘*‘ That the Joint Com- 
mittee on Public Printing is hereby instructed to examine into the numbers 


and the 


and 


and 
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printed of the various documents, reports, bills, and other papers published by | | 
order of Congress, or ¢f either House thereof, and of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, | 
and to report a bill,in December next, making such reductions in the numbers 

and cost of printing, and such changes and reductions in the distribution of said | 1 


publications,as they may deem expedient, with a report giving their reasons | ments of the Senate numbered 21, 24, and 25. a 


therefor; and that the said committee is also instructed to investigate the printing | 
and binding for the Executive Departments, executed at the Government Print- | 
ing Office and at the branch printing offices and binderies in the various Depart- | I 
ments,and report a bill,in December next, making such reductions in expense | ( 
and imposing such checks as they may deem expedient, with a report giving 1] 
their reasons therefor; and said committee is further instructed to make any 
other investigations calculated in their opinion to reduce the cost of the public 
printing, and report the result thereof; and the said committee is hereby author- | 
ized to summon and to examine experts and witnesses, and to call upon the heads | 
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.. 7069) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and ju- 


dicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


885, and for other purposes, insisted on its disagreement to the amend- 


agreed to the further 


| conference asked by the Senate thereon, and had appointed Mr. WILL- 


AM S. HoLMAN of Indiana, Mr. JOHN HANCOCK of Texas. and Mr. J. 

r, CANNON of Illinois managers at the conference on the part of the 

Louse. : 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 


of Executive Departments and the Public Printer for such information regard- | the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 


ing the preceding matters as they may desire ; and any expenses necessarily in- 
curred in making the investigations aforesaid shall be defrayed equally from the 
contingent funds of the two Houses of Congress;’’ andthe Senate agree to the 
same 


President pro te mpore: 


A bill (H. R. 2574) granting a pension to Rosella Peg 
A bill (H. R. 41809) granting an increase of pension to Rowland 


The committee of conference is unable to agree on the amendments of the Ward: 


Senate numbered 243, 253, 254, 255, 256, 257, 258, 260, 261, 262, 263, 264, 265, 266, 267, 268, | 
269, and 270. | 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
F. M. COCKRELL, | 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SAM. J. RANDALL, | 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
recommendation of the managers on the part of the Senate. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate further insist upon its amend- 


A bill (H. R. 875) granting a pension to P. W. Bradbury; 

A bill (H. R. 5088) for the relief of Magdalena Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 204) granting a pension to Susan Y. Attwater; 

A bill (H. R. 5553) granting a pension to Isabella Palmer; 

A bill (H. R. 1752) for the relief of Maria L. Lee; and 

A bill (S. 28) to confirm the status of John N. Quackenbush as a 


| commander in the United States Navy. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. INGALLS. Is it necessary, I ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, to sit longer to-night ? 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like tosit a few moments longer until I 


ments to the bill in every case where a disagreement has taken place. | can make a conference report. 


The amendments are numbered in the report. I will say in explana- 
tion that all these amendments relate to the question of the new leg- 
islation on the bill with reference to marshals and district attorneys. 
Every other matter in the bill has been agreed upon. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator explain the amendments last read 
by the Secretary ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendments last read are all amendments re- 
lating to the appropriation and the legislation respecting the reorgani- 
zation of the laws with reference to marshals and district attorneys. 

Mr. BAYARD. Do lL understand that there has been a partial agre@- | 
ment? | 

Mr. ALLISON. There has been no agreement whatever upon any | 
matter relating to that subject. The whole matter is still in dispute. 

Mr. BAYARD. But I take it that the whole of that is embraced | 
within a single amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; there are quite a number of amendments, all 
relating to the same subject. 

Mr. BAYARD. - I knew it was quite an extensive amendment, but | 
I had the impression that the whole subject of the change of existing 
laws respecting the pay of clerks, commissioners, marshals, &c., was a 
single amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thereareanumberof amendments. For instance, | 
we inserted on page 90 of the bill an amendment numbered 243, which 
provides for an appropriation to the territorial courts of Utah. The 
legislative amendments include matter relating to thosecourts. Then, 
the first amendment in the series, numbered 253, is an appropriation. 
Of course if this legislation is not agreed to the appropriation must be 
in a different form. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. So with amendments numbered 254, 255, 256, 257, 
and 258. Amendmentnumbered 259 was agreed to, it being the amend- 
ment relating to the clerk of the Supreme Court. Then the remaining 





amendmentsare all relative to legislative provisions, each section being | 


numbered separately. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate further insist upon the amendments in respect of which a 
disagreement is reported. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator to move that a further conference be had ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not ask a further conference. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

The PRESIDENT prolfempore. Thepending business, being the bill 
(S. 228) to appropriate and expend $50,000,000 derived from the inter- 
nal-revenue taxes and sale of public lands for the education of all the 
children living in the United States, is now before the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that theSenate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be received. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 158 to the bill (H. R.6770) making ap- 
propriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30,1885,and for other purposes, having met, after full 


|} and free conference have been unable to agree on theamendment of the Senate 


numbered 15s 
W. B. ALLISON 
EUGENE HALE, 
F. M. COCKRELL 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
JAMES N. BURNES, 
R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
W. D. WASHBURN, 
Managers on the part of the House 


Mr. INGALLS What is amendment numbered 158 ? 
Mr. ALLISON. The amendment relating to the secret fund. 
Mr. VEST. Nicaragua. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ERIE. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to inquire whether there is any- 


thing now before the Senate for consideration. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SEWELL in the chair The Chair 
will lay before the Senate the regular order. [‘‘No!’’ ‘‘No!’’] 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was about to ask the indulgence of the Senate 
in regard to a little bill I wanted to have passed last evening, which thi 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] at that time was not willing 
should be considered. I presume he will have no objection now. 

Mr. INGALLS. I withdraw my objection. 


Mr. MITCHELL If the Senate will be kind enough to have it con- 


| sidered, I shall he glad to have it passed. 

Several SENATORS. What is it ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is a public building bill, which has been re 
ported by the committee of the Senate, and also the committee of the 
House. It is Order of Business 738 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Pennsylvania move 


171 


to take up O der of Business 738, being Senate bill 1751 Is there ob- 


jection? The Chair hears none 


| Mr. HARRISON. What is the use of passing a Senate bill now 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is every reason in the world { passing 
all the Senate bills that we can at this session to ¢« xpedite the work o 
the next session. In this case the member of Congress who represent 

| the district tells me the House will be gracious enough to pass the bill 
if the Senate will send it over; andif the House is inthe mood I under 
stand it is this evening, in good temper, and having a des to respect 
the wishes of the Senate, as I understand it to be at this tin I bel 
it will pass the bill. I trust the Senate will pass the bi uy rate 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Is there ol tion to taking up the 
bill named by the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (S. 1751) toamend an act entitled ‘An act te 
provide a building for the use of the United States « 1 nd district 
courts of the United States, tle post-office, internal-re nue 
other Government offices, at Erie, Pa.,’’ and making an additional ap 
propriation therefor 

The bill was reported to the Senate w mut amen ed te 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

CINNABAR AND CLARK’S FOI RAILROAD 


Mr. SAWYER There does not appear to be much before the Sen 
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ate now, and no doubt my friend from Missouri will be willing to take 
up the Cinnabar and Clark’s Fork Railroad bill. 
ticn, of course I shall not make the report. 
gainst his objection 


Mr. VEST. 


If he has any objec- | 
I would not do anything 


It is too early in the morning 
MUTUAL FIRE COMPANY. 
Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the Committee on the District of | 
Columbia reported without amendment House bill 4985, Order of Busi- | 
ness 789, a local bill, that I think it is safe tosay will excite no debate, 
the customary vernacular ‘‘it isa little bill,’’ and will only take 
a minute to pass. If there be no objection, I should like to have it 


INSURANCE 


and i! 


considered now 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. What is the title of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill will be read. 

TheCHIEFCLERK. ‘‘Abill (H. R. 4985) supplemental to and amend- 
atory of an act to incorporate the Mutual Fire Insurance Company of 
the District of Columbia.”’ 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It provides that whenever the holder or 
holders of a poli 
tual Fire Insurance Company of the District of Columbia shall have 
failed for the full period of three years to pay the interest or any lawful 


assessment due upon his or their premium note or notes, such policy or | 


policies of insurance shall be deemed to be lapsed, and the board of 


managers may proceed to settle and cancel the same, after a previous 
mivertisement of their intention to do so, to be inserted in two newspa- 
pe T 


wee] 


for the period of three consecutive months, and after serving, be- 


sides, whenever practicable, a personal notice in writing for a like pe- | 


riod of time upon the holder or holders of such policy or policies, or in 
the event of his or their death, upon the legal representatives of such 
holder or holders. The cost of such advertisement and ‘notice is to be 
deducted from thesum or sums of money which may be found to be due 
on the settlement of the policy or policies to the holder or holders 
thereof 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

ELON A 

CONGER 
bill 671, Order of Business : 

Mr. BUTLER. Pending that motion I move that the Senate takea 
recess until half past 3 o’clock. 

Mr. CONGER. 
this bill is passed 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to taking up the 
bill indicated by the Senator from Michigan ? 
Mr. CONGER. I will makea statement of the character of the bill 
the Senator will withdraw the motion 
Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw my motion. 
Mr. CONGER. This is a bill to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to sign his name to a patent for an invention of little value, 


MARSH AND MINARD LAFEVER. 


I ask the indulgence of the Senate to call up Senate 


wd 
dad. 


Mr. 


I ask the Senator to wait about five minutes until | 


if 


: ; 
which was issued and supposed to be all right, with the signature 


signed {ll the other formalities were gone through and the patent 
was issued and delivered to these young men, who are engineers, in 
Michigan. These young men, who own the patent together, did not 
know for a year but what the Secretary of the Interior had signed the 
papers, as every one had a right to suppose he had; and then it was dis- 
covered that they were not signed. In the mean time a new Secretary 
of the Interior had been appointed. It seems to require the authority 
of Congress to authorize the signature. 

I think this is a fair statement of the case. The bill is reported by | 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] from the Committee on 
Patents 

by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (S. 671) for the relief of Elon A. Marsh and 
Minar Lafever. 

The preamble recites that on the 28th of December, 1880, in due form 
of procedure and in all legal respects, letters patent numbered 236052 
of the United States of America were duly granted and issued to Elon 
A. Marsh and his assignee, Minard Latever, of Battle Creek, in the | 
County of Calhoun, and State of Michigan, for a new and useful im- 
provement in steam-engine valve-gear, save that the letters patent were 


| tee on Patents state the basis of the report. 


| an engine; I do not remember the character of it. 


y or policies of insurance hereafter issued in the Mu- | 


printed and published in the city of Washington once in each | 


| will be read. 





not, by accident or mistake, at the time of issuing, signed, as by law re- 
quired, by the Secretary of the Interior, and that the letters patent | 
were afterward, on the 24th of February, 1882, but not before, duly | 
signed by the then acting Secretary of the Interior. 
The bill therefore makes the letters patent legal, valid, operative, and | 
complete, in law or in equity, for all and every purpose, legal or equita- 
ble, in all and every manner, without any or the least exception what- 
soever, in form, or force, or effect, or intendment, or purpose, or protec- 
tion and ownership, in the exclusive right to make, use, and vend the 
invention: from the date of its original issue, to wit, the 28th of De- 
cember, 1880, precisely and just in all respects and for all purposes the | 
same as would have been the case and consequent operativeness of the | 
Jetters patent, in law or equity, for the full term by Jaw provided, had | 
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| the signature of the Secretary of the Interior been placed thereon on 


and at the day of the issueof the letters patent, as prescribed by law, and 


| had the omission or failure of the signature thereon not occurred. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 


Is there a report? If so, let it be 


| read. 


Mr. PLATT. There isa House report in the case, which the Senate 
committee adopted. The Senate committee did not submit a written 
report. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator state the facts? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let the chairman of the Commit- 
That will answer every 
purpose. 

Mr. PLATT. There is a patent for a valve-gear, something about 
The Secretary of 
the Interior in signing the patents ran off two at a time, so that he did 
not affix his signature to that patent. Some parties infringed it. The 
owner of the patent did not know it, brought suit in court, and it was 
defended, and the party at last discovering that he had no defense on 
the merits discovered this omission of the Secretary of the Interior to 
sign the patent, and set that up and defeated the suit. 

The committee could see no earthly reason why the patent should 


| not be validated as of the time when it ought to have been signed and 


would have been signed by the Secretary except for this pure mistake 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


| be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RECESS. 

Mr. COCKRELL (at 3 o’clock and 15 minutes a. m., Sunday, July 
6). I move that the Senate take a recess for fifteen minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess the 
Senate reassembled. 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. Recurring again to the bill (H. R. 6770) making 
appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Govern 


| ment forthe fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, | 


move that the Senate further insist upon its amendment numbered 
158 and ask the House to consent to another conference. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the Senate conferees 


having been read previously on this bill, the Senator from Iowa moves 
| that the Senate further insist upon its amendment tothe bill numbered 
| 158 and ask a further conference thereon with the House of Repr: 


sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
HALE, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


ORDER OF 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
regular order, being the bill (S. 228) to appropriate and expend $50,000, - 
000 derived from the internal-revenue taxes and sale of public lands fo1 
the education of all the children living in the United States. 
Mr. BUTLER. I move that the bill be postponed until next Decem- 
ber. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


BUSINESS. 


The bill has not yet been read. It 
Mr. BUTLER. Before it is read I move that it be postponed. 
Mr. INGALLS. Pending that motion I ask unanimous consent to 
take up the bill (H. R. 4089) to empower the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to examine the claim of, and providing for the pay- 


| ment of, Outerbridge Horsey, assignee, reported from the Committee on 


the District of Columbia by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN]. 
Mr. Horsey is a citizen of Maryland, and his claim I think amounts to 
less than $100. The Senator from Maryland is very anxious that the 
bill should be acted on. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 


| the Senator from Kansas? 


RECESS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Pending that, I move that the Senate take a re- 
cess for thirty minytes. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending this request, the Senator 
from Missouri moves that the Senate take a recess for thirty minutes. 
{Having put the question.] The motion is agreed to, and the Senate 
takes a recess until five minutes past 4 o'clock. 

At 4 o’clock and 5 minutes a. m. the Senate reassembled. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


| Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 


committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


| the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7440) making appro- 


priations for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the ar- 
mament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 
purposes, 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
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signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 7440) making appropriations for fortifi- 
cations and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for 
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Also, that the House receded from its disagreement to the amendments 


of the Senate numbered 254, 255, 256, and 257 to the said bill, and 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; and it was | agreed to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the sum pro- 


thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 
RECESS. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate take a recess for fifteen 
minutes. 


posed in the amended paragraph insert ‘‘$325,000,’’ and insert as a 
new paragraph: 


For compensation to the district attorneys of the United States, $20,100 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 


The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess (at 4 | the House amendments to the Senate amendments to the sundry civil 
o'clock and 22 minutes a. m) the Senate reassembled. bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The recess has expired and the Sen- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 


ate resumes its session. The pending business is the consent asked by | message from the House of Representatives on the sundry civil bill, so 


the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] that Order of Business 915, 
being the bill (H. R. 4089) to empower the Commissioners of the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia to examine the claim of, and providing for the pay- | 
ment of Outerbridge Horsey, assignee, be now considered. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate take a recess of fifteen minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate took a recess until 4 
o'clock and 37 minutes a. m., at which time it resumed its session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the ap- | 
plication of the Senator from Kansas Mr. INGALLS] for unanimous 
consent that the Senate now consider Order of Business 915, being the 
bill (H. R. 4089) to empower the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia to examine the claim of, and providing for the payment of 
Outerbridge Horsey, assignee. Is there objection ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The Senate 
resumes the consideration of the regular order, being Order of Business 
3. The title of the bill will be reported. 

The CuteF CLERK. A bill (S. 228) to appropriate and expend 
$50,000,000 derived from the internal-revenue taxes and sale ot public 
lands for the education of all the children living in the United States 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate take a recess until 5 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 40’clock and 44 minutes a. m.) the | 
Senate took a recess till 5 o’clock a. m., at which hour it reassembled. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate take a recess for fifteen 
minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at45o’clock) the Senate took a recess 
till 5 o’clock and 15 minutes a. m., at the expiration of which time the 
Senate reassembled. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate take a further recess of | 
twenty minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and at 5o’clock and 35 minutes a. m. the 
Senate reassembled. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The recess has expired and the 

Senate resumes its session. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate take a recess until 6 o'clock. 

Mr. SAWYER. I think there will be a message here before that 
time. I suggest to the Senator to say quarter to 6. 

Mr. COKE. Very well; quarter to 6. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas moves that 
the Senate take a recess until 5 o’clock and 45 minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess the | 
Senate reassembled. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of recess has expired, and 
the Senate resumes its session. 





COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION ROUTES. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, in the matter of the appoint- 
ment of additional members of the Committee on Transportation Routes 
to the Seaboard, called for by the resolution passed to-day, I move that 
the President pro tempore appoint the additional members of the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the Chair appoint the additional members pro- 
vided for by the resolution of the Senate adopted to-day on the Com- 
mittee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none and it is so ordered. TheChair appoints as addi- 
tional members of the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM] and the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest]. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the com- | 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

And that the House receded from its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 243, 258, 260, 261, 262, 263, 264, 265, 266, 268, 
269, and 270 to the said bill, and agreed to the same. 

Also, that the House receded from its disagreement tothe two hundred 
and fifty-third amendment of the Senate, and agreed to the same with 
amendmentsas follows: In lieu of thesum proposed in that amendment 
insert ‘‘ $600,000,”’ and afterthe amendment insert as a new paragraph: 
For compensation of the district marshals of the United States, $12,700. 


called. The message from the House of Representatives will be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 5, 1884, 


Resolved, That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of 


> 


| the Senate numbered 243, 258, 260, 261, 262, 265, 264, 265, 266, 268, 269, and 270, to the 


bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the two hundred and fifty- 
third amendment of the Senate to said bill,and agree tothe same with amend- 


} ments as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert ** 3600,- 


000; ”’ and after said amendment insert asa new paragraph 
‘** For compensation of the district marshals of the United States $12,700.” 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 254, 255,256, and 257 to the said bill,and agree tothe same with 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in the amended paragraph 


insert ‘* $325,000; "’ and insert as a new paragraph 

‘*For compensation of the district attorneys of the United States, $20,100." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The action of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the conference report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

IN THE Hovse oF REPRESENTATIVES, July 5, 1384 

Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses onthe amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations tor sundry civilexpenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not see that the House has receded from its 
disagreement to amendment No. 267. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No. 267 does not appear in the con- 
ference report or in the action of the House independent of the con- 
ference report. 

Mr. ALLISON. How about 269 and 270? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House has receded from its dis- 
agreement to amendments No. 269 4nd 270. 

Mr. ALLISON. How about 268? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They recede from their disagrie- 
ment to 268 also. 

Mr. ALLISON. But 267 is not included. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Two hundred and sixty-seven not 
included. ‘‘The House recedes from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 243, 258, 260, 261, 262, 263, 264, 265, 
266, 268, 269, and 270,’’ and ‘‘agreetothe same.’’ That isa recession 
without any amendment. No. 267 does not appear. The Senate 
amendment 267 proposed to strike out section 9 of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Section 9 relates to clerks of courts of the United 


| States 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The sections in the House bill as 
engrossed appear to be duplicated. The first section 9 is that ‘‘ fees 
earned by the clerks of United States courts, &c., for services in civil 
and criminal cases shall be accounted for,’’ and making regulations 
about the courts; and the latter section 9 refers to the printing and dis- 
tribution of documents. 

Mr. ALLISON. That relates to another subject. I ask the Secre- 


| tary to again read the message fromthe House. I should like to verify 
| it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The action of the House independ- 
ent of the conference report ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. I should like to verify it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The action of the House besides 


| agreeing to the conference report will be again read. 


The Secretary read the message from the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. Thatisasitshould be with the exception of amend- 
ment 267. I ask that action be suspended until I ascertain that this is 
a correct report of what was done in the House. I think probably 


| amendment 267 has been omitted by mistake. The clerks will verify 


the action of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the conference shows 


| that amendment No. 267 was not agreed upon between the conferees, and 


it appears from the message from the House not to have been acted 
upon at all by the House of Representatives. ‘The Chair will defer 
action upon the matter for the present 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House to the Senate amendments, and that the Senate further 
insist upon its amendment numbered 267 

The PRESIDENT pro te mpore. The Senator from Iowasmoves that 
the Senate concur in the amendments made by the House to the Sen- 
ate amendments numbered as has been reported 

The motion was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate further insist upon its amendment numbered 267. 

Mr. CONGER. What is that amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. It isan amendment relating to the clerks of courts, 
&c., and the fees earned in United States courts. It is one of the leg- 

lative sections, which of course is dependent upon the sections already 
ricken out. I hope the Senate will insist upon its amendment. I! 
do not think it is necessary to ask a conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that amend- 
ment numbered 267 relates to the first section 9 as it appears in the | 
engrossed House bill, there being two sections 9 in the engrossment of 

bill as it came from the House. The first section 9 relates to the 

s of clerks, marshals, &c., and the second section 9 relates to the 
public printing. The Chair understands that the motion in respect of 
amendment numbered 267 applies to the first section 9. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, it applies to the first section 9. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate insist upon its amendment numbered 267. 

rhe motion was agreed to. 


‘ 


for 


SIT; 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House receded from its disagreement to the | 
amendment of the Senate numbered 267 to the bill (H. R. 7380) mak- 
ing appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, and agreed to 
the same 

RECESS. 
Mr. HAWLEY. From information that I have received I think we 
might as well take another short recess. I move that the Senate take 
a recess until half past 7 o’clock a. m. 

lhe motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess the 
Senate reassembled 


MESSAGE FROM THE 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House still further insisted on its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 158 to the bill (H. 
lt. 6770) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic serv- 
ce of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 
other purposes, asked a further conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
JAMES N. BURNES of Missouri, Mr. RicHARD W. TOWNSHEND of 
Iilinois, and Mr. WILLIAM D. WASHBURN of Minnesota managers at 
the further conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that theSenate take a recess until 3 o’ clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 o’clock and 37 minutes a. m., 
Sunday, July 6) the Senate took a recess until 3 o’clock p. m., at 
which hour the Senate reassembled. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). 


HOUSE. 


The 
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recess having expired, the Senate resumes its session. 


NAMING OF PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I rise to emphasize the fact that 
upon several occasions during the last two or three months there has 
been a substitution by the President pro tempore of the Senate of a 
Senator to occupy the chair in his absence for a period which has ex- 
tended beyond an adjournment of the Senate. Rule No. 


1, section 3 
provides that 


’ 


The President pro tempore shall have the right to name in open Senate, or, 
if absent, in writing, a Senator to perform the duties of the Chair; but such 
substitution shall not extend beyond an adjournment, except by unanimous 


consent 

I merely desire to have the fact noted and here emphasized that it | 
has been by unanimous consent, and that there is therefore no prece- 
dent to be drawn from the action of the Senate in the last two or three 
months that there is power in the President pro tempore to substitute 
beyond an adjournment, beyond the term of the legislative day, any 
one to act for him and perform the powers and duties of the President 
pro tempore of this body. 

I have not withheld my consent from such substitution because in 
the position of the Senate, in the almost evenly balanced condition of 
party numbers in this Chamber, it would have been inconvenient and 
probably disconcerting to the business of the body to have had an 
election on every day when our honored friend, the Senator from Ver- 
mont, elected President pro tempore over the Senate, was necessarily 
absent for the time; but it was with a desire to note that fact and em- 
phasize it that I have made the statement that nothing but unanimous 
consent could have allowed this to be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs to state that for the | 
eighteen years that he has occupied a place in the Senate, whenever the 
Senate has taken a recess and it has been convenient for the Presiding | 
Officer, the gentleman who occupied the chair at the time of the recess, 





resumed it when the Senate reassembled 
Mr. BAYARD In the absence of the President pro tempore I stated 
that which I had intended to do before the close of the session, that the 


power of substitution under therule did not extend beyond an adjourn- | 


JULY 5 


. 


ment; that unanimous consent had been given at various times to such 
a substitution by the President pro tempore beyond an adjournment, but 
that I wished to note the fact that it was in every case by unanimous 
consent 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
will allow the Chair to state 

Mr. BUTLER. I simply wish to correct a misapprehension under 
which the Chair seems to be laboring. The ‘Senator from Delaware 
was making no complaint of the Chair designating the recent occupant 
of the chair. 

Mr. BAYARD. I did not refer to that. 

Mr. BUTLER. He was simply desiring to emphasize what was de- 
termined by the rules of the Senate. As I understand he made no com- 





| plaint whatever of the designation. 


Mr. BAYARD. Ididnot hear the President pro tempore suggest that 


| there had been complaint on my part at all. 


Mr. BUTLER. I thought he had. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ifso, he was speaking under an entire misappre- 
hension. I was merely drawing attention to the rule and stating the 
fact and the reasons why it had been done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was only drawing atten- 
tion also to the rule and to the practice of the Senate, that there is a 
marked distinction between an adjournment and a recess. This is pre- 
cisely the same sitting which began yesterday, and a recess of ten hours 
does not differ from a recess of tive minutes. The Chair has stated 
that for eighteen years to his personal knowledge, under all adminis- 
trations, the gentleman who occupied the chair at the time a recess was 
taken resumed it as of course at the expiration of the recess unless th 
regular presiding officer happened to come in. 

Mr. BAYARD. I donot know that a prolongation of this matter is 
at all valuable, but my reason for stating what I did and emphasizing 
the fact that this was only by unanimous consent, was that the Com- 


| mittee on Rules proposed at the commencement of the present session 


that the power of substitution should last for the period of three days. 
I and some others who thought with me upon that subject stated our 
objections to such a rule to be that if the power for three days cou!d 
be granted, it might be extended for thirty days or three months. 
That objection was made, and subsequently the Senate fixed the rule 
as it now is. I merely desired to emphasize the fact that we have been 
acting under unanimous consent in accepting the substitutions mad: 
by the President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair begs to repeat that on 
the present occasion the Chair did not ask unanimous consent any mort 
than he did during the night on two or three occasions when recesses 
of ten or fifteen minutes were taken that the gentleman who occupied 
the chair at the time of the recess be allowed to resume it when the 
five minutes or ten minutes expired, the Chair thinking, right or 
wrong, that there is a very visible distinction between an adjournment 
of the Senate and a suspension of the sitting of the sume. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ido not know that I clearly understood the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. I believe, so far as my observation goes, there 
has been no appointment by the President pro tempore of any person 
to preside in his absence for more than one day. Did I understund tie 
Senator from Delaware to say or intimate that there had been ? 

Mr. BAYARD. I said that on more than one occasion there had 
been a recognition by the Senate, by unanimous consent, of the substi- 
tution by the Chair of a Senator beyond the time of an adjournment. 


Mr. MORRILL. I do not understand that there has been. 
Mr. BAYARD. And such has been the fact. 
Mr. MORRILL. I do not understand that there has been any sub- 


| stitution for more than one day. 


Mr. BAYARD. I did not say that. 
said beyond an adjournment. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that the Chair once asked unanimous con- 
sent in advance, and I am not sure but more than once, to designate a 
person for more than one day. That assent was granted. I do not 
understand that to be a recognition by unanimous consent, but an ex- 
press authority on unanimous consent, given in advance. That was 
done when the Chair was understood to have left the seat of Govern- 
ment for two or three days at this session. With that exception | 
understand the President pro tempore has kept absolutely within the 
rule, and has never undertaken to designate a Senator for more than 
one day. When that has been done, whether a recess occurred in that 
day or whether the legislative day extended for more than twenty-four 


I do not state the time. I 


| hours, the Chair was strictly within the rule of the Senate; and the 


authority for his act did not depend upon unanimous consent or upon 


| recognition by the Senate or by any Senator, but upon the absolute 


authority conferred by the rule. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not care to take issue at all with the fact stated 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. It is not worthwhile. I had not 
the slightest design to criticise the action of the Chair unfavorably or 
the action of the Senate unfavorably, but I was merely stating the fact, 
which I think appears by the Journals of the Senate, that there had 
been upon several occasions during the session about to close a substi- 
tution beyond the period of an adjournment. That fact appearing, I 
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wished it to be stated in connection with it that it was by unanimous Mr. BLAIR. If in the providence of God there should be another 
consent, so that that power should not be recognized beyond the extent | opportunity to ask unanimous consent to pass the bill, I shall do so. 
of the rule. That was my object, and I think I stated it exactly. | After a pause. } 

Mr. HOAR. I think the honorable Senator will find by looking at Mr. BUTLER. TheSenator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] appeals 
the Journal that in such a case there has been express authority given | tome to withdraw my objection to the consideration of House bill 5888, 
by the Senate in advance of the substitution. saying that it is a very meritorious case. I therefore withdraw my ob- 

“Mr. BUTLER. That is what the Senator from Delaware said dis- | jection to the bill. 
tinctly. The Senator did not hear what he said. The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from South Carolina with- 

Mr. HOAR. I beg pardon of the Senator from South Carolina. I | draws his objection. Is there a further objection to the present con- 
think he is in error, notwithstanding what he says. sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think there is an error all around myself. | The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware has the | to place the name of Ellen O’ Brian, widow of Captain John D. O’ Brian, 
floor. | late of Company A, Twenty-fourth New York Volunteers, on the pen- 


Mr. BAYARD. The Senator from South Carolina happened to be in | sion-roll, at the rate now allowed by law to a widow and children of a 
the Chamber when I made my first statement and the Senator from | captain of volunteers. 


Massachusetts was not, but it is notso particularly important, asI have | The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
explained again precisely my object, that I did not wish the fact of a | a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
substitution of a Senator to preside made by the President pro tempore LANGLEY B. CULLEY 
a ri LY ¢ i ic > fac sing the ’ . . 
for a period beyond an adjournment to go unnoticed, the fact being that | Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent to call up a little bill on the 


in every case it was done only by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
Chair thinks it due the present incumbent of the chair to say that at 
the expiration of the recess which was taken at about twenty minutes 
to 8 o’clock this morning until 3 o’clock the present incumbent re- 
sumed the chair at the request of the President pro tempore of the Sen- 
ate when the recess was taken, and in accordance with the usual custom. 

Mr. BAYARD. If the Chair pleases, I had not the slightest refer- 
ence to our present meeting to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. BAYARD. But simply as to the history of the session for the | 
purpose of preventing any misunderstanding in regard to the admission 
of powers and duties by the President pro tempore. 


Calendar, which is Order of Business 939. It is a bill reported from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
| mous consent to take up Order of Business 939, being the bill (H. R. 
| 1615) for the relief of the heirs of the late Langley B. Culley. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I doinsist that we shall not go to the transaction 
| of any except regular, unavoidable, and necessary business. I do that 
| with all deference and the kindest feeling to the Senator from Maine. 
I do not know anything about the case; but I do not think this is a 
proper time to consider it, and I must object. I hope the Senator will 
not insist onhis request. At another time we can give consideration to 
it, but we can not do it now and I must raise the question. In the first 
place I do not believe we have a quorum to transact business; and in 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. the next place I do not think we have any right to transact such busi- 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There is some executive business to | 2€SS as this now. — oh ee : ’ res 
be done, and as there is no legislative business before the Senate at pres- | rhe PRESIDI NG OFF I¢ ER. The Senator from Missouri objects to 
ent, I move that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of execu- | the consideration of the bill. 
tive business. GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is onthe motionofthe| Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I present the report of the conference 
Senator from Wisconsin. | committee upon the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid-| The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘Te Senator from Maine presents a 


eration of executive business. After one hour and twenty minutes report from the committee of conference on the deficiency appropriation 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. bill, which will be read. 
RECESS. The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 
. : — . ; = . The commfttee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
‘ aR CONS ‘ ‘Jack < ¢ > ; . 

Mr. ¢ AMERON, ol W Isconsin (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.). | amendments ofthe Senate to the bill (H. R 7235) making appropriations tosupply 
\s there is no legislative business to come before the Senate at pres- | deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
ent, I move that the Senate take a recess until 5 o’clock prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of the Treas- 

TT! 2 i ras agreed °¢ 1: 5 o’clock the Sen: . assembled ury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid from 

Me motion Was agree d to; ant at 5 o’clock the Senate reassem led. | hermanent appropriations, and for other purposes, having met, after full and 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. 1 understand from one of the con- | free conference have agreed to reeommend and do recommend to their respect- 
> . ° . . : ive se i lo 
ferees that it is not at all likely the conferees will be ready to report | ‘ve Houses as follows 


. >» 9 . . That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 6, 7, 8,9, 10, 22, 39, 
before 6 o’clock. I therefore move that the Senate take a further recess | 47°48 and 49 : ee 
until 6 o’ clock p. m. That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 


The motion was agreed to; and at 6 o’clock the Senate reassembled. | "umbered 19, 21, 92, and 122, and agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


ELLEN O'BRIAN. numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


ne = as : , oe the sum proposed in said amendment insert ‘‘ $80,000;’’ and the Senate agree to 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON inthe chair). The }| the same ™ 
recess having expired, the Senate resumes its session. rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
. > ah saline . “ . ot ee Bad , | numbered 85, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuof 
Mr. BLAIR. rhere was a report from the Committee on I ensions | the sum proposed insert “ $70,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same 
which was accidentally omitted. It was in the hands of the Senator Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. I ask unanimous consent to pre- numbered 86 ond agree to the same w ah an amendment as follow s: In lieu of 
. 2 : ; the sum proposed insert ‘*$40,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 
SE nt it as this time. nae a ; ; y , That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire numbered 87, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
asks unanimous consent at this time to submit a report from the Com- = ous peepeses ee joe and the S« mate agree te the same 
; ~~ Sanat Tha roa ” af » —-= . . That the ouse recede from its disagreement tothe amendmentof the Senate 
mittee on Pensions. The report will be received, there being no ob- numbered 101, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of 
Jection. the sum proposed insert ‘$5,816,’ and insert after said amendment as a new 
Mr. BLAIR. I report favorably from the Committee on Pensions | paragraph the following: 
as > FOoO . . “Mle ; . ai 5 * For clerks to Senators, $27,( 
the bill (H. R. 5888) granting a pension to Ellen O'Brian. I ask that kind the Senate saree to the came 
the bill be put on its passage. That the House recede from its disagreement totheamendmentof the Senate 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is asked for the | numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 


eee ite sy ee the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment, and in line 8 thereof 
consideration of the bill at this time. | after the word “ subject,” insert the words “ excepting $5,000 thereof;” and the 


Mr. BUTLER. _ I object. Senate agree to the same 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire if it be the unanimous report That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 

P a : .9 rs i leita lias Ai a rg numbered 117, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuof 
of the committee? Will the Senator state that to the Senate ? the gama propeced in cnld omondment insert “$87,500;" and the Benateagres to 


Mr. BLAIR. I have no doubt that it is. It is a bill which I have | the same 
been informed the Senator from Nebraska was desirous of presenting. That the House rect de from ite disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
The Sens " lew VY - . > TR , , | numberec 138, and agree tothe same with an amendment follow S: Restore 
Che Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] and two membe rs of the | the matte r proposed to be stricken out by said amendment, and in line 7 thereof, 
House who knew personally about the case came to mea short time ago | after the word “case,” insert the words “ which case shall be preferred in th 






and expressed great anxiety that it should be put on its passage. order of the docket of said court;”’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
Mr. ALLISON. Is it a House bill ? WB. ALLISON, 
Mr. BLAIR. Itisa House bill. It passed the House. Mrs. O’Brian F. M. COCKRELI 
is the widow of a captain who died from exposure in the service of his ee eS ee eee 
country. They thought it would be a legitimate and proper thing to oeta 7 _ a oe L 
pass the bill to-day, and I consented to report it for the Senator from W. H. CALKINS, | 
Nebraska, who is absent. Managers on the part of the House 
Mr. BUTLER. I object to its present consideration. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill can | report of the committee of conference. 
not at this time be considered. It will be placed on the Calendar. | The report was concurred in. 
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RECESS 
Mr. ALLISON (at 6 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.). I 
the Senate take a recess until half past & o’clock. 
rhe motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess the 
te reassembled. 


move that 


oy 


Chace 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the | 


committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. 7235) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for prior 
years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, 
heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

\ bill (H. R. 6530) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; 

\ bill (H. R. 4417) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Miller; 

\ bill (H. R. 1897) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Hunter; 

A bill 


t. 1042 
A bill . 


t. 2979 


for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Sinfield; and 
granting a pension to Nancy Ellis. 


ENROLLED BILL 


(H. I 
H. I 


SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed | 


the enrolled bill (H. R. 4985) supplemental to and amendatory of an 
act to incorporate the Mutual Fire Insurance Company of the District 
of Columbia; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


RICHARD HAWLEY & SONS. 
Mr. CONGER. 
1170. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER 


I ask unanimous consent to call yp Senate )il!l 


Mr. MANDERSON in the chair.) The 


Senator from Michigan asks unanimous consent to take up Order of | 


Business 320, being the bill (S. 1170) for the relief of Richard Hawley 
«& Sons. 

Mr. CONGER. I will state that this is a claim for a refund—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Michigan that he can proceed only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONGER. That is what I supposed. I only want to state 
what this is. 

Mr. CONGER. This isaclaim fora refund of $473.42, an excess 
of duties paid on the importation of malt by Richard Hawley & Sons, 
of Detroit. It has a favorable report from the Committee on Claims. 
I have the report here, and there is no doubt about the firm having 
paid the excess of duties on that importation; and the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury is that it should be paid to them, which 
requires the action of Congress. Itis a very small amount, $473.42. I 


think if the report is read there will be no question about the propriety 


of the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. _Is there objection to reading the re- 
port called for by the Senator from Michigan ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President 

Mr. CONGER. If itdoes not interfere with any other business, I ask 
the Senator from Missouri to let this come in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan calls for 
the reading of the report. It will be read, if there be no objection. 

Che Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. FArr 
March 5, 1884: 


rhe Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1170) for the re- 
lief of Richard Hawley & Sons, respectfully report as follows : 

rhe evidence before the committee shows that Richard Hawley & Sons, of 
Detroit, imported from Canada in July, 1870, three lots of malt, amounting in all 
to 6,415 bushels, or 230,440 pounds. In Canada an excise tax of 1 cent per pound 
was imposed on all malt consumed in that country; and malt out of bond, or 
in the market for consumption or use, was worth 1 cent per pound more than 
maltin bond. The petitioners bought this malt in bond, and therefore the ex- 
cise tax of 1 cent per pound was never paid or demanded in that country. The 
entry was duly made in this case at the Detroit custom-house at the price actu- 
ally paid for the malt in Canada. 

But it was claimed by the collector of the port of Detroit, in accordance with 


a decision previously made by the Secretary of the Treasury, that duty must 


be paid upon this malt according to its value in Canada out of bond at the time | 


of its purchase, and that this value must be ascertained by adding to the price 
actually paid the excise tax of 1 cent per pound 
increased the value of the malt, commission incjuded, $2,367.13, and upon this 
increased valuation duty was exacted at the rate of 20 per cent., or to the amount 
of $473.42 

Hawley & Sons paid the duties so imposed, verbally protesting against the 
exaction and declaring their intention to appealtothe Department. They were 
told by the collector that they had the right to do so, but that the Department 
would undoubtedly reaffirm its decision,and then read to them the decision 
which had been made by the Secretary 

Che United States court in Chicago, in November of that year, rendered a de- 
cision on the identical question, in a cause then pending in said court, annul- 
ling the ruling of the Secretary of the Treasury and in favor of the importer. 
rhe court held that the price paid gave the dutiable value. This decision of the 
court was thereafter recognized by the Secretary of the Treasury, and he there- 
after refunded all duties so illegally collected where protest was made and ap- 
peal taken by the importer, but refused to refund the excessive duties collected in 
this case because no appeal was taken, he having noauthority to refund except 
in cases in which protest and appeal had been duly taken or failure to appeal 
was shown to be owing to causes beyond the control of the importer. 

There has never been any controversy between the petitioners and the offi- 


cers of the Government in relation to the facts in this case. 
» 


This valuation of the collector | 


The officers of the United States have illegally collected from the petitioners 
the sum of $473.42, and aside from the fact that they had no right to collect, and 
the United States have no right to retain, this sum, the committee are of opinion 
that the facts of this case bring the petitioners within the spirit of the remedia} 
statute, and equitably entitle them to relief. They agree perfectly with the 
court as to the true rule for the valuation of property so imported into this 
country, and are of opinion that the money so paid into the Treasury in excess 

| of the requirements of the law should be refunded. The petitioners mad 
| mistake of 22 cents in making up the amount improperly collected of them 
The committee recommend that the bill do pass, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
| sideration of this bill? 
Mr.SHERMAN. I object. It would open a new rule, in violation 
of existing law and multiply cases without number for the courts. Ac- 
| cording to the facts as I understand them, the decision of the collector 
was made, no formal protest was made, and no suit was commenced. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate upon the bill at this time is 
not in order. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. CONGER. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Let me be correct in the facts. 
Mr. CONGER. My recollection is that among the papers 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. Is there ob- 
jection to the Senator from Michigan proceeding? The Chair hears 
| none. 
Mr. CONGER. My recollection is that the matter was before the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who was at that time the distinguished Sena- 
| tor who opposes this bill. His report was that the amount was im- 
| properly collected and should be refunded, but the Department had no 
| power todo it, and it would be necessary to come to Congress. In pur- 
| suance of that recommendation the parties came to Congress, and now 
| are met with the statement that Congress can not give this relief. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Congress can no doubt pass the bill, and the Com- 
mittee on Finance have cases of this kind every year by the score, and 
I do not know any case where they have ever departed from the rule 
of requiring a formal protest in writing and the commencement of a 
suit under the law. I will state to the Senator from Michigan that 
| although the case may be a hard one and error may have been com- 
| mitted, yet the opening of the door would cause a great deal of injury 
and a great deal of danger to the Government. Certainly I can not 
allow a bill of that kind to pass at this present stage. The Senate is 
| not in a condition to act upon it. It is legislation of importance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made by the Senato: 
from Ohio, the bill can not be at this time considered. 

Mr. CONGER. That might be a very good reason for not passing 
the bill now, but this is a claim against the Government reported from 
the Committee on Claims, and not a question for the Finance Commit- 
tee to settle as a tax that they should have charge of. 


CLERK OF 


Is there objection to the present con- 


I object to its consideration. 
Mr. President 


COURT OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 


Mr. HOAR. 
799. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are less than sixteen Senators in the Senate 
Chamber. There isno quorum here. We are simply in session on the 
holy Sabbath day to transact unavoidable and necessary business, and 
I shall object to the transaction of any other business at this session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the proposition. 
If objection is made, of course the consideration of the bill must go 
over. The Senator from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent at this 
time to consider a bill 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts with- 
draws the request. 

Mr. HOAR. I think there is a good deal of reason in the position 
of the Senator from Missouri myself. This request is one which | 
should have made yesterday if I had had an opportunity, but for the 
absence of one or two Senators who know especially about the case and 
who were employed on the Appropriations Committee all day and all 
night; but still I can make the request at another time. 


I ask unanimous consent to take up Order of Business 


BUSINESS OF THE 

Mr. COCKRELL. Only two bills remain for final action, the bill 
in lieu of the naval appropriation bill, which has already received the 
| approbation of the House and will soon be before us, and the legisla- 
tive bill, which is now under consideration in conference and a report 
| will doubtless be agreed to. It will be impossible for us to get all 

these bilis compared, enrolled, and ready for the signature of the Presi- 
| dent before probably 2 or 3 o’clock or even later in the morning. In 

view of that, I shall at the proper time move that the Senate take a 
| recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow. I do not make the motion now, but 
I give notice that I shall make it as soon as the naval bill and the leg- 
islative bill are acted upon. It will be the understanding then that 
there will be nothing transacted but the necessary announcements, sig- 
natures, &c., in the morning, so that there will be no necessity for any 
Senator to remain who desires to go away before that hour. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATIONS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
| Clerk, announced that the House had passeda bill (H. R. 7509) making 


SESSION. 














1884. 
temporary provision for the naval service; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thebill just received from the House | 
of Representatives will be laid before the Senate. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read the first time at length. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 
The bill was read the first time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That for the purpose of providing for the expenses of the | 


ival service for the six months ending December 31, 1884, there is hereby ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, one- 
if or 50 per cent. of the sums of money (and for the like purposes and con- 


tinuing the same provisions relating thereto) as were appropriated for the service | 


of the tiseal year ending June 30, 1584, by the act entitled “An act making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1854, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1883 (except as hereinafter declared), 
subject to all the limitations and conditions in respect to the disbursement of 
the appropriations hereby made that were imposed by said act and the other 
laws of the United States upon or in respect to the appropriations made by said 
act: Provided, That nothing is appropriated by this act “for special ocean sur- 
veys and the publication thereof,’ or“ for the purchase and manufacture, after 
fullinvestigation and test, in the United States, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, of torpedoes adapted to naval warfare, or of the right to manu- 
facture the same, and for the fixtures and machinery necessary for operating 
the same.” 

That the clause under the heading “ Bureau of Yards and Docks,’ commenc- 
ing “* For general maintenance of yards and docks,”’ is amended so as to appro- 
priate, for the six months herein provided for, the sum of $110,000. 

That under the heading “ Increase of Navy’ in said act, in lieu of all the par- 
agraphs thereunder, and preceding the heading of ‘* Naval Academy,’’ there is 
hereby substituted the following: 

For continuing the work upon the three new steel cruisers and one dispatch- 
boat, authorized by act of Congress, approved March 3, 1883, as follows: Chicago, 
$349,133.45; Boston, $231,853.28; Atlanta, $231,853. Dolphin, $108,660; in all, 
$021 500, 
single-gun turrets on V shields of the same weight as is now allowed for the 
mounting and armor protection of the guns: Provided, That it shall not change 
the contract entered into by the Government for the construction of said ves- 
sels, 

For completion of steam machinery and boilers, with necessary fittings for 
sea service, of steel cruisers and dispatch boat, under contract with John Roach, 
as per act approved March 3, 1883: United States steel cruiser Chicago, $220,000; 
United States steel cruiser Boston, $155,000; United States steel cruiser Atlanta, 
$155,000; United States dispatch-boat Dolphin, $90,000; in all, $620,000. 

For completing equipment outfits of three new cruisers and one dispatch- 
boat, now in course of construction, $78,000, 

For navigation outfit of the four new steel cruisers, $30,000. 

For ordnance outfit of the three new steel cruisers and one dispatch-boat, 
3500 ,000, 

Nothing herein contained shall be construed as appropriating money for or au- 
thorizing the continuation of work upon the double-turreted monitors Monad- 
nock, Terror, Amphitrite,and the Puritan,and any unexpended balance now 


~i5 


remaining of the appropriation contained in said act approved March 3, 1883, | 


for engines and machinery for the said double-turreted monitors shall be cov- 
ered into the Treasury, except such part thereof as may be required under 
existing contracts made for the engines and machinery of the three last-named 
monitors. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the bill will 
be read the second time by its title. 

Mr. CONGER. Before it is read the second time I should like to 
know whether this is the gradual winding up of the Navy of the United 
States, and whether it has got tosuch a pass that we can have no naval 


bill at the regular session of Congress, but must. have some little meas- | 


ure appropriating enough to keep it alive from day to day and from 
month to month. This seems to be the last effort of the opponents of 
the Navy to destroy it, and for myself I am unwilling to consent to the 
passage of any bill, or to the second reading of any bill to-night, which 
shall wipe out the American Navy at a stroke. 

I should like to know from some one why it is that this branch of 
the service is to be continued on by a measure of this kind and not have 
its place among the regular appropriation bills, and who oppose the 
passage of a regular naval bill. The country has a right to know that, 
and I have a right to know it. 

I make these remarks before the second reading of the bill. 
not object until I hear what may be said on the subject. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Michigan and the Senate are entitled 
to know just the attitude in which this bill places the subject of naval 
appropriations. Of course the Senator from Michigan can, if he chooses, 
object and stay this proceeding, and perhaps stay appropriations for 
the Navy for the coming six months. 

The House and the Senate are at a deadlock on the naval appropri- 
ation bill. Each body has taken a formal vote and stands recogded 
diametrically opposed to the other. The attitude of the Senate is the 
attitude of the body which puts upon an appropriation bill certain new 
clauses which it seeks to enforce upon the other House. 
Representatives upon a yea-and-nay vote and by a large majority have 
determined that they will not appropriate for the building of the new 
cruisers which were put upon the appropriation bill by the Senate. 
There is no power on the part of the Senate to force the House to put 
those measures providing for the new crusiers and the gunboats upon 
the naval appropriation bill. 

Everybody with any experience inthe two Houses realizes that. No 
matter how weak may be the attitude assumed by the other branch, 


I shall 


no matter how unpatriotic it may be deemed either by the Senator 


from Michigan or by me, no matter how short-sighted it may be viewed 
by the country, there is no power existing in the Senate to force upon 


the appropriation bill the clauses it has put on, and the two Houses 


stand in direct antagonism on these. This antagonism has continued 
up to to-day, and the session is waning; it must soon end. 
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The four pivot-guns of the Chicago to be mounted on Clark's deflective | 
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As a result of the conferences between the two Houses, this bill has 
I will explain briefly the effect of the measure. 
It gives, to begin with, all of the appropriations of last year in pro- 








| portion as to time for the next six months; that is, 50 per cent. of 


all the regular appropriations of the last year for the running of the 
Navy Department are given between the Ist of July and the Ist of Jan- 
uary next. That provides for the running of the Department. So far 
from its ‘‘ winding up’’ the Navy Department, it gives exactly what 
the Senate agreed to last year as necessary for running the Navy De- 
partment. 

Then it takes the cruisers that are now being built, and it gives to 
them not 50 per cent. of the appropriations that Congress gave last year, 
but every dollar necessary to complete them. Under the bill before 
the Senate the cruisers now building will be completed under the con- 
tracts which have been made for them. They will be finished, and it 
will be seen what they are and what can be done with them and what 
new works can go on of their kind or model, or in varied models, next 
winter. 

That is not all thatI hope for. It is not all that I believe in. Itis 
not all that I think it wise to do. In the present condition of the 
American Navy I believe that no wiser thing, no more patriotic thing, 
no more far-sighted thing could have been done than not only to finish 
the cruisers and the ships now under construction, but to go on and 
provide, as the Senate did in its bill and in the clauses that it put upon 
the naval appropriation bill for additional ships, and that the sooner 
the United States is put into the attitude where it has a reasonable 
naval power the better for us now and in the future. But everybody 
realizes, or should realize, that we are dealing with a co-ordinate branch 
of the Government, and the House of Representatives put itself squarely 
upon the attitude that it would not vote one dollar for the building 
| 
| 
| 


| of any new ships this year or for the completion of the ironclads, the 
monitors, the Puritan, the Terror, the Amphitrite, and the Monadnock. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I should like to ask the Senator if the 
bill does not repeal an appropriation made for the monitors? 

Mr. HALE. The provisions of the bill are that the appropriations 
made for the four monitors I have named are all repealed so far as re- 
gards the balances being turned into the Treasury, with the exception 
of such cases where contracts have been made for the completion of 
| those monitors. That applies to three of them, the Puritan, the Ter- 
| ror, and the Amphitrite. No contragt has been made for the Monad- 
| nock, and the share of the appropriation of last year under the bill is 
turned into the Treasury. 

Mr. BUTLER. As to that one alone? 

Mr. HALE. For that one, I say. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. If the Senator will allow me, I should 
like to have him explain the reason forthat action. The fact that con- 
tracts have not yet been made does not furnish to my mind any reason 
why the law making appropriations for completing the Monadnock 
should be repealed or the money turned back into the Treasury. 
| Mr. HALE. It simply leaves it in this way: that where from one 

reason or another a contract has not been made in reference to a certain 
monitor the money appropriated is still at the disposal of Congress. 
It has not been already controlled or sent to a specific purpose by a 
contract, and Congress has the right, as it has exercised it many a time, 
to turn that money into the Treasury 
the House insisted upon. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. But while nobody will dispute the 
power of Congress, it is the expediency of the thing that we want to 
know about. I can not understand why the Monadnock, which is de- 

| signed for harbor defense upon the Pacific coast, should not be com- 
pleted, and why the act appropriating money for its completion should 
be repealed and the money turned back into the Treasury simply be 


That was a provision which 


| cause the ministerial officer of the Government has not made contracts 
for the completion of it. 
Mr. HALE. Neither can I as a matter of expediency; and that 


a subject argued by the Senate conferees against the House conierees 
| with all the ingenuity and all the power that they had. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYARD. I believe I am right in supposing that this is not a 
new law but a law that has been on the statute-book for many years, 
that where yearly appropriations are made which have not been made 
the subject of contract they shall be covered into the Treasury at the 
end of the year, provided the money has not been expended. It 
not made to suit this particular case, but 
contracts on the Pacific coast fall, 


wa 


a general law, under which 


Mr. HALE. ‘That is undoubtedly true, but all the same the Senate 
conferees believed that it was good policy, that it was good husbandry 
as applied to the naval branch of our military establishment, to go on 
and complete the Monadnock as well as the others; but the House con- 
ferees and the House itself took square ground against this and thereby 
assumed the responsibility, and the Senate ought tosee and the country 
ought to see precisely where the responsibility is. There is no power, 
I repeat, on the part of the Senate to coerce the co-ordinate bran¢ h of 
the Legislature upon new provisions put on an appropriation bill I 
have heard that ever since I came not long ago into this body I have 


| heard it repeatedly from the veterans of this Chamber that the body 
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which seeks to put upon an appropriation bill a new provision has no 


power to coerce the other branch; that it must faithfully seek through 


conference to impress its views, and if the other branch which is re- | 


sisting persists in that resistance, then the body that seeks to enforce 
that must yield. I have never heard that more often than from the 
distinguished Senator who presides over this session of this body [ Mr. 
EDMUNDS 
of it is that a narrow and a short-sighted and an unwise policy is being 
pursued as to our naval establishment. I do not believe in it; I do not 
defend it; I have no word to say in its favor. 
uttered in the course of the debate during this session has been the 
other way But the two Houses were found in deadlock, and this was 
the only emergence that we could gain. 

The cruisers now building are to be finished. 
the House 


goes on 


That is yielded by 

The regular establishment of the Navy as it has existed 
That is all that we could secure. I hope and believe that at 
the next session we shall gain more. Another result that is of im- 
portance in this is that the bill which the Senate has passed and the 
amendments which it has put upon the appropriation bill all remain 
in statu quo, and can be taken up on the first day of next winter’s ses- 
sion and passed if a majority can be got therefor in both Houses. The 
conferees believe that this is the best we can do, contending as we are 
against the reactionary policy adopted by the other branch. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Mr. President, the objection which 
the Senator from Maine states as being, in his opinion, the valid ob- 
jection which the House might with propriety make against the pro- 
vision for the building of the new cruisers does not apply to the mat- 
ter of finishing the Monadnock. Thatis not new matter; itisnotanew 
provision; and if the reason of the House for refusing to agree to the 
amendments of the Senate is based upon the fact that those amend- 
ments introduce new legislation or that they are new provisions of ap- 
propriation, for that I suppose is what is contended, then I say the 
House conferees were acting without reason when they ingrafted this 
provision repealing the act which made appropriations for finishing the 
Monadnock and turning the money into the Treasury; and I do not 
think the Senate ought to agree to that. 

I think the Senate hasa duty to perform and a responsibility which it 
must regard in this matter. It is perfectly evident here that the con- 
ferees on the part of the House have no reason for this action, and there- 
fore if the Senate agrees to this proposition, which is without reason and 
is inexpedient and as I believe unpatriotic, then the Senate takes the 
responsibility when it agrees to that provision. 


MESSAGE FROM THE 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes 


HOUSE, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 6530) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; 

\ bill (H. R. 4417) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Miller; 


A bill (H. R. 1897) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Hunter; 


A bill 
A bill 
A bill 


H. R. 1042) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Sinfield; 

H. R. 2979) granting a pension to Mary Ellis; and 

H. R granting a pension to Ellen O’ Brian. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. lLask the Senator from California to yield to me 
that I may call up the legislative appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate the bill (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. The action of the House 
of Representatives upon the conference report on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to this bill will be 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
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In THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, July 5, 1884, 
Resolved, That the House concur in the report of the committee of Conference 
on the disagreeipg votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and ju- 


dicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
for other purposes 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the managers of the 
conference on the part of the Senate will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 21,24,and 25 to the bill (H. R. 7069) 
“making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending J une 30, 1885, and for other purposes,”’ 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: That the House recede from 


I presume that is the rule which obtains; and the result | 


Everything that I have | 
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its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 24 and 25, and 
agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with amend 
ments as follows: In lieu of ‘thirty-four’ insert “ten ;’’ and after the word 
* dollars,” in the amended clause, insert ‘for clerks to Senators, $24,000;"" and 
the Senate agree to the same. 


W. B. ALLISON, 

P. B. PLUMB, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


WM. S. HOLMAN, 
JOHN HANCOCK: 
J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House 
The report was concurred in. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from California is en- 
titled to the floor. This debate is proceeding by unanimous consent, 
it requiring unanimous consent for the second reading of the bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not desire to take up the timeof the 
Senate in discussing this matter very much further. Of course all of us 
who believe that this country now exists under such conditions as ren- 
der it necessary that we should provide for the common defense, and 
therefore believe that the increase and the building up of the Navy, the 
building of a new navy, is a duty which their representatives owe to 
the people of this country—those of us who thus believeare not satisfied 
with the action of the House upon the amendments which the Senate 
put on the naval appropriation bill. We believe that the new cruisers 
which we provided for ought to be built. We believe that the monitors 
which are intended for harbor defense should be completed. In fact, we 
believe that the Government should go forward and construct a new 
navy, because at this time it really has no navy, and we can not un 
derstand the motive of the conferees on the part of the House. It is 
difficult to understand how any American citizen can view this matter 
otherwise than we view it. 

I recognize the fact that it is not within the power of the Senate to 
coerce the House, it being a co-ordinate branch of the legislative de- 
partment of this Government; but I do believe that the Senate has a 
right to insist that the country be putin a condition for its defense, that 
the Senate has a right to try to secure for the United States a navy that 
will give it some standing among the powers of the world. 

I do not know how heartily and how actively the conferees on the 
part of the Senate have contended for these propositions. I suppose 
they have done their whole duty. Butin the matter of the Monadnock, 
which is the only hope we have upon the Pacific coast for naval defense, 
if they have consented to the provision which appears in this new 
bill Ido not believe they have considered the subject as fully and as 
carefully as they should have done. It is not satisfactory to me and | 
am sure it will not be satisfactory to my people. I am ready to stand 
here and contend with the House upon that proposition alone, and I do 
not care how long we stand here and how long we contend; I am ready 
and willing to stay here until it is rendered certain that we can not 
convince the House that they should agree to our proposition. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, it seems that in this bill there is a 
provision made for keeping up the naval organization, to pay officers, 
pay clerks, and run the machine, but everything that looks toward 
building up a navy or making it efficient, everything outside of the 
simple organization of the corps with its assistants and its clerks, seems 
to be struck out of this bill except the few items read. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not of course wish to misrepresent. 
Does the Senator bear in mind that this bill carries with it $2,100,000 
for finishing the new ships that are now being built? That isin ad 
dition to the regular naval establishment; that we can not get with 
out the consent of the House, and that is in this bill. 

Mr. CONGER. That is mentioned by items in this bill; but aside 
from what is presented here there is a prohibition upor doing any- 
thing that is useful. It has been the cry upon the Democratic side of 
the House so long that I can not tell when it first began to ring in my 
ears that no navy was necessary, that we could protect our coast, we 
could protect our harbors, with torpedoes, and the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] has made eloquent speeches here on the sub- 
ject of torpedoes and the protection and the defense of our rivers by 
means of torpedoes. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
mistaken. 

Mr. CONGER. Well he ought to have done it then. [Laughter. ] 
I must say that I find unexpectedly he has been negligent of his duty 
even in that respect. [Laughter.] Here is a provision in this bill 
that prevents the use of the money which has been generally annually 
appropriated for special ocean surveys and their publication, for the 
benefit not only of the naval service, but for the benefit of our mer- 
chant marine and for the benefit of commerce and of navigation. Is 
it possible that the two bodies disagree upon such a measure as that, 
and strike it outof the bill by a special clause: ‘‘ Provided, That noth- 
ing is appropriated by this act for special ocean surveys and the pub- 
lication thereof? ’’ 

That is going back very rapidly, receding fromall we have been doing 


THE NAVY. 
Mr. President—— 


Never in my life, Mr. President; the Senator is 
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for years; and, as if there was a special effort to destroy the efficiency 
of the naval service, almost everything useful in that direction is 
stricken out by this bill. And the next clause is: ‘‘ Or for the purchase 
or manufacture, after full investigation and test in the United States, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, of torpedoes adapted 
to naval warfare, or of the right to manufacture the same, and for the 
fixtures and machinery necessary for operating the same.’’ 

Sir, the Democracy have lingered on torpedoes for years. Whether it 
is because they did not dare attack them, whether it is because they 
did not dare attempt remove this scheme of harbor defense from our | 
system by attacking torpedoes for fear they would blow them up, I can 
not tell. The representatives of that theory, those who have defended 
the torpedo system, blazoned it forth as the only means and the proper 
means for sate, peculiar, home defense. If the Senator is right, even 
they have turned and repudiated the torpedo-defense system and re- 
fused to make any more torpedoes. 

We have no ships upon the ocean; we have no ships in our harbors. 
It has been said here repeatedly that we have no means of aggression 
abroad and we have no meaus of defense at home; and the excuse that 
has been given by Senators now in this presence for refusing to appro- 
priate for building naval vessels has been that in the present condition 
of the country, while naval machinery and naval vessels were being 
substituted by new kinds, it was enough for us to sit upon the banks 
of our harbors and our rivers with the wires of electric machinery and 
touch off torpedoes to scare the world with Chinese fireworks, and 
gongs, and torpedoes, That has been the great foundation which the 
Democracy has proposed for the defense of the United States against 
the aggressions of the world. And now, unless our own committee 
have failed in their duty, a Democratic House has refused even to con- 
tinue to us that quiet, peaceful, Sunday kind of defense, manipulating 
the wires on shore to blow up approaching vessels on the water. That 
is taken away in this bill. 

No more vessels, no more guns, no more warfare; even the frighten- 
ing noise of the exploding torpedo is to be taken away from our ad- 
versaries, and they are to be allowed to come up peaceably to our har- 
bors and to our cities. Sir, one would think from reading this bill that 
the day had come when the lion is lying down with the lamb, and from 
the greenness of this proposition one would almost think that they were 
eating grass together. Ftamehien:} That is a part of this substitute 
for a bill carefully prepared. 

Mr. HALE. Nota substitute. 

Mr. CONGER. It isa substitute for the bill which we have been 
considering for weeks and months here. It is a little, paltry, diminu- 
tive substitute for a bill that had some meaning, had some object, was 
somewhat worthy of the Congress of the United States, gave some hope 
for the future strength and position of our country on the ocean and at 
home; and this is the result! Something has labored, and a mouse is 
brought forth in this bill. 

Now, I do not accept the proposition that because the House of Rep- 
resentatives, whatever may be the political character of that body, shall 
be able to control the destinies of this country by refusing to make ap- 
priations, the Senate, a co-ordinate body, a coequal body, authorized 
by the Constitution of the United States to make amendments to any 
bills for revenue or for appropriations, although it may not originate 
them under the constitutional power given to it, is to be deprived if 
the other House neglect all the duties which patriotism and propriety 
dictate and require, is to be prevented from attempting to do what the 
honor and the interest of the Republic may demand. 

But suppose weare reduced to that condition thata mere rule adopted 
is to be invoked to prevent legislation for the good of the country, not 
aconstitutional provision, but a mere technical rule that can be adopted 
to-day and changed to-morrow, is to be invoked and to be insisted upon 
to prevent all the legislation which a great and glorious country de- 
mands for its progress, for its honor, for its defense—if we are to be re- 
duced to that by having adopted some rule, where are we? We do not 
stop with the humiliation, we do not stop with the infinite degradation 
which comes upon the Senate and upon the country by the enforce- 
ment of that rule in regard to appropriations for the Navy. 

The House has sent us a bill striking out, as I have read and said, 
the usual appropriations even for defense under the torpedo system; it 
has made meager, limited appropriations for continuing the work 
which wehave already begun; but the infinite humiliation of this bill 
before the country, the infinite humiliation of every man who supports 
this bill, consists in the fact that it goes beyond what any rule requires, 
goes beyond what any constitutional or legislative provision imposes, 
and it declares that appropriations which a more patriotic Congress has 

made, that appropriations which a more enlightened Congress has 
made, to build up the Navy and to prepare the vessels which we have 
already builded for actual service, that the money heretofore appropri- 
ated for that purpose shall be returned into the Treasury and that the 
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| into the Treasury, except such part thereof as may be required under existing 


contracts made for the engines and machinery of the three last-named monitors 


It does not even except contracts made for the Monadnock. 

Mr. HALE. There are none. 

Mr. CONGER. If that is nota complete surrender on the part of the 
Senate if it adopts the bill, not only of any right to make amend- 
ments to the bill, but a surrender of its right to maintain that appro- 


| priations heretofore made, that appropriations which are now daily be- 


ing expended, shall be used, I do not now what is. I characterize that 
last proposition as a disgrace to the American people. I characterize 
it as a shameful abandonment of the policy which by the voice of both 
Houses had been inaugurated and commenced in regard to finishing 
those four vessels, which have lain on the docks or in the water for the 
last fifteen or twenty years for lack of appropriations to complete them 
and prepare them for service in the defense of the country. 

Now, sir, with such a view of this bill I can not see how it can be 
my duty or the duty of any other member of the Senate who desires 
well for his country, who desires the building of a navy, who desires 
to promote the honor of the nation, who desires to prepare for its de- 
fense, or, if the case must be, for its aggression, to consent if by a par- 
liamentary power he can prevent the progress of this bill by objecting 
to its second reading, or how he can excuse himself for permitting it 
to go on. 

It was with that view that I desired to have some explanation be- 
fore I did make that objection. I thought probably there might be some 
excuse offered, some reason given, not the reason of passion, not the 
reason of prejudice, not the reason of difference between the two Houses, 
but some reason that should appeal to the judgment, to the patriot- 
ism, to the common sense of both branches of Congress as well as of the 
whole country, why this little paltry substitute was brought in at this 
last hour of the last days of the session to put the final seal of destruc- 
tion upon the American Navy, once glorious, World-renowned, grand, 
now sunk so low by the neglect of Congress that it has scarcely a voice 
to defend it here against the attacks of such bills as this. 

Mr. President, I think this bill should stop here. I think the bill 
which was prepared in this Congress should be further considered. 
There can not be any more yielding in that bill than has been yielded 
in this, that I cansee. If it is to be yielded at all, let it be yielded in 
the regular appropriation bill. Let us confess in our regular bill that 
we can not get up a naval appropriation bill, one of the annual regular 
appropriation bills, which can be passegl by the two Houses. 

Let the differences come. Sir, if we adopt this bill, then I and every 
Senator on this floor assume and take the responsibility in common 
with those of our Democratic friends who oppose building up a navy at 
all, of crushing out a navy; and I am not willing to take that position 
Let us stay here. The weather is not uncomfortable. The wanderers 
will return. The excitements ofthe coming week will have exhausted 
the elements of hostility, and reason will again resumeits power. Let 
us stay here, sir, for the honor of the country, for the defense of our na- 
tive land. Let us stay and endeavor to see if there is not wisdom and 
sagacity and patriotism enough in the members of the two Houses of 
Congress to still preserve for our country a navy, growing, increasing, 
becoming from year to year more what the nation demands. 

I consider it to be my duty in view of the provisions, and especially 
of the last provision of the bill, to object to its further consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan objects 
to the seoond reading of the bill at this time, and it goes over until to 
morrow. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator withdraw his objection fora moment ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The whole debate proceeds bs 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONGER. I will withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection theSenator 
from Maine will proceed. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not mean nowat this late hour to be tempted into 
any long speech. I only wish toaddress a few sober words to Senators 

My own action in this case is subject to the action of any committe: 
| or of any person who has tried to give long and faithful labor to one 
| subject. I may say, I hope without any imputation of vanity or ego 
| tism, that to some degree I dedicated myself at the beginning of the 
winter to the work of building upthe American Navy. I have fought 
for that early and late; as some Senators believe, in season and out 0} 
season. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs reported the bill for the additiona 
new cruisers, gunboats, and torpedo-boats, and fought it through thi 
Senate and sent it to the House, and the House of Representatives con 
signed it to the grave of obscurity and silence and refused to consider i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senator from Maine will refra 
from any allusion to the proceedings of the House of hi presentati Ves 
| except as reported from a committee of conference 





work shall cease. The last clause of this bill, the winding up part of 


this splendid preparation, is as follows: 

Nothing herein contained shall be construed as appropriating money for or 
authorizing the continuance of work upon the double-turreted monitors Monad- 
nock, Terror, Amphitrite, and Puritan; and any unexpended balance now 
remaining of the appropriation contained in said act approved March 3, 1883, 
for engines and machinery for the said double-turreted monitors shall be covered 


XV—331 


Mr. HALE. I shall endeavor to keep myself within the rules 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair feels it to be his duty to 
enforce the rules. 

Mr. HALE. Iam very glad to be admonished by the Chair, and 
| shall endeavor to keep within the rules 
The Committee on Appropriations afterward authorized and deputed 
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me to report the same provisions upon the naval appropriation bill for 
the additional cruisers, gunboats, torpedo-boats, and the ram provided 
for in the bill to which I have alluded. The conference reports already 
made show that the bill went to the House; that those provisions were 
rejected; that it came back and a new conference was appointed; that 
a second report has been made in the House of Representatives and is 
ready to be made here showing a total disagreement, the utter im- 
possibility of forcing upon the House these provisions. Under these 
conditions, little as it is, paltry as it is compared with what I had 
hoped to gain, I believe the best thing that can be done for the inter- 
ests of the American Navy, considering the attitude that the House of 
Representatives has deliberately taken as shown here, is to accept this 
bill. 

It is meager, it is inadequate, it is paltry; and the responsibility is 
not here, but is there. However the billis not without its consolations; 
it is not without its remunerations. Any Senator may rise here at this 
late hour and by a single objection consign the bill to the table of the 
Secretary, where itmay know the sleep that has no waking, and nothing 
willbedone. I can offer nothing that will dissuade a Senator, if he see 
fit to do that; but let him bear in mind that the result of the bill pre- 
sented here gives every dollar needed for the running expenditures of 
the Navy; that it gives every dollar needed for the completion of the 
ships now being built; that the 50 per cent. clause does not apply to 
that; and in addition to that it leaves all the work that the Senate has 
done upon the bill which it has matured lying in disagreement between 
the two Houses, so that on the first day of the next session it may be 
taken up and a conference committee appointed anew, and perhaps our 
proposition passed at once. 

What will happen if we go again into conference, if we take up, as 


the Senator from Michigan urges, and as he can compel us to do by his | 


single objection, the naval appropriation bill? We can not get a dollar 
for the new cruisers, we can not get a dollar for the monitors, because 
the House has taken its attitude upon both. 
do? 
appropriation bill with not a thing in it that is not in this bill; and all 
the work that has been done in reference to the new ships which we 
put on the regular naval appropriation bill goes for naught, and we 
shall have to begin de novo. That has been saved by this bill. All 
that will be before the Senate and the House of Representatives the 
moment they meet in December, and I estimate that as no light thing. 
I estimate the difference between taking the bill already prepared 


through the two Houses and in conference for the additional new ships, | 
cruisers, gunboats, torpedo boats, and ram, ready for another conference | 


committee, and, on the other hand, having to begin again and go through 
the slow and toilsome process of a report to be brought in here, as being 
very great indeed. 

[ say again that this bill does not suit me. 
equate response for the labor and work which some of us have put into 
this great and important subject; but I can not ignore the fact that we 
are dealing with a co-ordinate branch of the Government that has the 
power of restricting everything that we do where we seek to put it upon 
an appropriation bill. We have done the best that we could do, little as 
it is; and now I have only to say that if any Senator chooses by his 
single objection to stop the bill and consign it to the table of the Sec- 
retary, the responsibility must rest there. Nothing out of this (as I 
believe from having been a participant in the conferences) will come 
lose immeasurably. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I desired to address a question to the Senator from 
Maine before he sat down 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield ? 

Mr. 


That is all I can say, and I leave it there. 


Does the Senator from Delaware 


BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose it is the law of our popular form of govern- 
ment that we can have no such thing as public secrets either from our 
own people or other nations. Therefore | suppose there is no objection 
to answering the question that I am about to put by the reason of the 
fact that it will disclose our weakness to anybody. I should like to 
ask the Senator from Maine, so long during this session the acting 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, if it be true, as I have 
been assured by a naval officer of high distinction, that there is noth- 
ing in the force at the command of this Government to-day which 
would prevent any fourth or fifth rate power on earth, either of the 
smaller South American states, as Chili, from laying San Francisco 
under contribution ? 

Mr. HALE. I confess with a sense of shame and mortification not to 
be denied that the condition of the American Republic to-day, whether 
menaced by a first or a second or a third or a fourth rate power, is such 


that no patriotic citizen can reflect upon it or acknowledge it without | 
There is nothing whatever to prevent Chili 


the deepest humiliation. 
or any South American power which has in its possession and at its 


control a second or third rate ironclad from steaming along the Pacific | 


coast and laying our towns under contribution, and burning and de- 


stroying, if so it seems proper and right in their will, the metropolis | 


of the Pacific coast. 
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What are we obliged to | 
Strike them off and consign them to the tomb, and pass a naval 


It is to me a very inad- | 


that will gain to us one thing not gained in this bill, and we shall | 
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As to the completion of the contract for the Monadnock, it ought to 
have been done, but a year ago the Senate put an amendment upon the 
appropriation bill to complete the four ironclads. The House conceded 
it. The Secretary of the Navy went on and was able to make cop- 
tracts for the completion of three of them upon this coast, but he could 
not make what he deemed a wise and judicious contract for the fin- 
ishing of the Monadnock in California. The persons there who are 
able to make contracts to complete the Monadnock were not ready to 
come in and make the same provisions and the same contract that pa: 
ties upon this coast were willing to enter into. The Secretary of the 
Navy found himself confronted with a different condition there from 
here, and that left the appropriation open to Congress. The House ot 
Representatives, seeing that condition, exercised what was its right and 
insisted and ‘‘ took advantage of it,’’ to use the phrase of the Senato; 
from New Hampshire, and turned that money by this provision into 
the Treasury. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. 
what provision ? 

Mr. HALE. 
bill. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The bill here? 

Mr. HALE. The bill here, and all through. Let me answer the 
Senator further right here. I say the House of Representatives in the 

| original appropriation bill, when they initiated this subject, showing 
that it was done with forethought and deliberation, and I may say with 
malice prepense in the bill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator is not in order. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the pardon of the Chair. I shall refer simply to 
what is shown on the record. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can not proceed with- 
out permission. The Chair thinks it is his public duty to preserve 
decorum between the two Houses. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not here to abuse the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The observations of the Senator in 
respect of the House of Representatives are entirely out of order in th: 
opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. HALE. Iam not here to abuse the House of Representatives 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can not proceed with- 
| out consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN 
to proceed. 

Mr. HALE. 
of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senator from Maine be allowed to proceed in order. The question 
is on that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ceed. 

Mr. HALE. The House of Representatives in the bill that is befor 
| the Senate put in the provision that is in this bill devoting the surplus 
of that appropriation to the Treasury generally, by turning it in or re 
appropriating it in another form. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Now I wish to ask the Senator, if h 
will allow me, if it is not the law that appropriations for the Navy stand 
for two years, and whether this is not an existing appropriation avai! 
able now if we do not pass this act ? 

Mr. HALE. Idoubtit very much. The law in reference to turn 
ing appropriations into the Treasury, as the Chair understands, varies 
upon different subjects-matter, but where an appropriation is made for 
a specific purpose and no contract is made in certain cases, it expires 
at the end of one year; and I am not certain—I have not looked at this 
particular thing on that point, for that has not been called to my at- 
| tention until now—I am by no means certain, but it is my impression 

that it expires at the end of one year and goes into the Treasury, where 
no contract is made. That point I do not discuss. 

The House of Representatives in the original bill took ground in favor 
of turning this money into the Treasury because no contract had been 

| made; and steadily, persistently, it has ever since maintained that at 
titude, as shown in the different votes. I wish it were otherwise. It 
ought to be otherwise. The appropriation ought to be left another 
year. Ido not know whether the Secretary of the Navy could make 
acontract. He has tried fora year. If he had met with the same re- 
sponse that he did in the East, he would have made a contract and this 
money would have been put out of danger. I do not know that he can 
| do it in another year. He has tried his best and wanted to do it and 
he could not, and the fund was left there, and the House of Represent- 
| atives has seized it. That is all I can say. I leave it entirely to the 
| Senate. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I want to ask the Senator whether 
the courtesy between the two Houses is such that we are in sucha con- 
dition that it would be proper for the Senate to amend this bill which 
the House have sent here. Suppose we were to strike out this clause 
in relation to the monitors or the Monadnock ? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly if the bill is before the Senate itis open 
to amendment, and the Senate can do what it pleases with it; and if 


They turned it into the Treasury by 


By the provision that they insisted in putting on this 


I move that the Senator from Maine be allowed 


I shall await the decision of the Chair and the action 


The Senator from Maine will pro- 
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it can be improved, if it can be sent back to the House and the House We have tendered to the House a bill which would effect a substan- 
can take any position there that by its concession will help the bill, I | tial improvement of the Navy, provide some means for the defense 
bid that movement Godspeed. I have not as much hope from my ex- | of our coast, and the general advancementof the commercial and other 
perience already in the conferences and in the attitude of the House | interests of the Government and of the people. That has been rejected, 
as some Senators have; but if anything can be done that shall help for- | after a long and serious controversy in which the differences have de- 
ward this work of rehabilitating the American Navy, it has of course | veloped as irreconcilable, and the protracting of this session to-day and 
my hearty sympathy and support. | to-morrow and next week and the week after and the month after will 
‘Mr. PLUMB. The Senator spoke with considerable feeling about | not, in my judgment, bring the two Houses any nearer together. Ido 
the humiliation with which he viewed the fact that the Republic was | not believe that any public business is to be advanced by the continu- 
defenseless against even a third-class power. I ask him if itis any | anceof the session. I do not believe that it will be expected of us that 
more defenseless to-day than it has been during all the other days of | we should do it—that we should engage in a hopeless controversy about 
the last fifteen years. | one single feature of all that has been presented in reference to the an- 
Mr. HALE. No, it is not; but’to me it is as plain as the light of | nual appropriations for carrying on the Government. Believing that, 
the sun in daytime that the American people are approaching a dif- | I agree that this bill, amended if it can be so as to make it less objec- 
ferent epoch in their history as a nation. The man who supposes | tionable, but in some shape, this bill should be passed. 
that for the next twenty-five years America can go on in the careless Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I apprehend the function of an ap- 
and reckless and undefended condition that she has for twenty-five | propriation bill is to supply money for the branch of the public service 
years, that she can go on without any relations that involve her with | to which it relates, and the naval appropriation bill by its title fully 
foreign powers, and that she will not need the strong arm of a respect- | explains the object for which it was introduced. It is to find sufficient 
able navy, is to me blind, is to me strangely and deplorably blind. money to maintain the naval establishment of the United States, to 
If there is any one duty that now presses upon us as a people it is | pay the oflicers and seamen, to protect the Navy and keep it in proper 
to put ourselves in a condition with a respectable navy where by the | condition as it exists. I understand from the honorable Senator who 
means and the influence of that navy we may prevent war and not in- has the bill in charge, who not only is an efficiert member of the Naval 
vite it. We are open and defenseless and liable to war because we have | Committee, but isthe member of the Appropriation Committee to whom 
no means of defense; and every year in the future the questions that | this bill has fallen, that the full expenses and all the needs of the Ameri- 
are arising will add to that danger. That is my answer to the Senator | can Navy, and all the contracts which have been entered into for its 


from Kansas. | construction and maintenance, are fully provided for by this bill. Is 
Mr. HOAR. - May I ask the Senator, before he leaves that point, if it | that or is that not so ? 

be not true that the other powers have been increasing their meansof| Mr. HALE. My attention was diverted; I did not quite hear the 

attack all this time, and fifteen years ago while we had our present | Senator’s question. 

means of defense was not the state of the naval powers abroad very dif-| Mr. BAYARD. Iwillrepeat my statement. I understand that this 


ferent from what it is now? | appropriation bill provides for the full maintenance of the American 
Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly; and all that admonishes us still more | Navy upon its present footing and establishment, and provides also 
that we ought to be up and doing something in this direction. We | money for the fulfillment of all contracts which have been entered into 
have gained undoubtedly by the experiments which have been made | in regard to vessels. 
by other powers, by the lavish expenditures they have made upon ex- Mr. HALE. It does in all essential particulars. There are some 
periments that have many of them proved useless, and we stand to-day | little matters left out, but in all essential particulars it does. 
at the parting of the waves, where we must either decide to remain de- Mr. BAYARD. Verywell. Then we have the answer trom the most 
fenseless, open to the attacks of everybody, or to put ourselves in an | authoritative source that this bill fulfills its functions andthe Navy is 
attitude where we can maintain a dignified position with all the great | provided for. Now, Lhold this to be the truth, a very fundamental truth 
powers of the globe. in legislation in our country, that the two Houses of Congress as a 
Mr. PLUMB. I agree with the Senator from Maine entirely in re- | primary duty must provide for the maintenance of the American Gov- 
gard to the propriety of having a navy; I have voted with him on all | ernment and that they are not to allow their differences of opinion as 
the occasions when that question has been before the Senate; but there | to policies, as to new features of law, tostand in the way of the prompt 
has been during all the time the Senator has been struggling to have | and full performance of their first and primary obligation, and that is 
this construction of a navy undertaken an apparently irreconcilable dif- 
ference of opinion between the Senate and the House, both as to methods | pose. 
and upon the general question as to whether anything should be done But, Mr. President, the Senator from Maine is, as we know, an able, 
at all. The Senate is no more responsible than the House for the pres- | industrious, and faithful member of many committees of this body and 
ent condition of things, and it isnot so much responsible, because it has | especially of that on Naval Affairs. I bear willing testimony to his 
endeavored to do something which the House of Representatives has | intelligence and to his devotion to the service; but by no means do I 
not been willing toconsent to. That has not been alone the character- | yield the palm to him of any superior zeal or any stronger desire to 
istic of the existing House of Representatives, but it was the character- | make that branch of the service efficient to many of his coadjutors on 
istic also of the last House of Representatives. The naval bill as it | this floor. The Senator from Maine introduced early in the session a 
came to the Senate from the hands of the last House of Representatives, | bill to recommence the construction of a navy that had passed out ot 
which was a Republican House, contained no provision whatever for | sight. If $379,000,000 of the public money have been spent from 1865 
any new ships of the Navy or for the continuation of the construction | to this day and we have no navy, let those who spent the money ac- 
of the monitors. Both the provisions which were put upon the bill | count to the people who owned it. But whether they shall account ot 
last year were put upon it by the Senate and were stoutly resisted by | not, whether their acccount shall be satisfactory or not, is not the ques- 
the House, and only yielded after a long controversy. tion for us to-day alone. It is by our votes and by our action to supply 
[ only speak of that to show that the popular body has for some reason | deficiencies, if there have been, in ability or character or fidelity o1 
or other felt itself instructed to oppose anything which would look to | honesty or anything else that goes to make up proper and efficient pub 
building up the American Navy, and that has been no more conspicu- | lic service. 
ous, I think, in this Congress than in previous Congresses, whateve Therefore it was when the Senator from Maine presented his plan fo1 
their politics may have been. That does not, in my judgment, qualify | building six new cruisers he found in the Senate no readier assistance 
the duty of the Senate at least to make the attempt, and when the at- | than he found upon this side of the Chamber, and he will readily ad- 
tempt has been made and has been met as it has been met heretofore, | mit that. He nods assent, and it is but a very simple statement of the 
as the Senate has done what it decently and considerately ought to do | truth. I was one of those, with many of my associates around me, who 
to enforce its opinion upon the co-ordinate branch of Congress, I think | believed the time had come when all the experimental departures in 
the duty of the Senate is at an end. naval architecture and armament which had been tested at the ex 
Ido not believe that we can assume for the purpose of maintaining | pense of other countries should be availed of by our own, and that no 
this session during the summer months or for any considerable period | longer should we delay a work that had been made necessary; I say 
of time, that we know better what the country wants than the House | not now from what eause made necessary. This is neither the time 
does, that we are more considerate of the national honor or the na- | nor the hour nor the day for recrimination or otherwise of a partisan 
tional defense than the House is, or that we have any more responsi- | character. 
bility in regard to what shall be done in a legislative way with relation I say that the time had come when the recommencement and res- 
to this very important question than the House. Therefore, it seems | toration of the American flag, both*commercially and armed, upon the 
to me that we ought to be considerate of the wishes of the House and | high seas should have begun. Therefore it was that I gave an early 
of their determination, and having insisted up to the point of a disa- | and a willing vote for the six cruisers. I voted for the money to finish 
greement which is seen to be absolutely irrevocable and final, our duty | the four for which contracts had already been made. I voted for grant- 
in the premises is done. Weare not theonly guardians of the Ameri- | ing the money to finish the four double-turreted monitors which by 
can Republic or of its honor or its well-being; we alone are not concerned | the action, not of Congress, but of Mr. Thompson, the Secretary of the 
in regard to matters relating to its defense, but we share that with the | Navy, and of Mr. Hayes’s administration, were arrested in the course 
Executive and with the other branch of Congress. We have done our | of their construction and stopped from that day until two years ago 
duty, not all of it, but we have at least made an effort in the right di- | It was no act of Congress that arrested the completion and armament 
rection. ‘of those four double-turreted monitors. 


the maintenance of the Government and finding money for that pur- 


It was the act of an incom- 
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ing Secretary of the 
maladministration tht had preceded him. 

Now, Mr. President, this bill stands, as I understand, upon two points 
of difference, from both of which the Senate have receded: The one in- 
grafted upon the appropriation bill the project for the construction of 
the six cruisers which was the subject of a separate bill passed by the 
>benate by an overwhelming majority and sent to the House. The other | 
was complained of by the Senator from California [Mr. MILLER], that 
the contract for completing the Monadnock, one of the four double-tur- 
reted monitors, had not been provided for. 

Before me lies the public law of the United States which has been | 
in force for some thirteen years—it was passed in 1871—which provides 
that where the expenditure of money has not been contracted for for 
the object for which it was intended, for the fulfillment of contracts 
properly made within the year, the balance shall be carried to the sur- 
plus fund in the Treasury. Why is it that contracts have been made 
for the completion, the armament, and the fitting out for sea and for 
service of three of these monitors and not of the other? Why that 
has been I know not, but so it seems. It has certainly been the omis- 
sion or the commission of the Department in charge, but with that 
Congress has nothing whatever to do. Here stands the general law, 
passed for a general and wise policy, not to allow appropriations made 
trom year to year to be left over and to be held undistinguished in the 
hands of the Department for which they were made. It seems to me, 
with all due respect to the other branch of Congress, that unless they 
have repealed the act of 1871 they scarcely could provide money for 
a contract that was not yet made. But I believe the fact still stands, 
that there are three of these vessels under contract for which the full 
money and the full amount necessary for their completion has been 
provided by this bill. 

But the other point is whether it is wise and proper for the Senate to 
insist upon a feature of general legislation attached to an appropriation 
bill, and which every man who hears me knows can not be referred tothe 
appropriate committee of the House, towhich itshould besent. In other 
words, proposing to build a navy, the Senate has so legislated that the 
appropriate committee of the other branch of Congress can not examine 
the proposition submitted to it. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me there ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. The precise provision that the Senate incorporated on 
the naval appropriation bill for the construction of the additional ships 
was sent to the House of Representatives in a separate bill months be- 
fore the appropriation bill, was there referred to the House Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and has slept there ever since. So that the House 
committee has had months to mature the measure. 

Mr. BAYARD. That is precisely the case. I endeavored to state 
that fact as distinctly asI could. I said that I had assisted in the pas- 
sage of the bill which had been sent tothe House, and there, I take it, 
the function and the power of the Senateends. But it pleased the Sen- 
ate to proceed to legislate in the way I have described, and I do here 
reiterate that an appropriation bill containing this separate, distinct 
feature, which is of a general nature in legislation, has been incorpo- 
rated upon a bill that can not under the rules of the Senate and House 
be referred to the Naval Committee. 

I will agree that a separate bill containing the same matters had been 
referred to them; and it was a question simply of judgment, a question 
of responsibility, for which each House must stand before the country 
to answer in its own way; but there is no power and there will never 
be a power in this country, I trust in God, to enable one man to coerce 
the judgment and the conscience and the responsibility of the other. 
The American people did not deposit their power in a single House. It 
stands in two independent Houses, and they again subject to the check 
of the Executive. 

Now, I mean to say that this amendment ought never to have gone 
on this appropriation bill. I have heard the Senate Chamber ring with 
denunciation of the proposition to ingraft general legislation on Army 
and Navy appropriation bills. At this very session the Senate has re- 
sisted, and properly resisted, the ingrafting of general legislation upon 
a bill for the payment of the sundry civil expenses of the Government, 
a most meritorious amendment, anamendment intended to abate extor- 
tions and oppressions by the commissioners and clerks and officials of 
the judicial branch in many of the Southern States. That amendment 
contained seeds and suggestions of genuine reform, but I and others 
joining with the majority in the Chamber voted that it was improper 
to have associated an amendment containing reforms, however whole- 
some, on a mere bill of appropriations, and the Senate has refused to 

assent to that provision, and the House has withdrawn and conceded 
that the Senate was justified in that act. 

What is now the case? The Senate is asked now precisely to adopt 
the same rule of legislation in regard to this appropriation that it in- | 
sisted upon in regard to an amendment incorporated by the House upon | 
one of its bills. I do not say an amendment, but a change in existing 
law sent here under the forms of an appropriation bill was rejected by | 
the Senate, and the same ground and the same reasons that would urge | 
me to vote to reject the House action urge me to-day to vote to reject | 
the Senate action; and I for one desire to say that the Senate has done | 
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‘avy, who declared that he did so because of gross | well in receding from its amendment, and I will say further the amend 
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ment, in my judgment, ought never to have gone upon the bill. 

The Senator from Maine has accomplished, I think, all that was h 
duty to do when he presented the separate proposition of an increas: 
of the American Navy under the form of a bill properly passed in this 
body for the consideration of the House of Representatives. After jt 
passed from us we had no control of it. The merits or demerits of t} 
bill were no longer for us to consider. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will bear in mind that the Senate has not 
receded from its proposition to the naval appropriation bill. That il! 
is left precisely as it stood. It stands between the two Houses with 


| the Senate amendment upon it, and this bill does not put the Senat: 


in the attitude of receding, but this bill is introduced independent and 
lets all that subject go over to the next session with the Senate amend 
ment upon the appropriation bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not understand the precise position of it and 
I do not care much how the same end may be reached. 

Mr. HALE. It leaves the bill between the two Houses. 

Mr. BAYARD. Two things equal to the same thing are equa! to 
each other. I shall no more vote to compel the House to subject them 
selves to the will of the Senate, because that will has been ingrafted 
upon an appropriation bill, than I would submit to like coercion by 
the other branch in case they endeavored to ingraft a provision of gen- 
eral legislation upon an appropriation bill sent tous. I was not aware 
of the form in which this question was presented to the Senate, but | 
believe it substantially is that the Senate are asked to give their assent 
to a bill appropriating the full amount needed to maintain the Amer- 
ican Navy and execute the contracts which have been duly and legally 
made. For that bill Iam prepared to vote, and I shall neither vote 
to put on a new amendment which shall compel the House to assent 
at the cost of losing the appropriation, nor shall I vote to stay here 
longer for the purpose of accomplishing that which I believe is unjust 
to the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar of General Orders is 
before the Senate. Order of Business No. 3 is the first case on the Cal- 
endar. The title of the bill will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not see the Senator from Iowa, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations. I think he has a conference 
report to submit. I have sent for him, and I hope nothing will be 
done until he comes in. 

Mr. CONGER. I have heard no reasons given why the objection to 
the second reading of the bill should be withdrawn. I have noticed 
with regret that while the gentlemen who have charge of this bill re- 
peat their very great desire to have a bill that shall increase the Navy, 
give it growth and strength, yet both of the gentlemen who hav 
spoken who are on that committee, the Senator from Kansas [Mr 
PLUMB] and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], have unfortunate]) 
stated here distinctly that the other branch of Congress will not yield, 
and that there is no hope of securing any such result. By another da) 
it will be seen that the leaders here have given up the struggle, sub 
mitting to the inevitable, which I very much regretted to hear; but | 
have at least had the pleasure of calling the attention of the Senate 
and of the country to the condition in which this legislation and pro 
posed legislation leaves the Navy, and of showing who is responsible 
for that condition and for Congress acting with helplessness and eas 
and indifference in regard to our national defense. 

But now, sir, with the hope that this bill may be amended, that 
the clause in regard to torpedoes may be stricken out, and that th 
last clause of the bill, which covers back into the Treasury money which 
Congress has already appropriated for completing one of the vessels, 
may be stricken out, I withdraw my objection to the second reading, 
retaining, as I have the right to, I suppose, the right to make objection 
to the third reading when that stage is reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan with- 
draws his objection to the second reading of the bill, Is there objec- 
tion to its second reading ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I am sorry the Senator from Michigan 
withdrew his objection. I feel like interposing one of my own. | will 
not, but I do not give my consent. I do not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the second 
reading of the bill the title of which will be now reported ? 

The Secretary. ‘‘A bill (H. R. 7509) making temporary provision 
for the naval service.’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ing of this bill at this time ? 
be read the second time. 

The bill was read the second time by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read the second 


Is there objection to the second read 
The Chair hears none, and the bill wil! 


| time, and will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. HALE. The Committee on Appropriations has had jurisdiction 
of the subject, and it has already passed through all the phases o! 
considerat.on that would apply to the bill, and I should be very glad 
now if it could be considered for final action. I ask unanimous con 
sent that the bill may be put upon its passage. The Senator from 
California has an amendment which he desires to offer that will bring, 
up the question of the Monadnock before the two Houses. I ask 
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unanimous consent, in order to expedite the matter, that the bill be 


put on its passage. \ : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be put upon its passage. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. I understand that a majority | 
takes up the bill, does it not? I am satisfied td let it go through if | 


the majority want to carry it through, but I am not going to consent 
to it for one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no rule of the Senate that 
requires a bill to be referred. 


The Chair, waiting for a suggestion and hearing none, took the usual | 


course with the bill. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Virginia withdraws his objection. 
[s not the bill open to amendment ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent, as the Chair understands, that the bill be put upon its 
massage. 

Mr. CONGER. Does the Senator from Maine ask that ? 

Mr. HALE. The bill at present isopen to amendment, I take it. 

Mr. CONGER. Then let the Senator withdraw his request. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to any amendment being moved if any 
Senator has any to offer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Chair 
will withdraw the reference of the bill, and the bill is now before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I move tostrike out the clause relating to torpedoes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
to amend the bill by striking out the words which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the words proposed to be stricken out, as fol- 
lows: 

Or for the purchase and manufacture, after full investigation and test in the 
United States, under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, of torpedoes 
adapted to naval warfare, or of the right to manufacture the same, and for the 
fixtures and machinery necessary for operating the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan. 

The question being put, a division was called for, and the ayes were 
8, and the noes many more—— 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the demand for a division may be withdrawn 
before the numbers are announced. I voted with the Senator from 
Michigan and thoroughly sympathize with him; but I ask him under 
the cireumstances if he had not better withdraw the call for a division? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I know itis not in order, but I make a request. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw my call for a division. I regret that 
cireumstances forbid that there should not be a record of the votes of 
Senators on this proposition. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The demand for a division is with- 
drawn. The noes have it, and the amendment is disagreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move to strike out the last clause, 
beginning with the word ‘‘ nothing,’’ at the bottom of the page, to the 
end of the bill, and to insert in lieu of it what I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from California proposes 
an amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the last paragraph, 
being— 

Nothing herein contained shall be construed as appropriating money for or 
authorizing the continuation of work upon the double-turreted monitors Monad- 
nock, Terror, Amphitrite, and Puritan; and any unexpended balance now re- 
maining of the appropriation contained in said act approved March 3, 1883, for 
engines and machinery forthe said double-turreted monitors shall be covered 
into the Treasury, except such parts thereof as may be required under existing 
contracts made for the engines and machinery of the three last-named monitors. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


The eouesnetation for the engines, machinery, &c., of the double-turreted 
monitors Monadnock, Terror, Amphitrite, and Puritan contained in said act ap- 
proved March 3, 1883, shall be, and is hereby, continued, and the same is made 
available for the purpose declared in said act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. A LLISON. I ask that the Senate now take up the consular and 
diplomatic bill in order that I may move that the Senate recede from its 
amendment numbered 158. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks that 
there be laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropri- | 


ations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. The last ac- 
lion of the House of Representatives on the bill will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
In THE Hovse Or REPRESENTATIVES, July 5, 1884. 


Kesolved, That the House still further insist upon its disagreement to the one | 
hundred and fifty-eighth amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6770) mak- | might agree to it 





ing appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, and ask a further 
copference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
| Ordered, That Mr. BuRNEs, Mr. TOWNSHEND, and Mr. WASHBURN be the man- 
agers of the further conference on the part of the House. 


Mr. ALLISON. I make this motion, believing that the House of 
Representatives will not agree to this amendment, it having been twice 
| tested in that body. I regret exceedingly that I am obliged to make 
the motion in order that we may secure the passage of the bill. This 
amendment was put on the bill in this body after mature deliberation 
and consideration and in order to accomplish a great public purpose. 
The details with reference to the amendment are well known to the 
Senate. They are well known to those in the House who have the re- 
sponsibility of the passage of these bills. Therefore I assume that the 
House, thus knowing their responsibility, have deliberately refused to 
agree to the amendment which we proposed. Under these circum- 
stances I make the motion that the Senate recede. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
| the Senate recede from the only amendment open in the bill, proposed 
| by the Senate to the bill, being amendment numbered 158. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I understand the Senator from Iowa 
| to say that he is convinced the House will never agree to this amend 
ment. Did I understand him correctly? 

Mr. ALLISON nodded assent. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. This matter has been discussed in 
the Senate at considerable length, but with closed doors. It has been 
discussed elsewhere. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California can not 
allude to anything that took place with closed doors on this or any 
other measure. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I beg pardon of the Senate for having 
transgressed the rule. It has been discussed a great deal in the public 
| prints, and it has been discussed in this body. As has been stated by 
the Senator from Iowa, the reasons for such an appropriation were 
made sufficiently manifest to convince a majority of this body that the 
appropriation ought to be made. It is for the purpose, as I under- 
stand, of securing to the United States certain advantages in reference 
to the isthmus transit; and every one who has given the subject con- 
sideration can not have failed to appreciate the importance of the at- 
tempt which the Government is now making. 

I presume from the statement made by the Senator from Iowa that 
it will be impossible to.convince—it has been impossible thus far—to 
convince the conferees on the part of the House that this appropriation 
is @ necessary and proper one to be made. Ido not propose to discuss 
the matter at this late hour, but I desire to have it distinctly under- 
stood that the responsibility for whatever may happen, for whatever 
losses may be entailed on this nation, for whatever advantages other 
nations may obtain over this, the dominant power in this hemisphere, 
by the failure to make this appropriation, will not rest upon the Senate 
nor upon that committee of the Senate which has recommended this 
appropriation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Iowa that the Senate recede from this 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DISTRICT CLERICAL SERVICES. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 
286) for the payment of certain persons therein named for cleri¢al serv 
ices rendered the District of Columbia in making numerical and assess 
books; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. LOGAN. [I ask to take up the resolution just received from the 
House and have it considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 286) for the payment of certain persons 
| therein named for clerical services rendered the District of Columbia 
| in making numerical and assess books was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. GARLAND. Let it be read in full. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will be read for 
information subject to objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 








| Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized to pay the fol- 
lowing-named persons for clerical services in making numerical and “ assess 

books, namely: To F. G. Cowie, $138; toG. A. Hall, $435; to W. E. Morgan, 55 
to George 8S. Bell, $180; to Thomas B. Shoemaker, S45; to William Gr 
to E. W. W. Griffin, $900; to R. A. Fish, $900; to Frank Wilson, $900; to J. 1 
Thompson, $171; to Charles D. Merwin, $0; in all, $5,104, out of moneys appro 
priated for the District of Columbia not specifically set apart for special purposes 








in, S000 





Mr. LOGAN. I will state that this resolution is only an extract 
from a bill that passed the Senate, and the House conferees struck it out 
from the deficiency appropriation bill. After the conference report had 
been agreed to I went to see about it, and found it was stricken out 
| without a full understanding of it, and they would have agreed to it 

had they had the statements before they agreed on the conference re- 
| port: One of the conferees said he would endeavor to have a re solu- 
tion of this character passed through the House, so that the Senate 
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Mr. COCKRELL. The appropriation provided for in the joint res- 
olution was an amendment, I believe, to the deficiency bill agreed to 
by the Senate. That amendment in that bill was submitted to the 
House conferees. It was disagreed to with a full knowledge and with 
all the information we now have upon it. The Senate necessarily had 
to recede. What has changed the views of the House in regard to the 
matter I do not know. Itisaremarkable proceeding. Believing that 
we were doing justice and were right in placing the amendment on the 
bill and insisting upon holding it there as long as we could, and that 
the conferees were wrong then and the House is right now in passing 
the measure, I shall not object to its consideration, but simply ask that 
a provision be put in to make the District liable to one-half of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). Is there 
objection to the second reading of the joint resolution? The Chair 
hears none. 

The joint resolution was read the second time, and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I find in looking at the resolution that the pro- 
vision is sufficient. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to move an adjournment until 9 o’clock to-mor- 
row, if there be no objection on the part of the Senator from Iowa. 

Several SENATORS. Ten. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see no objection to the motion unless it should 
turn out that the House should disagree to our amendment to the 
naval bill just passed, and in that case it might be necessary to have 
another conference 

Mr. HOAR. This will give three hours before 12 for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate adjourn until 9 o’clock to-mor- 
row 

Mr.SHERMAN. Before that motion is put I ask whether any hour 
has been fixed for final adjournment? 

Mr. ALLISON. No hour has been fixed for final adjournment, and 
I think none should be fixed te-night. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will say 
10 o'clock. 

Mr. HOAR. It ought to be 9. 

Mr. MORGAN. Weought to have a brief executive session. I hope 
the Senator from Massachusetts will allow us to have a brief executive 
session. 

Mr. HOAR. I will modify my motion and move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened; when, on motion of Mr. HoAR (at 11 
o’clock and 20 minutes p. m., Sunday, July 6), the Senate adjourned 
to meet at 10 o’clock a. m. on Monday, July 7. 


SESSION. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 5, 1884. 


The House met at 9 o’clock a. m. 
JOHN 8S. Linpsay, D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


SENATE REPORT ON LABOR AND CAPITAL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution of the 
Senate; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the réport 
of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor on the relations between labor 
and capital, with the accompanying testimony, be printed; and that 25,000 ad- 
ditional copies be printed, of which 8,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 16,000 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 copies for the use of the 
Senate Committee on Education and Labor. 


IRRIGATION IN CALIFORIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following resolution of 
the Senate; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 2,000 copies of Executive Document No. 290, first session Forty-third 
Congress, relating to irrigation of the San Joaquin, Tulare, and Sacramento Val- 


leys, California, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 1,000 
copies for the use of the House. 


WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from 
the president of the Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company, 
transmitting the treasurer’s annual report of the company’s receipts 
and disbursements for the year ending December 31, 1883; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House take a recess unti] 11 
o’clock this morning. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. A motion for a recess is pending. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the morning hour be dispensed 
with. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order pending a motion fv: 
a recess. . 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. RANDALL, ther 
were—ayes 26, noes 11. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND) 
makes the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Can we not dispense with the morning hour by 
unanimous consent and then take a recess ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam willing that shall be done. 

The SPEAKER. The House can do almost anything by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
be dispensed with. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the motion again. 

The question being again put on the motion of Mr. RANDALL that 
the House take a recess until 11 o’clock a. m., it was agreed to; and 
@ recess was accordingly taken. 

The recess having expired, the House at 11 o’clock a. m. resumed its 
session. 


I ask unanimous consent that the morning hou: 


[Cries of ‘*‘ Regular order !’’] 
The regular order is the motion for the recess 
I understand that the point of no quorum is 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of Barbara A 
Cheney. 

INVESTIGATION 


Mr. THOMPSON. [ask unanimous consent for the consideration and 
adoption of a resolution proposing an investigation to obtain informa- 
tion needed by the Pacific Railroads Committee and which can not be 
obtained without an investigation of this kind. This information is 
important in its connection with bills which have been before us fo: 
some time to regulate freight and fares on these roads; and it isalso de- 
sirable to obtain information whether the late report made by Govern 
ment experts was in any way modified, suppressed, or changed. Isend 
the resolution to the desk and ask unanimous consent for its immediate 
consideration and adoption. 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not object to any resolution proposinga necessary) 
investigation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THompson] 
asks unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of a resolution 
which will be read, after which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Speaker of this House appoint a committee of five men 
bers from the Committee on Pacific Railroads to investigate the affairs of th« 
Union Pacific Railway Company, the Central Pacific Railroad Company, an‘ 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and report what was the cost of building 
the same, whether at any time the net earningsof said roads have in either cas 
been greater than 10 per cent. of its cost after deducting all expenditures, & 
as provided in the act of 1862, and whether the right to reduce and fix by law 
the rates of fare on said roads, or either of them, has accrued and should be ex 
ercised by the United States; also, whether the recent report of the Govern 
ment accountants was suppressed, withheld, altered, or modified by any on« 
if so, by whom and at whose instance and for what purpose; and whether any 
contract or combination was entered into between any of the officials of said 
railroads and any officer of the Government, or arrangements made to delay 
influence action upon the part of Congress in regard to said reads, and whether 
any of the funds or securities of either of said roads have been inany way mis 
appropriated or misapplied; and for this purpose they may send for persons 
and papers,swear witnesses, employ clerks, accountants,and other necessary 
labor, may visit and hold meetings{on any portion of said roads in cities in which 
their papers are kept during the recess of Congress; and the expenses of said 
investigation, not to exceed $10,000, shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. 
this resolution ? 

Mr. BELFORD. 
lution. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Let the resolution first come before the Hous 
and if the gentleman wishes to move an amendment I will yield to him 
for that purpose. 

Mr. BELFORD. I will take my chance now. I do not wish to put 
an amendment in. I wish to inquire whether there is not in the Treas 
ury Department a railroad commissioner who makes every year a re- 
port to the Government. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELFORD. As to the condition of all these railroads? 

Mr. THOMPSON. But, sir, it is so insufficient on the very points 
which we desire to investigate that we have been induced to make this 


OF PACIFIC RATLROADS. 


Is there objection to the present consideration 0! 


I wish to make an inquiry in regard to this reso 
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request for additional information. Thereis no information in the Rail- | 
road Commissioner’s report relating to the rates of fare; none at all, sir; | 
and therefore we have asked to make this investigation. We have had | 
these bills before us and we have not had any data upon which we can | 
report to the House any legislation. We have to make this investiga- 
tion before we will be able tosubmit any report to the House for action 
which will be at all satisfactory. | 

Mr. BELFORD. I understand this Government made appropriation | 
to aid in the construction of the Union Pacific Railroad 

Mr. McCOID. I object. 

Mr. BELFORD. And the Central Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will let the 
resolution pass. 

Mr. BELFORD. I hope the gentleman will be willing to let the res- 
olution be considered. 

Mr. McCOID. It is unnecessary. It is too late a day in the session 
to provide for a junketing expedition. 

Mr. THOMPSON. _I wish to say to the gentleman from Iowa [cries | 
of ‘* Regular order !’’] that there is no junketing expedition about it. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] This investigation is absolutely de- 
manded. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded and there 
is nothing before the House. 

EXPLANATION. 


Mr. STEELE. Last night during the call of the roll I stated that I 
was paired with my colleague, Mr. LAMB, and for that reason I wished | 
to withdraw my vote unless necessary tomake aquorum. Afterward I 
stated that as Mr. LAMB and myselt would vote the same way I would 
let my vote stand. 





| 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that every gentleman 
present to-day will vote to make a quorum, as that is understood in 
every pair which has been made between members. 

Mr. REED demanded the regular order of business. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 36. 

So (two-thirds not having voted in the aflirmative) the morning hour 
was not dispensed with. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us have the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. TULLY, by unanimous consent, was granted indefinite leave of | 
absence on account of important business. 





LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. YOUNG, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print in 
the RECORD some remarks on the Mexican pension bill. 


CRAIG VS. SHELLEY. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. In behalf of my colleague on the Com- 
mittee on Elections [Mr. Davis, of Missouri] I desire to submit‘a re- 
port from that committee in the case of Craig against Shelley, of Ala- 


bama. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution accompanying 
the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Charles M. Shelley was not elected a Representative in the 


Forty-eighth Congress from the fourth district of Alabama, and is not entitled 
to a seat in said Congress. 


Resolved, That George A. Craig was elected a Representative in the Forty- | 


eighth Congress from the fourth district of Alabama, and is entitled to a seat in 
svid Congress. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BENNETT, by unanimous consent, presented the views of the 


minority, which were also ordered to be printed with the report of the | 


committee. 


Lands, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 442) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interiur to issue to George K. Otis duplicates of cer- 
tain land-warrants lost while in the possession of the officers of the Gov- 


ernment; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 


be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, LYNN, MASS. 


Mr. WEMPLE (by Mr. REESE), from the Committee on Public 


| Buildings and Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4781 


for the erection of a post-office building at Lynn, Mass.; which was re- 


| ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 


and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, WILKES BARRE, PA. 


Mr. PUSEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5138) for the purchase 


of a site and the erection of a public building at the city of Wilkes 


Barre, Pa.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


to be printed. 
WASHINGTON’S HEADQUARTERS, MORRISTOWN, N. J 
Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back the joint resolution (H. Res. 197) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to assist in canceling the debt and in enlarging and im- 


| proving the grounds and collections of Washington’s Headquarters in 


Morristown, N. J., and in securing suitable ground in which to gather 


| the remains of Revolutionary soldiers there buried, and in erecting a 


monument over the same; which was referred to the Committee of the 


Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
| report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, PLYMOUTH, MASS 
Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for H. R. 4095, a bill (H. R. 7506) for a pub- 
lic building at Plymouth, Mass.; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, LA FAYETTE, IND. 
Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5486) for the pur- 


| chase of a site and the-erection of a public building thereon in the city 


of La Fayette, Ind.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MATERIAL FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, also reported back, with the recommendation that it be 
adopted, a resolution referred to said committee directing an inquiry 
into all matters pertaining to workmanship, the furnishing of material 
and quality of the same, for the construction of public buildings, and 
also with reference to expenses pertaining to the same; which was 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the House Calendar. 

PETER M. HAGLER. 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 252) granting a pension to Peter M. Hagler; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CAROLINE HIGGERSON. 

Mr. CULLEN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 1856) granting a pension to Caroline Higgerson; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 


CANADIAN RECIPROCITY TREATY. 
| Mr. HITT (in behalf of Mr. BELMONT), from the Committee on For- 





DELEGATE FROM MONTANA. 


Mr. RANNEY, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Elec- 
tions, submitted a report, accompanied by the following resolution: 

_ Resolved, That Martin Maginnis was duly elected as a Delegate from the Ter- 
ritory of Montana in the Forty-eighth Congress, and is entitled to a seat as said 
Delegate. 

Mr. RANNEY. The committee was unanimous in that report, and I 
presume there will be no objection to its adoption at this time. 

The SPEAKER. It would be irregular to do so during the call of 
committees for reports, but it can be called up again. 

PRAIRIE BAND QF POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 

Mr. PERKINS (by Mr. Funston), from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3622) to pro- 
vide for the sale of the lands belonging tothe Prairie Band of Pottawat- 
omie Indians in Kansas; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE K. OTIS. 


Mr. LEWIS (by Mr. ScALEs), from the Committee on the Public 


eign Affairs, reported back the joint resolution (H. Res. 32) requesting 

| the President to negotiate with Great Britain for a renewal of the Cana- 

| dian reciprocity treaty of 1884; which was referred to the House Cal- 

endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 
WILSON W. BROWN AND OTHERS. 


Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
| back witha favorable recommendation the bill (S. 337) granting a pen 


_| sion to Wilson W. Brown and others; which was referred to the Con 


| mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom 
| panying report, ordered to be printed 
JAMES KING. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also r¢ 
ported back with favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2049) grant 
ihg a pension to James King; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


JEREMIAH M’ CARTY 


Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions reported back with 
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amendments the bill (H. R. 6029) for the relief of Jeremiah McCarty; | A bill (H. R. 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CLAIMS REFERRED UNDER THE BOWMAN ACT. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on 
Claims, I desire to submit a report with reference to the claims referred 
by that committee to the Court of Claims, under the act of March 3, 
1883, with an accompanying statement. While there is no rule that 
requires this report to be made, I think itis one that ought to be made 
for the information of the House, and I understand the Committee on 
Rtules have prepared and are ready to report a rule to cover the case. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be printed in the Journal if there 
he no objection. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

THEODORE TEED. 
Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, from the Committee on Claims, reported a 
bill (H. R. 7507) for the relief of Theodore Teed; which was read a 
tirst and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


H. J. T. 


Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, from the Committee on Claims, also reported 
back the bill (H. R. 6661) for the relief of H. J. T. Moss; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

G. ALEXANDER RAMSEY. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, from the Committee on Claims, also reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 2200) providing for the relief 
of G. Alexander Ramsey; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


ISSUE 


MOSS. 


OF DUPLICATE CHECKS. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, from the Committee on Claims, also reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1705) to provide for 
the issue of duplicate checks; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PRESENTATION OF COMMITTEE REPORTS. 

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Printing, reported back with 
amendments the joint resolution (H. Res. 263) providing for the pres- 
ervation of reportsof committees; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


COLLECTION AND INDEXING OF COMMITTEE REPORTS. 


Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Printing, also reported a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 285) providing for the collection and indexing of 
the reports of committees; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN DAILY. 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 2916) for the relief of John Daily; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
und, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FLAVIA A. HASKELL. 


Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1627) 
granting a pension to Flavia A. Haskell; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. DENSON. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4316) for 
the relief of John F. Denson; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted to 
Mr. STORM, on account of sickness. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
House of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (H. R. 137) for the relief of Betsy A. Mower; 

A bill (H. R. 284) for the relief of Mary G. Hawk; 

A bill (H. R. 569) granting a pension to Reuben Marshall; 

A bill (H. R. 709) granting a pension to Robert L. Willey; 

A bill (H. R. 747) granting an increase of pension to Fannie S. Beau- 
mont; 

A bill (H. R. 2089) granting a pension to Margaret Wiggins; 

A bill (H. R. 2091) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca Hall; 
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3056) to constitute a bureau of navigation in the Treas- 
ury Department; 
A bill (H. R. 2869) for increase of pension of Martha Stribling, widow 
of Cornelius K. Stribling, late arear-admiral in the United States Navy: 
A bill (H. R. 4457) granting a pension to J. G. Crawford; : 
A bill (H. R. 4530) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Foley: 
A bill (H. R. 4568) granting a pension to Andrew J. Konkle; 
A bill (H. R. 6766) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna J. Foster; and 
A bill (H. R. 6767) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Virginia 
Zeilin. 


PRINTING OF DIGEST. 


Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent to report from the Committee 
on Rules for present consideration the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That 2,500 copies of the Digest of the second session of the Forty- 
eighth Congress be printed and bound for the use of the House at said session, 


Mr. REED. This is simply to print the usual number of copies of 
the Digest for the next session. 

Mr. COX, of New York. That is all right. 

The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. RBED moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask unanimous consent to call up a bill from the 
Calendar to relieve a gentleman of his disabilities. It will not take a 
moment. 

Mr. DUNN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to present a bill for reference. . I understand 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] does not object to the in- 
troduction of bills for reference. 

There was no objection. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. PETERS, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 750s) 
in relation to the appointment of clerks to the United States district 
courts in Washington Territory; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNIE HOLBORN. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 4774) for the relief of 
Annie Holborn; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—BOTKIN VS. MAGINNIS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The regular or- 
der is the consideration of the contested-election case reported by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY]. 

The report is as follows: 


Mr. Ranney, from the Committee on ‘Elections, submitted the following re- 
ort : 

, Martin Maginnis and A. C. Botkin, respectively the candidates of the Demo- 
cratic and Republican parties for member of the Forty-eighth Congress in Mon- 
tana Territory. 

In a total vote of 23,318, Mr. Maginnis was declared by the proper authorities 
to have been elected by a majority of 1,484 votes. 

Mr. Botkin, contesting, in his notice of grounds of contest says: 

NOTICE OF CONTEST. 
HELENA, Mont., December 30, 1882. 

Str: You will please take notice that I will contest your election and return 
as Delegate to the Forty-eighth Congress for the Territory of Montana. The 
grounds upon which I rely in said contest are as follows: 

1. That a large number of illegal and fraudulent votes, to wit, three thousand 
(3,000), were cast, counted, and canvassed for you in the counties of Custer, Daw- 
son,and Missoula, in said Territory. 

2. That polling places were established in the counties of Caster, Dawson, and 
Missoula aforesaid without authority of law, and in violation of the statutes of 
Montana Territory, at which polling places a large number of votes, to wit, two 
thousand (2,000), were cast, counted, and canvassed for you. 

3. That the precinct or polling place designated as Cross River, and alleged in 
the return to be in Gallatin County, in said Territory, was situate upon an Indian 
reservation, to wit,upon the reserve for the Crow Indians, at which said pre- 
cinct or polling place 295 votes were cast, counted, and canvassed for you, and 
79 for this contestant. 

4. Thatin the counties of Custer, Gallatin, and Missoula men employed in the 
construction and operation of the Northern Pacific Railroad were coerced to 
vote for you by intimidation and threats of discharge from contractors, subcon- 
tractors, and other employers. 

5. That the votes cast in the several counties of the said Territory were not 
counted, returned, and canvassed in accordance with law. . 

Very respectfully, 
ALEXANDER C. BOTKIN 
Hon. MARTIN MAGINNIS. 


The committee are of the opinion that there is such a want of particularity in 
all of the assignments save the third that they might well be disregarded. But, 
waiving the question of particularity, the committee conclude that the polling 
places established in the counties of Custer, Dawson,and Missoula were not 
without authority of law. We regard the statute prescribing that precincts shal! 
be established at the regular meeting immediately preceding the general elec- 
tion to be directory rather than mandatory in its character. And, following the 
familiar rule in such cases, we do not hesitate to say that their designation at 


* another time, in the interests of a free and convenient ballot, was such an exer- 
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cise of power as the commissioners might well indulge in. However this may 
be. the committee do not find that there was any wrong or injury done, or that 
there was any fraud in the matter. 

The statute referred to isas follows: ; ; 

“Sec. 5. Itshall be the duty of the commissioners of the several counties, at their 
regular session immediately preceding said general election, to appoint three 
discreet and capable persons, possessing the qualifications of electors, to act as | 
judges of election in each township or precinct; and said board shall designate 
one or more of said judges, whose duty it shall be to post up, or cause to be posted 
up, in each precinct or township, notices of election in the manner hereinafter 
yrovided. Said board of commissioners shall also set off and establish at said 
meeting townships or precincts when the same may be necessary. And the 
clerk of said board shall make out and forward by mail, immediately after the 
appointment of said judges, a notice thereof in writing directed to each of said 
indges so appointed. In case there shall be no post-office in any one or more 
of the townships or precincts in any county, then in that event the clerk shall 
forward notices of such appointment by mail to the post-office nearest to such 
precinet or township, directed to the judges as aforesaid. If inany ofthe town- | 
ships or precinets any of said judges refuse or neglect to serve, the voters of such 
township or precinct may elect a judge or judges to fill vacancies on the morning 
of the election to serve at such elections. 

. - ~ * * - * 

‘Spec. 14. It shall be lawful for any elector to vote for Delegate to Congress at 
any place of holding elections in this Territory, and for members of the Legis- 
lative Assembly, and all other officers at any place for holding elections within | 
the particular limits for which such member of the Legislative Assembly and 
such other officers are to be elected: Provided, That an elector qualified to vote 
for part and not all of the officers to be chosen at any election shall vote an open 
ballot, and the judges may determine the legality of such vote.” 

There is some proof tending to show that “ soldiers’ voted at this election. 
In the opinion of witnesses these * soldiers’’ were from forty to one hundred 
and fifty in number. We do not feel that we are justified in presuming that 
because the contestant and his witnesses have seen fit to designate these per- 
sons as soldiers that they are therefore necessarily incompetent as electors. 

In his description of them, and of their qualifications as electors, contestant 
has contented himself with saying they were soldiers. There is no evidence 
that they were not residents of the Territory ; that they had not been residents 
of the Territory long prior to any enlistment in the United States service, if it 
is claimed that they were in the United States service—a proposition by no 
means clear in the light of the proofs. But if it is admitted that they were en- 
listed men of the United States Army, and are therefore incompetent as elect- 
ors, the committee are still left in doubt as to how and for whom these incompe- 
tent electors cast their ballots. 

Your committee are not willing to say, in the light of the proofs, that the ap- 
parently large vote at Miles City and at other new towns along the line of the 
railway indicate illegal voting. Under the law of the Territory the voters did 
not need to be residents where they.voted. In all new countries the voting 


population is large compared with the entire population. The rule that one in | 


tive of the total population is a voter, that holds good in the older and more 
densely populated portions of the United States, is not a true rule in the new 


and sparsely settled regions. In the latter the male adults are much more nu- 
merous, and the argument that contestant attempts to make by showing the | 


total population and the total vote we regard as an unfair one, and refuse to 
give it the weight he desires we should. 

Your committee do not find that ilegaland fraudulent votes were cast for the 
contestee in Custer, Dawson, and Missoula Counties. In our judgment, the 


proofs are entirely wanting to show thatin Custer, Gallatin, and Missoula Coun- | 


ties men employed in the construction and operation of the Northern Pacific 
Railroad were coerced to vote for contestee by intimidation and threats of dis- 
charge by contractors, subcontractors, or other employers. In our judgment, 
no proofs are adduced establishing this ground of contest. 

So far as we may judge from the evidence introduced and the argument of 


counsel, the fifth assignment, namely, that the votes cast in the several counties | 


of the said Territory were not counted, returned, and canvassed in accordance 
with law, has been abandoned by contestant. We do not find anything in the 
record tending to sustain this allegation. 

The committee are therefore unanimous in the opinion that the following 
resolution should be reported to and be adopted by the House: 

‘ Resolved, That Martin Maginnis was duly elected as a Delegate from the 
Territory of Montana in the Forty-eighth Congress, and is entitled to his seat 
as such Delegate.”’ 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Martin Maginnis was duly elected a Delegate from the Terri- 
tory of Montana in the Forty-eighth Congress, and is entitled to his seat as such 
Delegate. 

Mr. RANNEY. In this case the Committee on Elections have unani- 
mously reported in favor of the sitting Delegate. I know of no reason 
why the resolution should not be adopted. 

The resolution was unanimously adopted. 

Mr. RANNEY moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Lask unanimous consent to have printed 
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decided majority refused to proceed with the consideration of it. The 
action of the House at that time was taken by Mr. SKINNER and his 
friends as evidence that the temper of the House was against the con- 
sideration of the case at this session. Mr. SKINNER went away under 
that impression, and I think it would be obviously an injustice to him 


| to proceed with the case in his absence in view of all that has trans- 


pired. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to passing the case over? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I object. 

Mr. BENNETT. I move to postpone the further consideration of the 
report in this case until the second Monday in December, 1884. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—CRAIG VS. SHELLEY. 


The SPEAKER. The next matter in regular order is the contested- 
election case of Craig vs. Shelley, fourth Congressional district of Ala- 


| bama, reported this morning by the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. 


TURNER] for his colleague, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Davis]. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. With regard to this case it is due to the 
gentleman from Missouri, in whose behalf I presented that report, to 
say there was an understanding arrived at in the committee with the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT], who is in charge of 
the views of the minority, that that matter should not be called up for 
one week after the case was decided by the Committee on Elections. 
In view of that understanding, I ask that the case may go over 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks that the case 
| may be passed over for the present. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that the House 
| now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar 
for the purpose of considering pension bills. 

Many Members. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular orderis equivalent to 
an objection. The regular order would be a motion, if made, to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose 
| of considering bills raising revenue or general appropriation bills 

Mr. HENLEY. I desire to submit a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENLEY. I move to take from the Speaker’s table Senate 
amendments to House bill 7162—— , 

The SPEAKER. That is not a privileged motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the regular order ? 

The SPEAKER. Any motion that may be made in order. 

Mr. HENLEY. I have the floor, I believe. I move to take from 
the Speaker’s table the Senate amendments to House bill 7162 to for- 
feit the unearned lands granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad 
| Company to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line 
from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacifie coast, and to 
restore the same to settlement, and for other purposes. I desire toask 
the House to non-concur in those amendments, and I will state that 
they are so radical and change so entirely the purport and scope of the 
| bill as it originally passed the House that they can not be consistently 

concurred in by the House. I therefore ask the House to non-concur in 
| those amendments. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to know what the amendments are. 

The SPEAKER. They will be read before the question is taken 
upon non-concurrence. Is there objection to considering the Senate 
amendments to the bill indicated by the gentleman from California 
[Mr. HENLEY]? 

Mr. BELFORD. I object, unless we can have an opportunity to 
consider the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] 
states that he desires to move to non-concur in the amendments, and 
that motion is debatable unless the previous question shall be ordered. 

Mr. HENLEY. On that motion I demand the previous question 

Mr. STRAIT. I object to the consideration of the bill and the Sen- 





in the RECORD a petition in favor of the educational bill signed by 5,000 | ate amendments. 


citizens of the city of New York and elsewhere. 
Several members called for the regular order. 
CONTESTED ELECTION—POOL VS. SKINNER. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of the con- 


tested-election case of Charles C. Pool vs. Thomas G. Skinner, first Con- 


gressional district of North Carolina. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. It is entirely agreeable to me to take | Mr. HEWITT. of Alabama. 


that case up at any time when it will suit the convenience of the House. 
But some appeal was made to me on account of the absence of the gen- 
tleman interested in the result of the case, that it should be postponed. 


The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the bill with the Senate 
amendments is not before the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to go to the business on the Speaker’s 
table, and will state that my purpose is to reach the Mexican pension 
bill with Senate amendments. 
| Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I rise toa privileged motion 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

I move that the House now proceed to 
consider the special order fixed by resolution of the House on the 18th 
of February last, being House bill 3962 granting pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war and other wars therein named, 


If it is to be gone into, we ought to proceed at once to a decision. But | and for other purposes. 


if there is any reason why it should not now be tried, I suggest that 


reason should be given to the House at this time. I will inquire of | first taken upon the motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
y | HEWITT}. 

Mr. DUNN Is it in order, pending these motions, to move that the 
»| House now take a recess? 


The SPEAKER. It is. 


the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] if there is any 
reason why that case should not now be disposed of? 

Mr. BENNETT. The House will recall the fact that a few days ag 
the case of Pool vs. Skinner was called up, and the House by a very 





The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House the question will be 
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Mr. DUNN. Then I make the motion that the House take a recess 
until 1 o’clock. I am informed that the conference committees will 
have work ready for us by that hour. 

Mr. MILLS. And we can not do anything between now and then. 

The SPEAKER. A motion fora recess is a privileged motion under 
the rules, and takes precedence of the other motions now pending. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 78, noes 
an 
av 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. No quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DuNN and Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR 
were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 

90 


ayes 8A, noes 22. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR (one of the tellers). No quorum has 
voted. 


The SPEAKER. The tellers will continue the count, and gentle- 
men who have not voted are requested to vote in order to make a quo- 
rum 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I would like to make a proposition to 
the House, if in order. There are lying upon the Speaker’s table a 
number of House pension bills returned from the Senate with amend- 
ments. I ask unanimous consent that the Mexican pension bill be 
temporarily laid aside, and that those individual pension bills be taken 
up and the amendments considered. 

The SPEAKER. The Mexican pension bill has not yet been reached. 
A motion is pending to go to the Speaker’s table, and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] states that he makes that motion for 
the purpose of reaching that bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am willing to adopt the proposition of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ]. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I have no objection to that. 

Many MEMBERS. Regular order! ' 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order is equivalent to 
an objection. The Chair, however, will state the request and then gen- 
tlemen can object ina formal way if they desire to do so. The gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] asks unanimous consent that all the 
pending motions be withdrawn, and that the House proceed to the con- 
sideration of House pension bills with Senate amendments now upon 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
pension bill. 

The SPEAKER. 


The motion is not to withdraw the Mexican 


The Mexican pension bill is not up. 

Mr. DUNN (one of the tellers). I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I call for the yeas and nays at once, as 
I think that would be an economy of time. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will make their report. 

The tellers reported that there were ayes 112, noes 34. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and there 
were—ayes 21, noes 79. 

The SPEAKER. More than one-fifth voting in the affirmative, the 
veas and nays are ordered. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered, there being 35 in the affirmative (more than 
one-fifth of a quorum); and Mr. Josepu D. TayLor and Mr. DuNN 
were appointed. 

Mr. PERKINS. Before the vote is taken on ordering the yeas and 
nays I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the motion for a recess should be voted down, 
will a motion to go to the Speaker’s table for the purpose of considering 
House pension bills with Senate amendments be in order? ; 

The SPEAKER. It would not, except by unanimous consent. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 7, noes 74. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER. On the motion that the House take a recess there 
were ayes 78, noes 33 

Mr. KEIFER. I make the point there is no quoram voting. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will it be in order to go to the business 
on the Speaker's table? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is the motion I have made. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But the gentleman from I) linois made 
it coupled with the motion to take up the Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. No; I did not. 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order to move to go to the 
business on the Speaker's table for the purpose of taking up any par- 
ticular measure, unless by unanimous consent; and the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois was a general one, to go to the business upon 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. 
ness on the Speaker’s table for the purpose of taking up House bills 
returned with Senate amendments, and let us dispose of them. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is exactly what I am willingto do when 
we go to the Speaker's table. 


I call for tellers on ordering the yeas 


Then let the motion be to go to the busi- | 
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, 


| Mr. GUENTHER. In that case it will be well to withdraw the 
| point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the point of no quorum be withdrawn, then 
| the vote being 78 to 33, the House takes a recess. 

| Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the point of no quorum will be with- 
| drawn so that we may go to the business upon the Speaker’s table. 
and then we can take up bills of the House returned with Senate 
amendments, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moved to proceed to 
the consideration of business on the Speaker’s table, and pending 
that the gentleman from Alabama moved to proceed to the considera 
| tion of the special order heretofore made by the House; which is a 
motion having precedence over the motion of the gentleman from I]li- 
| nois. If the motion to take a recess be now withdrawn the question 
first recurs on the motion of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the motion be agreed to, and it lx 
also agreed that we shall pass over the Mexican pension bill, I wil! 
withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER. Then the only question remaining is the motion 
of the gentleman from Arkansas to take a recess; which is still pending 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman from Arkansas will with- 
draw his motion we can adjust this matter, I think. 

Mr. DUNN. I will withdraw it, as that seems te be the wish of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The pending motions are all withdrawn except 
the motion to proceed to the consideration of business on the Speaker's 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am willing now, Mr. Speaker, that the Mexi- 
can pension bill may temporarily be laid aside until the bills referred 
to by the gentleman from Iowa, House bills returned with Senate amend- 
ments, shall be taken up and considered. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. No, no; the question was that the Mexi- 
can pension bill should be passed over altogether, and it was only on 
that condition I consented to go to the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is what I am trying to do; and for that 
purpose I move that the Mexican pension bill be laid aside temporarily 
until those House bills with Senate amendments can be disposed of. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I agreed to go to the business upon the 
Speaker’s table on condition that the Mexican pension bill should be 
passed over. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The House having gone to the business on the 
Speaker’s table, and the first business on the Speaker’s table being the 
Mexican pension bill, I move that it be temporarily laid aside. 

The SPEAKER. But that is exactly what the gentleman from Ala- 
bama objects to. His understanding was that it should be laid aside; 
not temporarily, but laid aside. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Until these bills have been disposed of. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. No; that was not the understanding 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 
Will it be in order to ask unanimous consent to take up and pass a 
House bill with Senate amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Iask unanimousconsent. It is House 
bill 1985, where there was a clerical error, and the amendment from 
the Senate merely corrects that clerical error. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us take up all House bills granting pensions 
to private individuals with Senate amendments, without saying any- 
thing else. 

Mr. CALKINS. How many bills are on the Speaker’s table with 
Senate amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. There were eight. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I did not understand there was any 
objection to my bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands now there are only three 
of them, some having been disposed of. 

Mr. CALKINS. What we want to do, Mr. Speaker, is to go to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar to consider and 
pass Senate bills which have come over. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That can be done afterward. 

Mr. DUNN. I think we had better have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The House has agreed to go to the consideration 
of the business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the Mexican pen- 
sion bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that be laid aside temporarily. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I am not going to be trapped by any 
snap judgment of that kind. I demand thatthe understanding be car- 
ried out. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the gentleman’s understanding ? 
| Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That we should go to the Speaker's 
| table for the pu-j ose of taking up private pension bills passed by the 

House and returred with amendments by the Senate, and now upon 
the Speaker’s ta’)'e. 

















1884. 





Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. To that I have no objection. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is no objection whatever to taking up | 


the bills mentioned by the gentleman from Alabama, but I wish it to 
be distinctly understood that when they are disposed of I shall renew 
my motion to takeup the Mexican pension bill. Thatisall I ever have 
agreed to. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
hill was to be passed over. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Until the others were disposed of, only. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let us go on, then, with the business. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
That was not the understanding at all. 

Mr. DUNN. I renew my motion that the House take a recess until 
1 o'clock. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 57. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make one appeal to the 
common sense of this House. I move that this Mexican pension bill 
and amendments be postponed and made the special order for the second 
Tuesday in December next. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order pending the motion for the 
recess. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

The SPEAKER. 
vote, under the impression that the point of order was made in the Hall 
that no quorum had voted. Ifthe Chair was mistaken in that respect 
the motion for a recess has not been agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I demand the regular order, which is the mo- 
tion I have made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I submitted a motion that the House proceed 
to business on the Speaker’s table, which was agreed to. Pending 
that the gentleman from Missouri comes in and submits his motion to 
postpone the consideration of the pension bill now upon the table to a 
fixed time. Is that in order? 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Illinois was 
agreed to. The Mexican pension bill is now before the House for con- 
sideration. Pending the consideration of that bill the gentleman from 
Missouri moves its postponement, which motion is in order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I rise toa privileged motion. I move 
to proceed with the special order of February 18, which makes the Mexi- 
can pension bill a special order on that day and from day to day there- 
after until disposed of. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is notin order, for we have the Mexican 
pension bill now under consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama calls up the special 
order. The House has determined to proceed with the consideration 
of business on the Speaker’s table. The Mexican pension bill is the 
first business on the Speaker’s table. It has not been taken up and no 
motion made with reference to it except the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri to postpone its consideration to a time fixed. 

Mr. CALKINS. That motion is in order ? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then upon that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. CALKINS. Iask if it is not the intention of the gentleman 
to make this a continuing order ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It ought to be. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I insist that my motion takes preced- 
ence of that. I call up the special order and ask if that has not pri- 
ority ? 

The SPEAKER. 


That was notthe understanding. That 


That has been voted down. 


The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 


When this bill is actually under consideration, 


and a motion is pending in regard to it, the Chair thinks that no other | 


motion to call up a new subject is in order until this is disposed of in 
some manner. If the gentleman from Alabama desires to make his 
motion to call up the special order, he must make it when some other 
matter is not actually pending before the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
second Tuesday in December? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves that the fur- 


To postpone the consideration to the 


ther consideration of this bill and the Senate amendments be postponed | 


until the second Tuesday in December next. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the gentleman from Missouri propose a 
continuing order ? 

Mr. BURNES. I have no objection—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Missouri, as I under- 
stand, amends his motion further that it shall be considered from day 
to day until disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated the motion of the gentleman 


from Missouri as he himself put it. 


Does anybody object to that ? | 


| 


I will not agree to that arrangement. | 


The Chair had not announced the result of the | 
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I demand the previous question on the motion of | 
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The question is on agreeing to the demand for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Missouri that the further consideration of this bill and the 
Senate amendments thereto be postponed until the second Tuesday in 
December next. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Theconsideration to continue from day to day. 

Mr. WASHBURN, Mr. ROBINSON of Ohio, and others demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
to the motion? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. The previous question is pending. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to know 
if this vote should be taken by yeas and nays, and the fact disclosed 
that no quorum is present, whether any other business can be taken up 
at present ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. There is a quorum. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. There is clearly a quorum present un- 
less they mean to filibuster against this bill on the other side. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 





Is it in order to move an amendment 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 103) granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson; 

A bill (H. R. 562) granting a pension to H. E. Van Trees; and 

A bill (H. R. 570) granting a pension to M. H. Clements. 

MEXICAN WAR PENSION BILL. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BURNEs to postpone 
until the second Tuesday in December the further consideration of the 
Mexican war pension bill; and there were—yeas 55, nays 135, not vot- 
ing 134; as follows: 


YEAS—55. 
Adams, J. J. Crisp, Herbert, Pryor, 
Alexander, Culberson, D. B. Hewitt, G. W. Reese, 
Barksdale, Dargan, Hunt, Rogers, J. H. 
| Bennett, Dibble, Jones, J. H. Seymour, 
Blanchard, Dibrell, Lanham, Stewart, Charles 
Blount, Dunn, Lyman, Taylor, J. M. 


Miller, J. F. 
Mills. 
Mitchell, 


Tillman, 
Tucker, 
Turner, H.G 


Eaton, 
Findlay, 
Garrison, 


Breckinridge, 
Broadhead, 
Buchanan, 


Burnes, Gibson, Murphy, Turner, Oscar 
Caldwell, Graves, Oates, Van Eaton, 
Cassidy, Halsell, Peel, Wellborn, 
Clay, Hancock, Pierce, Williams. 
Cosgrove, Hemphill, Potter, 

NAYS—135. 
Atkinson, George, Libbey, Stephenson 
Bagley, Glascock, Lore, Stewart, J. W 
Bayne, Green, Lovering, Stone, 
Boutelle, Greenleaf, Lowry, Strait, 
Brewer, F. B. Guenther, McCoid, Struble, 


Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W 


Hardy, 
Hart, 


Maybury, 
Miller, S. H. 


Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H. 


Budd, Hatch, H.H. Milliken, Taylor, J.D. 
Calkins, Hatch, W. H. Morrill, Thomas, 
Campbell, J. E. Henderson, D.B. Murray, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. M. Hepburn, Neece, Valentine, 
Cannon, Hiscock, O'Hara, Van Alstyne, 
Carleton, Hitt, O'Neill, J. J. Vance, 
Chalmers, Hoblitzell, Parker, Wadsworth, 
Connolly, Holman, Payne Wakefield, 
Cox, W.R. Holmes, Payson, Wallace, 
Culbertson, W.W. Holton, Perkins Warner, Richard 
Cullen, Horr, Peters Washburn, 
Cutcheon, Houseman, Phelps, Weaver, 
Davis, G. R. Howey, Poland Weller, 
Davis, R. T. James, Pusey, White, J. D 
Deuster, Jeffords, Ranney, White, Milo 
| Dingley, Johnson, Riggs, Whiting, 
Dowd, Jones, B. W. tobertson, Wilkins, 


Dunham, Kasson, Robinson, J. 8S. Wilson, James 
Eldredge, Kean, Robinson, W. E. Wilson, W.L 
Ellwood, Keifer, Rockwell, Winans, E. B 





English, Kellogg Rowell Winans, John 
Evans, I. N. Ketcham, Seney Wolford 
Everhart, Kleiner, Singleton, Wood 
Ferrell, Lacey, Skinner, C. R. Woodward, 
Follett, Laird, Smith Yaple 
Foran Lawrence, Spooner, York 
Geddes Le Fevre, Springer, 

NOT VOTING—134 

| Adams, G. E. Brainerd, Covington, Fyat 
Aiken, Breitung, Cox, 8.8 Goff 

| Anderson, Brewer, J. H. Curtin Hammond 

| Arnot, jrumm, Davidson, Hanback 
Ballentine, Buckner, Davis, L. H Hardeman 

| Barbour, Burleigh, Dockery, Harmer 

| Barr, Cabell, Dorsheimer, Haynes 
Beach, Campbell, Felix Duncar Henderson, T. J 
Belford, Candler, Elliott Henley 
Belmont, Chace Ellis Hewitt, A.S. 
Bingham, Clardy, Ermentrout, Hill 

| Bishee, Clements Evins, J.H Hooper 

| Blackburn, Cobb Fiedler Hopkins 

| Bland, Collins, Finerty Houk 

| Bowen Converse, Forney Hurd 

' Bovk Cook Funstor Hutchins 
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Tones, J. K. Moulton, Ray, Ossian Stockslager, | Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent of the House—— 
ponas, J. 5. Muldrow, Reagan, ee Mr. REED. Let us have the regular order. 
Jordan Muller, Reed, Talbott, tn ; 7 . 
Kelley Mutchler, Rice, Taylor, E. B. | Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I rise to a personal explanation. 
King Nelson, Rogers, W. F. Thompson, | TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
—— a ene gam ee, | Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The Clerk announced a pair between 
pomete Ochiltree. Ryan, Wait, my colleague, Mr. MATSON, and myself. Such a pair was made, but 
McAdoo, O’Ferrall, Scales Ward, it was expressly stipulated between my colleague and myself that the 
MoCorantek ee ee Wemple A.J. pair was in no case to extend to any vote in connection with the Mexi- 
McMillin. Patton. Skinner. T.G. Willis. can war pension bill, as my colleague and myself agree upon all ques- 
Matson, Pettibone, Slocum, Wise, D. | tions in connection with that bill. 
> — an es Worthington, |. Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I now call up the special order made 
Morgan, Randall, Spriggs, Young. in February last. 
Morrison, Rankin, Steele, Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the regular order. 
Morse, Ray, G.W orem, The SPEAKER. That is the regular order, unless the question of 
So the motion was not agreed to. | consideration is raised against it. 
After the second roll-call, | Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is not debatable? 
Mr. PERKINS asked unanimous consent that the reading of the The SPEAKER. It is not. 
names of members voting be dispensed with. | Many MEMBERS. Regular order! 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Has a quorum voted? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to enforce the regular or- 
The SPEAKER. A quorum has voted. 


der. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] calls up for con- 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object to dispensing with the read- | sideration at this time the special order made in February last, being 
ing of the names. the bill granting pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Mexican 
The names of members voting were then read. war, &c. The Chair does not understand whether the gentleman from 
The following members were announced as paired on all political | Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] raises the question of consideration against 
juestions until further notice: it or not. 
Mr. MOULTON with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do, in the interest of the Mexican pension 
Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. RUSSELL. | bill now on the Speaker’s table with Senate amendments. 


Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. HAYNEs. ENROLLED BILES SIGNED. 
Mr. BUCKNER with Mr. KELLOGG. 


Mr. RoGERS. of New York. with Mr. Hooper. | Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 

Mr. DUNCAN with Mr. SMITH. | the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 

Mr. DocKERY with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. | lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: : 

Mr. CLARDY with Mr. JoHN S. WISE. . | A bill (S. 838) to consolidate the Bureau of Military Justice and the 

Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr, CHACE. corps of judge-advocates of the Army, and for other purposes; and 

Mr. JONES, of Alabama. with Mr. BURLEIGH. | <A bill (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construction, re- 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. BARR. sa pe ctl of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
attialialilae’ gail age and for other purposes. 

oo ms a an ay | Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 

Mr. WORTHINGTON with Mr. BowEN. | the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and joint 

Me Camnenss of Mow Vek. eith Mr. Bemecee. resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Mr. REAGAN with Mr. PETTIBONE. | on bill (H. R. 5709) to amend article 72 of the Rules and Articles of 

> = : | War; 

~ “ = eo ae | _A joint resolution (H. Res. 260) authorizing the printing and binding 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. HANBACK. of additional copies of the reports of the National Board of Health; 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. ANDERSON. and 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 276) providing for the printing of 50,000 
copies of the first annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CoLLINs with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. Cook with Mr. MULLER. 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
Mr. Coss with Mr. KETCHAM. The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. REED. the consideration of the special order ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. SPRINGER. Pending that I ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HARDEMAN with Mr. McCorRMICK. Mr. REED. Why can we not proceed with the regular order ? 

Mr. DORSHEIMER with Mr. MILLARD. The SPEAKER. The House will proceed with the regular order, 
Mr. HILL with Mr. HOLMEs. and pending the demand for the regular order it is not in order to ask 
Mr. TULLY with Mr. BELFORD. unanimous consent for any other purpose. 

Mr. Hewitt, of New York, with Mr. RICE. The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 33, 





Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Lona. noes 73. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. No quorum has voted. 
Mr. BARBOUR with Mr. WAIT. The SPEAKER. The point is made that no quorum has voted. 
Mr. BEACH with Mr. HARMER. Mr. WASHBURN. I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. HopkKINs with Mr. BRAINERD. Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is right; let us have the yeas and nays. 
Mr. BoyYLE with Mr. LAWRENCE. The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays; ang there 
Mr. DAvis, of Missouri, with Mr. JOHNSON. were 51 in the affirmative. 
Mr. AIKEN with Mr. BrRuMM. So (the affirmative being more than one-fifth of the last vote) the 
Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. WILsoN, of Iowa. yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. LEwIs with Mr. LAIRD. The question was taken; and there were—yeas 46, nays 109, not 
Mr. WARD with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. voting 169; as follows: 
Mr. PATTON with Mr. McComas. YEAS—46, 
Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. Gorr. Alexander, Boten, eatin Segiee, 5-0. 
The f vt ates euame, 4 . vals Barksdale, yarrison, Miller, J. F. iiiman, 
The following pairs were also announced: : ‘ Sienchend. Gibson, Mills. Turner, H.G. 
Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina, with Mr. NUTTING, until July 8. | Buchanan, Green, Murphy, Turner, Oscar 
Mr. Dowd with Mr. Ray, of New York, until July 8. ——— weg . — ae a 
. . .. > a a >; — bs . . - ay, atch, W.H. "eel, arner, Richar 
Mr. CABELL with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, on all questions ex- | (3\". ¢ Hemphill, Paper, Wilson, W.L. 
cept Mexican pension bill. | Cox. W.R. Hunt, Reed, Wise, G. D. 
Mr. CABELL with Mr. CURTIN, on the Mexican bill. | Culberson, D. B. Jones, J. H. Robinson, W. E. Wolford, 
Mr. JORDAN with Mr. JEFFoRDs, for to-day. Dargan, Lankan, Rogers, J. H. York. 
. 5 ‘ . Dibble, Lore, Seney, 
Mr. LAMB with Mr. MCMILLIN, on the Mexican pension bill as | powa, Lyman, Stewart, Charles 
amended by the Senate. Mr. LAMB would vote against and Mr. Mc- | NAYS—109. 
MILLIN in favor of postponement. , : Adams, G. E. Burnes, Ellwood, Guenther, 
Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, with Mr. Hiscock, for this day. Atkinson, Cempbell, J. E. English, _ Hardy, 
Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. NELSON, on this vote. Bagley, Campbell, J. M. Evans, I.N. Hart, 
Mr. P : with Mr. RYAN. for this day Bayne, Cannon, Everhart, Hatch, H. H. 
“ir. S AIGE With Sir. is LAM, EOC Walls Gay. ; ; Boutelle, Carleton, Ferrell, Henderson, D. B. 
Mr. MonEy with Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, on this vote. Brewer, F. B. Cutcheon, Follett, nee 
Mr “WITT. of Alabam: sire state Q r colle Browne, T. M. Davis, G. R. Foran, iscock, 
: Mr. nee Al sbam . I desire to state that my colleague, Ow. Deicke iT Seestte. Hitt, 
Mr. FORNEY, is absent on a conference committee. Semen. Dingley. Geddes. Hoblitzell, 
rhe result of the vote was then announced as above stated. Budd, Eldredge, Greenleaf, Holman, 
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Holmes, 
Hooper, 
Horr, 
Howey, 
James, 
Johnson, 
Jones, B Ww. 
Jordan, 
Kasson, 
Kean, 
Kellogg, 
Kleiner, 
Lacey, 
Laird, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Libbey, 
Lovering, 


Adams, J. J. 
Aiken, 
Anderson, 
Arnot, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barr, 
Beach, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bennett, 
Bingham, 
sisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Bowen, 
Boyle, 
Brainerd, 
Breckinridge, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, J. H. 
Broadhead, 
Buckner, 
Burleigh, 
Cabell, 
Calkins, 
— Felix 
Candler, 
Cassidy, 
Chace, 
Chalmers 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Collins, 
Connolly, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Cosgrove, 
Covington, 
Crisp, 
Culbertson, W. W. 


Lowry, 
McComas, 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Murray, 
Neece, 
Nelson, 
Ochiltree, 
O’ Hara, 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Parker, 
Payne, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Poland, 
Pusey, 
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Rankin, 
Riggs, 
Robinson, J.S. 
Rockwell, 
Rowell, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Smalls, 
Smith, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stone, 

Strait, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Taylor, J.D. 
Thomas, 
Townshend, 
Valentine, 


NOT VOTING—169. 


Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Davidson, 
Davis, L. H. 
Deuster, 
Dibrell, 
Dockery, 
Dorsheimer, 
Duncan, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Ermentrout, 
Evins, J. H. 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Finerty, 
Forney, 
Fyan, 
George, 
Glascock, 
Goff, 
Graves, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Hancock, 
Hardeman, 
Harmer, 
Haynes, 


Henderson, T. J. 


Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hill, 
Holton, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Houseman, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
Jeffords, 


Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J.T. 
Keifer, 
Kelley, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Lamb, 
Lewis, 
Long, 
McAdoo, 
McCoid, 
McCormick, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Muller, 
Mutchler, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
Oates, 
O’Ferrall, 
O'Neill, Charles 
Paige, 
Patton, 
Payson, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Post, 
Potter, 
Price, 
Randall, 
Ranney, 
Ray, G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Reagan, 
Reese, 
Rice, 


The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. MoNEY with Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, on this vote. 
Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. On the occasion of former roll-calls I have | Candler, 


been announced as paired. 
this one was not included; I have therefore voted. 


The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 46, the nays are 108. 


Van Alstyne, 
Wakefield, 
Wallace, 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Weller, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Yaple. 


Robertson, 
Rogers, W. F. 
Rosecrans, 
Russell, 
Ryan, 

Scales, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T.G. 
Slocum, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Steele, 
Stevens, 
Stockslager, 
Storm, 
Struble, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E.B. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 

Van Eaton, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 

Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Wellborn, 
Wemple, 
Williams, 
Wise, J.S. 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
Worthington, 
Young. 


That pair was on political questions, and 


No quorum has voted, and the motion is not agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


in regular order ? 


The SPEAKER. 


Does the Mexican war pension bill come up now 


It would if there were a quorum present, but the 


Journal now shows that there is no quorum present. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


a division there were—ayes 33, noes 20. 
Before the result of the vote was announced, 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, called for the yeas and nays. 


The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays; and there 


were 17 in the affirmative. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] if any conference report is ready ? 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
The SPEAKER. 


I think not at this moment. 
Upon ordering the yeas and nays there were 17 in 


Then I move a call of the House. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HoLMAN; and upon 


I would inquire of the gentleman from 


the affirmative, which is not one-fifth of the last recorded vote. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
The negative was counted, there being 62. 


The SPEAKER. 


the noes are 62; 


Mr. BUDD. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 105, nays 47, not voting | 


172; as follows: 


Adams, G. E. 
Alexander, 
Atkinson, 
Boutelle, 
Browne, T. M. 
Brown, W. W. 
Brumm, 


I ask that the other side be counted. 


Upon ordering the yeas and nays the ayes are 17, 
more than one-fifth have voted in the affirmative. 


I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 
lellers were not ordered. 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


YEAS—105. 


Budd, 
Cannon 
Cox, 8. 


Ms 


Davis, R. T. 
Dingley, 
Dowd, 


Culbertson, W. W. English, 


Cullen, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 


Evans, I. N. 
Finerty, 
Follett 


Funston, 
Geddes, 
Gibson, 
Glascock, 
Goff, 
Greenleaf, 
Guenther, 


Halsell, 
Hancock, 
Hardy, 
Hart, 

| Hatch, W. H. 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Hiscock 
Hitt, 
Hoblitzell, 
| Holman, 
Houseman, 
Jeffords, 
Johnson, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jordan 
Kean, 
Keifer, 
Kleiner, 


Adams, J. J. 
Bagley, 
Bennett, 
Breckinridge, 
Broadhead, 
‘aldwell, 
‘alkins, 
‘ampbell, J. M. 
‘arleton, 
lay, 
‘osgrove, 
‘ox, W. R. 


~ 
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Aiken, 
Anderson, 
Arnot, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Barr, 

Bayne, 
Beach, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Blount, 
Bowen, 
Boyle, 
Brainerd, 
Breitung, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Brewer, J. H 
Buchanan, 
Buckner, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. E 


Cassidy, 
Chace, 
Chalmers, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Coilins, 

( onnolly, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Covington, 
Crisp, 





| 
} 


Mr. GIBSON. 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. HEwIrTrT, of Alabama, rose. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 


Lacey, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Libbey, 
Lowry, 
Lyman, 
McComas, 
MeMillin, 
Miller, S. H 
Milliken 
Morrill 
Neece 
Ochiltree 
O’ Hara, 
O'Neill, J. J. 


Parker 


Peters 
Poland 
Pusey 
Rankin 
Ranney, 
Riggs 
Rockwell 
Rowell 
Seney 
Seymour 
Skinner, C. R 
Smalls, 
Smith 
Spooner, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 


Payne, Stewart, Charles 
Payson, Stewart, J.W 
Peel, Struble 
Perkins, Taylor, J. D 

NAYS—47. 
Dargan, Laird 
Dibrell, Lanham 
Eaton, McCoid 
Ellwood, Maybury 
Everhart, Miller, J. F. 
Hatch, H. H. Mills, 
Hemphill, Mitchell 
Hewitt, G. W. Muldrow 
Holmes, Pierce, 
Horr, Pryor, 


Jones, J. H. 
Kasson, 


Robinson, W. E. 


Scales, 


NOT VOTING—172. 


Culberson, D. B. 
Curtin, 
Davidson, 
Davis, L. H. 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 
Dockery, 
Dorsheimer, 
Duncan, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Eldredge, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Ermentrout, 
Evins, J. H. 
Ferrell, 
Fiedler 
Findlay, 
Foran, 
Forney 
Fyan, 
Garrison, 
George, 
Graves, 
Green 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Hardeman, 
Harmer, 
Haynes, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, A. S. 
Hill, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Hopkins, 
Houk 
Howey, 
Hunt 

Hurd 
Hutchins, 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 


House take a recess until half past 2 o’clock 
time we may reach some agreement by which we can get 
present difficulty. 

Mr. MILLS. 


this evening. 


I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana that we migh 
| utilize this day in attending to business at the Departments. 
stand the conference committees will not be ready toreport till 60'« 10% 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 


in a very short time after half past 2, 
take a recess till the conference committees may be ready to report. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 





from the Speaker’s table 


The SPEAKER 








James, 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J. T. 
Kelley, 
Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Lamb, 
Lewis, 
Long, 
Lore, 
Lovering, 
McAdoo, 
McCormick, 
Matson, 
Millard, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Morse 
Moulton, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Nelson, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
Oates, 
0’ Ferrall, 
O'Neill, Charles 
Paige, 
Patton, 
Pettibone, 
Phelps, 
Post, 
Potter 
Price 
Randall, 
Ray, G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Reagan 
Reed, 


I ask unanimous consent to take uj 


Thomas, 
Townshend, 
Turner, H. G. 
Valentine, 
Wait 
Wallace, 
Washburn 
Weaver 
White, J. D 
White, Milo 
Wilson, W.L 
Winans, E.B 
Winans, John 
Wolford 
Woodward 
Yaplk 

York 


Strait, 
Taylor, J. M. 
Tillman, 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne 
Vance, 

Van Eaton 
Wakefield, 
Warner, Richard 
Willis, 

Wood 


Reese 
Riée, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, J.S 
Rogers, J. H. 
Rogers, W. F. 
Rosecrans, 
Russell, 
Ryan, 
Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Singleton, 
Skinner, T.G 
Slocum, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs. 
Steele, 
Stevens, 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 
Storm, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Sumner, D. H 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E.B 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
Wadsworth, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J 
Wellborn 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Wilson, James 
Wise, G. D 
Wise, J.S 
Worthington 
Young 


So the motion for a call of the House was agreed to. 
I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the names 


I hope the gentleman from Alabama wil 
not object to dispensing with the reading of the names. 
result is announced, I will ask unanimous consent for a recess till half 
past 2 o’clock, so that we may see if we can make some arrangement 
about this matter. 
The SPEAKER. 
the names is dispensed with. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated 
I now ask unanimous consent that the 
I hope that in the mean 


The Chair hears no objection; and the reading 0 


out of 


But we may get out of this dilemma 
and then, if necessary, we 


The House can transact no business until the call 






When the 


I under- 
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which has been ordered has been dispensed with and a quorum ex- 
hibited. The gentleman from Indiana has asked unanimous consent 
to dispense with further proceedings under the call and take a recess 
till haif past 2 o’clock. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let the gentleman ask unanimous 
consent simply to dispense with the call. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will name 3 o’clock for the recess if 
it will suit the gentleman better. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON ] ob- 
jects to the request for a recess, but does not object to dispensing with 
further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I understand the gentleman from Iowa 
wants to reach a bill on the Speaker’s table which has been returned 
from the Senate with a merely verbal amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That my purpose. The amend- 
ment is merely clerical. I have been trying for ten days to have the 
bill taken up and the amendment concurred in. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Iam willing that should be done. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection further proceedings under 
the call will be dispensed with and the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Iowa | Mr. HENDERSON ] for the purpose of calling up the 
bill he has indicated 

Chere was no objection. 


So further proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 


Is 


MALVIN PIERCE. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. Iask unanimous consent to have taken 
from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 1985) granting a pension to 
Malvin Pierce. I desire that a verbal amendment of the Senate be 


concurred in 

Chere being no objection the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table 

ind the amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 
In line 4 of the bill, and also in the title, strike out ‘“* Malvin 


Che amendment was concurred in 


MESSAGE FROM THI 


\ message from the Senate, by M1 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill of the House 7069, making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other pur- 
poses; had further insisted upon its amendments on which the commit- 
tee of conference had been unable to agree; had agreed tothe further 
conference asked by the House, and had appointed as conferees on the 
part of the Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWEs, and Mr. COCKRELL. 


RECESS. 


SENATE, 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I now ask unanimous consent that the 
House take a recess until 3 o’clock. 
There being no objection it was so ordered; and accordingly (at 1 


o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 3 o'clock 
p. m™m 


AFTER 
At 3 o’clock p. m. the House resumed its session. 


RECESS 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

\ message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7440) making appropriations for forti- 
fications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

It further announced the passage of bills of the following titles; in 
which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 150) granting a pension to Sarah Denny Ripley; and 

\ bill (S. 1422) granting an increase of pension to Abey 8. Slocum. 

It further announced the passage of the following bills and joint reso- 
lution of the House without amendment: 


A bill (H. R. 503) granting a pension to Hiram C. Henderson; 

\ bill (H. R. 1970) for relief of Mrs. Alice T. Sherwood; 

A bill (H. R. 2070) granting a pension to Decatur Hamlin; 

\ bill (H. R. 2245) granting a pension to Eliza A. Shealey; 

\ bill (H. R. 3231) granting a pension to Michael Shields; 

A bill (H. R. 3493) granting a pension to Ann Hunter; 

A bill (H. R. 3979) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ann 
Lan; 

\ bill (H. R. 4254) granting a pension to James Aaron; 

A bill (H. R. 4694) granting a pension to James Clark; 

\ bill (HL. R. 5889) granting a pension to Alonzo Hooper; 

A bill (H. R. 6677) 


to increase pension of William Irving; 


A bill (H. R. authorizing the inspection of the boiler of the 


steamship Kent; 
A bill (H. R. 4492) for the relief of Mrs. Pauline E. Milliken: 
A bill (H. R. 5544) for the relief of Laura J. Goddard: 
A bill (H, R. 6589) for the relief of Asa Dye; 


3337) 


Mr. SPOONER. 


and insert *‘ Mel- | 
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A bill (H. R. 6750) to amend paragraph 7 of section 
vised Statutes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 17) authorizing the appointment and retire- 
ment of Samuel Kramer as a chaplain in the Navy of the United 
States. 


of the Re- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 
cases: 

To Mr. PRYOR, indefinitely. 

To Mr. FIEDLER, for ten days, on account of sickness in his family 

To Mr. ELLWoop, for ten days. 

To Mr. DUNCAN, for one week. 


EDUCATIONAL BILL. 


Mr. JOSEPH D.TAYLOR. Task by unanimous consent to put in the 
RECORD a petition, without names, signed by 5,000 persons, praying for 
the passage of the educational bill, with an explanation as to the pro 
curement of the names, «ce. 

Several MEMBERS. How long is it? 

Mr. WILLIS. It is only about eight or ten lines. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I object. 

MESSENGERS IN HOUSE POST-OFFICE. 
Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Accounts to submit a report, which report I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Your committee, to whom was referred the accompanying petition of the Post- 
master of the House, respectfully report that in order to provide for the proper 
transaction of the business of the House post-office and the seasonable for 
warding of the very large amountof mail matter accumulating at and about the 
end of Congress, it seems necessary to retain the services of the four session 


messengers employed in the post-office for the period of one month after the 
adjournment of Congress at the present session 

Also, that to facilitate the dispatch of the heavy mail of the House it is de- 
sirable to continue in the same service the messenger in the heavy-mail wagon 
of the House post-office during the recess of Congress. 

Your committee therefore report the two accompanying resolutions and rec 
ommend their passage 

Resolved, That the four session messengers of the House post-office be con 
| tinued in employment one month after the adjournment of Congress at its pres- 


McCook, its Secretary, aD- | ent session, to be paid, at the seme rate heretofore paid them, out of the contin 


gent fund of the House 

Resolved, That the Postmaster of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to continue the messenger in charge of the heavy-mail wagon during the recess 
of Congress, and that such messenger be paid by the Clerk of the House, out of 


the contingent fund of the House,at the same rate of compensation he now 
receives. 


The resolutions were adopted. 


Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


tions were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Arkansas withdraws his ob- 
jection to the resolution I asked leave to offer some time ago. | 
ask —— 

Mr. REED. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. That is in the nature of an objection. 


now 


CONSULAR AND BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, in behalf of the committee of confer 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the consular and 
diplomatic appropriation bill, I am instructed to submit the report 
which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations for 
the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 11, 26, 27, 30, 33, 43, 46 
55, 58, 75, 135, 1399, 141, 142, 145, 146, 147, 148, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 160, 162, and 165. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2,3, 4,5, 6, 10, 13, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 28, 29, 31, 32, 34, 35, 36, 40, 45, 47, 48, 49, 50, 
51, 52,53, 4, 56, 59, 60, 61, 62, 68, 64, 65, 66, 67, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 76, 77, 78, 79, 81, 82, 83, 
84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92,93, 94, 95, 96, 97,99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108 
109, LLO, 11, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 127, 129, 130, 132 
133, 134, 136, 137, 144, 156, 157, and 161, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 7, 8, and 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

‘* For salaries of ministers resident in Belgium, the Netherlands, Hawaiian Is!- 
ands, and Sweden and Norway, at $7,500 each, $30,000; for salaries of ministers 
resident and consuls-general in Venezuelaand the Argentine Republic, at $7,500, 
$15,000."" 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 12, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed by said amendment insert ‘$45,000; "' and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed by said amendment insert ** $12,000;"" and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 15 and 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
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eu of the sum proposed in each of said amendments insert ‘ $2,625; and the 
senate agree to the same. 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 17 and 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the amended paragraphs insert the following: 

For salaries of secretaries of legation in Spain, Turkey, Austria, Italy, Bra- 
|. and Mexico, at $1,800 each, $10,400; for salary of the clerk to the legation in 
Spain, $1,200.” 

\nd the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
te numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 

‘the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert che follow- 
w: “And no secretary or second secretary of any legation shall be entitled to 
or receive any compensation over the above as salary as such secretary for act- 
iz as chargé d'affaires during the temporary or other absence without leave 
f the minister to whose duties he may succeed ;’ and the Senate agree to the 
sume 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

unabered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 

amended paragraph insert the following : 
For the salaries of interpreters to the legations in China at $3,000, and in Ja- 
pan and Turkey at $2,500 each, $8,000; but no person drawing the salary of in- 
terpreter as above provided shall be allowed any part of the salary appropri- 
ited for any secretary of legation or other officers.”’ 

(nd the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
te numbered 37, 38,39,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
in lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

‘For salaries of consuls-general at Frankfort, Vienna, Bucharest, St. Peters- 
vurg, and Halifax, at $3,000 each, $15,000,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 41 and 42, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out and the matter proposed to be 

userted by said amendments insert the following: ‘‘ For salaries of the consuls- 
eneral at Constantinople and Rome, at $2,000 each, $4,000; for salary of the 
msul-general at Mexico, $2,500;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
te numbered 44, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
ieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert ‘* $335,600; "' and the Senate 

agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen 
te numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert 
uter said amendment the following: ‘Greece, Athens; ’’ and the Senate agree 

to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 80,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end 
of said amendment insert ‘*‘ Matamoras;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

unbered 98,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After said 
amendment insert the following: ** Friendly and Navigator's Islands, Apia; ”’ 


rT 
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the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the following 
‘For the purpose of enabling the President to provide at the public expense all 
such stationery, blanks, records, and other books, seals, presses, flags, and signs 
as he shall think necessary for the several legations in the transaction of their 
business, and also for rent, postage, telegrams, furniture, and traveling expenses, 
including for miscellaneous expenses, $15,000; in all, $75,000;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 163, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieuof 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“Foran agent to the State of the Congo Association, $5,000; said agent to be 
charged with introducing and extending the commerce of the United States in 
the Congo Valley. And for such purposes the further sum of $10,000 or so much 
thereof as may be necessary ; and the President is hereby authorized to appoint 
in the recess of the Senate'such agent, whose commission shall expire at the end 
of the next session of the Senate ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert *‘ $5,000;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 158, 166, and 167 the committee of conference is 
unable to agree. 

JAMES N. BURNES, 

R. W. TOWNSHEND, 

W. D. WASHBURN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


W. B. ALLISON, 

EUGENE HALE, 

JAMES B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the written statement 
accompanying the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6770) 
making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service for the fiscal 
year 1885, and for other purposes, submit the following written statement in 
explanation of the conference report 

The bill as it passed the Senate appropriated $1 782,576.75, being an increase of 
$798,906.75 over the bill as it passed the House 

The conference committee has agreed upon all of the one hundred and sixty- 
| seven amendments of the Senate, except the ones numbered 158, 166, and 167, 
which appropriate $250,000 to meet the necessary expenses attendant upon for- 
eign intercourse, to be expended under the direction of the President, and pro- 
vide for three commissioners, at $7,500 each, to be appointed by the President, 
to ascertain the best modes of securing more intimate international and com- 
mercial relations between the United States and the several countries of Cen- 
traland South America, and for a secretary to said commission at a salary of 





ind the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede froin its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
sumbered 126, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
he matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendmentinsertthe following 

And after June 30, 1884, no consul or consul-general shall be entitled to or al- 
lowed any part of any salary appropriated for payment of a secretary or second 

secretary of legation or an interpreter ;'’ and the Senate agree to the same 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate | 


numbered 128, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuof 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: “* For 


llowance for clerks at consulates, $47,920, as follows: Forthe consul at Liver- | 


pool, a sum not exceeding the rate of $2,000 for any one year; and for the con- 
suls-general at London, Paris, Havana, Shanghai, and Rio de Janeiro, each a 
sum not exceeding the rate of $1,600 for any one year; for the consuls-general at 


Berlin, Frankfort, Vienna,and Kanagawa, and for the consuls at Hamburg, Bre- | 


inen, Manchester, Lyons, Hong-Kong, Havre, Crefeld, and Chemnitz, each asum 


not exceeding the rate of $1,200 for any one year; for the consul-general at Mon- | 


treal, and for the consuls at Bradford and Birmingham, each a sum not exceed- 
ing the rate of $960 for any one year; for the consuls-general at Calcutta, Port au 
Prince, Hayti,and Melbourne, and for the consuls at Leipsic, Sheflield, Sonne- 


verg, Dresden, Marseilles, Nuremberg, Tunstall, Antwerp, Bordeaux, Colon (As- | 


pinwall), Glasgow, and Singapore, each a sum not exceeding the rate of $800 for 
any one year; for the consuls at Belfast, Barmen, Leith, Dundee, and Mata- 
noras, and for the consul-general at Halifax, each a sum not exceeding the rate 
of $40 for any one year; for the consul-general at Mexico, and for the consuls 
at Naples, Genoa, Stuttgart, Floreuce, Mannheim, Prague, Zurich, Panama, and 


Demerara, each a sum not exceeding the rate of M30 for any one year;"’ andthe | 


Senate agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 181, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows : In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert ** $6,000; "’ and the Senate agree to 
the same, 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment ofthe Senate 
numbered 138, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment, insert the following 
‘For salaries of eight marshals for the consular courts in Japan, China, and 
Turkey, $8,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 140, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment, insert the following 

For hiring of steam-launch for use of the legation at Constantinople, $500 ;"’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Chat the House recede from its disagreement totheamendment of the Senate 
numbered 143, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the follow- 
ing: “* For theexpense of providing allsuch stationery, blanks, record and other 


books, seals, presses, flags, signs, rents, postage, furniture, statistics, newspa- | 


pers, freight, foreign and domestic, telegrams, advertising, messenger service, 


including $6,000 for other miscellaneous expenses as the President of the United | 


States may think necessary for the several consulates and commercial agencies 
in the transaction of their business, $110,000;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
1umbered 149, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Restore 


the paragraph proposed to be stricken out by said amendment, and in lieu of 


the sum of $,000 therein stated insert the sum of $7,500; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 150, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following 


$3,000. Upon which amendments it has been unable to agree, and so reports to 
the House. 

A large number of the amendments were merely clerical, being a rearrange- 
ment of the form of the bill, to all of whigh it is recommended that the House 
ree 
| The bill as agreed upon, not including the amendments 158, 166, and 167 re- 
ferred to, appropriates $1,188,890, being $594,686.75 less than as it passed the Sen- 
| ate, $235,120 greater than as it passed the House, $107,865 less than the appropri- 
ations for the year 1884, and $380,711.75 less than the estimates for i885 
| 





JAMES N. BURNES, 

R. W. TOWNSHEND, 

W. D. DORSHEIMER, 
Managers on the part of the House 


further statement than that which has been submitted in writing and 
read by the Clerk. It may not be amiss, however, to observe that while 
the Senate placed one hundred and sixty-seven amendments upon the 
House bill, more than one-half of them were purely technical and re 
lated to the arrangement of the bill rather than to any substantial ques 
| tions affected thereby. I know of no reason why I should hesitate now 
| to move that the report be adopted, after which we can take the three 
| 
| 
| 
' 


| 

alec ; 

| Mr. BURNES. Itis unnecessary I presume that I should make any 
| 


items on which we have disagreed and have them considered by the 
House. 

In that connection I will say that I had strong hopes that the con 
| ferees on the part of the Senate would agree to recede from the amend 
ments which we have reported a disagreement upon. I believe I may 
say that on the part of Senators other than the conferees it is purely 
from a desire to test the judgment of the House that this disagreement 
has occurred. At all events, it becomes necessary that the judgment 
of the House be taken upon the three remaining amendments. 

The first upon which there is a failure to agree is an amendment ap 
propriating $250,000 under a certain section of the Revised Statutes 
which authorizes the appropriation of money for, we may say, the secret 
| service of theGovernment. Theother twoamendments are practically 
but one, and relate to the establishment of a commission with a secre 
tary to visit the Central and South American States with a view of de 
veloping a spirit of commercial friendliness on the part of those States 
I believe that is all I will say at present. 

The report of the committee of conference was adopted 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. , 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES. I now move that the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 158 be taken up and that the House further insist upon its 
disagreement to that amendment. 

The amendment was to insert the following: 


“ For rent of prisons for American convicts in Turkey and for wages of keepers (158) To meet the necessary expenses attendant upon foreign intercourse, to 





of the same, $1,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment ofthe Senate 


be expended under the direction of the President, pursuant to requirement of 
section 291 of the Revised Statutes, $250,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 


numbered 159, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuof | essary 
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Mr. WASHBURN. 
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Pending the motion of the gentleman from Mis- | 
souri [Mr. BuRNES], I move that the House recede from its disagree- 


ment to that amendment and agree to the same | 


Mr. BURNES. 


Wait one moment; I will give you an opportunity 
to make that motion. 

This amendment of the Senate proposes to appropriate $250,000 for 
the secret service of the Government. 


$2: 
Before the gentleman on the 


other side proceeds, or takes any steps in the direction of proceeding, 


I think I had better make a statement. 


We are hedged about by ob- 


ligations so that it is almost impossible for me to discriminate between 


what ought to be said and what can not be said 


My impression is, 


accepting the personal assurances of the Secretary of State, that the | 


public interest requires that there should be no discussion of this ques- 


t 


an alleged public interest. 


sire to adopt. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 
tion ? 
Mr. BURNES. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 


tion. I say this, not because I seek to avoid discussion, but in defer- | 
ence to the opinion of the Secretary as to the public interest. 

So far as I am concerned, believing that this House is sufficiently in- 
formed of the restrictions attempted to be placed upon us, I shall not | 
proceed with the discussion of this question unless it is the desire upon | 
the part of gentlemen who represent the State Department, and I have 
simply to say that whatever may be the obligations seemingly placed 
upon us, if we enter into the discussion it must necessarily be a full 
and complete discussion of the whole subject and of all the facts and 
all the circumstances bearing upon the proposed appropriation. 

This I do, yielding clear convictions on the subjectin deference to 
And with this statement, having moved 
that the House insist upon its disagreement to the amendment, I will 
leave it to gentlemen on the other side to indicate the course they de- 
And upon my motion I demand the previous question. 
Will the gentleman permit me toask him a ques- 


Certainly. 
How far can the gentleman go in stating the ob- 





ect of this appropriation without violating the secrecy of the commit- 
d PS . 


tee? 


Mr. BURNES. 


I trust my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] will 
not insist upon an answer to his question. 


I believe it would be well 


for the other side to indicate their preference upon this subject; they 
may be better informed of the limit of the obligation that may be 


claimed is upon us. 


I will not attempt to define that obligation, nor 


at present admit or deny that there is any whatever. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


The SPEAKER. 


I desire to know something about this appropria- 
tion before I can vote upon it. 

The gentleman declines to answer, and demands 
the previous question. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I understood my colleague on the committee 


would allow me to make the motion I have indicated. 


Mr. BURNES. 


Mr. WASHBURN. 


Certainly; I will do so. 
I move that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to this amendment of the Senate and agree to the same. 


I will 


simply state in the same line indicated by my colleague [Mr. BURNEs] 
that there are many embarrassments in the discussion of the matters in- 
volved in this amendment, and I will not at the present time undertake 


that discussion. 


I will state, however, that the Senate, after listening 


to a very full debate, by an almost unanimous vote placed this amend- 


ment on the bill. 


I think the House will makea great mistake unless 
it recedes from its disagreement to the amendment. 


I therefore move 


that the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment, and 
agree to the same, and upon that I call the previous question. 


Mr. BURNES. 


I beg simply to say, and this will end the debate on 


the subject, that against the judgment or opinion of the distinguished 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] I interpose that of the 
majority of the Committee on Appropriations, that majority of the 
committee having calmly and impartially considered the whole sub- 
ject and reached a contrary conclusion from that of the gentleman from 


Minnesota 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
made. 
Mr. BURNES. 
Mr. HERBERT. 


And think that the appropriation ought not to be 


Yes; that the appropriation ought not to be made. 
I understand the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 


W ASHBURN | to state that it would embarrass him very much to state 


what this appropriation is for. 


for 


Mr. WASHBURN. 


it is for. 


The previous question was ordered. 
The first question is on the motion of the gentle- 


The SPEAKER. 


I think it would embarrass us on this | 
side very much to vote for the amendment unless we know what it is 


I think the amendment shows for itself what | 


man from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN ] that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 158, and agree 


to the same 


The question was taken by a viva voce vote, and the Speaker ap 
nounced that the noes appeared to have it. 


Mr. WASHBURN. 


nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


| think we may as well have the yeas and 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 80, 
| 150; as follows: 


Adams, G. E. 
Atkinson, 
Boutelle, 
Brewer, F.B 
Brown, W.W. 
Brumnm, 
Calkins, 
Campbell, J. M 
Cannon, 


| Chalmers, 


Cullen, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 


| Dingley, 
| Evans, I. N. 
| Everhart, 


Findlay, 
Finerty, 


|} George 


Adams, J.J. 
Alexander, 
Bagley, 
Barksdale, 
Bayne, 
Bennett, 
Blount, 
Breckinridge, 
Broadhead, 
Buchanan, 
Burnes, 
Campbell, J. E. 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 
Clay, 
Cosgrove, 
Cox, 8.8. 
Cox, W.R. 
Crisp, 
Culberson, D. B 
Dargan, 
Deuster, 
Dibble, 
Dibrell, 


Aiken, 
Anderson, 
Arnot, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barr, 

Beach, 
Belford, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bowen, 
Boyle, 
Brainerd, 
Breitung. 
Brewer, J. H. 
Browne, T. M. 
Buckner, 
3udd, 
Burleigh, 
Cabell), 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Candler, 
Chace, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Xobb, 
‘ollins, 
tonnolly, 
sonverse, 
Cook, 
Covington, 
Culbertson, W. W. 
Curtin, 


—— 





YEAS—8o 


Greenleaf, 
Guenther, 
Hancock 
Hart 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hepburn, 
T1itt 

Horr 
Howey, 
Hunt 
James 
Jeffords 
Kasson 
Kean 
Keifer, 
Kellogg, 
Laird 
Libbey 
Lyman 
McComas, 


McCormick 
Millard, 
Miller, 8S. H 
Morrill, 
Nelson, 
Ochiltree, 
O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Parker, 
Payne 
Payson, 
Perkins 
Peters, 
Phelps, 
Poland, 
Potter, 
Ranney, 
Ray,G. W. 
Ray, Ossian 
Rockwell, 


NAYS—% 


Dowd 
Eldredge, 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Forney, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
Gibson, 
Glascock, 
Graves 
Green, 
Halsell, 
Hatch, W. H. 
Hemphill, 
Henley, 
Herbert, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Houseman, 
Jones, J. H. 
Jordan, 
Kleiner, 
Lanham, 


Lore, 

Lowry, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J. F. 
Mills, 
Muldrow, 
Murray, 
Neece, 

Oates, 

O’ Hara, 
Pierce, 

Peel 

Pryor 

Pusey, 
Randall, 
Reese, 

Riggs, 
Robinson, W. E, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Seney, 
Singleton, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Charles 
Sumner, C. A. 


NOT VOTING—1D0. 


Davidson, 
Davis, L. H. 
Dockery, 
Dorsheimer, 
Duncan, 
Dunham, 
Dunn, 
Eaton, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Ellwood, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Evins, J. H. 
Ferrell, 
Fiedler, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Goff, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Hardeman, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Haynes, 


Henderson, D. B. 


Henderson, T. J. 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hill, 
Hiscock, 
Holmes, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
Johnson, 


Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. K. 
Jones, J.T. 
Kelley, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Lacey, 
Lamb, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Lewis, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
McAdoo, 
McCoid, 
McMillin, 
Matson, 
Milliken, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Mutchiler, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
O’Ferrall, 
Paige, 
Patton, 
Pettibone, 
Post, 
Price, 
Rankin, 
Reagan, 
Reed, 


JULY 5. 


nays 94, not voting 


Rosecrans, 
Rowell, 
Ryan, 
Skinner, C.R 
Smalls, 


* Smith, 


Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, J. W 
Strait 
Struble, 
Taylor, J.D 
Thomas, 
Valentine 
Washburn, 
White, J.D 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilson, James 
Winans, John. 


Taylor, J.M 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Turner, H.G 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, 

Van Eaton, 
Wallace, 
Warner, Richard 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Woodward, 
Yaple, 

York. 


Rice, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, J.8. 
Rogers, W. F. 
Russell, 
Scales, 
Seymour, 
Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Skinner, T.G. 
Slocum, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Steele, 
Stevens, 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 

Storm, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tucker, 
Tully, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Weaver, 
Wemple, 
Wilkins, 
Wise, J.S 
Worthington, 
Young. 


So the motion of Mr. WASHBURN was not agreed to. 


Mr. ALEXANDER. 


to be in the House to-day. 


The SPEAKER. 


My colleague Mr. MORGAN is sick and unable 


The Clerk will announce the additional pairs. 


The following were announced as paired for this day: 
Mr. WILKINS with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. WADsWworTH. 


Mr. LACEY with Mr. Money. 


Mr. Jones, of Wisconsin, with Mr. TAYLOR, of 
Mr. BLANCHARD and Mr. HOLTON were announced as paired until 


further notice. 
Mr. WILLIS. 


Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON]. 


pired. 


Tennessee. 


I was paired the other day with the gentleman from 


as continuing, I withdraw my vote. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated 


I do not know whether that pair has ex 
Fearing that the gentleman from Illinois may regard the pair 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1985) granting a pension to Melvin Pierce. 

DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House resumed the consideration of the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, not disposed of by the conference report, to the consular and dip- 
jomatic appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] that the House further insist 
upon its disagreement to the Senate amendment 158. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURNES. I now move that the House insist on its disagree- 
ment to the amendments numbered 166 and 167; and upon that motion 
I demand the previous question. 

The amendments of the Senate were to insert the following para- | 


graphs: 

Forthree commissioners to be appointed by the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, at a compensation of $7,500 each. Said commis- | 
sioners shall ascertain the best modes of securing more intimate international 
and commercial relations between the United States and the several countries 
of Central America, and for that purpose they shall visit such countries in Cen- 
tral and South America as the President may direct. 

For one secretary to said commission, to be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, $3,000; andin addition to the 
foregoing amounts such further sum as may be required for the reasonable ex- 
penses of said commission, such expenses to be paid upon the certificate of the 
chairman thereof and approved by the Secretary of State; and said commission 
shall report their action to the President, for transmission to Congress, with such 
ommendation as he may deem fitting. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I hope my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
BURNES] will withdraw the demand for the previous question so that 
I may make a motion that the House recede. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can make that motion at any rate. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move that the House recede from its disa- 
greement to these two amendments and agree tothe same. I desire to 
state briefly that I do not suppose that there is any gentleman on this 
floor 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri withdraw the 
demand for the previous question ? 

Mr. BURNES. I willinquire whether my colleague on the committee 
desires to debate this proposition ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I wish to make a brief statement. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, is there any limitation upon the de- 
bate? 

The SPEAKER. Thereis not, unless the previous question be ordered ; 
in which case there will be thirty minutes for debate. 

Mr. BURNES. Then I insist on the call for the previous question. 
When the previous question is ordered, we can discuss this matter. 

Mr. KASSON. I suggest that the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. 
WASHBURN ], on his own motion to recede, is entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. But the previous question was called. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I understood the call for the previous question 
was withdrawn in order to allow me to make the motion to recede. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That was not necessary in order to admit the mo- 
tion, but pending the call for the previous question the motion is not 
debatable. If the previous question be ordered there will be thirty 
minutes for debate. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. There are now thirty minutes for debate, fifteen 
minutes in favor of the motion and fifteen minutes in opposition. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, I presume there is not a member 
of either House of Congress, nor an intelligent citizen of this country, 
who has given any attention to the subject, who does not feel deeply 
humiliated at the condition of our commercial relations with the States 
referred to in this amendment—the Southern and Central American 
States. The position which we occupy to-day as a nation with respect 
tothem is absolutely humiliating. With these republics lying right at 
our doors we are to-day, from the want of proper reciprocal relations, 
absolutely robbed of all the benefits to which we are properly entitled. 

The President of the United States and the Secretary of State, rec- 
ognizing this condition of things, desire to take the first step to see 
whether something can not be done to inaugurate such commercial re- 
lations with those countries as will give to the United States the ad- 
vantages we should enjoy. Thegreatdifficulty under which we labor 
to-day is the want of a market for our products. Under the existing 
condition of things we are absolutely shut out from these countries, 


ret 





| sular service at every capital and every commercial ci 
| he ask for more ministers, consuls, and secretaries of legation under 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twelve minute# remaining 
Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I beg in a few words to call the atten- 
tion of the House to what I consider is involved in this amendment. 
We have the expense of Government representatives in every state in 
South and Central America. We have ministers, consuls, consuls-gen- 
eral, and secretaries of legation in all of the South and Central Ameri- 
can states under the most liberal appropriations ever granted by Con- 
gress, many of these in excess of the demands of the State Department. 
The Appropriations Committee, without the recommendation of the See- 
retary of State, haveadded secretaries of legation and created consulates, 
so that in every one of these South American states we have representa- 
tives, ministers, consuls, and secretaries of legations largely beyond any 
former service. ‘They are there, sir, everywhere. 

We presume they are intelligent gentlemen. We have to presume 
that they are qualified for the discharge of the duties imposed on them 
by law. We are not here to say they are incompetent or unfaithful, 
but we are here as representatives of the people and say that they 
shall discharge the duties which have devolved upon them under 
the law. While these oflicers are there at every government, while 
the Secretary of State has the great advantage of diplomatic and con- 
ty, why should 
the name of commissioners to look out for matters made the duty of 
our ministers and consuls by law? And why can not he in Washing- 
ton, where he is in daily intercourse with our representatives abroad, 


| and with numerous citizens of South and Central America, confer with 


them and ordering the officers to their posts instruct them to do the 
work required of them by law, rather than give it to new. commission- 
ers, extra or special officers of the Government, unknown and unnamed 
in the Constitution. 

What necessity can there be for a roving commission at $7,500 a year 
to each one of its three members, with a secretary and with contingent 
and traveling expenses, to go wandering and junketing from state to 
state and I might say from speculation to speculation and from pri- 
vate interest to private interest? Are not those who have resided at 
these several governments for long periods of time better able to tell 
the movements of trade and commerce in their respective localities 
than this itinerant commission? Shall we discharge or supersede these 
officials who are now acting as ministers and consuls? Shall we ig- 
nore and dishonor them? Shall we gend others there to perform the 
duties which have been confided to them ? Is it not acontession that 
they have not been of any service to the Government when it is pro- 
posed to send out a commission to do the very work which they ought 
to have done if they are capable of doing anything at all? 

I submit to gentlemen of the House on both sides that this being a 
purely business question the officials now in South and Central Ameri- 
can states are incompetent and unfaithful in the discharge of the 
public duties imposed upon them. If so, is it not better that the Presi- 
dent in the exercise of his executive functions should remove them from 
the offices for which they are incompetent and appoint in their places 
some of the commercial men of the country whose business has well 
prepared them for the labor of ministers and consuls and secretaries of 
legation? Let this be done and I will guarantee they will not require 
an extra commission todo their work forthem. Let the President pre- 
pare the commercial treaty which he desires submitted to each one of 
these states. Let him order immediate or simultaneous negotiations 
to be opened and pressed by our representatives and regular reports to 
be made to him, so that operations in every state will be focused here 
in the State Department. 

Let him and them work up to a general conclusion, and each minis- 
ter and each consul so working definitely and reporting regularly will 
be a permanent aid and adjunct in the accomplishment of useful re- 
sults. Thus the end desired will be accomplished without commis- 
sioners and without extra cost to the public Treasury. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, other gentlemen may do as they please, but for 
myself I will not consent to the unnecessary duplication of officers of 
this Government. We have representatives now. I will not agree to 
appoint a new set to do their work. My constituents require me to 
do the work of the position they have confidingly given me here, and 
I can not consent that others shall have substitutes unauthorized by 
law or any public necessity, thereby doubling expenses and encourag- 
ing and rewarding the faithless and incompetent. The sacred Scrip- 
tures warn us against supplanting another in his work, and the Consti- 
tution of our country and the common honesty of our people abhor the 
proposition to appoint and pay two men for doing the 
Commissions like this proposed were no part of the diplomatic or com- 
mercial machinery authorized by the Constitution, and they are not in 
much favor with me. Whenever we have tried them we have been de- 


work of one. 





which should naturally be our markets. 


I hope this House will recede from its disagreement and allow a com- | 


mission of intelligent gentlemen to take up and investigate fully this 
whole question, ultimately leading to treaties and arrangements which 
will give to this country and its citizens in the way of commercial in- 
tercoucse what they are naturally entitled to. I reserve what remains 
of my time. 


XV—3 


ceived or betrayed. They are inventions of modern growth, and are 
in demand. 


usually organized for private ends and aims. Places ar 
Borrowing from the great-hearted President, there are more ** pegs 


than holes.’’ Sinecures are easily found. Partisan service is too often 
paid for out of the Treasury rather than from the pocket of the bene- 
ficiary of such service. Political not able 
men, such as travel for the great business houses of this country, will 
| be your commissioners. If we agree to this amendment $50,000 per 


favorites, active business 
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] be 


you 


wil the cost of these four new officials. 


recognize the 


yeal But the worst evil is 
that principle of duplication of public officers in 
order to accommodate the throng of office-mongers. 

I will yield for five minutes to my colleague on the Committee on 
\ppropriations, the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will reserve the time until I have heard from 
other side. 
Mr. WASHBURN. 
from lowa [| Mr 


the 


I will yield for five minutes to the gentleman 


ASSON 


K 


Mr. KASSON. I hardly know and hardly believe there is much ad- 
vantage in prolonging a discussion where the opposition to it rests 
largely upon a conviction that the object of government is to prevent 
it from doing ything on the ordinary principles of business. This 
proposition does not originate with the Government as an absolute ini- 
tiative It « e from the Mississippi Valley, it came from the busi- 
ness men of that valle They believe, they say, that a commission 
of business men sent for the express purpose of uniting the opinion and 
judgment of different small countries and bringing about an exchange 
0 ews directly bet n them independent of political relations and 
political obligations, would secure good results to the commercial inter 
ests of the United State They have asked such a provision should 
be mad Che Senate have introduced an amendment upon this bill, 
and the question is whether there are not prospects of business advan- 
tage sufficient to induce us to grant it. How can you get a crop un- 
less you plant? How can you plant without some expense? I did 
greatly desire to speak to this House for a few moments on the entire 
programme for enlarging the commerce and influence of the United 


States on the Western continent 
I did desire 
Liv 


to ask gentlemen to observe the line of a ship sailing 


rpool to the west coast of South America and contrast it with 


irom 


the line pursued by an American ship sailing from the port of New 
York for the same destination. She starts now from New York and 
goes southeast sailing on a course away from her destination until she 


turns the point of Brazil, and then runs like the European ship to- 


ward her destination 

But when you have done what the United States will be treasonably 
guilty if it shall not do; when it is done, when you have opened the 
way across that lake and isthmus of Nicaragua, then your ship from 
New York sails directly to her destination upon a great circle, and by 
a route shorter than that now pursued by nearly the distance from 
Liverpool to New York 

ry 


hye 


nif you look upon the globe, and I trust that some of you to 
whom I have spoken personally since the last Congress upon this ques- 


tion have done so, you will be surprised to sce the advantage the United 
States gains over England in trading to that coast of South America. 
While now from England they have a straight line to the South Cape, 


we go two sides of a triangle, and the advantage is all with Liverpool. 


Mr. Speaker, that is but a part of the scheme, of which this is another 
part, to extend th 


States to establish treaties of reciprocity with small countries as well 


where we have one minister now for five of these 
states, and where, if he were to go from one to the 
lire the entire period of the year’s service for travel- 
d that your business commission shall go there to 
to them, to talk railroads to them, to talk routes of com- 
munication by water to them, to tell them what we produce in this 
country, what their merchants can trade on, and what there is that 
can be disposed of in this country, what we will take of their products, 
and to talk over all other business projects with all of these countries, 
presenting the advantages of ours to them, and I thank the executive 
government for having adopted the business propositions of business 
men in this country; and I think this House will neglect its duty if it 
does not approve of this reeommendation of the Executive 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I look to the southern countries, 
to Mexico, South America, and to Central America, as the future market 
for the surplus products of this country; and I feel that the most im- 
portant problem which will be likely to engage the attention of our 
statesmen for a long time in the future is that course which will pave 
the way to close commercial alliances with all the nations on the Amer- 
ican continent—the establishment of the same commercial freedom 
among them as that which exists among the States of this Union. I 
will go as far as he who goes furthest to advance the interests of the 
United States in that direction. I would be the last person to hamper 
or delay such a consummation. There is butsmall foundation for the 
hope that any considerable extension of the market for our surplus 
manufactured products can be made in Europe, and our present com- 


as great 


Central 


countries 
American 
other it would reqi 
ing. It is propos 


talk commerce 





mand of the wheat market there is threatened by the development of 


India. Our pork is being discriminated against by several European 
countries. 

I fear that the manufacturers of Europe will ever be able to exclude 
the products of our workshops from the East. Therefore necessity and 
wisdom demand that we should look to the south and to the west for 
our most lucrative trade. We must look to Mexico, Central America, 
South America, China, Japan, Australia, and the islands of the seas for 
our future commercial prosperity. If we will knock, they will open 


» influence and the commercial relations of the United | 
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Indeed, theyinviteustocome. Mexico 
has led the way by her recent reciprocity treaty with us, which others 
will followif wedesire them to do so. It is for this reason I am ready 
to join hands with all who are willing to move in the direction which 
will advance our commercial interests with the other nationalities on 
this continent. But, sir, Ido not believe such a result can be achieved 
by the proposed amendment of the Senate. What does this amendment 
do? 


their doors to our commerce. 


T 


It seeks to appoint a roving commission, to gather just such statist 
and information as we have already furnished to us by the official do 
ments emanating from these various countries or our official agent 
there We have accredited agents to these countries, diplomatic and 
consular agents, who will accomplish everything that can possibly 
accomplished by this expensive commission. We can by the use of a 
few postage-stamps instruct these agents to gather up the desired j, 
formation, and accomplish all that you seek to accomplish by the ex 
penditure of some $25,000, as will be required if this provision of th 
Senate shall prevail. 

Now, in order to evidence the sincerity of my desire and to promot 
closer commercial relations with those countries, I wish to send to th« 
desk a joint resolution which was introduced by myself at the begin- 
ning of this session, authorizing the President, who can act through our 
diplomatic agents, to invite the co-operation of the governments on th 

ontinent in securing the establishment of a commercial league o1 


A 


| commercial union similar to that which has so long existed among th 


states of Germany and known as the German Zollverein. 
The Clerk will please read: 


Joint resolution requesting the President to invite the co-operation of the g 
ernments of American nations in securing the establishment of free « 


mmmer 
cial intercourse among those nations and an American customs union 


Whereas the establishment of free commercial intercourse among the nations 
now existing upon the continent of America will promote the friendly politica 
reli internal commerce and industry, and secure a more extensiv 
for the surplus products of each of said nations: Therefore, 

Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Am 
in Cc That the President of the United States be, and he 
by, requested to invite the co-operation of the governments of the Am 
nations in securing the establishment of a commercial league by and betw 
the said nations, to be known as the customs union of America, the arrar 
ment of a common basis of import duties from other countries than those wl 
may compose said league, and that the commercial intercourse among the pe 
ple of all the American states may be freed from the payment of any cu 
or other dues whatever; and that a common system of weights and m 
may be also established for the purpose of facilitating such intercours« 


tions, market 


igress assembled, 








The establishment of this union in Germany led not only to the great 
commercial prosperity of the German states, but has finally led to thei 
political unification. I believe that wise and enlightened action on th: 


| part of this Government will bring together representatives of all th« 


| products, and we can with profit take in return their products. 


governments on this continent in an international convention or co1 
gress, where investigation, discussion, and deliberation may be had and 
this grand object may be accomplished; and we shall thereby secure a 
free market for the products of our farms and our workshops, protected 
against competition from other lands. 

In such aconvention or assemblage of intelligent representatives of 
the American nations the mutual advantages which will ensue to all 
concerned can be shown and appreciated. The other countries in th 
commercial union being without manufactures to any considerable ex 
tent, and their raw materials and products being in the main different 
from those of our own country, show that no serious conflict of interest 
can arise. They have need for our manufactured articles and farn 
Simi 
larity of political institutions and mutuality of interest will pro 
mote the peace, the friendly relations, the enlightenment, and prosper- 
ity of the people, as surely as such circumstances will develop the r 
sources of all the nations concerned. Such a commercial union would 
be the beginning of an era of prosperity far beyond the hopes o1 
dreams of any who have studied the future of the American conti- 
nent. 

The scheme that I advocate is purely commercial—in, n9 wise polit 
ical. I donot believe a political union of these countries is desirabl 
or beneficial. Their welfare and happiness can be promoted best by : 
continuance of their separate and independent sovereignty. The te1 
ritory subject to our political power is large enough. Asa lover of 
the welfare of my country, proud of its extent,its greatness and glory, 
as one ardently desirous of its future peace, prosperity, and grandeu: 
I would rather see our flag supplant the dominion of Great Britain ove! 


| the world’s commerce than behold it the symbol of sovereignty over the 








territory of the whole American continent. 
I believe the establishment of such a commercial league would silence 


| in a large degree the divisions existing among our people on the tariff 





With a free market for their surplus products in those countries, pro 
tected by a common basis of customs duties against the remainder o! 
the world, the manufacturers would be content to see free trade estab- 
lished among the American nations; and by the time that such a policy 
would demonstrate the advantage of free trade in America, the national 


| debt and the pensions to soldiers would no doubt be so far diminished as 


to enable us to dispense with tariff taxation altogether, and then would 
rise a wniversal demand in this country for free trade with all the 
world, 
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Such a commercial league should therefore be favored by protection- 
ists as well as free-traders; for while it does establish the same freedom 
of trade among the American nations as exists among the States of this 
Union, it at the same time opens a free market for our surplus products, 
while it continues the barrier against European competition. 


It should be favored by Mexicans and Spanish-Americans as well as | 
by North Americans, because it would develop the internal commerce | 


aud stimulate the trade of all the countries concerned. 

The trade of those countries ought to be controlled by us. 
nearness to us, the facilities of communication by water or rail, all 
give us the advantage over any other country. What share of this 
trade do we get now? The statistics will show that England, France, 
and Germany come to our door and take away the bulk of this trade. 
Look at the figures. Our trade with some of those countries is so in- 
significant in comparison with England and France as to be humiliat- 
ing to the pride of our country. 
Europe and yet, comparatively speaking, easy of access to us across 
the Isthmus of Panama or from California, and see the disparity: 






Exports from Chili. Peru. Total. 
Gira TR vines niacin vcececneypeneenssnese = $32, 064,347 $18,751,466 | $50,815, 813 
France.... 8,713, 372 21, 772, 582 
aia cin ana caniint pnganenibaonuasennenbied 3, 574, 495 7, 159, 627 


I have not yet had access to the statistics of the trade of these coun- 
tries with other European countries. Their trade in 1880 with all 
foreign countries amounted to $653,701 ,000, of which $373,994, 000 were 
imports and consisted mainly of manutactured articles. Of those im- 
ports England furnished $88,520,000; France, $62,771,000; and the 
United States only $36,044,000. If this commercial union is estab- 
lished these figures would be more than reversed. 

Ifsuch a union is formed, of course a common basis for customs duties 
should be provided on imports from other countries outside of the 
league. The German Zollverein or Customs Union, to which I have 
referred, demonstrates the immense advantages accruing from such a 
league to people of contiguous nations with common interests. 
contributed more than all else to the prosperity of the German states, 
and was instrumental in bringing about their final political unity. 

Our effort to establish this union may at first meet with the difii- 
culties encountered in the establishment of the German Zollverein. 
At first only two states entered into the league; but as the advantages 
became known others joined, and by January, 1854, all the German 
states were included except Holstein, Mecklenberg, Limburg, Ham- 
burg, and Bremen. Its subsequent accessions and success are well 
known. 
mercial alliance, in time all the other countries would join. 

At any rate, we have everything to gain and nothing to lose by the 
attempt. The greatest danger which threatens the prosperity of our 
country is that which may resalt from production of more than we can 
market. 
wares or the farmer can not find a market for his grain and provisions, 
then stagnation will follow. This teaches us we should without de- 
lay seek an extended and permanent market. I have already said, as 
we can not look for it eastward we must look for it southward and 
westward. A vigorous, wise foreign policy will secure it for us. 

This proposition, I repeat, has no political purposes. 
concerned are independent nations, and would resent our advance with 


such motives, but would welcome us if we should convince them our | 


object is purely commercial. 


to extend our commerce and open new markets. 
In the remaining hours of this session I only have time to briefly call 


attention to this great question, but I wjjl avail myself of this oppor- 
tunity to say that I shall at the next session press the consideration of 
the joint resolution I have offered, and trust if it should fail that some 


measure having in view the same object may be adopted. 
Mr. WASHBURN. How much time have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER. 
maining. 
Mr. WASHBURN. 





execution. I yield four minntes to the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Eaton]. 
Mr. EATON. 


farm also to a great extent. But I differ with him in this: I do not 


believe that the diplomatic and consular agents that are there are the 
It 


men to commence this business treaty. What does this call for? 
calls for commercial and manufacturing men. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
say he is mistaken as to my position ? 
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noe — 


Their | 


Take Chiliand Peru, so remote from | 


It has | 


Therefore, if we should only commence with a Mexican com- | 


If the time comes when the manufacturer can not sell his | 


The countries | 


By this proposition we should turn away | 
from old-fashioned political diplomacy and utilize our foreign agencies 


The gentleman has seven minutes of his time re- 


I only desire to remark that what the gentle- 
man from Illinois has stated very much reminds me of a friend of mine 
who said he was in favor of the Maine liquor law, but he was against its 


I have investigated this matter somewhat for several 
years past, and I have no doubt I agree with my friend from Illinois 
(Mr. TOWNSHEND] in one respect, that we must look to the states 
south of us for a market for our manufactures and the products of the 


Will my friend from Connecticut allow me to 
I do not propose to authorize our 
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diplomates or consular agents to inaugurate this treaty, but to invite 
those countries to send commissioners to us for that purpose 

Mr. EATON. You want to get that information through thes« 
tlemen, and I want to get it through men who know what they are doing 
Therefore I will take commercial men and manufacturing men and send 
them there. We are building our railroads into Mexico and in a com 
paratively short time will have railroads extending five h 
south of Mexico. 





. : 
indred miles 


Now let commercial and manufacturing men be intrusted with this 
business. Let them go to all these people. Let them talk with the 
commercial and manufacturing men of those countries. Let us build 


up a trade between this country and the southern republics 


I have no doubt about this subject at all. L believe a true patriot 


ism would dictate to us to go to the largest extent that was prudent 
and cautious in this matter. I have no fears that the President of the 
United States will not appoint proper men to carry out this grea eas 
ure; and I ask this House to put into the hands of the administration 
a small sum of money that will in my opinion prove of inestimable 
value to us within the ensuing year or within the near future (n 
expenditure is proposed of $25,000 for what my friend is pleased to 
call a roving commission. <A roving commission! Gentlemen sent 


for a particular and specific purpose to meet with the people south of 
not to negotiate, but to show to the people in power 1n Nicaragua 
in the Argentine Republic, and everywhere else they may go, the g 
advantage it would be to them if there could be an exchange of com 


between those people and this people. 


us; 


reat 


modities | 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Connecticut has 
| expired. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 


Louisiana [Mr. Hunt]. 

Mr. HUNT. My duties upon the shipping committee have re 
quired that I should look somewhat into this subject I find that 
| England and France, through their capital invested in steamships and 
communicating lines of commerce to the countries south of us, have 
caused the traffic which belongs to the United States to be drawn u 
an unnatural direction. The course taken recently 
way of repealing the compulsory postal laws, which oblige 
vessels in the foreign carrying trade to transport the mails 
without compensation, looks to an enlightened change of public policy. 


iwress by 
\merican 


virtually 


in ¢ 


| The Government, by reason of its mcent liberal course toward the 
| World’s Exposition to be held at New Orleans has perhaps done more 
| than anything else could have done to pave the way for free1 d more 


liberal intercourse with the people of the countries to which I have 
referred. 

I ask, Mr. Speaker, how can this be accomplished well unless you 
send experts, informed commercial men, to visit these countries? And 
what is the expense in the way of salary compared to the valuable 
knowledge that will be obtained and to the addy 
| tages that must necessarily result? 

Mr. WASHBURN. LI yield one minute to the gentleman from Mis 
| souri [Mr. O’ NEILL]. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I can state, with the concurren 
BROADHI the other member from Saint Louis, that the 
| and manufacturers of that city give this proposition their 
| hearty support under the belief that it will . 
| that rightfully belongs to us and that is now diverted to other coun 
| tries through the absence of proper commercial relations 
The people of Central and South America are strongly in sympathy 
| with our people and institutions, and through the agency of a comp 
| tent commission can be readily induced to enter into strong commercial 
relations with us. The introduction of the American sy 
ways in Mexico and its rapid extension southward gives strong assu 
ance that we will soon be united to those people with ties of close com 
mercial communication, provided they 
this grand work, which I imagine will be one of the principal efforts ot 
the commission. It is fraught with bright promise ti 
interests, and I earnestly hope the amendment will |! 


large commercial an 





e of M1 
AD, merchants 
inqualified 


trad 
LLraat 


rive to this coun 


tem of rail 


can be induced to co operate In 


»>ourT Com! relal 


ve adopted 





| Mr. BURNES. I beg just to call the attention of the House for a 
| moment to the language of the amendment: 

| For thre« missioners to be appointed by the President, ! 1 with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, at a compensation of $7,500 each Sa 

| missioners shall ascertain the best modes of securing mors ntir iter 
| national and comme il relations between the United States and t ever 

| countries of Central and South America, and for that purpose the visit 
| such countries in Central and South America asthe President may direct 

If gentlemen will point to any law or regulation of the State Depart 
ment that does not make it the duty of ministers and consuis to do this 
particular work, then I shall acknowledge myself in error. But the 
can not. 

I desire to say a word to my friend, the distinguished ntleman 
from Iowa [Mr. KASSON]. In the language of those from the Missis 
sippi Valley who have urged this scheme upon him, he has been un- 
able to read between the lines the bitter irony in regard to t neffi- 
ciency of the present service in South and Central America Chat is 
all. We all, everywhere, want all the trade we can get. Some of us 
object to a scheme that, under the name of seeking it, takes from all 

! our ministers and consuls in South and Central America the work they 



















































































































































































































































































6100 


are paid for performing and intrusts it to duplicate ministers or con- | 
suls under the name of commissioners, &c. 

I regret, however, that my friend from lowa [Mr. Kasson] has given | 
us the intelligence that this was not a movement on the part of the 
Secretary of State; that it was not conceived by the Administration, 
whatever the indorsement given to it by sending it here. I say that | 
the judgment of the State Department seems to have been against it | 
until attention was called to it, as the gentleman says, by business men | 
of the Mississippi Valley. 

In reply to the remarks of the gentleman from New Orleans [Mr. 
HUN r] I have a word. We have done pretty well for New Orleans at | 
Will he never give us a rest? I love New Orleans very 
much indeed, and hope she may not tarnish her glory and glut her 
spirit of enterprise by the cry of the horse-leech so long as our Treasury 
has a dollar of surplus. 

Mr. BROADHEAD. I would ask my colleague if the business men 
of the Mississippi Valley are not just as capable of judging of the im- 
portance of this matter as the Secretary of State? 

Mr. BURNES. I answer my colieague by saying that the Secre- | 
tary of State has great duties enjoined upon him by the Constitution | 
and the | It is his business to study all these questions. I pre- | 
sume he He ought to. The business men of Saint Louis are 
equal to any in the world, but they study their ledgers and stock- 
books more closely than they do the avenues of trade and commerce 
or the proper diplomatic and consular service of this Government. 
They attend to their own business well and intelligently; they are 
great and successful in that respect, but if I had their ear I would say | 
that they sometimes make a great fuss about very small matters, and | 
sometimes make none at all when they might well cry aloud from the | 
house 


this session. 


iws 


doe 


tops 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I would ask the gentleman what are | 
the average salaries paid to our consuls in these different countries. 


Mr. BURNES. In South America? 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Yes; about how much ? 

Mr. BURNES. Our ministers there are paid from $7,500 to $12,000 
@ year each. 

Mr. ADAMS 
there. 

Mr. BURNES. There are some ten or twelve ministers and envoys 
extraordinary, and double as many consuls and consuls-general. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. What are our consuls paid ? 

Mr. BURNES. From two to three and four thousand dollars a year. 
[ can not answer the gentleman more fully; the time is short. 

i say here that it is true, as my honored friend from Connecticut 
{| Mr. EATON] says, we want this trade. It is a question as to the 
agency to be adopted inorder to obtain it. Iask him whether we shall 
have a double agency or a single agency for this purpose? What zeal 
induces the gentleman to stand forth here against the judgment of the 
people of this country as represented on this floor? Whatinduces him 
to do that? 

Mr. EATON rose 

Mr. BURNES. The gentleman can answer it at his leisure and 
through the Recorp, if he wishes; but not now. 

Mr. EATON. I never write for the RecorD; I speak what I have to 
say. 

Mr. BURNES. Very well; speak it in your own time. I say that 
we have reduced the tariff duties on coffee and various other articles 
produced in those countries without any sort of compensation. Solong 
as we maintain war taxes here at home we can not hope to compete for 
this trade. The seeds of the disease lie in our laws on the tariff ques- | 
tion, which the gentleman is unwilling to change. Trade—general | 
trade with the states of the south—will come when revenue is made 
the primary object of all tariff legislation, and commerce flies once 
more in American ships and under our own flag. 

I now yield the remainder of my time to my distinguished friend 
from Georgia [Mr. BLount]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 


of New York. I believe there is only one minister | 





I do not believe I will use that. 


Mr. SPRINGER (to Mr. BLounT). Give it to me. 

Mr. BLOUNT. What side are you on? 

Mr. SPRINGER. On your side. 

Mr. BLOUNT. All right. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman gives me his two minutes’ time. 


I am quite as anxious as gentlemen on the other side and a few gentle- 
men on this side to have the trade of South Carolina [laughter ]—of 
the South American republics. And I will tell those gentlemen when | 
they will getit. The same hour in which it will come to us will be that | 
hour and that day when we can sell the manufactured articles of this 
country to them at the same or at less prices than can England and the | 
other countries of Europe. Whenever we can do that we will have 
their trade. 

But you can send commissioners to South America from now until | 
the day of judgment, and you may drink barrels and barrels of cham- 
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yielded four minutes to the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Eaton] 
| two minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Hunt], and on 


| the mutual enjoyment of its benefits. 


pagne with the people there, and you can never sell a wool hat to a! 
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single citizen of those countries until you can sell it as cheap or cheaper 
| than such articles are sold by the countries of Europe. 


{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will now yield my half-minute of time re- 
maining to the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATON]. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I think I have a half-minute remaining. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had seven minutes remaining, and 


J) 


minute to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’ NEILL]. 

Mr. WASHBURN. And thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’ NEILL] 
used only half a minute; and the half-minute remaining I yielded to 
the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATON]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I used only half a minute. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Hasthegentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WAsu- 
BURN ] any time remaining ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’NEILI 
states that he used only half a minute of the time yielded tohim. The 
Chair therefore recognizes the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. EATON ] 
for half a minute. 

Mr. EATON. One-half minute! I will take just a quarter of a 
minute to tell my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that the cham- 
pagne which he drinks, which comes out of barrels [laughter], is not 
the kind consumed by the people in the countries now under discus- 
s1on. 

Now let me say one word to my good friend from Missouri [ Mr. 
BURNES], and let him ponder upon it. There has never been any great 
public measure carried out between our country and other peoples ex- 


cept through the instrumentality of legations expressly authorized. 


Such matters are never intrusted to the regular minister Abroad. Iwill 
ask my good friend who is going to Austria [Mr. Kasson] whether 
if any great measure is to be consummated a special embassy or com- 
mission is not always deemed necessary? 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I shall vote to retain in the consular and diplo- 
matic bill the clause to appropriate a sum for the employment of com- 
anissioners to ascertain the best mode of securing more intimate and 
commercial relations between the United States and the Central and 
South American countries. We should liberalize our intercourse with 
those countries to promote the sale of American farm products and man- 
ufactures. Ordinarily I have voted to sustain the action of the con- 
ferees on the part of the House. I will not do so in this instance. | 
will vote for the motion from their position. 

The South American countries produce many articles for which the 
climate of the United States is not suited, and the United States pro- 
duce many articles for which those countries are not adapted. The in- 
terests of both countries dictate that there should be a more liberal in- 
terchange of thesecommodities. Enlightened public policy would strike 
off the shackles that have prevented the development of this trade and 
It is not a local question. The 
manufacturers of the East and of the South as well as the agricultur- 
ists of the West and the South are alike interested in the measure. I 
do not speak with an eye to Southern interests exclusively, though a 
Representative of a Southern constituency. I speak for the whole 
country. The sum proposed is insignificant compared to the benefits 
which it is believed will follow. The suggestion that a communication 
which a postage-stamp will carry would be sufficient to attain the end 
desired is preposterous. It is an economical but an exceedingly narrow 
view of the question. 

Scarcely less absurd is the suggestion that it can be accomplished by 
the consular agents of the Government already employed in those coun- 
tries by our Government. It isa great work, and to achieve it the 
services of experts and practical, broad-minded statesmen and compe- 
tent diplomatists should be bgought into requisition. ! will cheerfully 
vote for the bill as it came from the Senate in this particular. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WASHBURN that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendments 
numbered 166 and 167, there were—ayes 82, noes 53. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 111, nays 76, not vot- 
ing 137; as follows: 

YEAS—111. 


Adams, G. E. Cannon, Funston, James, 
Adams, J.J. Chalmers, George, Jeffords, 
Atkinson, Cullen, Glascock, Johnson, 
Barksdale, Cutcheon, Greenleaf, Kasson, 
Bayne, Dargan, Guenther, Kean, 
Belford, Davis, G. R. Hancock, Keifer, 
Boutelle, Davis, R. T. Hart, Kellogg, 
Brewer, F. B. Deuster, Hatch, H. H. Laird, 
Brewer, J. H. Dingley, Hepburn, Libbey, 

| Broadhead, Eaton, Hewitt, G. W. Lyman, 

| Brown, W. W. Ellis, Hitt, McCoid, 
Brumm, Evans, I. N, Horr, McComas, 
Budd, Everhart, Houseman, McCormick, 
Calkins, Ferrell, Howey, Miller, S. H. 
Campbell, J. M. Findlay, Hunt, Milliken, 
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Mitchell, Perkins, Singleton, Thomas, | 
Morrill, Phelps, Skinner, C. R. Tillman, 
Muldrow, Poland, Smalls, Valentine, 
Nelson, Potter, Smith, Wakefield, 
Nutting, Price, Spooner, Washburn, 
Oates, Ranney, Stephenson, Weaver, 
Ochiltree, Ray, G. W. Stewart,Charles White, J.D. 
O'Hara, Robinson, J.S. Stewart, J. W. White, Milo 
O'Neill, Charles Rockwell, Stone, Whiting, 
O'Neill, J.J. Rosecrans, Strait, Winans, E. B. 
Parker, Rowell Struble, Winans, John 
Payne, Ryan, Sumner, C. A. Yaple. 
Payson, Seymour, Taylor, J.D. 
NAYS—76. 
Alexander, Dunn, Lanham, Taylor, J. M. 
Bagley, Follett, Lore, Thompson, 
Bennett, Forney, Lowry, Townshend, 
Blount, Garrison, MeMillin, Turner, H.G. 
Breckinridge, Geddes, Miller, J. F. Turner, Oscar 
Buchanan, Gibson, Mills, Van Alstyne, 
Burnes, Graves, Murray, Vance, 
Caldwell, Green, Neece, Van Eaton, 
Campbell, J. E. Halsell, Pierce, Wallace, 
Carleton, Hatch, W. H. Peel, Warner, Richard 
Cassidy, Hemphill, Pryor, Wellborn, 
Clay, — Henley, Randall, Weller, 
Clements, Herbert, Riggs, Williams, 
Cox, W. R. Hoblitzell, Rogers, J. H. Wilson, W.L. 
Crisp, Holman, Scales, Wise, G. D. 
Culberson, D. B. Jones, B. W. Seney, Wolford, 
Dibble, Jones, J. H. Shelley, Wood, 
Dibrell, Jordan, Springer, Woodward, 
Dowd, Kleiner, Sumner, D. H. York. 
NOT VOTING—137. 

Aiken, Davidson, Jones, J. K. Reed, 
Anderson, Davis, L. H. Jones, J.T. Reese, 
Arnot, Dockery, Kelley, Rice, 
Ballentine, Dorsheimer, Ketcham, Robertson, 
Barbour, Duncan, King, Robinson, W. E. 
Barr, Dunham, Lacey, togers, W.F. 
Beach, Eldredge, Lamb, Russell, 
Belmont, Elliott, Lawrence, Shaw, 
Bingham, Ellwood, Le Fevre, Skinner, T. G. 
Bisbee, English, Lewis, Slocum, 
Blackburn, Ermentrout, Long, Snyder, 
Blanchard, Evins, J. H. Lovering, Spriggs, 
Bland, Fiedler, McAdoo, Steele, 
Bowen, Finerty, Matson, Stevens, 
Boyle, Foran, Maybury, Stockslager, 
Brainerd, Fyan, Millard, Storm, 
Breitung, Goff, Money, Talbott, 
Browne, T. M. Hammond, Morgan, Taylor, E. B. 
Buckner, Hanback, Morrison, Throckmorton, 
Burleigh, Hardeman, Morse, Tucker, 
Cabell, Hardy, Moulton, Tully, 

‘ampbell, Felix Harmer, Muller, Wadsworth, 

‘andler, Haynes, Murphy, Wait, 

‘hace, Henderson, D. B. Mutcbler, Ward, 

‘lardy, Henderson, T. J. Nicholls, Warner, A. J. 

‘obb, Hewitt, A. 8. O’ Ferrall, Wemple, 

‘ollins, Hill, Paige, Wilkins, 

Hiscock, Patton, Willis, 
onverse, Holmes, Peters, Wilson, James 


ook, Holton, Wise, J.S. 


( 

( 

( 

( 

( 

( 
Connolly, 
‘ 

( Pettibone, 
( 

( 

( 

{ 
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osgrove, Hooper, Post, Worthingon, 
tovington, Hopkins, Pusey, Young. 

‘ox, 8.8. Houk, Rankin, 

‘ulbertson, W.W. Hurd, Ray, Ossian 

‘urtin, Hutchins, Reagan, 


So the motion of Mr. WASHBURN, that the House recede from its 
disagreement and agree to Senate amendments numbered 166 and 167, 
was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WEMPLE with Mr. PETERS, until further notice. 

Mr. MURPHY with Mr. HEPBURN, on all political questions, indefi- 


nitely, reserving the right to vote to make a quorum; Mr. HEPBURN | 


to determine what are political questions. 

Mr. PAYNE with Mr. ELDREDGE, until further notice. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. WASHBURN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. OCHILTREE asked and obtained leave to print remarks in the 


RECORD upon the pending bill. 
_ Mr. TOWNSHEND. [ask that all other members, if they desire 
it, may have the same privilege. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I object to that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I asx leave to extend in print the re- 
marks I have made on this question. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Itis understood that the remarks must be con- 
fined to this subject. 


The SPEAKER. That is the understanding. 


There being no objection, the leave requested by Mr. TOWNSHEND | 


was granted. 
, Mr. BURNES. In order to save time I move that the House ask a 
further conference with the Senate on amendment numbered 158. 
Mr. VALENTINE. How many amendment are there undisposed of? 
The SPEAKER. Only this one. 
The motion of Mr. BURNES was agreed to; and the Speaker announced 
as conferees on the part of the House Mr. BURNES, Mr. TOWNSHEND, 
and Mr. WASHBURN. 





MANAGEMENT OF SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr. ROSECRANS. I ask unanimous consent to report from the 
Committee on Military Affairs for immediate consideration the resolu- 
tion which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the resolution of this House directing the Military Committee 
to examine into the plan, practical workings, and management of the national 
homes for disabled volunteers, and to examine such homes as it may deemfnec- 
essary by subcommittee, and providing that all necessary expenses be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House, passed on the 26th of May, 1884, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended by adding the following, to wit: ‘* The Clerk of 
the House, upon the order of the chairman of the Military Committee, shall ad- 
vance to the Sergeant-at-Arms, in amounts not exceeding $1,000 ata time, such 
sums as may be required to meet the current expenses of clerk-hire, travel, Kc. ; 
said amountto be promptly accounted for by proper vouchers duly certified by 
said chairman.” 


The SPEAKER. 
this resolution? 

Mr. VALENTINE. As I understand, this refers to a resolution 
heretofore adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The House adopted heretofore a resolution pro- 
viding for this investigation, but failed to authorize the Clerk of the 
House to furnish money in advance to the Sergeant-at-Arms to defray 
the expenses. The present resolution is designed to remedy that de- 
fect. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 

Mr. ROSECRANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move to proceed to business on the Speaker’s 
table. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana to take a recess until 9 0’clock this evening. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The conference report on the fortification bill em- 
braces but a single item, and it can be delayed until this evening with- 
out inconvenience. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let usadjourn. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 17. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. [Cries of ‘‘Oh!’’] I 
withdraw the point of no quorum, but I believe we will not do any 
thing this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum having been withdrawn 
the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m. 
recess until 9 o’clock p. m. 

AFTER RECESS. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


the House took a 


At 9 o’clock p. m. the House resumed its session. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 
cases: 

To Mr. ELDREDGE, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. RANKIN, for the remainder of the session, on account of im- 
portant business. 

CICERO H. DRAKE. 

On motion of Mr. GEDDES, by unanimous consent leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case 
of Cicero H. Drake, no adverse report having been made thereon 

RICHARD D. BREWER. 
On motion of Mr. GEDDES, by unanimous consent leave was granted 





| for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case 
| of Richard D. Brewer for reference to the Secretary of State. 

JOHN N. QUACKENBUSH. 

Mr. JORDAN. I move by unanimous consent to take from the 
| Speaker’s table the bill (S. 28) to confirm the status of John N. Quack 
enbush as a commander in the United States Navy for present consid- 
|} eration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United States be, and he hereby is 
authorized to nominate and, with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint 
the said John N. Quackenbush a commander in the Navy of the United States, 
| vice George U. Morris retired, to take rank and position on the list of such 
commanders from and after the date of the retirement of Morris, namely, Octo- 














| ber 21, 1874, and next after the name of Commander William T. Sampson, the 
| appointment to be to fill the vacancy, still unfilled, caused by the retirement of 
| Morris, the right to fill which is unquestioned under the decision in the case of 
Charles M. Blake vs. The United States (13 Otto, 227), and the right to reissue 
the original commission of Commander Quackenbush might be questionable 
| Provided, That such appointment shall not entitle the said’ John N. Quacken- 
bush to compensation during the time that intervened between the appoint- 
ment of W. S. Schley and the subsequent retirement of Morris: Provided further 
That after such reappointment the said John N. Quackenbush sl niitied 
with the exception provided for above, namely, that no cor e re 
ceived for the few months that intervened between the issuing of the com < 


sion to Schley and the retirement of Morris) to compensation from the date of 


his origir 





received up to the 





il commission to the present time, as by 






time of the raising of a question as to his status in consequence of the Supreme 
Court decision in the case of Blake above referred t and he having been borne 
on the rolls of the Navy until August 1,1883, and on waiting orders until said 
date, he shall receive whatever arrears of salary have accrued since the Ist day 
of April, A. D. 1881, that being the date on which further payment of his salary 


was deferred until his status should be finally decided 
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FORDAN 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take Sen- 
\o. 28 from the Speaker’s table for its immediate consideration 
we, and I am sure the House will agree to my request and pass 
I can get them to give me their attention for a few minutes. 
mistake. The bill has 
ported favorably in the Senate and in the House by the Naval 
tees without a dissenting vote. The relief sought bv the bill 
en recommended by a President of the United States, a Secretary 
Navy, 


eeks to correct a serious but clerical 


and the opinion of the Attorney-General has been given 
LAVOT 

rmment who has a right to object to it so far as I know 
he facts are simply that John N. Quackenbush was appointed a com- 
in the Navy of 


5, 1871 


the United States in regular course of promo 
He was tried by a court-martial in February, 
itenced to dismissal Che President approved the sentence 

1874. On 9 Commander Quackenbush was notified 
cretary of the Navy by letter of these facts, and that from that 
to be an officer in the Navy. The sentence was a 
satis! tory to the President, although he had ap- 
on June 12, 1874, the Secretary of the Navy wrote to 
tifying him that the sentence of the court- 
vas on the 9th day of June, 1874, mitigated to suspension from 


j 


Tuy 
J UNE 


vould cease 
h one, not 


and 
nder Quackenbush 


duty on furlough-pay for six years, the suspension to date 
its 
LOth day of Jun 


1874, the President nominated W. 8. Schley 
ander 


vice Quackenbush This nomination 
lhe mistake, purely clerical, in using the words ‘‘ vice 
ush, dismissed,’’ when the dismissal had been set aside and 
caused the whole difficulty. This appointment of Schley 

n excess of the number of commanders allowed by law rhe 
of the Secretary of the Treasury was called to the matter, and 

to protect the Government and Commander Quackenbush he 
that no nomination should be made to the next succeeding va- 


» has bec 


dismissed. ’’ 


n made, and the place remains now vacant, as 
ver since the retirement of George W. Morge, commander 
ered important that this mistake should be corrected. This 
shes the purpose desired and fills the place, which has been 
n order that this act of justice might be done 

bmit with this statement the re port of the House Committee, 
by Hon. GEORGE D. Wisk from the Naval Committee. It makes 
justifies and requires the passage of this bill: 


i comple te and 


Allairs, to 
of John N 


ival whon 


was referred the bill (H. R. 5758 
a commander in the United 
ration, report as follows 

pon the 25th day of May, 1871, duly appointed 
e President of the United States, by and with theadvice 
in the Navy of the United States, in 
otion from the ink of lieutenant-com: 
t-martial in February, 1874, and sentenced 


that this sentence was approved by the 


Quackenbush 


ul the same under consid 
i wis 
nate, a commander 
to dismissal 
President on the 5th 


1874 
ish, at 
4 approval 


the 


Boston 


Secretary of the Navy addressed a letter fo 
informing him of the sentence of the 
by the President, and stating that from that 
in officer in the Navy.” 
the Secretary of the Navy again addressed a letter to Com- 
h, at Boston, asking him to return the order dismissing him 
ind the latter returned the order to the Secretary of the Navy, 
tter of the 15th of June, 1874 
y of December, 1874, the Secretary of the Navy again addressed 
mander Quackenbush, at Boston, stating that the sentence of the 
on the 9th day of June, 1874, mitigated to suspension from 
on furlough pay, for six years, the suspension to date from that 
Fourth Auditor was so notified the same day 
10th day of June, 1874, the President nominated to the Senate W.S 
commander inthe Navy, “* vice Quackenbush, djsmissed,’’ which 
omination was confirmed by the Senate on the 12th day of Fune, 1874. 

It appears thatthis nomination was inadvertently made “ vice Quackenbush, 
dismissed,’ as there had been no intention on the part of the President to dis- 
miss Quackenbush \ retention of both Schley and Quackenbush upon the list 
made an excess of one over the legal number of commanders. The Secretary of 
the Navy, as soon as this fact was called to his attention, directed that no nomi- 

tation should be made to the next sueceeding vacancy, which recommendation 

iplied with, no appointment being then made, or having subsequently 
been made, to the position made vacant by the retirement of George W. Morris, 
the only result of the error having been that Schley received his promotion a 
few weeks earlier than would otherwise have been the case. 

The President referred the matter to the Attorney-General for an opinion. 

The Attorney-General rendered his opinion on the 16th day of March, 1878 (15 
Op., 466), in which he says 
Presuming that the first branch of your inquiry—that part of it relating to 
the admissibility of ‘ parol proof’ that the President assented to the mitigation 
of the sentence on the 9th of June 
1dmissibility of the letter of the Secretary of the Navy of the 8th of December 
is evidence of the fact just mentioned, I submit that this letter can not be prop- 
erly viewed in the light of mere parol evidence of such fact. It is an official 
document, pertaining to a matter which necessarily came within the official ob- 
servation of the Secretary, and regarded simply as such, is entitled to be received 
as at least prima facie proof of what is therein stated touching that matter; but 
being, moreover, an act which, in contemplation of law, proceeds from the Presi- 
cient himself, it must be deemed to be evidence of the very highest order of the 
particular fact above referredto. Thedirections of the President respecting the 
mitigation of a court-martial sentence may be, and frequently are, given oretenus, 
and left to be formally made known and carried out through the head of the ap- 
‘ropriate Department. When this is the case the orders or instructions of the 
atter, issued in discharge of that duty, constitute primary and perhaps conclusive 
vidence of what the directions of the President were. 
Awreeably to these views, the letter of the Secretary of the Navy of the 8th 
December must be considered satisfactory proof, not only of the mitigation 
f the sentence by the President, but that it was mitigated by him on the 9th 


ild cease to be 


1 letter to Con 
ourt riial was, 
ink and duty 
lay And the 
On the 


schieyv to be 


was con 


And there is no person or official in any department of the 


| Commander Quackenbush, but not the details of my action 
| however, t! 


and He was | 


| take in the record has been made by a clerk.” 


| from, says 


| commander in the United States Navy, v 





is propounded with reference solely to the | 
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day of June, the time stated in the letter—supposing, of course, that the power 
to mitigate might then have been exerted by the President 

“This nomination, following so closely on the letter of dismissal written by 
the Secretary of the Navy, is apparently inconsistent with the subsequent stat: 
ment by him that the sentence was mitigated by him at the time mentioned 
It assumes, indeed, the complete execution of the sentence—that the offi 
was thereby dismissed, and is an official act based on this assumption 
did not of itself affect or change the previous or then existing status of 
officer. Thus, had the nomination been made after the approval of th: 
tence of dismissal 


er 
he sé 

but before anything was done in execution thereot, it e 
hardly be considered as constituting a sufficient execution of that sentence 

‘So the confirmation of the nomination, and the issue of a commission thy 
upon, did not necessarily produce any alteration of the status of the officer 
der sentence * * It may be that the * vice 
by inadvertence, and,in view of the statement 
regarded otherwise than as thus originated 

Following this advice of the Attorney-General, Commander Quackenbush | 
served out his probation under order of the President, the duration of w 
expired on the 9th day of June, 1880, at which time he was restored to wa 
orders pay, under which he now is. The recent decision and 
Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Charles M. Blake vs. The I 
States (13 Otto, 227) makes questionable the right of said Quackenbush to 
said office, not by reason of the order of dismissal, first erroneously promulgated 
and immediately afterward withdrawn, because, according to the opinion of 
the Attorney-Cieneral, the letter of the Secretary of the Navy, on the 8th of Dy 
cember, in which it is stated that the President had assented to the mitig¢ 
of the sentence on the 9th day of June, is accepted as evidence of the h 
order of the fact referred to therein, but by reason of the fact that the nomi: 
tion of W. S. Schley to be commander was made “vice Quackenbush 
missed,"’ which, if given its full force as a jona fide act of the President, taken 
connection with the subsequent confirmation of the same by the Senate, accor 
ing to the decision of the Supreme Court, operates to supersede Quackenbu 
who thereupon ceased to be an officer in the Navy 

With respect to the making of the nomination of W. S. Schley in the 
it was, Hon. George M. Ro 


1582, Says 


The nomination of Schley ‘ vice Quackenbush’ went through in some in« 
prehensible manner, and when brought to my attention, as it made an ex« 
numbers, | ordered no nomination to be made for the position shortly after 
vacated by the retirement of Morris, which reduced the number of commanc 
to the legal limits.” 

It will be remembered that Mr. Robeson was Secretary of the Navy at th« 
time the matters mentioned in his letter took place ; 
General Grant, in a letter to the President, dated February 10, 1882, says 
The case of Commander J. N. Quackenbush, United States Navy, sentenced 


missed in 1874, has just been called to my attention, with the hard 


attending his case, by reason of inadvertency in sending in the nomination of 
his successor after his sentence 


had been commuted, The matter of nomina 
tions or promotions in the Army and Navy is regulated by law, so that the I 

ecutive scarcely thinks to look at the nominations when put before him, su; 
ing of course they are all to fill vacancies. In this way it seems Command 
Quackenbush wassuspended, and now finds himself in danger of being o1 
Navy by reason of the recent decision in another case 


* in the nomination was 1 
just adverted to, it can not 


judgment « 


rhest 


ar 


son, in a letter to the President dated February 


¢ 


to be d 


1 
I remember th« 

I have nod 

Robeson, then Secretary of the Navy, knows 
I do know, however, the intention was not to put | 
and I now recommend his nomination tothe vacaney w 


was kept open for him from the time of the first vacancy after the promoti 
Schley. 


it Hon. George M 
remembers all about it 


out of the service 


The fact that executive action was delayed so long in the case of 
mander Quackenbush at the request of Samuel Howe shows quite conclusive! 
that the approval of the sentence and mitigation was done at one and the sa 
time. My decision was probably given verbally to the Secretary, and a1 


With respect to the latter question Mr. Robeson, in the letter already quoted 
The action of approval and of mitigation was at one and the same tim 

whatever the records in the Department may appear to show The direction 
to me being verbal, and a letter being sent at once by me to Commander Quack 
enbush, and afterward, in December, the letter promulgating the finding and 
mitigation, I may have rested content with my action, and neglected to order or 
to make full indorsement of the records 

It is highly probable that the draught of the formal approval of the sentence 
of dismissal, which appears upon the record of the court-martial in the hand 
writing of some one else other than the President, was made on the 5th day of 
June, but was not actually signed by the President till on the 9th day of Jun« 

The bill under consideration authorizes the President to nominate, and, with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint, the said John N, Quackenbush 
ice George U. Morris, retired, to take 
rank and position on the list of such commanders from and after the date of the 
retirement of Morris, namely, October 21, 1874, and next after the name of Com- 
mander W. P. Sampson; the appointment to be to fill the vacancy still unfilled, 
caused by the retirement of Morris, the right to fill which is unquestioned under 
the above decision, and the right to reissue the original commission of Com- 
mander Quackenbush might be questionable, with the provision that such ap- 
pointment shall not entitle the said John N. Quackenbush to compensation dur- 
ing the time that intervened between the appointment of Schley and the subse- 
quent retirement of Morris; and with the further provision that after such reap- 
pointment the said John N. Quackenbush shall be entitled (with the exception 
provided above, namely, that no compensation shall be received for the few 
months that intervened between the issuing of the commission to Schley and the 
retirement of Morris) to compensation from the date of his original commission to 
the present time, as by him duly received up to the time of the raising of the ques- 
tion as to his status, in consequence of the Supreme Court decision in the case 
of Blake above referred to; and he having been all this time borne on the rolls of 
the Navy and on waiting orders, he shall receive whatever arrears of salary 
have accrued since the Ist day of April, 1881, that being the date on which fur- 
ther payment of his salary was deferred until his status should be finally de- 


j cided, 


There appears to be no doubt of the fact that it was not the intention of the 
President to dismiss Commander Quackenbush from the Navy, either by the 
approval of the sentence of the court-martial or the nomination of Schley to be 
commander, Quackenbush has, as before stated, served out his probation un- 
der the order of the President, and it would be a hardship for him now not to 
be retained in the Navy. The committee therefore report the bill back with a 
favorable recommendation, 


There was no objection, and the bill was taken up, read a first and sec- 
ond time, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
Mr. JORDAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 














1884. CONGRESSIONAL 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (H. R. 503) granting a pension to Hiram C. Henderson; 


A bill (H. R. 1970) for the reliefof Mrs. Alice T. Sherwood: 
A bill (H. R. 2245) granting a pension to Eliza A. Shealy; and 
\ bill (H. R. 2070) granting a pension to Decatur Hamlin. 





Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint resolution 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 





\ bill (H. R. 3321) granting a pension to Michael Shields; 

A bill (H. 37) authorizing the inspection of the boiler of the 
steamship Kent; 

\ bill (H. R. 4694) granting a pension to James Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 3979) granting an increase of pension to Mary Anna 
Egan; 

\ bill (H. R. 4254) granting a pension to James Aaron; 

\ bill (H. R. 5889) granting a pension to Alonzo Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 6589) for the relief of Asa Dye; 

A bill (H. R. 3493) granting a pension to Ann Hunter; 

\ bill (H. R. 6750) to amend paragraph 7 of section 2527 of the 
Revised Statutes; 

\ bill (H. R. 5544) for the relief of Laura J. Goddard; 

A bill (H. R. 6677) to increase the pension of William Irving; 

\ bill (H. R. 4492) for the relief of Mrs. Pauline E. Milliken; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 17) authorizing the ap —— and re- 
tirement of Samuel Kramer as a chaplain in the Navy of the United 
States. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. Hewitt of Alabama, Mr. PRICE, and Mr. COLLINS rose to ask 


unanimous consent. 

Mr. DUNN demanded the regular order of business. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I now ask unanimous consent to submit a report 
from the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice with 
reference to the investigation before that committee, and to ask—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request for unan- 
imous consent when the demand for the regular order is pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that it is not insisted upon as against 
this proposition. 

The SPEAKER. 
moment since, and 
the demand. 


The Chair asked the gentleman the question a 
was informed by him that he declined to withdraw 


Mr. SPRINGER. Who has demanded the regular orde r? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He said he would not demand it as against this. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It would be renewed, if withdrawn, by 


two or three or twenty-five or thirty others. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call up the Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That has been called up so often I thought per- 
haps the House might like to have something else called up. [ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the demand for the previous 
question made by the gentleman from Illinois on his motion to concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I make the point of order that the 
question is on my motion to take up the special order. A yea-and-nay 
vote was taken on that motion, which developed the fact that no quorum 
was present. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. That was disposed of by the House. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is correct; no 


quorum voted upon the motion submitted by him. 

Mr HEWITT, of Alabama. There was a yea-and-nay vote, 
quorum was present. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now, Will the House proceed to the 
consideration of the special order called up by the gentleman from 
Alabama? upon which the yeas and nays were ordered, and the Clerk 
will call the roll. 


but no 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 38, nays 101, not 

voting 185; as follows: 
YEAS-—38. 

Alexander, Cox, W.R. Kleiner, Turner, H.G 
Barksdale, Dargan, Lyman, Turner, Oscar 
Blanchard, Dibble, Maybury, Vance 
Broadhead, Garrison, Mitchell, Warner, Richard 
Buchanan, Gibson, Ochiltree, Willis, 
Caldwell, Graves, O'Neill, J.J. Wolford, 
Cassidy, Halsell, Pierce, Wood, 
Clay, Hatch, W. H. Taylor, J. M. York. 


Clements, Houseman, Tillman, 


Cosgrove, Hunt, Tucker, 

NAYS—101 
Adams, G. E. Burnes, Davis, R. T. Greenleaf, 
Adams, J. J. Carleton, Deuster, Guenther, 
Atkinson, Chalmers, Evans, 1. N. Hart, 
Bagley, Collins, Everhart, Hatch, H. H. 
Bayne, Connolly, Ferrell, Hemphill 
Brewer, F. B. Culbertson, W.W. Follett, Henderson, T. J. 
Browne, T. M. Cullen, Foran Henley 
Brown, W. W. Cutcheon, Glascock, Hepburn, 
Budd, Davis, G. R. Goff, Hoblitzell, 





Laughter. | | 
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Howey, Millard Seymour Wadsworth 
James, Miller, S. H Skinner, C. I Wait 
Jeffords, Mor | Smalls Wallace 
Johnson, Neecs S} ner Washbut 
Jones, B. W Nelson Springs We er 
Kasson, O Hara Steele Weller 
Kean P Ste ve yn Wh Milo 
Keifer, Paysot Ss urt, J. W Wh . 
Lacey P I Sti W lames 
Lawrence Pr Stru Wils WI 
Le Fevre, Ra Suniner, ¢ \ Winans, E.B 
Libbey, R Sumner, D.H \ s, Joh 
Lore Ra in raylor, J.D W ward 
Lovering, Re rl is Ya 
Lowry, Roses s Townshend, 
McComas, tow Valentine 
MeCormick, sene Van Alstyne 
NOT VOTING—I155 
Aiken, Dorsheimer, Jones, J.T Rea 
Anderson, Dowd Jordar Re 
Arnot Duncan Ke ’ Reese 
Ballentine, Du Ke r R 
Barbour, D> Ket« m hk 
|} Barr I King R . 
| Beach, Eldy y Laird k s J.S 
| Belford, out Lamb Ro s W 
| Belmont, + I Re 1. if 
Bennett Ellwood Lewis Rovers, W.I 
Bingham, English La hk 
Bisbee, I trou MeA > Ey 
Blackburn, \ J. Met 1 s 
Bland, Fiedler MeM n S \ 
a rindiay Matson so ihe 
Boutelle, Finerty, Miller, J. F Sin 
Bowen I \ iM S , G 
Boyle ' I stor M Sh , 
Brainerd ryan Money Ss 
Breckinridge, Geddes Morgan, S : 
Breitung, G 3, M C : 
Brewer, J. H. ( M s ~ 
Brumm, Ha nd M s Charles 
Buckner, Ha ich M Ss r 
Burleigh, Ha iN M S 
Cabell, Ha in N St 
Calkins Ha M I 
Campbell, Felix Harmer M I 
Campbell, J. 1 Haynes Nicl I 
Campbell, J. M Henderson, D. B Nv ! i 
Candler, iH ert oO i 
Cannon, ii t,A.S 0 l \ 
Chace H G. W O' Ne 4 VW 
Clardy, H Paig« \ 
Cobb Hi ch Parker \ \ 
Converse H Pat Vi 
Coo k, H P We 
Covington, Hk Pe VW J.J 
Cox, 5S. 5. He Pe VV ns 
Crisp, Hoop Ph W ams 
Culberson, D. B H ! j VV GD 
Curtin, Horr P Wis Ls 
Davidson, Houl Potte W 0 
Davis, L. H. Hurd Pr Ye y 
| Dibrell Hutchins Pu 
Dingley, Jo 1H Randall 
Dockery, Jones, J. K. Rankin 
So (no quorum having voted) the motion was not agreed to 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I move to dispense with the reading of the 
names. 
Mr. VAN EATON. I object 
The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting 
The following additional pairs were announce d 
Mr. PARKER with Mr. CosGROVE, on all questions, from 5 o’clock 
July 5, 1884, until the close of the present session. 
Mr. MORRILL with Mr. GRAVES, on all questions, except the Me 
ican pension bill, until further notice 
Mr. HANCOCK with Mr. CANNON, on all questions for the present 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 
The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted, and the motion is not dis- 
posed of. 
Mr. WOLFORD I ask unanimous consent to go into Committee 
of the Whole to take up pension bills of the House amended by the 
| Senate with a view to putting them upon their passage 
Mr. TOWNSHEND I have no objection to that. 
| The SPEAKER Chat can not be done in the absence of a quorum. 
| Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I move a call of the House 
| The motion was agreed to. 
| ‘The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
| failed to answer to their names: 
Aiken, Buckner, Davidson it 
Anderson, Burl rh Davis, L. H G 
| Arnot Cabe Dingle} Hi 
| Barbour, Calkins Dockery, H 
Barr ( bell, Felix Dorsheime1 HH 
| Beach, ( pbell, J. E Dowd Il 
| Belford san Dunear Ha 
|} Belmont ( non, Dunham iH 
Bingham, Chace Eldredge iH - 
Bisbee Clardy Elliott He son, D. B. 
Bland Cob! Ellwood Liew A. S 
Bowen Converse Ermentrout H 
Boyle, Cook Evins, J. H H An 
Brainerd, Covington Fiedler if n 
Breitung, cx s.S Findlay Hooper 
Brewer, J. H ( W.R Finerty H kins 
| Brumm ( tir ya Horr, 
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Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muller 
Murphy, 
Murray 
Mutchler, 
Nicholls 
©’ Ferrall, 


tankin, 
Reagan, 
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Che SPEAKER. 
names 

Mr. TOWNSHEND 
under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I ask the gentleman to withhold that call for a 
moment that I may ask unanimous consent to take up some pension 
bills that have been passed by this House and amended by the Sen- 
ate and sent back here. I make that request with a view of putting 
them on their passage at this time. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think if the proposition of the gentleman 
from Kentucky is understood there will be no objection to it. 

Phe SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. STEELE. We did not hear the request ef the gentleman from 
Kentucky 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have no desire to demand the regu- 
lar order in opposition to the request of my colleague. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. He asks that by unanimous consent the House take 
up from the Speaker’s table for present consideration House pension 
bills with Senate amendments. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. MILLS. I 


On this call 187 members have answered to their 


I move to dispense with further proceedings 


That is all right. 

Is there objection ? 
desire to ask—— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. MILLS. Iwas addressing the Chair, but it seemed impossible for 

to get the ear of the Chair. 
Phe SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman on account 
the noise on the floor. 
Mr. MILLS 
the special privilege granted to these pension bills was intended to 
be granted to any other reports; or if it is understood when they are 
disposed of we are going back again to the Mexican pension bill? Or 
do we leave this Mexican pension bill altogether? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Not atall. We only leave the Mexi- 
can pension bill to take up special pension cases. . 

Mr. MILLS. Then I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas states he was on his 
feet intending to object, if his question was not answered satisfactorily. 
The Chair entertains his objection, 


me 


of 


CONSULAR BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit to the House an order in 
regard to the return of a bill 

The Clerk read as follows 

Resolved 


the House 


ser, 


AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION 


No. 6770) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 


purposes 
ference thereon. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection this resolution will be con- 


sidered as adopted, and the Clerk will ask for the return of the bill. 
There was no objection 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order isdemanded. 
is the motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt] that the 
House do now proceed to the consideration of the special order, the bill 
H. R. 3962 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
a brief statement of the situation in which we find ourselves, with a 
view of reaching some adjustment of the controversy between the gen- 
tlemen who oppose and those who favor the Mexican war pension bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed if there be no objection. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. How much time does the gentleman 
from Indiana desire to occupy ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. 
making a brief statement ? 

Mr. BLOUNT (in his seat). I object. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. What I desired to say was not intended 
to be partisan or irritating in any way. 


Not more than five minutes. 





I wanted to know, reserving the right to object, if 


vice of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other | 
; and the message of agreement to the report of the committee of con- | 


The regular order | 


Is there objection to the gentleman from Indiana | 
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Mr. STEELE. I make the point of order that the gentleman who 
objected did not rise in his seat. 

Mr. BLOUNT (rising). I conform to the gentleman’s request by 
now rising; but on the suggestion of the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. 
HEWITT] I do not insist on the objection. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I donot think the gentleman from In- 
diana will abuse the privilege granted him by the House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. We have been struggling for now three 
days and have not as yet reached the consideration of a single amend- 
ment on this House bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


ments. 
I mean, if the gentleman will under- 


Oh, yes; we have concurred in several amend- 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I 
stand me, that for three days we have been attempting to consider one 
amendment to this bill, but have not yet succeeded in coming to a con- 
clusion on it oreven reaching the consideration of a single amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Oh, yes; we have concurred in several amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BROWNE, 


of Indiana. The gentleman will understand me. 


| We reached the sixth amendment three days ago and have been strug- 
| gling to consider that sixth amendment for three days, and have not 


yet succeeded in doing it. Now, when we have passed this, there are 
still fifteen other amendments to be considered. If it were possible to 
consider these the bill then, under the very proper ruling of the Chair, 
goes to the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union and goes to the foot of that Calendar, and there are four 
hundred and eleven bills before it. The Clerk and myself counted 
them this afternoon. 

Now, under the rule, before we can reach the bill when it has passed 
to that Calendar, we must succeed upon a motion to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. We may be an- 
tagonized by those who oppose the bill, as they have antagonized the 
consideration of the amendments by breaking a quorum and the other 


| methods to which parliamentarians resort, and it will be impossible 


for us to go into Committee of the Whole House. But suppose we reach 


| it, then under the rules the bills on the Calendar are to be taken up in 


their order. When a bill is taken up we may object to its considera- 
tion. Then the committee must rise and we go back into the House; 
and then the question before the House is: shall the House consider 
the particular bill? And again resort may be had to these parliament- 
ary tactics to defeat or delay the consideration of the question; and | 
know the gentlemen intend to resort to them. . I do not say that to 
complain of their action. I say they may resort to these tactics; and 
if they do, we can not reach the consideration of this bill till next De- 
cember; if we should continue in session from now till then we can 
not reach it at all. 

These rules, which were arranged apparently in some kind of circum- 
locution office, absolutely prevent legislation when men are in earnest 
to prevent it by making use of the rules. The question, then, is this: 
we find ourselves in this situation; the record is made up; gentlemen 
who oppose this legislation are ready to stand by what they have done; 
and on the other hand we who favor it are ready to stand by the record 
we have made. We are ready to go to the country upon that record. 

Now the question presents itself, why continue this utterly useless 
struggle longer? There are other measures here which ought to be 


| considered and passed if Congress is to adjourn within the next twenty- 
| four or thirty-six hours, as many hope. 


If this Mexican war pension 
bill could be considered and passed within reasonable time I would stay 
here and insist upon its passage. But it can not be; it is impossible to 
pass it. There is not a gentleman on the floor who does not know that 


| this struggle on the part of those who favor the passage of this bill with 
That the Clerk request the Senate to return to the House the bill of | 


the Senate amendments is utterly useless. We are powerless in the 
hands of the few gentlemen who seek to defeat that measure. 

I therefore propose that we leave it where it is, and by unani- 
mous consent pass to the consideration of House private pension bills 
that have come back from the Senate with amendments, aad Senate 


| private pension bills which have been passed by that body and sent to 
| us and are now on the Speaker’s table. 
| is right !’’] 


[ Applause and cries of ‘‘ That 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I differ with my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE] as to what would be the fate of this bill if it should go to 
the Committee of the Whole. In the first place, I do not understand 
that it would go to the footof the Calendar. Thatisa question which 


| I propose to raise whenever the bill goes to the Committee of the Whole, 
Will the House indulge me in making | 


and good parliamentarians will bear me out in the belief that it is not 
yet settled that the bill would go to the foot of the Calendar if it should 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Again, I will say to my friend that he is mistaken in regard to the 
number of bills now in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. I made a computation of them last night myself, and I found 


| that there were not more than one hundred and fifty on that Calendar. 


{Laughter.] But even if there were one hundred and fifty or four 
hundred bills on that Calendar, with a majority determined to reach 


| the Mexican war pension bill, lam satisfied that it can be reached. 
| Therefore I do not consider the bill killed by sending it to the Com- 


mittee of the Whole. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I want to say 





1884. 








Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do not interrupt me; I did not interrupt you. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Very well. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am willing, however, to acquiesce in the 
suggestion made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE] to let 
the bill go over for the present. But I give notice that if the bill shall 
go over until the next session of Congress, I shall then insist, as I have 
heretofore done, upon the motion to proceed to the consideration of 
business upon the Speaker’s table, and seek to bring this bill up for 
action. And I trust that the time may come when the majority of 
this House will favor the consideration of this bill, with such modifi- 
cations of the Senate amendments as will satisfy a majority of the 
House. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. A single word. I made this statement 
on the supposition that my distinguished friend from Dlinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] who has made this gallant fight for this measure agrees 
with me—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do agree with you. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Butif he proposes to go before the coun- 
try with the assertion that there is even a possibility of passing this 
bill between now and the time when this House may be called upon 
to finally adjourn, then I withdraw my suggestion. [Applause, and 
cries of ‘‘ That is right!’’] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to say this 

Mr. REED. Try the experiment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Thegentleman has misunderstood me. 
of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] That is hardly fair. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The trouble comes from your side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know there is fair dealing enough on that 
side of the House to allow me a momenttoreply to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. BROWNE]. That gentleman has misunderstood me. 1 
did not say that we could reach this bill within the next few days of 
this session if it goes to the Committee of the Whole House. But Isay 
that if it goes to the Committee of the Whole, then at the next session 
of this House I believe the bill can be reached and disposed of, if a ma- 
jority of the House are determined to reach it. Therefore I am willing 
that for the present the bill shall be set aside, and that we take up the 
private pension bills which the gentleman suggests. 

The SPEAKER. It is important that the House shall understand 
distinctly what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] means 
when he says he is willing ‘‘that this bill shall be set aside for the 
present.’’ 





[Cries 


have been disposed of? The Chair takes the liberty of making this 
suggestion because the other day there was some misunderstanding 
about the agreement that was then entered into. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will state again that if it is likely that this 
House will adjourn within the next few days, I am willing that the 
bill shall be laid aside for this session. But if the session is to be pro- 
tracted during this month, or during the summer, I would not like to 
bind myself to an agreement that the bill shall be laid aside for this 
session. 

Mr. MILLS. I propose that we lay this bill aside by unanimous 
consent—lay it aside for a week, as a gentleman suggests—and then 
proceed to take up the pension bills which have come from the Senate, 
and also the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole (of which 
there are some half a dozen) for the erection of public buildings. The 
bills to which I refer have been acted upon favorably in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and are now on the Speaker’s table as unfinished 
business. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, I think we can arrive at an agreement. 
If this House is not to remain in session longer than next week, | 
would be willing to lay this bill aside for the session—— 

Mr. MILLS. I fear the gentleman did not understand all my prop- 
osition. 

The SPEAKER. 
the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will make a motion which is in order, and I 
think meets all these objections—that the further consideration of this 
bill be postponed until the 14th of July, that is Monday week. If we 
should be in session on that day, we can take it up; and forthe present 
we get it out of the way. The motion which I submit is in order and 
does not require unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The motion indicated by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] is in order whenever the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Hewitt] withdraws the motion he has made that the House 
proceed to-the consideration of the special order. It requires unani- 
mous consent or some agreement among members on the floor to reach 
aconclusion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that motion, 
and I will move to postpone the consideration of this bill until the 
14th of this month. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think the House will bear me wit- 
ness that I have used every effort to get up the private pension bills 
which are now pending in the House—bills to pension persons who 
have been wounded or who have contracted disease in the military 
service of the Government. Iam willing now to accept the proposi- 
tion made by the gentleman from Indiana that this bill shall be post- 


There are three or four propositions now before 
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poned or laid aside until the next session, and that we proceed now to 


| the consideration of those private pension bills. 


A MEMBER. House bills with Senate amendments. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. House bills with Senate amendments 
and also Senate bills reported favorably by the Pension Committee of 
this House and now on the Calendar. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one further word and I amthrough. Gentlemen 
will remember that this bill, which now comes back from the Senate 
with amendments, passed this House early in the session. Going to 
the Senate, it remained there until the closing weeks of the session, 
when it came back here with fifteen or sixteen amendments, radical 
amendments, which many of us believe will involve an expenditure of 
fifty or sixty million dollars annually. Whether that is the fact or not, 
we honestly believe it. We believe that it will saddle upon the Gov- 
ernment a debt of $2,000,000,000. 

Mr. SPRINGER (to Mr. HEwirtt, of Alabama). 
merits of the question. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I am not discussing the merits of the 
question; I am only stating what we honestly believe. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, upon that point will the gentleman 
allow me to correct him ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
the gentleman at all. 

Gentlemen will bear me witness that I have been willing to discuss 
this bill, but have been prevented from doing so. An attempt has been 
made to pass this bill without discussion and without consideration. 
It seems to me that there is not a reasonable man in all this country 
who can object to what I have done here, believing as I believe. 
I may be wrong—— 

Mr. STEELE. I think you are. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I may be wrong, but still I believe—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Itis on that point I wanted the gentleman in 
fairness to allow me to correct him. 

A MEMBER (to Mr. HEwIrt, of Alabama). 
tion. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. No; I will not withdraw my motion; 
but I will consent that we go to the Speaker’s table to take up private 
pension bills with Senate amendments and dispose of them, and when 
they are disposed of that we go to the Private Calendar in Committee 


Do not discuss the 


Wait a moment. 


I did not interrupt 


Now, 


Now withdraw your mo- 


: i | ‘ | of the Whole and take up private pensions bills which have passed the 
‘ Does the gentleman mean set aside for this session, or set | Senate and which the House committees have recommended, this bill 
aside until the other measures to which reference has been made shall | 


meanwhile going over till next session. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. One word in reply. 

Mr. HERBERT. I object to further discussion. 
lar order!’ |} 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I refrained from adiscussion—— 

Mr. HERBERT. I object to further discussion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I merely want to correct the statement of the 
gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. Hewitt]. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
I simply stated—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is demanded on both sides. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think in fairness I ought to be allowed to 
correct the statement of the gentleman from Alabama. 
of ‘‘ Regular order!’ ] 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked that the bill known 
as the Mexican pension bill with Senate amendments be passed ovet 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. A misrepresentation has been made in regard 
to that bill, and I want to correct it. I have a right to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not under discussion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I know that; but the gentleman from Alabama 
took advantage- [Cries of ‘*‘ Regular order !’’] The bill does not 
involve anything like theamount of money which the gentleman stated 
[ Renewed cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ ] 

The SPEAKER. 
the House—— 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to submit an amendment 

The SPEAKER. It isnot subject to amendment 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


[Cries of ‘* Regu- 


I have not gone into any discussion. 


{ Renewed cries 





The Chair is endeavoring to submit a request to 


it is arequest for 


If I can not correct the statement which has 


| been made, I object. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects Phe 
will state in the interest of the transaction of public business 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPE AK ER. The Chair h ul rec ognized the re 


Chair 


ntleman’s obje C- 


tion, but desires to make the statement that whenever it appears on a 
eall of the roll 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I say that the statement made by the gentle 
man from Alabama is not correct 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinoisisnot inorder. When 
ever it appears from a call of the roll that is entered upon the Journal 
that no quorum has voted the Chair can not entertain any motion ot 
| transact any further business until a quorum appears Che Constitu 
tion itself forbids the transaction of business by less than a quorum of 


‘ 


the House The Chair states this so th 
yeas and nays may know the possible « 
Mr. BELFORD rose. 


t gentlemen who demand the 


al 
fYect of it 
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The SPEAKER. There is no question before the House. [Cries of 
Regular order! 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. BELFORD. I want to know how much of a majority the 


Democrats have i] 


The SPEAKER 


aughter 


J 


Phat is not a parliamentary inquiry. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

\ message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate returned to the House, in compliance with its request, 
ab H. R. 6770) making appropriations for the consular and diplo- 
matic service of the Government for the fiseal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes 

It further announced the passage of the following bills without 
amendment 

Ab Ii. R. 204) granting a pension to Susan Y. Atwater; 

\ bill (IL. R. 1752) for the relief of Mary L. Lee; and 

bill (Hf. R. 5553) granting a pension to Isabella Palmer. 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


If there be no objection, the bill will be corrected 


The SPEAKER 
t tion of the House and returned to the Senate. 


XA } } 
wcordance With the ac 


‘J he re Was ho object on and it was ordered accordingly. 
MEXICAN PENSION BILI 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Hewitt] to call up the special order, being 
the original Mexican pension bill, introduced by the gentleman him- 


self, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


Mr. WAIT. Can not the gentleman from Alabama withdraw that 
motion i he sees lit? 

The SPEAKER. He can, but he does notdo so. [Cries of ‘‘ Regu- | 
lar ordes 

ri} question was taken; and there were—yeas 41, nays 111, not 
oul 172: as follow 

YEAS—41 
Adams, J. J Eaton Lore Turner, H. G. 
Alex ler Garrison Lyman, Turner, Osear 
Bar Gil May sury Vance, 
Blancha Crave Mills Warner, Richard 
Cald H ell Ochiltree Willis, 
Ca Hatch, W. H. O'Neill, J. J Wilson, W. L 
Ca He Ranney Wolford 
‘ Housema Seney Wood 
Cox, W. 1! Hunt raylor, J. M 
D Jordar Phompson 
|) Kleiner Pillman, 
NAYS—IlIl11 
Ada G.I Funston MeCoid Springer, 
Atk Gia ' McComas Steele, 
Bag Greenleaf McCormick, Stewart, J. W. 
Bayne Hart Miller, S. H Strait, 
ie Hatch, H. H Mitchell Struble, 
Boutell Hemphill Morril Sumner, C, A. 
Brewer, F. I Hepburn Murray Sumner, D. H. 
Brewer, J.H Hiscock Neece Taylor, J. D 
Broadhead Hitt Nelsor Thomas, 
Brown, W. W Hoblitzell, O'Hara ‘Townshend, 
Budd Hi ur ©’ Neill, Charles Valentine, 
Campbe 1.M iH 5 Payne Van Alstyne, 
Cha ers Horr Payson Wadsworth, 
Col . Hlowey Perkins Wait 
Cos v James Peters Wallace, 
Cu rtson, W. W. Jefford Phelps Washburn, 
‘ Johnson Price Weaver, 
Cutch jones, B. W Pusey Weller, 
Das GR Kasson Randall White, J. D 
Davis, I I Kean Ray,G. W White, Milo 
De Ke ge Ray, Ossian Whiting, 
Dir y Lacey Reed Wilson, James 
English Laird Rock well, Winans, E. B. 
Eva I. N Lawrence Rosecrans, Winans, John 
Eve art Le Fevre Seymour, Woodward, 
Ferre Libbey Skinner, C. R. Yaple 
Follett Lovering Smalls York. 
Fora Lowry Spooner, 
NOT VOTING—172 

Aiken Burnes Dowd Hardy, 
Anders Cab Duncan, Harmer, 
Arnot Calkins Dunham, Haynes, 
Ballentine, Campbell, Felix Dunn Henderson, D. B. 
Barbour Campbell, J. E. Eldredge, Henderson, T. J. 
Ba Candler, Elliott Herbert, 
Beach Cannon Ellis, Hewitt, A. 8. 
Belmont Chace Ellwood, Hewitt, G. W. 
Bennett Olardy, Ermentrout, Hill, 
Bingham Clements Evins, J. H Holton, 
| od Cobb Fiedier, Hooper, 
l bur Connolly, Findlay, Hopkins, 
I Converse, Finerty, Houk, 
Blount Cook Forney, Hurd 
Bowe Covington, ryan Hutchins, 
Boyl Cox, 8.8 Geddes, Jones, J. H 
Brainerd Crisp George, Jones, J. K. 
Breckinridge, Culberson, D. B Goff Jones, J. T. 
Breitung Curtin Green, Keifer 
Browne, T. M Davidson, Guenther, Kelley, 
Brumm Davis, L. H Hammond, Ketcham, 
Buchanan Dibrell Hanback, King 
Buckner Dockery Hancock Lamb 
Burleigh Dorsheimer, Hardeman, Lanham, 


| 


| 





| the chairmen of the Pension Committees ef the House—the 
| from Alabama who is now on his feet 


’ 
Lewis, Oates, Robinson, W. E. Stone, 
Long, ©’ Ferrall, Rogers, J. H. Storm, 
McAdoo, Paige, Rogers, W. F. Talbott, 
MeMillin, Parker, Rowell, Taylor, E. B. 
Matson, Patton, Russell, Throckmorton, 
Millard, Peel, Ryan, Tucker, 
Miller, J. F. Pierce, Scales, Tully, 
Milliken, Pettibone, Shaw Van Eaton, 
Money, Poland, Shelley, Wakefield, 
Morgan Post Singleton, Ward, 
Morrison, Potter, Skinner, T. G, Warner, A. J 
Morse, Pryor, Slocum, Wellborn, 


Moulton, 
Muldrow, 


Rankin, 
> 
Reagan, 


Smith, 
Snyder, 


Wemple, 
Wilkins, 


Muller, Reese, Spriggs, Williams 
Murphy, Rice Stephenson, Wise, G. D. 
Mutchler, Riggs Stevens, Wise, J.S 


Ni holls, 
Nutting, 


Robertson, 
Robinson, J. 


Stewart, Charles 


Worthington, 
Stockslager, 


Ss. Young. 
So (no quorum having voted 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 

my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The record shows there is no quorum present, 
and only. two motions are in order—to adjourn, or that there be a call 
of the House. If the gentleman moves to adjourn it can be taken by 
tellers, and the Chair has no doubt a quorum is present. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House do now adjourn. [Cries of 
ater se 

The SPEAKER. 


the motion was not agreed to. 
lask unanimous consent to withdraw 


The Chair understands the desire to be simply to 


| ascertain the presence of a quorum. 


The question was taken. 

Before the announcement of the result, 

Mr. PERKINS, Mr. MORRILL, and others demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. PERKINS and Mr. TOWNSHEND were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 44, noes 157. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is present, as shown by the reportof the 
tellers. . 

Mr. KASSON. In view of the examination that several gentlemen 
on the other side have given to the proposition I suggested yesterday, 
I venture once more to ask if there will be objection to acting upon the 
three points to which I alluded, two of which have already passed both 
Houses of Congress and one has been favorably reported by a commit- 
tee of this House? If there be consent to hear a brief statement, | 
should be glad to name the three items to which I referred, since both 
gentleman 
before me and the gentleman 
from Illinois—as well as other gentlemen have signified their acqui 
escence in these amendments. 

If I could have leave to state them I would be glad to call attention 
to them, asit seems to be conceded this is all we are likely to do with 
the bill at this time 

Mr. HEWITT, of 


Alabama. In response to the gentleman from 


| lowa, I wish to state that if the Senate choose to pass them they have 


nothing to do but to pass a bill which the House has already passed, 
and they will become a law. 

Mr. KASSON. Only two of them; and the Senate have not acted 
upon them, except upon the bill that they have sent back tothe House 
with other amendments. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Only two, and they are now before the 
Senate and can be passed by the Senate at any time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I now withdraw my motion to take up 
the special order. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I moveto postpone the further consideration of this 
bill now under consideration until the second Tuesday in December 
next. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Let the responsibility of that rest upon those who 
propose to kill this pension legislation. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio to postpone the further consideration of this bill 
until the second Tuesday in December next. 

The question was taken. The House divided. 

3efore the result was announced, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 1 ask the yeas and nayson that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I desire to ask the Chair if it would be in order 
to offer an amendment to the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
FOLLETT]. 

The SPEAKER 


It is a motion to postpone. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. 


I understand; and I desire to move to amend the 


| motion by making the postponement for one weex from Tuesday next, 
| so that if Congress shall remain in session we will have an opportunity 


with a full House to act upon this pension bill; but, on thecontrary, if 
Congress should adjourn in the mean while, of course the measure would 
necessarily have to be postponed. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I accept that amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that in order to allow the | conference on the part of the Senate on the amendments of the Sen- 
amendment of the gentleman from Michigan to come before the House | ate (not disposed of in conference) disagreed to by the House to the bill 
to be voted on the order directing the yeas and nays to be taken must | (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
first be reconsidered, for that order relates to a particular motion. judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the yeas | 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 


and nays were ordered. The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
The question was taken. The House divided; and there were—ayes | amendment bills of the House of the following titles 

60, noes 21. A bill (H. R. 875) granting a pension to P. W. Bradbury 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, and oth- A bill (H. R. 5088) for the relief of Magdalena Cook 

ers. No quorum. A bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to Rowland 
Mr. HISCOCK. Idesire toinquire of the gentleman from Ohio if he | Ward; and 

will be willing to modify his motion to this effect: that the Senate A bill (H. R. 2574) granting a pension to Rosella Pegg 

amendments to the Mexican pension bill shall be considered on the day | MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 

fixed. | The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The regular 


a ae gy aay te tat. | order is the motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND]. 


oa anne reenas nn 2 — . Mr. TOWNSHEND have no motio1 nding. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. That can not be prevented if the majority of Mr : : Q , HI I . I ha ee pending sas : 
the House desires it to be done : . The SPEAKER Che regular order is the demand of the gentleman 
he rious sires . . pes 7 : : a ee om : " : 
Mr. FOLLETT. I am perfectly willing that the House shall take | °™ Hlinois [Mr. TowNsHEND] for the previous question on the mo- 
i ti - map respect ao it mae @ oon sieheaible Pree tion to concur in the sixth amendment of the Senate to the Mexican 
such actic i spect as ay aeem ¢ Si 2. } . } 
- amie . . a . ension bill 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. We had assurance from the gentleman | Pp cee TOPEFGREENT). 1 alibdew th a a oe 
2 3 -4hee ht . or Mr. ‘ ; v ‘ he motic ( e » being. 
from Illinois in charge of this bill that there is a possibility at the last ha CAI Wied seats Gie dee tin enniiaien matk® 
oe : : 7 Ta ie § ; YR. \ 10 , then, does » gentlem: nake? 
moment of being able to pass it before the adjournment of Congress. The bill is before the H oe We Teaco dae ilne Mnaaltaell 
hile . sibility exists I d eel inclined -d he friends 1@ Dill Is Delore the ouse, t 1s the lirst business on the Speaker's 
While that possibility exists I do not feel inclined, nor do the friends : oa = ; ; 
f the bill on this side of the Hou e, to postpone it table, and the House has resolved to go to the consideration of bills on 
0 5° 5 ° ° 
i atecaninaieeraimeietaa : ’ : . ‘ the Speaker’s table. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now the gentleman from Indiana misrepre- | Me Tt Wh SHEND a i i ae al 
: rp l . Ne 4 ° al ¢ he ouse § ‘ee 
sents, or rather misunderstands me. The gentleman did not under- roan “esther > I 
: 4 - other business. 
stand me to agree . > ‘ : 
> . | N} » to © nr he n o ame , ‘ 
Mr. HISCOCK. There seems to be an understanding here that the = air. ¢ ses ‘a oe tee ae oie pepsin ’ —o ms 
. . . . . we oO Cone i é i a tk 3 i ai 2 { c S, ‘4 Ss A jit 
bill can not be reached or any definite action taken. I do not believe a ee eos g a ani 
it can be reached before the House adjourns Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I make the point of order that that 
; ocnenananes nae ae s ‘an not be done 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let us try it. ee ce , ; , 
- ras ry se” ° ° ; ° ] e , it. he ge mn ) abs ¢ al Ss > DO 
Mr. HISCOCK. Now, if you will fix by unanimous consent on the o -_ BAKE! Che gentleman from Alabama makes the point of 
heal : ‘ order that the amendments must be considered separately. 
ers tae = ~ oe : . 
‘ Mr BLOUNT I demand the regular order Mr. SPRINGER. I move to postpone the further consideration of 
Mr. BL NT. mig » regul: Tr. 2. hill « ee ee ee oe a Fi ee as ce 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion to reconsider the ees - ee ~ — oe ey ONE Se Tle SIONS: 
. y inh. ma I é ( z. 
vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered. Upon that no quorum | a. GDP 0 as Po ‘s aa 7 
voted, and the Chair will appoint tellers Mr. SPRINGER. If gentlemen prefer it, I will say Tuesday next. 





: a : . The SP KER. The latter part of the motion of the gentleman 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, and Mr. FOLLETT were appointed tellers. |. Th PAK The latter part of the motion of the gen 
. @TRPRTR Se lea : ae . . 7 » | from Hlinois [ Mr. SPRINGER] is one which requires unanimous con- 
Mr. STEELE. Did any gentleman raise the question of a quorum ? nt] i iaiileee iihcehiieal aaa ale \ ; ‘ 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Yes; we want a square vote on that | ee = “ : patie, 8 : a bill a “om se et ee posspom 
4 . 1S In order, but to Make th 11a Special order gives 1b preierence over 
motion. Let gentlemen put themselves on record on the proposition | th oh oi lkaie th * ‘le aa — — —_ 
; x ; tners and hanges eT. ss. 
of the gentleman from Ohio. ’ mosaics on = TP 
[he SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move to postpone the further considera- 
, 4 av. ‘ ‘ Se. 


| tion of the Senate amendments until Tuesday next 

Mr. DAVIS, of Missouri. On that motion I demand the yeasand nays. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. That motion is equivalent, as I under- 
| stand, to defeating the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 47 members voting therefor—more 
than one-fifth of the last vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to postpone the 
further consideration of the Senate amendments to this bill until! next 
Tuesday 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The effect of which is to kill the bill. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 24, nays 127, not 
voting 173: as follows: 


The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 58, noes 54. 

The SPEAKER. No’‘quorum has voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the motion to reconsider the vote or- 
dering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I insist on the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gentle- 
‘man from Ohio [Mr. FOLLETT] to postpone the further consideration 
of the Senate amendments to the pending bill until the second ‘Tues- 
day in December next; and on this motion the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it be in order to withdraw the motion? 

The SPEAKER. It would. 








valet 
Mr. FOLLETT. _I withdraw it. ss ee _ a ees 
Mr. WH ITE, of Kentucky. I object to the gentleman withdrawing | aceeeiees p eae MM, Coid Sot : HG 
his motion. | Blanchard, Dunn, Ochiltree, Wilson, W. 1 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has the right to with- | Brewer, F. B Euglish, Potter, Wise, G. D 
draw his motion under the rules of the House. | ae ee oe ye - —— 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I would like to see that side fairly on ; ee 
the record. I donot want to see them retreat under fire. ; | amaiiadiate 
Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House go to the Speaker’s table | Adams, G, E Funston, Libbey, Skinner, C.R 
to consider pension bills. ems Gin, eee eae 
The SPEAKER. That motion requires unanimous consent. | Ballentine, Gof, McComas, Stee 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. i a Geenhtef tees ms ea te 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: Boutelle Guenther, Millard otra 
To Mr. DIBRELL, for the remainder of this session, on account of | onan om oe ™ St D.H 
sickness in his family. Browne, T.M Hatch, W. H Pa 1D 
To Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, for one week, on account of important ~~? w.W compe, I : 
business. " J Calkins eaten. 1 ( sCal 
lo Mr. CHALMERS, for the remainder of this day. | Campbell, J. M Hiscock, es Va 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. —- Hobliteet aa 
A message from the Senate,by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed | Connolly, Holman Wa 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 7 == R — — S an inhaei 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- | Cuteheon Houseman \ 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations for | Dargan, Hows y = 
the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the year NS : a \V ID 
ending June 30, 1885, and forother purposes; further insisted upon its | Deuster Jones, B. W. W! o 
amendment numbered 158 disagreed to by the House, agreed to the | Dibb! Jordan Z 
further conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the a _” Ki 22, Rock ‘ Winans, E.B, 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and | Baton Kellogg Rosecrans Winans, Jolt 
Mr. COCKRELL managers of the conference on the part of the Senate. | Evans,1.N. Kleiner Owe . pi ee 
The message farther announced that the Senate had appointed Mr. | E¥erh™ eet aaah ared Yala 
PLUMB in place of Mr. DAWEs, excused, as one of the managers of the ' Foran Le Fevre, Singleton 
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NOT VOTING—173. 


Keifer, 
Kelley, 
Ketcham, 
King 
Laird, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Lewis, 
Long, 
Lore, 
McAdoo, 
MeMillin, 
Matson, 
Miller, J. F. 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Mutchler, 
Nelson, 
Nicholls, 
Nutting, 
Oates, 

O’' Ferrall, 
Paige, 
Parker, 
Patton, 
Payson, 
Peel, 
Pettibone, 
Pierce, 
Poland, 
Post, 
Pryor, 
Pusey, 
Rankin, 
Reagan, 
Reese, 


Aiken 
Anderson, 
Arnot, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Barr, 
Beach 
mont, 
nnett, 


Dibrell, 
Dockery, 
Dorsheimer, 
Duncan, 
Dunham, 
Eldredge, 
Elliott, 
Ellis, 
Ellwood, 
Ermentrout, 
; Evins, J. H. 


Rice, 

Riggs, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, W. E. 
togers, W. F. 
Russell, 
Ryan, 

Scales, 

Shaw, 
Shelley, 
Skinner, T. G. 
Slocum, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 
Storm, 
Sumner, C. A. 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Thompson, 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Tully, 

Van Eaton, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J. 
Wellborn, 
Wemple, 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Wise, J.S. 
Worthington, 
Young. 


ngham, 

sbee 

slackburn, Fiedler, 

lanc Findlay, 

Finerty, 

Forney, 

Fyan, 

Geddes, 

Gibson, 

Green, 

Hammond, 

Hanback, 

Hancock, 

Hardeman, 

Hardy, 

Harmer, 

Hatch, H.H 

Haynes, 

E. Henderson, D. B, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Herbert 
Hewitt, A.S 

lardy, Hewitt, G. W. 

ements Hill, 

obb Holton, 

onverse Hooper, 

Hopkins, 

Houk, 

Hunt, 

Hurd 

Hutchins, 

Jeffords 

Jones, J. H. 

Jones, J. K. 

Jones, J.T. 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 


« 
« 


jowen, 
tovle 
Brainerd, 
Breckinridge, 
Breitung, 
Brumm, 
Buchanan, 
Buckner 
Burleigh, 
Burnes 
‘abell 
rLldwell, 
ampbell, Fel 
ampbell, J 
indler 
hace, 
‘halmers 


ovington, 
3.8 
ris} 
ulberson, D. B. 
Culbertson, W. W. 
Curtin 
Dav 


Dav 


dson 
is, L. H. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of the names of those voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the Clerk will recapitulate 
the names of those voting. 

The Clerk read the names, as above given. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. StoRM with Mr. HART, until further notice. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. PAYNE, for this day. 

Mr. MULDROW with Mr. JEFFORDS, for this day. 

The SPEAKER. On the motion to postpone there are—yeas 24, 
nays 127. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would it be in order for me to withdraw the 
motion to postpone? 
The SPEAKER. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I withdraw that motion. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] with- 
draws the motion to postpone. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Then I supposethe question recurs upon 
concurring in the amendment of the Senate numbered 6 to this bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
the motion to postpone. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that right under the rule, for 
this is no vote, no quorum having appeared. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then I desire to discuss the question 
of concurring in the amendment of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. On the 3d day of March last this bill 
was passed by the House under asuspension of the rules, in which I did 
not concur, because I did not believe that it was right to pass a bill in- 
volving as much money aseven this bill then involved without discussion 
and without deliberation. But the bill was passed granting pensions 
to certain surviving soldiers of the Mexican war and to the widows of 
such as were married prior to the discharge of the soldiers from the 
service. That bill went to the Senate the next day, and it remained 
there until a little over a week ago, probably two weeks. 

Mr. PETERS. _I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PETERS. What is the subject before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon concurring in the Senate 
amendment numbered 6, and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEw- 
ITT] is addressing the House on that question. 

Mr. PETERS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. That is the regular order. 


It would be. 


I object to the gentleman withdrawing 


The previous question 


has not been demanded or ordered, and under the rules of the House | 


the subject is debatable. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
gentleman has? 
The SPEAKER. 
rules of the House. 


I would inquire how much time the 


The gentleman is entitled to one hour under the 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I beg gentlemen not to become excited. 
| I shall not beexcited. It was urged here by the friends of the Mexican 
| pension bill, and by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] in 

particular, that the Mexican pension bill should stand upon its own 
merit. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 7069) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; also that 
the Senate further insisted upon its amendments to said bill numbered 
21, 24, and 25, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and asked 
a further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 
and had appointed asthe managers of the conference on the part of the 
Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. COCKRELL. 

The message also announced that the Senate had appointed Mr. Cock- 
RELL, in place of Mr. DAWES, excused, as one of the manugers of the 
conference on the part of the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses upon the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7380 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 


MEXICAN WAR PENSIONS. 


The House resumed the consideration of the Senate amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 5667) granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the 
Mexican war, and for other purposes, the question being upon the 
motion to concur in the sixth amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I was saying that the friends of the 
Mexican pension bill objected to attaching to it pensions for Indian wars 
which had preceded the Mexican war, upon the ground that the sol- 
diers of each of those wars should stand upon their own merits. Under 
the influence of that argument this bill was passed, giving pensions 
simply and purely to the surviving soldiers of the Mexican war and the 
widows of such as were married to their husbands prior to their dis- 
charge from the service. 

We were then told by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNE] 
and by other gentlemen on that side of the House that that bill, limited 
as it was to the soldiers of the Mexican war and their widows, would 
cost this country from twenty to twenty-five millions of dollars per 
annum. And someof the great newspapers of the country contended 
that it would cost $100,000,000. It was opposed upon the ground that 
it was taking too much money out of the Treasury. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Allow me to say that I never said that 
the pension bill would ever cost more than $7,000,000, instead of $25,- 

| 000,000; a difference of $18,000,000 only. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If members of the House will take the 
trouble to go back and read the debates in the Forty-fifth Congress 
upon this subject, and also the debates in the present Congress, and if 
they will read the great newspapers of the country—if they will even 
take the estimates coming from the Pension Bureau—they will find that 
the Commissioner of Pensions estimated that there were from 25,000 to 
30,000 of these Mexican war soldiers still surviving who would be en- 
titled to pensions under that bill. And because of the large amount of 
money which that bill would cover it was bitterly opposed by gentle- 
men on the other side. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 
| At $100 a year for 25,000 persons the amount would be two and a half 
million of dollars instead of $20,000,000. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Now, there comes here from the Senate 
a bill which is broader and more extensive even in regard to the soldiers 
of the Mexican war—a bill which will require more money in its execu- 
tion than the bill which passed the House. The bill which was reported 
by the Committee on Pensions, and which passed the House, gave a pen- 
sion to widows, but only in cases where the woman was married to the 
soldier before his discharge. This bill, which the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. BROWNE] and other gentlemen on that side of the House 
are advocating and trying to put through here without discussion or 
the privilege of amendment upon this side, proposes to grant pensions 
to widows regardless of the time when they were married. 

It is almost impossible to make any calculation as to the difference in 
the amount which these two measures would cost the Government. 
The war of 1812 was fought many years ago; and there are not now on 
the pension-roll more than a dozen surviving soldiers of that war. Yet 
there are on the pension-roll on account of that war 20,000 widows. 
The old men marry young wives. My friend from Kentucky who sits 
beside me [Mr. WOLFORD] says that is what they ought to do. I 
hardly think they ought. My friend had better not take avery young 
wife. [Laughter. ] 

Now, what claim upon the country has a widow who married a man 
after his service as a soldier was performed? The claim of such a 
widow is not at all parallel to that of a widow whose husband left her 
in charge of the home and the children while he went off to fight the 
battles of his country? There is no similarity between the two cases. 
| In the one case it may almost be said the wife was a participant in the 
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hardships of her husband. She bore the burden of the family while | 
the husband was fighting for his country. She suffered the loss of his 
society. Such a widow ought to have apension. But when a soldier 
after his return from the service marries the case of his widow is very | 
different. 

There is another consideration connected with this granting of pen- 
sions to widows without limitation as to the time of their marriage. It 
is an inducement, an absolute inducement for young girls to marry 
these old soldiers just before they die in order that they may receive 
pensions. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I say it comes with poor grace from gentlemen 
on the other side who have heretofore opposed the Mexican pension bill 
upon the ground of the amount of money which it would take to meet 
these pensions to become all at once the advocates of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I have never advocated or supported and I never will 
favor a pension fund for widows of soldiers of the Mexican war or the 
widows of any other soldiers where the woman married the soldier after 
his discharge from the service. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Did you vote for the Cushing bill? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I did not. 

Now, there are certain pensions which are very different from service | 
pensions and to which the rule I have just mentioned does not apply, 
because the law under which the right to a pension accrues is different 
and the pension is different. When you come to the case of an invalid 
pension, there the law of the contract which the Government made 
with the soldier when he entered the service was that if by wound or 
disease contracted in the service he should be disabled for the perform- 
ance of manual labor he should have a pension, or if he died from such 
wound or disease his widow should have a pension regardless of the 
time of the marriage. Iam for carrying out that law. I will stand 
by it as firmly as any man on the other side of the House. Since I 
have been in Congress I have always stood by that law. The soldiers 
of the late war who received wounds or contracted disease in the serv- 
ice, and who under the law are entitled to pensions, will always find 
me an advocate of their claims. 
pensions to such persons. 

So far as regards these invalid pensions, the claim of the widow to a 
pension regardless of the time of the marriage is a part of the contract 
which the Government made with these soldiers at the time they en- 
tered the service; and the Government can not refuse to meet the obli- 
gation it has thus assumed without a repudiation of a sacred debt. 

Although I have stood here opposing this measure, the position I 
have taken has not resulted from any animosity toward the Union sol- 


I shall always vote in favor of liberal | 
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diers. I do not believe they have a warmer friend on the other side of 
the House than myself. I have always stood here ready todo them full 
justice. So long as I may have a vote in this House it shall always 
be cast to do justice to those who stood by the Union during the late 
war. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this bill comes back here with amendments which 
I cannotsupport. It proposes not to carry out the law of the contract, 
but to give a pension to every soldier of the late war who is now suf- 
fering from disability, whether that disability originated in the service 
or not. It gives these soldiers pensions ranging as high as $24 a month. 
But, Mr. Speaker, when it comes to deal with the pensions of soldiers 
of the Mexican war, how different are its provisions! While I do honor 


to the Union soldiers, while I say they deserve as much as any soldiers | 


of this country have ever had, yet I do not believe the country ought 
to make a distinction between the soldiers of the Mexican war and the 
soldiers of the Union Army. 

Mr. STEELE. 
bility. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. You do, do you? No, sir; you donot 
do any such thing. You pension Mexican soldiers over a certain age, 
and for disability; you give him $8 a month. But when you come to 
the Union soldier, who is just as good and just as patriotic and deserves 
as much credit as those who fought in the Mexican war, you give him 
$24 a month for the same kind of disability, making a clear, unequiv- 
ocal distinction between the two. 

Mr. STEELE. Why did you not offer an amendment ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I have not had any opportunity to do so. 

Mr. STEELE. You did not give us any opportunity. 


It puts the Mexican soldiers without regard to disa- | 





Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. How? 

Mr. STEELE. Yon filibustered and prevented. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Why? 

Mr. STEELE. I can not say. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Because you tried to gag me, and you 
would do it if you could now, but I accidentally got in. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. You do not seem to be gagged now. | 
You had the same privilege all the way through to debate this bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Why, sir, the very first thing they did 
was to move to concur, and they called the previous question and de- 
nied me the right to offer amendments. And when I tried to put 
your Union soldiers in here who had lost an arm or a leg to do them 
Justice, you made the point of order on the bill and would not permit 
it to come in. How can you justify the clear distinction between the 
two classes of soldiers, the one having stood gallantly by that flag which | 


floats over your head, Mr. Speaker, in a foreign war, and the other in 
a domestic war, who fought just as gallantly, just as heroically and de- 
serves just as much credit and justas much honor. I believe we ought 
not to make a distinction between our soldiers in any age of our coun- 
try or in any of our wars. Yet this bill does it. 

Again, sir, this bill is an innovation upon all the precedents hereto- 
fore established in reference to pensions. These amendments are most 
of them service pensions. Some of them I had no object The 
main one is a service pension. Heretofore service pensions have been 
granted after the lapse of so many years from the close of the war. 
That has been the unbroken precedent in granting service pensions 
heretofore. 

Mr. WEAVE! Do you not think you are breaking the Sabbath ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I have read somewhere that there 
no harm to do goodon the Sabbath. Iam not the only one who has been 
charged with breaking the Sabbath. I remember there were some 
self-righteous gentlemen who lived way back in the past who charged 
a certain person with breaking the Sabbath because he plucked a 
roasting-ear. 

A MEMBER. When was that? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. A food many years ago. 
in a history which you gentlemen do not seem to read much. Li 
ter. ] 

I was saying, Mr. Speaker, that the service pensions which have been 


1oOn to. 


\. 


Is 


It is related 


ugh- 


| heretofore granted have been on the ground that after the lapse of so 


many years from the war the presumption was the soldiers were getting 
old and they were entitled to pensions as a recognition of their services 
to the country. 

Mr. STEELE. 
object. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. They never did make any 
between soldiers of the same war. 

I will now yield for a conference report. 

ENROLLED 

Mr. GLASCOCK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


The bill cuts off those who are not very old, and you 


distinction 


BILLS SIGNED. 


r 


nrolled bills of the following 


A bill (H. R. 5553) granting a pension to Isabella Palmer; 

A bill (H. R. 1752) for the relief of Maria L. Lee; and 

A bill (H. R. 204) granting a pengion to Susan Y. Atwater 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILI 
Mr. HOLMAN. I submit the following report. 

The Clerk read as follows 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate numbered as hereinafter stated to the bil) of the 
House 7069, making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government, and for other purposes, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respect- 
ive Houses as follews 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered and 205. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen 
ate numbered 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 91, 92, 94, 95, 207, 208, 209, 210 
and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


and 211, 


numbered 93, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert ‘20; °’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 206, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 


of the number proposed insert ‘‘75;°’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 212. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $1,955,150; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 

The committee of conference is unable to agree on the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 21, 24, and 25. 

JOHN HANCOCK, 

J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House 

WILLIAM B. ALLISON 

P. B. PLUMB, 

F. M. COCKRELI 


Managers on the part of the Senate 


The statement accompanying the report is as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeir 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bil! (H. R. 7069) 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive,and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year 1885 submit the following written statement 
in explanation of the conference report = 

The bill as it passed the Senate appropriated $21,697,261.85, being $1,087,424.90 
increase over the amount as it passed the House As agreed upon, including 
the amount involved in amendments 21, 24, and 25, which are not agreed to, it 
appropriates $21 426,321.85, being $816,484.97 greater than as it passed the House, 


| and $270,940 less than as it passed the Senate. 


WM. 8S. HOLMAN, 
JOHN HANCOCK, 
J.G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House 
Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to submit a very brief statement of the 
| effects of this report. I am equally unfortunate in the result of this 


conference..as in the former conference between the two Houses, in not 
being able to reach the conclusion that has been satisfactory to my 
associates as managers on the part of the House I have not been able, 
sir, to sign this report of the conference for reasons which would be 


| hardly necessary for me to enter into at so Jate an hour as this. 


But I wish to state the results of the action of the conferees as pre- 
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sented, for I desire to correct certain impressions under which the con- 
ferees reported last evening touching one of the subjects of disagree- 
ment, that in regard tothe Pension Bureau. 
referred to the committee as matters 
the last 
imendments 21, 24 
which it 


senators 


There were four subjects 
of disagreement between 

The one numbered in 
and 25, covers the item of the contingent 
is understood inv 
Chis 


the Senate 


Houses bv 


reference made 


nate 


of the Senate 


olves the employment 
or the s an item of $24,000, as it appears by 
ipon the House provision, but in fact 


$4. O00 


we made in 
in appropriation of > 
peen able 


to agree 


ved, that 


und it is the 
r of final di 
ith the 


upon that, 


remains as &@ Mav 


ibiects embodied report 


of collectors, and deputy collectors, and 
cnue system which is Senate amendment 


their disagreement, which the 
and «le puties and other officers 


100,000 The House, it will 


increases 
collectors, 
be remem 


number from eighty-six, the number now existing, 


t reduced the amount to be appropriated for the | enable the Department to dispense with these lower-grade clerks wl 


100,000 That sum the Senate amendment re- 
provision, which would be amendment No 
number of collection districts to forty three 
the internal-revenue districts as affected by these 
»Senate SO and & 


mut the 


1, by restoring the law as it is now 


and in appropriation $100,000, has been agreed upon, the 
House 


The next 


reced! 


amendment, also involved in the internal-revenuesystem, is 
No. 87, and is the provision in the aggregate for the agents, gaugers, 
and others employed in connection with the internal-rev 
Che Senate amendment appropriated $136,000 as an in- 
amount appropriated by the Hous Chat item em 
salaries for the special agents, and is virtually, with theex- 
matter to which | will ask attention in a moment, the 
restoration of the as they came to the House last December. 
In that connection I will say the only concession made by the Senate 
was as to the number of special internal-revenue agents. 

Che number now 
vided 


storekee pers 
system 


crease over the 


enue 


brace the 


ception ol 


one 


estimates 


provided by law is thirty-five. 


lin the billas reported by the House committee was twenty-five 
The House reduced the to five. The Senate amendment 8&7 
venty-five, ten less than the present number 
crease to the extent of five special agents; and 
number at twenty, being fifteen more than the 
House bill provided for and fifteen less than the present law. That is 
the « yn as to the interval-revenue system made by the Senate. 
All the other provisions, as will be seen, touching the internal-rev- 
i and customs districts are yielded by the House, 
dments of the Senate being accepted 


numbe 
increases the number to tv 
The Ss yields the 


es the 


nate 
this report fi 


oOncessk 


enue co 


the 


lection aistricts 
amet 
As to the fourth subject-matter covered by amendments numbered 207 
and 212, in relation to the Pension Bureau, I stated last evening that 
the adherence by the House to its disagreement was a matter of form, 
and that the increase of the appropriation for that bureau was designed 


to cover the increased expense of the pensions anticipated by the pas- 


Mexican 
covered by 


the 


LOO 


sage ol 


pension bill If that measure shall fail, then 
the amendments numbered 207 and 212 would 
properly be omitted from the bill, and the Senate would then recede 
from them 


22606 


Upon the other hand, if the Mexican pension bill passed, then the 
House would have to recede, leaving the $266,400 proposed by the Sen- 
ate appropriated by the bill. I expressed last evening not only what 
was the understanding on the part of the House, but what was the 
understanding on the part of the Senate. But since then, in a com- 
munication from the Commissioner of Pensions, he insists that without 


that the sums included in these amendments should be appropriated; 


that the clerical force should be provided; that the number of addi- | 


tional officers contemplated should be provided in the bill. 
committee of conterence 


And the 
have agreed to that item, which amounts to 
something more than I stated last evening. It amounts altogether to 
$273, 100 

\ MEMBER. What isthe number of additional clerks? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
two hundred 

Mr. CANNON. The number, I will say to my friend, is two hun- 
dred and forty-two over what the House bill provided for. 

Mr. HOLMAN I have a statement showing the exactnumber, but 
left it in the committee-room of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MCMILLIN 
question. Are there two hundred and forty-two clerks in addition to 
the two hundred and fifty increase provided for in the House bill ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir 

Mr. McMILLIN. So it is contemplated to give nearly five hundred 


| additional clerks by the bill as amended by the Senate and proposed 


| cording to my present recollection 


j and tl 


rhe number pro- | 


| ment and salaries of this Government, that these increases either in t] 
| number of employés or in the salaries can be justified upon any 





| revenue special agents is reduced from thirty-five to twenty. 
any reference whatever to whether the Mexican pension bill should | 
pass or not, the increased clerical force provided by the Senate amend- | 
ments is absolutely necessary to the efliciency of his bureau, and asks | 


The number of additional clerks issomething over 


I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana a | 
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to be passed now ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. The gentleman will remember when the 
increase of special agents was provided in the House bill there was a 
reduction I think of two hundred and thirty-six of the clerical force 
of the bureau. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
ask for that? 

Mr. HOLMAN 


Did not the Commissioner of Pension 


I will state that the bill as it came to the 


Hous 


| and as it passed the House was exat tly a ording to the then vi 
| the Commissioner of 


Pensions His estimates were carried out 
and I think I am accurate—e 
with his recommendations both 

lerical force, in the main embracing the lowe 

grades of clerks, and also as to the number of special 


im the 
to the 


House 
reduction of 


bill in accordance 


t he ‘ 
agent neres 
ing them from two hundred and 


appropriations required 


fifty to four hundred, and as 
Appropriations re 


bill exactly 


The Committee on 


1e House passed that portion of the according to 


| estinates, without any deviation. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Was not the statement then made that the 


ployment of the one hundred and fifty additional wepts wo 


pec hbk 
were dispensed with by the House bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN The view then ¢ xpressed, if I remember it correct] 
was that in the then condition of the business of the Pension Office th 
higher grade of clerks should be made more efficient than the lows 
grade and that the employment of the one hundred and fifty special 
agents whose salaries would be much higher than the average would 
greatly facilitate the business of the oflice And both in the appro 
priation of every dollar asked for by the Commissioner of Pensions and 
in the action now as reported to the House by the conference the exact 
sum asked by the Commissioner has been provided for. There has been 
no attempt | believe to make any retrenchment whatever upon the sum 
required by the Commissioner of Pensions. 

[ am aware that I am occupying considerable time in this statement 
but I wish to state the general result of this re port The effect of these 
concessions made in the report now before the House is to increase the 
appropriations over the House bill $509,400; that is to say, $236,000 
in connnection with the internal-revenue system and $275,400 in con 
nection with the Bureau; making, in the whole, $509,400 
This bill, as gentlemen will observe from the statement which was read, 
was increased by the Senate—including the $509, 400—increased by 
Senate $1,087,424.90. The House has yielded $816,484 of that an 


Pension 


unt 


| and the Senate $270,940. 


I only wish to add, Mr. Speaker, that the reason I was not able 
sign the conference report made last evening, and the reason I am not 
able to sign the one made this evening, ount of the large 
in the public employment in my judgment not required 
especially on account of the increase of salary in various bureaus an 
Departments of the Government—the House and Senate and all th 
Departments. Ido not believe, in the present condition of the employ 


is on act 
crease 


ground 
of public necessity. I will only further add that as to the Pension 
Bureau and the increase of the clerical force there, 1 acquiesced in the 
action of my colleagues on the conference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did I understand the gentleman correctly as say- 
ing that the Senate amendments increased the number of persons em 


Will the gentleman allow me one question? 


| ployed in the collection of internal revenue over the present law‘ 


Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; not over the present law. They 
spond withthe provision of the present law. Thatis tosay, all the ex- 
isting provisions remain in force, except that the number of internal- 
That is 
the only concession that has been made on the part of the Senate in 
connection with the internal-revenue system. And no concession has 
been made in connection with the system for the collection of cus 
toms revenue. The only change made is the reduction I have men- 
tioned in the number of special agents. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Dol understand the gentleman to say that the 
report as agreed upon makes no reduction in the number of customs 
collection districts? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It makesno change whatever in the law as to that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury stating that there can be and should be a reduction and con 
solidation of districts goes for naught? 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There is no change made in the law by 
of the committee of conference. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish that some advocate for disregarding these 
recommendations of the Secretary of the Treasury would give to the 
House some reason why the House should recede from the stand it 


corre- 


the report 


| has taken on that subject. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say on that subject, that the reduction 
of the number of districts under the customs system would not neces- 
sarily reduce the number of ports of entry and delivery. We did not 











1884. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 6111 





! 
provide for the reduction of the number of ports of entry and delivery, | Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I desire to occupy the time and at- 
but we simply reduce the number of districts down to sixty-nine, and | tention of the House a very few minutes. I do so because I think the 
conferred upon the President the power to designate the ports of entry | statement of my colleague on the committee is unfair and his deduc- 


and delivery. Gentlemen will see that the only method by which re- | tions are not warranted by the facts Chere is an increase to the 
trenchment could have been accomplished in any event was through | amount that he states, but very little of that is in consequence of sal- 
the appropriations of money hereafter to be made. j aries. In the House there is an increase of $500 to the Doorkeeper. 


The law now provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall re- | In the Senate the total increase on the subject of salaries, as I now 


port to Congress each year estimates of the sums of money required to | recollect, does not amount to as much as a thousand dollars. I believe 
carry on the system for the collection of customs revenue. Therefore | my statement on this point will be borne out by tl 


ne tacts 
the whole subject necessarily comes before Congress when it proceeds The gentleman has alluded to the great hardship of not having been 
to make the next annual appropriation for the expenses of that system | able to equalize, as he terms it, the salaries paid to the different sub 
of revenue. treasurers The facts about that matter are just these The subtreas 
I attach a great deal more importance to the action of the conferees | urer at Boston, under the law as it now stands, receives a salary of 
in regard to the internal-revenue districts. I think the number could | $5,000 The committee which prepared this bill in the House reduced 


have been reduced with absolute safety from eighty-six to sixty-three, | that salary to $4,500 Che Senate insisted upon maintaining the old 
according to the proposition of the Committee on Appropriations of this | law on this point, and adopted an amendment appropriating $5,000 


House. That could have been done with absolute safety, and that | How much there is censurable or wrong about that I am not prepared 


would have resulted in a saving to the Government of somewhere be- | to determine. I do not think it a very grievous matter. One side or 
tween $100, 000and $125,000; and the question comes home to us now, I | the other may be right or may be wrong. At anyrate, the Senate was 
think, whether or not the House can yield that point. very persistent and determined, and their confereesstated a good many 
I desire to say one word more. According to the theory of the Con- | reasons which seemed to be with them controlling why the salary 
stitution of the United States that branch of the Congress most imme- | should not be reduced. 
diately responsible to the people and more directly connected with them The increase, then, in this bill results mainly from two causes: first 
has been invested with the control of the expenditures of the public | from the amendment of the Senate restoring the law as it has existed 
revenue. Revenue bills are to originate in the House of Representa- | with reference to the collection of internal revenue. In the bill as it 
tives. But according to the practice of more recent years gentlemen | now stands there is nochange in this respect except in regard to agents, 
will perceive that we merely formulate a bill and send it to the Senate. | who are reduced from thirty-five to twenty. The Senate refused to 
That bill is simply the foundation upon which to build the super- | reducethe number of collectors from eighty-four or eighty-six—lI think 
structure. | eighty-four is the present number—to sixty-three. The increased 
Mr. McMILLIN. And you do not know it when it comes back, do | sum in this particular is the difference between the payment of eighty- 
you? | four men and the payment of sixty-three. Whether or not very 


Mr. HOLMAN. This bill comes back to us from the Senate with | nearly as much money would not be required to pay deputies to take 
two hundred and eighty-three amendments, every one of which, I be- | the places of the principals whom it was proposed to dispense with is a 


lieve-_there may have been one exception, which affected the question | matter I am not prepared to determine. It was insisted and urged 
of the increase or decrease of expenditures directly or indirectly—pro- | that the economy, if any, would be very small 

vided for an increase of the appropriations from the public Treasury. Upon that point we certainly have not a great deal to complain of; 
I think that in one instance there was a transposition of some employ- | and I see no cause whatever to justify the position of the gentleman 


ment which would effect the reduction of the compensation of.a single | from Indiana in seeking to call upon the country to look upon this ac- 


person in the public service. tion of the House as something that is wonderfully wrong and should 
Mr. SPRINGER. That must have been a mistake. bring down censure and condemnatjon upon everybody who does not 
Mr. HOLMAN. And the question is how much the House of Rep- | happen to agree with him. 

resentatives shall be held responsible for the appropriation of money Upon this matter a question has been asked which I want to answer 

from the public Treasury. While the House is conceding $376,484, the | The gentleman from Tennessee has asked, with at least an ex cathedra 


Senate, less responsible for the protection of the public Treasury than | air, for some one to show a reason why the provision put upon the bill 


the House according to the theory of the Constitution, concedes but | in the House consolidating the customs districts was not adhered to. 














$270,940. It seems to be generally understood that as a matter of course | My answer to him is, simply because it was a mere brutum fulmen, not 
the House will recede. | reputable to the House that passed it. It amounted to nothing, un 

By the action of the Senate there have been increases of the salaries | less it might be the will and pleasure of the President to make the 
of employés of the House, of the salaries of the employés of the Sen- | reduction contemplated. The only reduction made by the bill was a 
ate, of the salaries of employés in every Department of your Govern- | reduction of the number of collection districts, leaving the Presiden 
ment, with increases of the number of employés everywhere. It was | at liberty to appoint as many officers as he might deem proper in the 
thought that the liberal increase of officers during the last two years, | respective districts—a very vicious system of legislation, I think, and 
and especially during the first session of the last Congress, would have | extremely anti-democratic; a species of legislation that sho evel 
rendered a further increase entirely unnecessary, for the time being at | be tolerated by any body of men claiming to be Democrats 
least. Yet I can call to mind at this moment scarcely a bureau in the Legislation on this subject should be had.” I think it a very proper 
Government in which there is not an increased number of employés, or | subject for legislation; but I want to put on record my disse Lore 
increased salaries, or both. than that I want to enter my earnest objection—to this system of | 

I see nothing in the condition of the public business, with the ex- | islation as being wrong, vicious inthe extreme. It is a species o 
ception of one single Department, the Post-Office Department, that jus- | lation that has been too long tolerated and should never be attempted 
tifies either an increase of the number of officers or an increase of the | upon an appropriation bill. Such bills are not the proper place for leg 
salaries. In a few instances the House endeavored to reduce salaries | islation of this character Che Constitution does not contemplate that 
and to equalize them, as in the case of the subtreasurer at Boston, who | laws for the general government of the country should be passec 
was receiving a larger salary than other subtreasurers; and in other | this way. By such a system of legislation the committees having 
instances where the House thought it was entirely proper that there | charge in conference of matters of this character are in a position which 
should be a moderate equalization of salaries, of course’ the House | they are not entitled to occupy with reference to the influence they 
made a concession. | may exert upon the legislation of the country. 

Mr. HENLEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him aques-| By this system it is placed within the power of one branch of th 
tion? | Government to insist that certain legislation shall be adopted and to 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. | take advantage of an appropriation bill in order to compel the othe 

Mr. HENLEY. The question is this: Notwithstanding this multi- | branch to agree to it, without fair, open, free, untrammeled discussion 
plication of officers and officials, is it nota matter of fact that all of the | Such a system of legislation is in my judgment vicious in the ¢ eme 
Departments of the Government are greatly behind in their business; Che amendments of the Senate in connection with intern evenu 
and if so, why? That is the fact. collection no d mubt vo a great way to swe ll these appropt { The 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam notaware that thatis generally the fact; there | gentleman estimates the amount as $150,000, and probab y 
may be instances where such is the case. I think it will be frequently | Bat he has omitted to state several causes which have reased, and 
found in this Government that the multiplication of offices does not necessarily I nk increased, this appropriation—matters gard to 
advance the public business. On the contrary, the employés of the | which probably the Senate had more light than we had in « dering 
Government embarrass and jostle each other in the attempt to perform | them 
their public duties. The efficiency of the various Departments of the rhere is a large increase in the Sixth Auditor’s Offic | believe all 
Government, according to my experience, is not found to be increased | agree that this is necessary 
by an increase of salaries, and seldom by an increase of the number of Mr. HOLMAN But my friend must remember we largely increased 
employés. I now call the previous question. the force in that office in the bill as it passed the Hous 

Mr. HANCOCK. I hope the gentleman will not call the previous Mr. HANCOCK We made an increase of thirty-seven clerks—ex 





question actly that number and no more 
Mr. HOLMAN. Of course I yield to the gentleman from Texas all Mr. HOLMAN That is true 
the time he wishes. | Mr. HANCOCK. The Sixth Auditor came before the committee time 
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and again and proposed that we should examine his office and convince 
ourselves of the impossibility of keeping up the business of the office | 
properly without the additional assistance that he asked. Should not | 
the business of that office be kept up? Is it not the interest of the 


country that it should be? Ileave gentlemen to answer that question 
for themselves. 


Then there is the Patent Office, in which there is a large increase. I | 
am not much more favorably disposed toward that office than is my 
ue on the committee. I think it probable a greatdeal of wrong 
is perpetrated there upon the great masses of the people. Nor is that | 

ifficiently answered by the reply that it brings in a large revenue. It 


coueayg 


. * * . » | 
has grown to immense proportions, farin advance of the anticipation of 


any one 


tinue 


But it is there and the popular will seems to desire to con- 
it, and we should make adequate provision for the discharge of 
the duties devolved on that bureau. 


Ther 


is the Indian Bureau, where there has been a considerable in- 
which is urged as a necessity, and a good portion of it growing 
out of a change of policy in reference to the education of the Indians. 
I do not approve of that. I can not have my way about these things 
I would change I have had some little experience, and of 
course some little knowledge of the policy pursued by the Government 
toward the Indians 
| believe you will agree with me that from the landing of the Pil- 
grims at Plymouth Rock and the landing of the first settlers of Virginia 
at the mouth of the James River up to the present time it has been an 


unrelieved failure. 


ol them 


There has never yet been a savage race civilized 
channel, and that is the one of labor. It is the 
which has been pursued by the Spaniards who have settled south 
on this continent, and they have succeeded in making useful citi- 
out of a good many of them. There are now those enjoying the 
highest positions in their society who have not a drop of European 
blood in their veins. President Juarez himself was a full-blooded In- 
dian, the chief-justice is another, and the president elected in August is 
deeply tinctured with Indian blood. 

But you have adopted a policy. You say you must get the Indians 
together and educate and Christianize them. It is squandering a great 


except through one 
pol cy 
olu 


Zen 


deal of money, but at the same time it is furnishing remunerative posi- | 


tions to a number of meritorious persons I suppose. 
These appropriations come in this way. 


Then there is the Pension Office. The gentleman is much more in 


{ Laughter. ] 
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favor of pensions than I am; but that, too, has become the subject of 
sensational legislation, and no one can say whether Republican or Dem- 
ocrat has the ascendancy. They are as nearly alike on that subject as 
[ have ever seen men in my life. All that is necessary is to say ‘‘pen- 
sion ’’ and pension it is, and so on indiscriminately. 

I may not have another opportunity, and I wish to speak out my 
feelings on this subject. I say there has been the grossest injustice to 
the people of the United States. I have no objection to vote a pension 
to an invalid soldier, but will vote for it as cheerfully as another. But 
this profuse and profligate waste of public money by pensioning on 
every flimsy pretense is an act of injustice which can not fail to be ap- 
preciated by any one who will dispassionately look at it. 

We have appropriated nearly $86,000,000 of money for this purpose; 
more than double the entire annual expense of the Government from 
1840 to 1850. Another cycle will increase that to $100,000,000, and 
may perchance to $150,000,000 of public property in order to gratify 
aspirations of deserving statesmen. [Laughter.] I do not believe the 
gentleman from Indiana will get up and say, so far as we have pro- 
vided the necessary force to issue pensions and pensions and pensions to 
gointo his district, that it has been squandering so much money for that 
purpose. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that the report of the committee should be ac- 
cepted. It is the best we could do; and I do not think we have done 
anything more than respond to the exigencies of different branches of 
the Government that demanded this change. There is where the 
money has gone, except the difference between collecting internal reve- 
nue by the mode proposed by the Senate and that by the House. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I yield five minutes to the member for Tennessee 
{Mr. McMILLiy]. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. 


Mr. Speaker, my distinguished friend from Texas 
is in error as to the 


‘‘airs’’ with which I made the inquiries I ad- 
dressed to him; at least I did not intend to assume any ‘‘ex cathedra 
airs 

The gentleman complains 
that the method of legislating upon appropriation bills was not con- 
templated by the Constitution and is vicious. 

Following his argument to its legitimate conclusion and comparing 
his action with it, What do you find? It is highly constitutional, al- 
together commendable, and entirely proper to increase the numberof offi- 
cers by an appropriation bill and to increase their salaries, but it is quite 
the contrary to decrease the number or their salaries. He justifies the 
increase of officers, he justifies the increase of their salaries on an ap- 
propriation bill, but his virtuous and patriotic soul is wrought up when 
you come to diminish either the number or reduce the salaries. I have | 
a high regard for the gentleman. He is my friend, and I take pride in | 
the friendship. | 


and let us examine into his consistency— 
| 


JULY 5, 


Mr. HANCOCK. Let me interrupt the gentleman by saying that I 
did not justify or condemn. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, the gentleman makes that explanation. | 
understood him as holding to the position that the Constitution never 
contemplated anything of the kind; and I undertake to say now that he 
is the first lawyer of his reputation who ever asserted the opinion that 
it was not constitutional to legislate upon an appropriation bill. 

sut what did the House bill propose? It proposed to do simply 
what the Secretaries of the Treasury for ten long years, at least, had 
said ought to be done, that is, to diminish the number of these customs 
collection districts. We come forward to do the work; and yet when 
we undertake to do it the House, of which he is a member, is slapped 
in the face by him and told it is unconstitutional to proceed in that 
way. It is constitutional, according tothe gentleman, to raise a salary, 
but not constitutional to get rid of a thousand useless officers whose sery 
ices may be dispensed with—four hundred in connection with the col] 
lection of customs duties—and between six hundred and a thousand 
in the internal-revenue service. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman pardon me for in- 
terrupting him? Suppose a bill had been introduced here in reference 
to these custom collectors, what committee would it have gone to? 
Would it not have been the Committee on Ways and Means ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. It would probably have gone to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
jurisdiction, would it not? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir; I admit your case in the broadest sense, 
but there is also a rule which the gentleman should remember that 
makes it legitimate to act on an appropriation bill where you diminish 
the amount of the appropriation or decrease the salaries, and where that 


That committee then would have had 


| action is in the direction of economy there is no man who will deny 


that it is proper and legitimate. 

Mr. Speaker, the amendments of the Senate involved here present a 
reduction of expenditures in the collection and internal revenue and 
customs duties by more than $1,000,000. The House, as I intimated 
before, by this action gets rid of more than 1,000 officers, probably as 
many as a thousand in the internal-revenue service alone. I think it 
is eminently proper to muster out of the service some of the large num- 
ber of internal-revenue officers who have swarmed over the country for 
long years past, and I trust that this House will stand by its action and 
never agree to abandon it. The House has already held that it was 
eminently proper by several votes, and I hope it will not abandon the 
contest. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I would like to correct one expression of the gen- 
tleman. I said that it was not contemplated by the Constitution. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Very well; the gentleman can have the benefit 
of his statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
Carolina [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, there is a question in- 
volved in this controversy of the gravest importance, and I trust the 
House will not suffer the bill to pass without giving it the most care 
ful consideration. It is the amendment of the Senate which proposes 
to give to certain Senators clerks, and which is tantamount to an in- 
crease of their own salaries to the extent of $1,000 each. 

While I recognize the entire independence of the two Houses and 
the propriety of not too critically scanning the internal workings of 
each other, yet when measures are proposed which in their effect tend 
to impair that perfect equality which is contemplated by the Constitu- 
tion, we can not too carefully scrutinize them. It is not the amount 
involved which gives this proposition its importance, but the danger 
that underlies the concession of a principle which establishes a trouble- 
some precedent. 

As is well known, there are three co-ordinate departments of the 
Government, the legislative, the executive, and judicial. Each de- 
partment is supreme in its own sphere, and the preservation of our lib- 
erties in a great measure depends upon a due recognition of this fact. 
The legislative department consists of a Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, whose rights and duties are defined by the Constitution. 
All bills raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives, 
to whom the people have confided the purse-strings of the natign, it 
being the more popular branch and also more directly amenable to them. 
The question in regard to fixing the pay of the employés of the Senate 
is one which must be regulated by law, and as no law can be enacted 
except by the concurrence of both branches of Congress, it must follow 
such mattersshould be approved by each. Itis true that great disparity 
exists between the pay of the employés of the Senate and of the House, 
but it is insisted such should not be the case. 

This inequality is of comparatively recent origin, and has led to fre- 
quent efforts on the part of this House to secure an equitable readjust- 
ment, but no satisfactory arrangement has been arrived at. It is not 
insisted that the duties of the employés of the Senate are more exacting 
and difficultthan those of the House, and as their compensation is about 
20 percent. higher, the effect is tocreate discontent. The only suggestion 
proposed by Senators for equalizing the salaries is that we should in- 


I yield five minutes to the gentleman from North 








crease the compensation of ouremployés inasmuch as this inequality was 
caused by the reductions at our end of the Capitol. The gentleman from 
\linois [ Mr. CANNON] stated in his remarks on this amendment that 
1e payment of thirteen months’ salary for twelve months’ service—a 
cies of liberality commendable for its disinterestedness—originated 
‘rom a desire to equalize the salaries of the two Houses. 
known that the Senate, still keeping in advance, has likewise given 
their employés an extra month’s pay. In this race who pays for the 
The exclusive right of the Senate to regulate the salaries of its 
employés wassubmitted to rather than prolong an unending controversy ; 
t to show in what light this prerogative was viewed by the Senate 
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But it is | 
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| in the administration of public affairs is a growing evil. 


even so recently as in the Forty-sixth Congress, I invite your atten- | 


tion to the remarks made by Senator Houston, from Alabama, and Sen- 
tor Beck, from Kentucky, when the subject was then under discus- 
sion. 


Mr. Houston. Mr. President, I suppose the compensation of employés is a 
matter of controversy between the two Houses that ought in some way or other 


rhe Senator from Kentucky speaks of the House of Representatives regulating 
the pay of its own employés and the number of its employés, and of the Senate 
ng the same as to its. Now, that really in legal parlance can not be done 
If we can convince the House that we need a certain number of employés at a 
certain compensation, then the House will accede to it. If the House can so 
convinee the Senate, then the Senate ought to agree with the House. But the 
lea that each House can regulate the number and pay of its own employés 
jout the concurrence of the other House I think is utterly untenable. If we 
ve a judgment upon that subject and the House agree with us, then our judg- 
1ent ought to be carried out. The compensation allowed tothe employés of 
hetwo Houses is according to law. A law to be passed must have the assent 
of both Houses of Congress; and when we have such a law it is exceedingly 
unfortunate that trouble should exist between the two Houses and that one 
should compensate its employés higher than the other. 

Mr. Beck. All I desire to say is that the committee had not time to go into the 
matter of regulating the compensation of employés now. When the regular 
session meets it is to be hoped that the difficulty that exists between the Houses 
will be adjusted and arranged. For the time being we thought the course we 
pursued the only safe thing to do, with new officers at the head of the employés 
of the Senate, with no absolute information as to whether the rule we followed 
s right or whether it is wrong, and the subject being now carefully considered 
by a committee of this body, and for the present we did not deem that this was 
the proper time to go into the matter. 
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Mr. Houston, Now, sir, in my judgment the Senate has no more right to estab- 
ish the pay of its own officers than it has to establish the compensation of the offi- 
cers of the House. ‘The same claim of power that would enable the Senate to 
say whatits employés should receive would result in givingto the Senate the 
power to say what the employés of the House should receive. 
such a subject by a law, and it being a law the two Houses ought to act together 
ind ought to agree upon something just to the employés of both, and thereby 
these difficulties in the future will be obviated. There being simply one com- 
mittee now looking into the matter, I do not think that meets the difficulty, and I 
therefore shall vote against the amendment. 

From this Senatorial discussion it will be seen it was not contended 
that the Senate could alone regulate the compensation of its employés 
without the concurrence of the House. Senator Houston boldly main- 
tains that ‘‘it can not be done;’’ while Senator BecK apologized for 
not adjusting the salaries on the plea that there was not sufficient time 
n a short session; and an examination of the discussion, which was 
quite protracted, fails to show that any Senator then denied the posi- 
tion of the Senator from Alabama. It is fair to state, however, some of 
the Senators then insisted that on the score of expediency it was better 
tor each House to regulate these matters for itself. But when an ease- 
ment is once enjoyed, I care not how acquired, plausible reasons will 
ever be found by strong men for its continuance; for, like the statute of 
limitations, when it once begins to run all creation can not stop it. 

The proposition now before the House goes a bow-shot farther than 
the question of regulating the number and compensation of the em- 
ployés of the two Houses independently 
objectionable. To employ a clerk at a salary of $1,000 is virtually to 
increase a Senator’s salary to that amount, and when the precedent 
is once established that by their own volition Senators can increase 
their salaries, though called by another name, without the concurrence 
of this House, what becomes of the doctrine clearly set forth in the Con- 


* 


stitution that the compensation of Congressmen shall be regulated by | 


aw’? The members of this House can not avoid their responsibility 
by throwing it upon the Senators when through their non-action or com- 
plaisance they permit thisencroachment to be made. The Constitution 
contemplates the perfect equality of the two bodies as to pay as wellas 
to rank, but by this action the salary of a Senator is raised to $6,000, 
while that of a member of this body remains at $5,000. 

Now, I yield to no one in respect for the distinguished body at the 
other end of the Capitol, many of whose members I am gratified to call 
my friends, and far be it from me to impugn their motives, even though 
called on to criticise their acts. I wish to emphasize the fact that all 
our relations should be characterized by the utmost harmony and even 
knightly courtesy, but in order to accomplish this end and preserve 


thorough amity it is indispensable that the rights and prerogatives of 


the members of each House should be jealously guarded and respected, 
that there should be no invasion on our part of the prerogatives of the 
Senate, and we should permit no encroachment on their part upon 
our rights, even when as, in this instance, they are believed to be unin- 
tentional. Upon the chanwter of the labors and responsibilities of the 
members of each House we will not dwell, as any observations on so 
delicate a subject might be considered invidious. 

It is not improper, however, to remark that a large amount of the 
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business imposed upon all of us arises from a neglect to provide proper 
tribunals upon which much of the private business and Department 
work should devolve. Unless reforms begin at home and Senators dis- 
continue having their private clerks paid out of the Treasury, we may 
reasonably expect that it will not be long before the contagion will 
spread to members of this House. I know that I represent a generous 
and liberal constituency, who are perfectly willing to grant every facil- 
ity to members of both Houses in the discharge of their laborious pub 
lic duties; but at the same time I apprehend they will agree with 
me that the tendency to multiply offices and increase needless expenses 


For the na- 
tion is being divided rapidly into two classes, consisting of oflice-hold 
ers and pensioners on one side, with tax-payers and toilers on the othe 
In the early part of this session I todk occasion to call attention to 
the advancing strides toward extravagance in the House, which in 
in 1876 with two hundred and ninety-three members, had one 


. : E | hundred and ninety-one employés, with an expenditure of $203,344, 
to be adjusted so as to relieve the Houses of that difficulty and of that trouble. | dred anc a ee a waa 


while in 1883-84, with the same number of members, the employés 
had increased to two hundred and fifty-four, with an expenditure of 


$310,631; and now, through no spirit of discourtesy or hypercriticism, 


| I call attention to the fact thatin 1873-’74, with seventy-four Senators 


theexpenses of the Senate were $153,744, while in 1883-’s4, with sev- 
enty-six Senators, the expenses were $305,593. I have been unable to 
obtain the total number of employés prior to 1873~’79. In that vear, 
with the same number of Senators as at present, the number of em- 
ployés was one hundred and seventy-eight, while, if this amendment 
shall be accepted, their number will be two hundred and twenty-tive, 
or about three employés toeach Senator. Yet while neither good taste 
nor duty may warrant this House in an attempt to dictate what force 
should be employed by the Senate, still we should insist that it must 
be employed according to law, and we should never surrender a prin- 
ciple which affixes an inferiority even in salaries upon the members of 
this House. Experience has shown that the disposition of the Senate 


| to propose amendments in the way of large appropriations to bills origi- 


nating in this House is rapidly destroying the very spirit of the Con- 
stitution. So much I feel it my duty to say in explanation of my op- 
position to concurring in the report submitted by the committee 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from North Carolina 
has expired. The gentlemen from Indiana has five minutes remaining 

Mr. HOLMAN. [shall yield that time to the gentleman from North 
Carolina if he wishes it. ® 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I do not desire to occupy more time 





of each other, and is far more | 


Mr. CANNON. I desire to say a word. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I yield the five minutes to the gentleman from IIli- 
| nois [Mr. CANNON | 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to say a word as to the increase of force in 
the Pension Office referred to by the gentleman from Indiana. The 
House bill as it passed dropped two hundred and eighty-five clerks and 
copyists in the Pension Office. The Senate amendments as agreed to 
by this conference committee restored all of those two hundred and 
| eighty-five people except forty-three; so that the force in the Pension 
Office proper by this bill as amended by the conference report is forty- 
three less than the force now employed. 
| The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] spoke of the one 
| hundred and fifty special agents that were provided tor inethis bill by 
| the House provision which received the assent of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], as well as of the House. There is such an 
increase. But those agents are for duty not in the Pension Office proper 
but all over the United States; being rendered absolutely necessary to 
bring up the investigation of the different pension claims which are 
now about one year behind, and we are al 
| as to that. 

I did suppose before to-day that this foree of two hundred and eighty 
five clerks and copyists who have been receiving small pay nee¢ 
appropriated for. But the Commissioner of Pensions and the Secretary 
of the Interior said to the committee, and have made a stater in 
writing, which I hold inmy hand, that owing to a recent decision of 
the Secretary of the Interior and the changed condition of the business 


receiving great complaints 


l not be 





nent 


of the office since the Commissioner of Pensions submitted his annual 
report to Congress in December last, it was necessary, if this work was 
to be promptly and properly done, that the Senate amendments should 
be agreed to 

Mr. WILLIS What changed condition of th isiness does the 
gentleman reter to ? 

Mr. CANNON Chere is a chang 1 consequent f eru f 
the Secretary of the Interior touching owa of pensions in 
certain classes of claim his caused a changed condition of business 
in the Pension Office 

Now, I understood my end from Indiana to say und I understand 
that to be the fact if he did not say it that he agrees to the action of 
the House conferees touching the concurrence in the Senate amend- 
ments as to this force in the Pension Offi 

Mr. HOLMAN I so stated 

Mr. CANNON Yes, sir: so l understood the gentleman Now | 
want to call the attention of the House to the fact that if it had not 


been for the agreement as to this force in the Pension Office, then the 



































i 
million of dollars of increase placed upon this bill by the Senate would | 
have been substantially divided into two parts, the House yielding | 
substantially half and the Senate half. But when you take $273,400 | 
and add it to what the House had already conceded, of course it swelled 
the amount. I think it just and proper that should be stated. 

[ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. CANNON. I will take the floor in my own right just to com- | 
plete a statemeng or two, and will not weary the House. 

As to the increases of salaries that my friend from Indiana spoke of, 
I have not much to say. They have been referred to by the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. HaANcocK]. So faras the substance is concerned 
in regard to this bill, the allegation deals not in fact, but is based on | 
imagination only. A few salaries have been slightly increased; a few 
salaries have been slightly decreased; it is about equal. There is one 
increase of salary in the report made yesterday of $500 to the medical | 
referee, from $2,500 to $3,000, Dr. Hood being the officer. | 

A MEMBER. And well deserved. 

Mr. CANNON. In my opinion also, well deserved. I donot desire 
to say anything about that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I donot think any salaries were decreased. 


} 
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Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; some salaries were decreased in one of the 
subtreasuries and also in one of the mints. 

Now then [Cries of ‘‘ Yote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

If my friends really feel we ought now to have a vote I will yield. 
I do not want to tire the House. But they had fifty-five minutes on 
the other side, and it occurred to me that eight minutes—and I will 
try not to occupy more than that altogether—was not an undue time 
for me to take. 

Now, my friend from Indiana, whose knowledge and ability I fully | 
appreciate, has a pretty thorough acquaintance with the civil service 
ef this Government. He and I agree in many particulars. In some 
we do not agree. For instance, my friend would regulate many things 
under the law by withholding appropriations as a matter of policy. In 
the Second Auditor’s Office, for instance, claims of soldiers for pay and 
various other claims are regulated. He thinks it would not be wise to | 
hasten that business, because there is a large accumulation of claims 
that ought not tobe granted. I agreethatistrue. But the deficiency 
of clerical force hinders the meritorious business as well. 

In regard to the Land Office my friend concedes, and it may be true, 
that the land laws need regulation and amendment. Very well; if so, 
let us amend the land laws. But he would limit the operation of those 
land laws, and in my opinion to the detriment of the settler and pio- 
neer who goes West, by limiting the force in the Land Office so as to 
throw their work behind. Now, I do not concur with him in that, and 
I do not believe that the majority of the members on either side of this 
House will agree with him. Yet I do not doubt his perfect sincerity. 

I want to say that in perfect good faith since I have been upon the 
Committee on Appropriations, in the last Congress and in this, I have 
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not willingly given my assent to any proposition unless I believed it was 
for the public weal. And I want to say here and now that the won- 
derful growth in population, in enterprise, and in prosperity of this 

sat Anglo-American race, as it reaches out and spreads over the con- 
tinent, demands at the hands of those who control the purse-strings of 
the Government that they make such ample and prompt appropriations 
as will secure the performance of the business of that Government 
which that race supports, and which in turn should guarantee to the 
people proper protection and support. [ Applause. ] 

I believe that this conference report should be adopted. It is not all 
that I would have it. If I had had my way about itand had been free 
in the matter, I would have receded still further from the disagreement 
tothe Senate amendments. But, after all, in conference the two branches 
ef the Legislature must giveandtake. If we could have itall ourown 
way, then there would be no need of a Senate. If the Senate could 
have it all their own way, then there would be no need of a House. 
Legislation is wisely lodged in the co-ordinate branches of Congress, 
the House and the Senate, and in the Executive. In the very nature 
of things legislation means compromise. And I believe that upon this 
bill and upon other bills, more especially upon this bill, the compro- 
mises have been wise. 

The report of the committee of conference was then adopted. 

Mr. HANCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of | 
the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moyed that the mo- | 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 875) granting a pension to P. W. Bradbury; 

A bill (H. R. 2574) granting a pension to Rosella Pegg; 

A bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to Rowland Ward; 


A bill (H. R. 5088) for the relief of Magdalena Cook. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House further insist upon its dis- 
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agreement to the Senate amendments numbered 21, 24, and 25 to the 
bill making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicia] 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885. 


| and for other purposes. 


Mr. HANCOCK. And I now move that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the Senate amendments and agree to the same. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call the previous question on both motions, 

Mr. KASSON. Let the amendments be read. 

The SPEAKER. They will be read, of course. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendment of the Senate numbered 21 was read, as follows 

On page 5, after the words“ for miscellaneous items exclusive of labor,” strike 
out “$10,000” and insert ** $34,000." 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I understand that is the amendment 
which gives the Senate an increased contingent fund. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the other amendments be also read. 

The amendment of the Senate numbered 24 was read, as follows 

On page 5, in line 25, strike out ‘‘ $62,770” and insert * $76,770." 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is merely a change of the total. 

The amendment of the Senate numbered 25 was read, as follows 

Strike out these words: “Provided, That no part of the money appropriated 
by this act shall be expended for clerical services for any Senator, Representa- 
tive, or Delegate in Congress,” 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House thirty minutes are 
allowed for debate, fifeeen minutes on each side. The gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. HANCOCK] on the onesideand the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. HoLMAN] on the other will be recognized to control the time for 
debate. 

Many MEMBERS. Vote! Vote! 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the gentleman from Texas [M1 
HANCOCK ] to yield to me. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not think I shall occupy the tiv: 
minutes, but I desire to be heard on one amendment. In addition to 


what the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox] has said in oppo- 


sition to this increase of the salaries of Senators I desire to call the at- 
tention of members of this Forty-eighth Congress to the debates whic! 
will be found upon pages 2100 to 2103 of volume 108 of the Globe 
for March 3, 1873. 

At that time the leading members on both sides of this House, in 
both branches of the Forty-third Congress, after the labor of the term 
for which they were elected was through, appropriated to each Senator 
and member back pay by an increase of their salaries from $5,000 to 
$7,500 a year. Thataction by the Forty-third Congress was condemned 
and the salary-grabbers repudiated by the people at the polls. I re- 
member that in my own State of Kentucky the Legislature passed res- 
olutions condemning every Kentucky member of Congress who vote 
for or who dodged the vote but took that increase of salary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Did not Massachusetts elect Ben. Butlei 
governor after that? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And did not a subsequent Kentucky 
Legislature, contrary to public opinion, re-elect one of those ** salary- 
grabbers ’’ to the United StatesSenate? Anddid notthis House, wher 
it became Democratic, in the Forty-fourth, the Forty-fifth, and the Forty- 
sixth Congress, elect as its Clerk one of those *‘ salary-grabbers?’’ Such 
things only go to show, as has been shown on this floor in regard to 
land grabbing, which now demands the forfeiture of unearned land 
grants, that in reference to these matters no one party can stand up 
and say that it is less guilty than the other. It has so happened that 
the leaders on both sides in the two branches of Congress, when there 
was any plundering of the Treasury to be done, have agreed upon that 
matter. Both parties have unscrupulous adherents, and both parties 
are equally guiity. 

Now, the amount in question in this case is small; but the propo- 
sition for this small increase of allowance to Senators is what is known 
in the backwoods as an ‘‘entering-wedge’’ that is driven into the rail- 
cut preparatory for the glut which isto splitthe logopen. The propo- 
sition is that we shall vote to the Senate a contingent fund from which 
to hire private secretaries, not for all Senators, but for those who are 
so unfortunate, perchance, as not to have already a secretary—acting 
as a committee clerk, but possibly doing the persoval business of th: 
chairman also. 

More than that. The Senate not only uses the power it has unde: 
the Constitution to advise and consent to nominations by the Presi- 
dent, but it lays its hands upon the House of Representatives and ap- 
points a Senator’s son and Senator's brother to the subordinate posi- 
tions of this House. 

In the Forty-fourth Congress, as I remember very well, the most in- 
telligent colored man in this Capitol was removed by the Democratic 
Clerk of the House from his position in the library of the House; but 
when it was ascertained that a Democrat competent to perform the 
duties could not be found, that colored man was, on motion of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], reappointed tohisplace. But this 
House has gone a step farther and put a kinsman, a brother, as I under- 
stand, of a Democratic Senator in the place of that colored man, the 
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latter being retained in a subordinate position possibly in order to | 
‘coach’? the other. 
position were never better performed than in the Forty-fourth Congress 
when the place was held by this colored man, who by virtue of long 
service and faithful performance of duties for which he was so well fit- 


I am constrained to believe that the duties of the | 


ted should never have been removed. 


The SPEAKER. 


expired. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


tional salaries. 


The SPEAKER. 


The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 


This is a step in the direction of addi- 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’ ] 
The first question is upon the motion of the gen- 


tleman from Texas [Mr. HANCOCK] that the House recede from its disa- 
yreement to the amendment of the Senate and agree to the same. 
I feel obliged to ask for the yeas and nays on this 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


question. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
have plenty of time. 


to come in. 
A MEMBER. 


Let us have the yeas and nays. 
Weare obliged to wait for the conference reports 


It is now half past 1 o’clock. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


There is a great principle involved in this case. 
The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 


ayes 24, noes 90. 


“Mr. LONG. 


We 


There is no necessity for hurrying. 


I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 


Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. LONG and Mr. HOLMAN were ap- 


pointed. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 41; more 


than one-fifth of the last vote. 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 


voting 159; as follows: 


Adams, G. E, 
Atkinson, 
Bayne, 
Belford, 
Boutelle, 
sreckinridge, 
Brewer, J. H, 
Broadhead, 
Calkins, 
Cutcheon, 
Davis, G. R. 
Davis, R. T. 
Dibble, 

Ellis, 
Evans, 1. N. 
Ferrell, 
runston, 
Garrison, 


Adams, J, J. 
Alexander, 
Bagley, 
Bennett, 
Blount, 
Brewer, F. B. 
Browne, T. M, 
brown, W. W. 
Buchanan, 
Budd, 

Burnes, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, 
Carleton, 
Cassidy, 


Clay, 
Cosgrove, 
Cox, W. R. 
Crisp, 


Culberson, D. B. 
Dargan, 

Dowd, 

Eaton, 

Finerty, 


Aiken, 
Anderson, 
Arnot, 
Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Barr, 

Beach, 
Belmont, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 

Bowen, 

Boyle, 
Brainerd, 
Breitung, 
Brumm, 
Buekner, 
Burleigh, 
Cabell, 
Campbell, Felix 
Campbell, J. M. 
Campbell, J. E. 
Candler, 


YEAS—72. 


George, 
Goff, 
Graves, 
Greenleaf, 
Hancock, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hemphill, 
Henderson, T. J. 
Henley, 
Hepburn, 
Hewitt, G. W. 
Hiscock, 
Horr, 
Houseman, 
Howey, 
Hunt, 
James, 
Jeffords, 
NAY 
Follett, 
Foran, 
Forney, 
Gibson, 
Glascock, 
Guenther, 
Halsell, 
Hatch, W. H. 
Herbert, 
Hoblitzell, 
Holman, 
Jones, B. W, 
Jones, J. H. 
Jordan, 
Kleiner, 
Laird, 
Lanham, 
Lawrence, 
Le Fevre, 
Lovering, 
Lowry, 
MeMillin, 
Maybury, 
Miller, J. F. 
NOT VO 
Chace, 
Chalmers, 
Clardy, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Collins, 
Connolly, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Covington, 
Cox, S.S. 
Culbertson, W. W. 
Cullen, 
Curtin, 
Davidson, 
Davis, L. H. 
Deuster, 
Dibrell, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Dorsheimer, 
Duncan, 
Dunham 
Dunn, 
Eldredge, 
Elliott, 


Johnson, 
Kean, 
Lacey, 
Libbey, 
Lore, 
Lyman, 
McCoid, 
McCormick, 
Mitchell, 
Morrill, 
Muldrow, 
Ochiltree, 
O'Neill, Charles 
O'Neill, J.J. 
Parker, 
Perkins, 
Peters, 
Potter, 
S—93. 
Neece, 
Nutting, 
O Hara, 
Pierce, 
Pusey, 
Randall, 
Ray, G. W. 
Reed, 
Reese, 
Rock well, 
Rogers, J. H. 
Seney, 
Seymour, 
Smalls, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Charles 
Strait, 
Struble, 
Sumner, D. H. 
Taylor, J.D. 
Taylor, J. M. 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
TING—159, 
Ellwood, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Everhart, 
Evins, J. H. 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Fyan, 
Geddes, 
Green, 
Hammond, 
Hanback, 
Hardeman, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Hart, 
Haynes, 
Henderson, D. B. 
Hewitt, A.S. 
Hill, 
Hitt, 
Holmes, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 


72, nays 93, not 


Price, 
Ranney, 
Robinson, J.8. 
Rosecrans, 
Rowell, 
Shelley, 
Skinner, C. R. 
Spooner, 
Steele, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Sumner, C. A. 
Thomas, 
Valentine, 
Vance, 
Wadsworth, 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Woodward, 


Turner, H.G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Van Eaton, 
Wallace, 
Warner, Richard 
Washburn, 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
White, J.D. 
Williams, 
Willis, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W.L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wolford, 
Wood, 
Yaple, 

York 


Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
Jones, J. K, 
Jones, J. T. 
Kasson, 
Keifer, 
Kelle wy. 
Kellogg, 
Ketcham, 
King, 
Lamb, 
Lewis, 
Long, 
McAdoo, 
McComas, 
Matson, 
Millard, 
Miller, S. H. 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morrison 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muller, 
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Murphy, Poland, Shaw, Throckmorton, 
Murray, Post, Singleton, Tucker, 
Mutchler, Pryor, Skinner, T.G rully, 
Nelson, Rankin, Slocum, Wait, 
Nicholls, tay, Ossian Smith, Wakefield, 
Oates, Reagan, Snyder, Ward, 
O’Ferrall, Rice, Spriggs, Warner, A. J. 
Paige, Riggs, Stevens, Wemple, 


Patton, Robertson, Stockslager, 


Wilkins, 


Payne, Robinson, W. E. Stone, Wise.G. D 
Payson, Rogers, W. F. Storm, Wise, J.S 
Peel, Russell, Talbott, Worthington 
Pettibone, Ryan, Taylor, E. B. Young. 
Phelps, Scales, Thompson, 


So the House refused to recede from its disagreement. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. PRYOR with Mr. KAsson, until further notice. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE with Mr. SPOONER, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. BARKSDALE with Mr. McComas, for the rest of the day. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not know whether when Mr. HUTCHINS went 
away he understood I was to vote in case there was not a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had better let his vote stand, as 
there is barely a quorum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam, as it were, in charge of the pair of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. HutcHIns], and I will relieve the gen- 
tleman from Indiana from any scruples about letting his vote stand. 

Mr. CALKINS. Very well. 

Mr. HOLMAN’Ss motion that the House still further insist on its disa- 
greement to the Senate amendments was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House further insist on its dis- 
agreement and ask for a further conference between the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed as managers 
of said conference on the part of the House Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. HAN- 
cock, and Mr. CANNON. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I submit a privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7440) making appropriations for 
fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1885,and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows ’ 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 9 and 10. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 6 and 7, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, and 3, andagree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

‘** For the purchase of machine-guns of the latest improvement, $20,000. 

‘For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including the manufacture and 
conversion of heavy guns and carriages, projectiles, fuses, powder, and imple- 
ments, their trial and proof, and all necessary expenses incident thereto, in- 
cluding compensation of draughtsmen on gun construction while employed in 
the Ordnance Bureau, $400,000, and not exceeding $15,000 thereof may be used 
for the expensesof experimentsin the use of dynamite or other high explosive 
projectiles.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from seid amendment the following words: ‘Said sum to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be stricken out and the matter proposed to be inserted 
by said amendment insert the following: ‘‘And to make the same known to 
manufacturers of ordnance on their application, and to report the same to Con- 
gress at its next session for its approval;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreementtothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu ofthe 
matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“Sec. 2. That hereafter all rifled cannon of any particular material, caliber, or 
kind, made at the cost of the United States, shall be publicly subjected to the 
proper test, including such rapid firing as a like gun would be likely to be sub- 
jected to in actual battle, forthe determination of the endurance of the same, to 
the satisfaction of the President of the United States or such persons as he may 
select; and he is hereby authorized to select not to exceed five persons, who 
shall be skilled in such matters; and if such guns shall not prove satisfactory, 
they shall not be put to use in the Government service.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same 






SAMUEL J. RANDALI 
WILLIAM H. FORNEY 
J. WARREN KEIFER 
Managers on the part of the House 
JOHN A. LOGAN 
H. L. DAWES, 
F. M. COCKRELI 
Manage son the part of the Ne ite 


The report was concurred in. 
The SPEAKER. 
the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 7440) making appropriations for for- 
tifications, and for other purposes, for 1885, submit the following written state- 
ment in explanation of the conference report 
The bill as agreed upon appropriates $700,000; being $100,000 less than as it 
passed the Senate and $105,000 greater than as it passed the House. It appropri- 
| ates $30,000 more than the law for 1884 and $300,000 less than the estimates for 1885, 


The Clerk will read the statement accompanying 


SAM. J. RANDALL, 
| WM. H. FORNEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the report itself explains very fully 
the exact condition of the bill at this time; but I want to say a word in 
another direction, and I say it on the first appropriate opportunity that 
ispresented tome. Since time has been allowed me to make an exami- 
nation I find that I was in error, and I say it so that there may be no 
hereafter. lLallude to the bursting of three cannons to which 
I reterred some time ago 

Gentlemen present may remember that there was a controversy on 
that point in the House. I wasin error in the statement I then made, 
and it was not surprising that I was led into an error; for it appears 


that three cannon of the same kind, but not three of the four—these 


mistake 


were two of 8-inch and one of 11-inch, the cannen as stated by the gen- | 


tleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIs] ordered by act of Congress; those 
were never finished, being condemned before completion. The Govern- 
ment advanced some $58,000 upon them to the South Boston Iron Com- 
pany and $48,000 to another firm. Subsequently there was legislation 
which checked the further progress of the manufacturing of these guns. 

Mr. ELLIS. The steel was also condemned by General Ben¢t. 

Mr. RANDALL. But there was also legislation upon the subject, 
as I recollect. General Benét, however, condemned as well the steel, and 
in consequence of the misfortune of the firm manufacturing one or more 
of these guns the Government lost this loan of $58,000. Theother part, 
the steel part, condemned by General Benét, cost $45,000; so that | 
think the Government lost by that matter alone about $106,000. 

Mr. ELLIS. I think about that sum. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
rrect myself when I am in error. 

Phe SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the confer- 
report 


ence 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


The SPEAKER. If there be no further reports of conference com- 
mittees the gentleman from Alabama is entitled to the floor for thirty 
minutes 

Mr. WOLFORD. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope not, Mr. Speaker. I have the conference 
report on the sundry civil bill in my hand; and as soon as the Senate 
returns the bill to the House I shall be ready to present it. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Let us take a recess for ten or fifteen 
minutes. 
Mr. RANDALL. I am afraid if that is done members will go away 


from the Hall. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do not insist upon the motion. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, by the vote that has just 
been taken on the disagreement between the Senate and the House con- 
ferees on the legislative bill I think it must be pretty clear that we 
shall not conclude our labors to-night. It is now past 2 o’clock in the 
morning, and there is no quorum here. 


Mr. LYMAN. Oh, yes; there was a quorum present on the last vote. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Evidently there is not a quorum within 


the Hall at the present time, no matter what may have been here on 
the last vote. 


The SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman make ? 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois | 
[ Mr. SPRINGER] for a moment. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
moment’? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
lar order !’’ 

Mr. SPRINGER 
of ** Regular order 

The SPEAKER 

Mr. SPRINGER 
ask unanimous consent to make a statement [cries of ‘* Regular or- 
der !’’], and I am doing this in the interest of the business pressed upon 
me by my committee. I desire to state it to the House and ask their 
consent [Cries of ‘Regular order !’" ] 

rhe SPEAKER The Chair would recognize the gentleman but 
can not, since the regular order is demanded. The gentleman from 
\labama is entitled to the floor 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama 


mous consent to take 


Will the gentleman from Alabama allow me a 


Notoutofmytime. [Criesof ‘* Regu- 


I desire to ask unanimous consent—— [Cries 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unani- 
from the Speaker’s table one or two House bills 
with Senate amendments granting pensions 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Some tenor twelve days ago the House passed, as 
a substitute for the Senate bill, a bill to count the electoral vote. 
was forwarded to the Senate and the Senate rejected the substitute. 


I make the statement now, as I always love to | 


The regular order is demanded all over the House. | 
If gentlemen will hear me a moment | want to 


That | 


Thereupon conferees were appointed. 
| to the House, as I understand. 

I am informed that the Senate conferees have made a report to that 
body of disagreement. If there has been a disagreement, I desire to 
ask the Chair if it is not the duty of the conferees on the part of thy 
House to report the subject back, in order that the House may be placed 
in possession of it. 

The SPEAKER. 
inquiry. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
agreement ? 

Mr. EATON. I would like to say a word in reply to the lecture o 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. This does not come out of my time 
| Mr. EATON. In the first place, the gentleman is mistaken when 
| he says that the report has been made in the Senate. 
| Mr. HERBERT. I was informed by one of the conferees it had been 
made. 

Mr. EATON. The statement was made, I am informed by Mr. Hoar 
one of the conferees on the part of the Senate, that the conferees had 
not yet been able to agree; that is all. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the report was made to the Senate, it woul 
| have to come here before we could act upon it. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think the House should have possession of that 
subject, soas to take such action asitsees proper. I wanted to call th 
attention of the House to it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama is entitled to th 
floor and has thirty minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous conseft to take fro: 
the Speaker’s table a couple of bills 
| Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 
not part of the gentleman’s speech. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky calls for the reg 
ular order, which is equivalent to an objection. 


These conferees have not reported 


The Chair does not think that is a parliamentar 


Has the notice been given to the House of a dis 





That is 


MEXICAN-WAR PENSIONS. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. When I yielded to the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] for a conference report I was stating that the 
precedents for service pensions had in view distance of time from the 
' war, the lapse of time from the close of the war, and not the age o1 
the disability of the soldier. In the case of the Revolutionary soldiers 
it was thirty-five years after the close of the war that the service pen- 
| sion was granted. 
| But, Mr. Speaker, in granting that pension it was granted not to 
persons that were disabled, but to such soldiers as had served such a 
length of time in the war of the Revolution, and to all that class with 
out distinction of age or disability. In the war of 1812 some fifty-odd 
years had elapsed from the close of the war to the time when the pen 
sion was granted. About the year 1858, thirty-five or forty years after 
the close of that war, this House passed a bill granting pensions to all 
soldiers of that war, regardless of the disability or age of the soldiers 
The pensions were conferred upon all of them that had served fo: 
sixty days. That bill was defeated in the Senate in consequence of an 
extravagant statement made by the then Commissioner of Pensions 
The war then came and the granting of those pensions was postponed 
until 1871. 

Thirty-seven.years after the close of the Mexican war, following the 
precedents that have been made upon this subject, I have favored the 
pensioning of the soldiers of that war and of the Indian wars prior to 
the war with Mexico, making no distinction between them as to ag 
as to poverty, or as to disability, and following strictly the precedents 
But, Mr. Speaker, if these precedents are to be laid aside and a depart 
; ure is to be taken from them, then I shall never vote to pension any 
, of the soldiers of the Indian wars or of the Mexican war either. It 
we are not to follow the precedents, then let us stand upon the invalid 
pension system, and let us carry that out and do justice to the soldier 
under that system. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
question ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 


Will the gentleman yield to me fora 





If it comes out of my time I can not 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I yield the time for it out of my time 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman has no time to yield 
| The gentleman has heretofore occupied all the time he has had in this 
House. 

| Mr. Ware, of Kentucky, rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama declines to yield 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. There is another objection to this bil! 
I call the attention of my friend from Indiana [Mr. Browne] to th 
amendment to the second section of this bill. He will remember that 
when the rules were suspended and the Townshend bill passed he ob 
jected to that bill upon the ground that a soldier that served in th: 
| Mexican war and afterward joined the Union Army and was wounded 
| and was drawing a pension on account of that wound in the Union 
service was excluded by that bill from a pension; and he objected to 
it upon that ground. The gentleman was mistaken in his objection 
| That bill which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] intro- 
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duced and which the Committee on Pensions reported gave the sol- 
dier in the Mexican war who afterward joined the Union Army and 
was wounded and was receiving a pension for that wound, it gave him 
in addition to that $8 a month. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the chairman of our committee yield to me to 
sav that we did not report the Townshend bill? Mr. TOWNSHEND 
took our bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That is true. Nowa Republican Sen- 
ate, professing to be the peculiar friend of the Union soldiers of this 
country, strikes that out and excludes the Mexican soldier who after- 
ward volunteered and went into the Union Army. If he is receiving 
, pension, it denies him a pension for his services in the Mexican war. 

{ ask you gentlemen who have been struggling here day after day 
and hour after hour, are you willing to strike in this way at the Mex- 
ican soldier who did service in the Union Army—are you willing to 
deny him a pension for services in the Mexican war because you find 
he gets a pension for his wounds received in the service of the Union? 

There is another objection, and it has been urged by my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE] and by my friend from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] 
against the passage of the Mexican bill. I do not believe I violate the 
secrecy of the committee-room and I do not think the gentleman will 
object to it when I say that one of the grounds of objection to the bill 
was that there were over 200,000 applications of soldiers who had been 
wounded or claimed to have been wounded for pensions in your Pen- 
sion Bureau, lying there year after year, to be disposed of; and it was 
said that if we passed this Mexican pension bill it would come in the 
way and postpone these matters. The idea was to wait until these ap- 
plications that have now accumulated therein the Pension Bureau had 
been disposed of, so as not to interfere with them. That was the ob- 
jection urged then. 

Mr. STEELE. Our objection was that you were willing to provide 
for pensioning soldiers who fought against us, but you would not pro- 
vide the means for giving pensions to those who fought for us. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I know that was one of your obi¢c- 
tions. You not only want to put all these Mexican soldiers on the 
pension-rolls, but you put in another class of soldiers, sol@iers that 
were not wounded in your service, soldiers who did not contract dis- 
ease in your service that disabled them; a class that tnay now be disa- 
bled for some cause not at all connected with the service. You want 
to admit their claims and place them in the Pension Bureau, and so re- 
tard the progress of action upon the applitations that are now there 

for invalid pensions, for men who oughi to have been pensioned years 
ago. 

Mr. STEELE. This bill wil! pension all disabled soldiers. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabams.. You put a new class of applications in 
the Pension Office; you extend your pension-list. Now, whyshould not 
this bill be resisted? Can any gentleman tell me what this bill is going 
to cost the country ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I can. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. No; you can not. 

Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I can tell you. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do not want to hear it now. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. You asked a question and I want to 
answer it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I will answer it for you. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Then you ought to do that. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. My dear sir, I want some official data. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I will give you official data. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman is the representative of 


a good large number of soldiers in his district who would like to have 
pensions, and the gentleman would like to get that soldier vote. There- 
for I would look with some degree of caution upon any estimate he 
would make. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will you allow me, then, to ask you 
just one question ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Certainly. 5 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Did you not, at the time we were con- 
sidering the Mexican pension bill which you reported, when we had 
an all night session—— 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The time you were resisting it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. Did you not say that you 
would support measures which were substantially the same as the Sen- 
ate amendments to this bill, provided they were brought in at another 
time and not annexed to this bill? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. That you had no objection to them ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I told you then, and I tell you now, 
and I will tell the country now, that I am ready to support a bill that 
will give widows pensions of $12 a month. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Does not this bill do that? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It does a great deal more than that. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. And so 





_Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to yield, but I have not 
time. 


' BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I only want to prompt you on this 
vill. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do not need prompting; I under- 


stand it, I think. I also favored an amendment which makes the re- 
ception of a soldier by the Government in itsservice prima facie evidence 
that he was sound when he entered that service. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. That is in this bill. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That is in this bill, and I approve it. 
But I want to tell you gentlemen that we passed such a provision 


through this House a good long while ago. Now, if your Republican 
Senators over there were so much in favor of it, why did they put it 
on a bill which they knew could not be passed ? 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. How did they know you were going 
to oppose it here. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. They knew it could not pass; they did 
not want it to pass, and a great many of you do not want it to pass. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. You will probably hear from the sol- 
diers this fall. a 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I have many a Union soldier ip my dis- 
trict. I have in my district two counties that furnished two regiments 
of soldiers for your service. And I want to have the gentleman under- 
stand that those Union soldiers are my warm friends. I am not an 
enemy of the Union soldier, and all of you who have served with me 
on the Pensions Committee know that I am not. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentletnan allow me toask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman now withdraw his point of 
order against this bill, and allow it to be considered and passed upon 
section by section, without making any point of order? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I will tell the gentleman now that so 
far as I am Concerned he may repass the bill if he wants to, and then 
I would advise him to go over to his Republican friends in the Senate 
ané test them there, and ask them to pass the bill we have already sent 
there, and see whether they are for it or not. It is not necessary for 
them to pass another bill and send it over here. 

Mr. PETERS. Allow me to ask the gentleman from Alabama 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If you will extend my time I will 
talk all night and answer all your questions. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman has not answered my question 
whether he will now withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. There is too much that is wrong in 
this bill now; of course I can not de that. I say that if there was a 
desire upon the part of the friends of the Union soldiers to pass this 
bill, why was it delayed from the 3d of March until a few days ago 
before it was sent back to this House from the Senate? 

Will you go before your Union soldiers and explain to them why 
those who profess to be their particular friends delayed this measure 

until an hour when they knew it would be impossible to pass the bill, 
if it was to be allowed any decent consideration ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Willthe gentleman allow me to answer 
a question which he asked ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. No; I can not yield now. 

Mr. Speaker, there is here presented to the country the extraordinary 
spectacle of an attempt to force through this House without debate and 
without consideration in the very last hours of the session a bill which 
in my opinion will involve an expenditure of from fifty to sixty million 
dollars per annum; which will saddle upon this country a debt of two 
thousand million dollars. Are you willing to go to the country in this 
Presidential race and tell the tax-paying people that you voted to pass 
without discussion or deliberation a bill which would saddle upon 
them a debt of two thousand millions ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, rose. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Take your seat, my dear friend; you 
have occupied enough time already. 

Now I repeat, Mr. Speaker, there is not a reasonable thinking man 
in the North who will not indorse the resistance to the passage of this 
measure under the gag. Ido not believe that any of the noble soldiers 
who fought in the war from love of country will approve such a 
measure being forced through in this way. 

Mr. STEELE. The other bill was forced through. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. One wrong does not justify another 
That is a sufficient answer on that point. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman from Alabama allow ni 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, how much more time 
have 1? When that question is answered I can decide whether I will 
yield, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has nine minutes. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then I can not yield. 

Mr. PETERS. We will extend your time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If you will extend my time I wi!! an- 
swer. 

Mr. PETERS. Will not the gentleman allow this bill to be consid- 
ered and passed with the provisions he approves, and let it go to the 
Senate, trusting to their good faith as to whether they will or will not 
concur? 

A MEMBER. We want to get the bill into a conference. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. My dear sir, do you not know that you 
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have a Presidential race justahead of you? 
have a Congressional race just ahead of you? 

{ MEMBER. We will take our chances upon that. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Do you suppose that we could trust 
you or my Democratic friends here from the North on that subject dur- 
ing a political excitement? I tell the gentleman that when the Presi- 
dential race and the Congressional race are over we will then consider 
this bill 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
the matter. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Gentlemen on the other side want to 
make it a political question; I do not. This question should not be 
carried into the Presidential race. Ido not believe that any man 
can be justified in legislating for the promotion of party interests or 
party success. 3 

Mr. PETERS. I simply propose that the bill be passed here with 
+h* provisions which the gentleman approves and sent to the Senate. 

Mr. MEWITT, of Alabama. I do not believe in that kind of legis- 


lation 
PETERs. 


Do you not know that you 


You are making a political question of 


Mi 
of widows. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do; and I will vote for that measure 
at any time. If you will detach it from this bill, I will give it my 
hearty support. But from what we have seen during this Congress, it 


is wholly unnecessary to send such & hill to your Republican friendsin 
the Senate. 


Mr. PETERS. 
Republican party. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. We havealready tfiedthem. Wesent 
they in this bill one or two provisions which they could have passed 
and ought to have passed in the interest of the Union soldiers of the 
country, but they refused to do so. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. They have passed them. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. How have they passed them? They 
have put the bill in a shape in which they knew it could not be passed; 
and one Senator declared it was done to defeat the bill; that the bill 
was loaded down for the purpose of defeating it. 

1 repeat, Mr. Speaker, that my opposition to this bill is not on ac- 
count of any hostility to the Union soldiers of this country. 


You have said you approved increasing the pensions 


Let us try them and place the responsibility on the 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. You have been fighting this bill for four 
days. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. And that to your mind is evidence 


that Iam an enemy of the Union soldier? It is a hard matter for 
you gentlemen on the other side to believe that a man who fought you 
in the late war can entertain a good opinion of your soldiers. You 
never committed a greater mistake in your lives than in entertaining 
the idea that we cherish any hostility toward those men. The Union 
soldiers have warm and firm friends among the soldiers in the Southern 
confederacy. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri. 
and attend to business. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. My opposition, sir, has not been on any 
such ground. My opposition has been against forcing a bill through 
of so much importance to the people of this country in the last hours 
of the session. 

[ reserve the remaining portion of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has four minutes remaining. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Ido not know whether the House is 
in a temper to hear a calm and candid discussion of this matter or not. 
I confess Iam somewhat surprised the gentleman from Alabama should 
oppose the consideration of this bill upon the ground, as he alleges, 
that sufficient time for its examination has not been given by this side 
of the House. Does the gentleman remember when this original bill 
was introduced it was passed by this House over our protest under a 
suspension of the rules, cutting off all amendments, limiting the debate 
to but thirty minutes? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I was opposed to that at that time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I protested this act should not be passed, 
taking, according to the estimate of the Commissioner of Pensions, not 
less than $54,000,000 from the Treasury, without giving the House an 
opportunity to discuss the measure and offer amendments. 
tleman supported the bill then. 

What next? The gentleman opposes the second section of this bill 
because it does not give a pension to a soldier who may have served in 
the Mexican war and who subsequently in the Union service may have 
received a wound by reason of which he is entitled to a pension of $8 
.month. Iam surprised at that, because, if I remember correctly, the 
very bill the gentleman brought into this House excluded from pen- 
that very class of soldiers. 

HEWITT, of Alabama. 
BROWNE, of Indiana. 


This is Sunday, and let us stop politics 


The gen- 


ons 


\T 


Mil 


Mr. 


That is a mistake. 
If I am mistaken in regard to she pro- 


a 


vision of the gentieman’s bill I am not mistaken in regard to this, that | 


every Mexican pension bill brought into this House by gentlemen on 
the other side, from the Forty-fifth Congress to the present time, con- 
tained the identical provision contained in this bill 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
moment? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. On my own motion that provision oj 
the bill which had been introduced by myself and others, which 
operation would have excluded Union soldiers, was stricken out 
you will examine my report you will find the reason why it was don 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. lam not mistaken in the historical tact 
that every Mexican pension bill which has been brought into this Hous: 
from and including the Forty-fifth Congress up to the present time con 
tained this provision. The gentleman stated it was stricken out on his 
own motion. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
did not contain it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. In the first place Mexican soldiers w: 
placed on an exact equality with those who served in the Union an 
in the war of the rebellion. The disabled Mexican soldier is « 
titled to the same rate of pension with the Union soldier. The gene: 
law puts them on terms of perfect equality in that regard. It makes 
no discrimination whatever between the two classes of soldiers. 

What is the gentleman’s bill, and what is this? He protests now, 
as I understand him, against purely service pensions. But the gentle- 
man’s bill provided for a service pension to every soldier in the Mexi 
can war who simply appeared on some muster-roll of the army during 
the Mexican war. 

He does not by this bill require any service whatever, and yet the 
fact has been developed in this debate that quite 40 per cent. of all the 
enlistments in the Mexican service were made after the last battle of 
that war had been fought. 

But the gentleman was not willing to stop there. He put in his 
drag-net in the shape of his Mexican war pension bill and took into it 
all the Indian wars in which the United States had been engaged, and 
I was even surprised that he did not provide for the blood-hounds that 
Van Buren imported from Cuba to hunt down fugitive negroes in thi 
Ficrida swamps. He ought to have provided for them, for they doubt 
less reudered very efficient service in that direction. 

Mr.. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentleman 
where he read that history or got the information from ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And his bill, covering the Mexican wat 
and allof the Indian wars and all of the disturbances in the Southern 
States in the shape or naire of wars, gave a pure service pension, and 
nothing else. 

Now, how has this bill been improved in that regard? It still re- 
tains the service provision, but cig out in the first place the Indian 
wars. Thatisthesaving. Not only that, but it was proper to be done 
for reasons I could give if I had time to enter into the history of these 
wars, because it deprives of a pension, it excludes from a pension, 
class of soldiers that did not know service and who attempted to per 
form no service. I have a letter from a citizen of my own State, who 
informs me that in a certain city in that State a company was made up 
for the Mexican war, but remained in camp in the city in wiiich it was 
enlisted a sufficient length of time to entitle them to pension unde: 
the general bill; and that they never left the city of their enlistment 
They never crossed the Ohio River. They were never en route to the 
scene of conflict; and this bill, therefore, is greatly improved in this 
that it requires that the applicant for a pension shall have either partici 
pated in a battle in that war or shall have served at least fourteen days 
in Mexico or on the frontiers of Mexico, or shall have been en route fo 
the field of action. 

The gentleman objects that this bill as amended by the Senate ex 
tends the provisions of the pension laws to widows who were not at th: 
time of the service the wives of the soldiers. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman trom Indiana suspend to re 
ceive a message from the Senate and a conference report? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Certainly, reserving my time. 


Will the gentleman yield to me for 


ly 
Al 


The bill brought in by the committ: 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from theSenate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate agreed to the report of the committee of conference 01 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendmentsof the Sen 
ate to the bill (H. 380) making appropriations for the sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,1885, and 
for other purposes. 

Also, that the Senate further insisted on certain amendments speci 
fied to said bill disagreed to by the House of Representatives. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bil! o1 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of Repre 
sentatives was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 2203) to donate a cemetery site on the public lands to the 
city of Kirwin, in the State of Kansas. 


> ~ 


be de 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 
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4 bill (S. 28) to confirm the status of John N. Quackenbush as a 
commander in the United States Navy. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. y 


Mr. RANDALL. I now call up the message from the Senate and 
desire to submit a conference report on the sundry civil appropriation 
bill 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for 
<undry civilexpenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 
id for other purposes, after full and’ free conference have agreed to recom- 

id and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
lhat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 9, 18, 21, 27, 28, 

32, 50, 53, 54, 55, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 65, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 

1. &2. 83, 84, 85, 86, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 95, 96, 99, 100, 101, 108, 107, 108, 110, 115, 
119, 125, 127, 129, 130, 131, 132, 143, 144, 145, 151, 154, 159, 160, 166, 168, 171, 172, 
173. 179. 180, 182, 183, 189, 197, 199, 202, 203, 204, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 213, 214, 
°16, 226, 231, 232, 233, 234, 236, 237, 241, 242, 244, 2 248, 249, 250, 251, and 252. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2,3, 6,8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16,17, 19, 20, 22, 23, 25, 26, 30, 33, 34, 35, 39, 41, 42, 43, 
$4. 45, 46, 47, 49, 51,52, 56, 62, 63, 66, 67, 87, 94, 102, 104, 105, 111, 112, 113, 118, 121, 123, 
136, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 147, 148, 150, 152, 155, 156, 162, 164, 165, 167, 169,170, 
181, 184, 185, 186, 187, 190, 192, 193, 194, 196, 198, 200, 205, 211, 212, 217, 218, 219, 
, 228, 225, 230, 235, 238, 239, 247, 259, 271, 272, 273, 274, 275, 276, 2 278, 279, 280, 
), 283, 284, 285, 286, 287, 288, 289, 290, 302, 308, and 304; and agree to the same. 

bat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

imbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $5,000 ;” and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 4 and 5, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In 

uof the sum proposed in each of said amendments insert ‘*$7,500;"’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $125,000 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 36, and agree to the same with anamendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $140,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘$20,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $15,000; '’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 40, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end 
of said amendment insert the following: ‘‘ Provided, That a report in detail of 
all such inspection shall be made to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall 
annually transmit the same to Congress ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 
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a attyeus 


| rector, subject to the approval of the;"’ 


|} ate numbered 161, 


| the sum proposed insert “ 


hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate | 


imbered 48, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
out the amended paragraph ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numnbered 64, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$170,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 97, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert ‘$120,600; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 98, and agree to the same with an amendment as follews: In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert ** $14,000; "’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

rhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 106, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

\nd hereafter, whenever it is practicable, contracts for the transportation of 
moneys, bullion, coin, notes, bonds, and other securities of the United States, and 
paper, shall be let to the lowest responsible bidder therefor after notice to all 
parties having means of transportation ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 114, with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in 
said amendment insert ** $20,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 117, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert ‘* $15,000; and the Senate agree to 
the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 120, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 7 
and § of said amendment strike out the words “ not to exceed one hundred thou 
sand dollars; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 122, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the amended paragraph insert the following: ‘ To establish and maintain quar- 
antine stations, and to provide proper shelter for and care of neat cattle im- 
ported, at such ports as may be deemed necessary, $25,000, to be expended by 
the Commissioner of Agriculture under the supervision of the Secretary of the 
ireasury;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

imbered 124, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: “To 
enable the several Executive Departments, the Department of Agriculture, and 
the Smithsonian Institution to participate in the World’s Industrial and Cotton 
‘ entennial Exposition to be held at New Orleans, La., under act of Congress of 
February 10, 1883, as follows: For the War Department, $15,000; for the Navy 
Vepartment, $10,000; for the State Department, $10,000; for the Treasury De- 
partment, $12,000; for the Interior Department, $125,000; for the Post-Office De- 
partment, $10,000; for the Department of Agriculture, $25,000; for the Depart- 
ment of Justice, $3,000; for the Smithsonian Institution (including the National 
Museum and Commission of Fish and Fisheries), $75,000; for necessary inci- 

ntal expenses of administration by the board, including office rent, fuel, gas, 
stationery, telegrams, and expressage, $15,000; in all, $300,000; to be disbursed 

inder the direction of the board of United States Executive Departments ap- 

pointed under executive order of May 13, 1884; and no expense of any kind be- 
yond the amounts herein provided for shall be incurred by any of the said D« 
partments or any officer thereof on account of said exposition 
F ro enable the several Executive Departments of the Government, including 
the Department of Agriculture and the Smithsonian Institution, to participate 
in the Cincinnati Industrial Exposition, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, during the 
months of September and October, 1884, $10,000; and to participate inthe South- 
ern Exposition, to be held at Louisville Ky., from August 16, to October 25, 1884, 
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$10,000; in all $20,000: Provided, That in case more than the said sums is required 
for the execution of this provision the same shall be 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
numbered 126, and agree to the same with an amend 
and 8 of the amendment strike out the words ‘amo 
Senate agree to the same - 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 128, and agree to the same with an amendment lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert and the Senate agree to 
the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 13, and agree to the same with anamendment lows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
‘For constructing terraces north of the Capitol, section marked A,as shown on 


paid by said expositions.” 


imendment of the Senate 
1ent In lines7 
inting to M7,362:"' and the 


as follows 


is follows: In 


* $21,000 


isto 


printed plan accompanying the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury ( Execu- 
tive Document No. 9, first session Forty-eighth Congress), $60,000, in« luding 
wages of mechanics and laborers: Provided, That the work under this appro- 
priation shall be confined to the north front of the Capitol building, and shall 


notextend westward beyond the lineof the west front of the Senate wing of the 
Capitol; *’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 137, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 2 
of the said amendment strike out the word “ lower;’’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 146, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuof 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $20,000; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 149, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuof 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $350,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 153, andagree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all of said amendment after the word “acre,” in line 6, and insertin lieu thereof 
“ 561, in full payment for said land;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from ita disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 157, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘*3386,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 











That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 158, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuof 
the words stricken out by said amendment insert the following words: ‘* Di- 


and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen- 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 
Strike out *‘June 30”’ and insert “January 1;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreementto the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 163, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
$30,000: and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from ite disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 176, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ** 310,000; and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 177, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $49,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its Sieneoculient to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 188, andagree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $6,000 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 191, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ** $12,500;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1%, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In line | of 
said amendment strike out the words “two stories”’ and in lieu thereof insert 
one story ;’’ andin lieu of the sum proposed in the amendment in 
sert *‘ $15,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreementto the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 201, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert *‘ $20,000;"’ and the Senate agree to 
the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 220, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘* $20,000 andthe Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 224, and agree to the same with anamendment as follows: In line Lof 
said amendment, after the word “ act,"’ strike out the words * be and the same is 
hereby’ and in lieu thereof insert the words “ during which said publicat 
shall be subject to the order of Senators, Representatives, and Delegates, and 
shall be; and the Senate agree to the same 











ons 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendme nt of the Senate 
numbered 227, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘* 360,000 und the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 228, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Ir iof 
the sum proposed insert ** $40,000 ind the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 229, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In licu of 






































| the sum proposed insert ‘40,000 and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 240, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment, and strike it, iy 
line 21, page 75 of the bill, the word ** sum ind insert in lieu thereof t word 
‘sums and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of t Senate 
numbered 245, and agree to same withan amendment as fo s of 
the sum proposed insert **335,000;"" and the Senat gre mat 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen 
ate numbered 291, and agree to the samme withana > ] eu 
of the sum proposed insert ** $2,250,000 and the ‘ the s 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the a naments of t ay 
numbered 292, 293, 294, 205, 2 17, 298, 209, 300, and lagree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended paragray “ e follow 
ing ‘For printing and ng for Cengress,! z the proceedings and 
debates, $1,153,170; for the State Department, $10,800; for the Treasury Depart 
ment, $270,000; for the War Department, $157,500 (of which s 1 $12,000 sha be 
for the Catalogue of the Library of the Surgeon-Cieneral's Office for the Navy 
Department, $63,000; for the Interior Department, 340,000 (of which sum 310,000 
is appropriated for rebinding tract-books for the General Land Omics r the 
Department of Justice, 39,000; forthe Post-Office Department, $180,000; for the 
Agricultural Department, $22,000; for the Supreme Court of the United States 
$18.00): for the supreme court of the District of Columbia, $1,350; for the Court 
of Claims, $9,000; and for the Library of Congress, 36,050 And no more than an 
allotment of one-half of the sum hereby appropriated shall be expended in the 
two first quarters of the fiscal year, and no more than one-fourth thereof may 
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be expended in either of the two last quarters of the fiscal year, except that, in | 


addition thereto, in either of said last quarters,the unexpended balances of al- 
lotments for preceding quarters may be expended ; 
the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 305, 306, 307, 308, 309, 310, 311, 312, 313, 314, 315, 316, and 317, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro- 
posed to be stricken out by said amendments insert the following: ‘* That 
the Joint Committee on Public Printing is hereby instructed to examine into 
the numbers printed of the various documents, reports, bills, and other papers 
published by order of Congress, or of either House thereof, and of the Cown- 
GRESSIONAL RecoRD, and to report a bill, in December next, making such re- 
ductions in the numbers and cost of printing, and such changes and reduc- 
tions in the distribution of said publications, as they may deem expedient, with 
a report giving their reasons therefor; and that the said committee is also in- 
structed to investigate the printing and binding for the Executive Departments, 
executed at the Government Printing Office and at the branch printing offices 
und binderies in the various Departments, and report a bill, in December next, 
making such reductions in expense and imposing such checks as they may 
leem expedient, with a report giving their reasons therefor; and said com- 
mittee is further instructed to make any other investigations calculated in their 
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and the Senate agree to 


| To reduce from marshals 
| To add for their salaries... 


opinion to reduce the cost of the public printing, and report the result thereof; | 


and the said committee is hereby authorized to summon and to examine experts 
and witnesses, and to call upon the heads of Executive Departments and the Pub- 
lic Printer for such information regarding the preceding matters as they may 
desire; and any expenses necessarily incurred in making the investigations 
aforesaid shall be defrayed equally from the contingent funds of the two Houses 
ot Congress and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference is unable to agree on the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 243, 253, 234, 255, 256, 257, 258, 260, 261, 262, 263, 264, 265, 266, 267, 
268, 269, 270 

SAM. J. RANDALL, 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
THOS. RYAN, 

Managers on the part of the House, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The Clerk will now 
read the written statement accompanying the report. 
The Clerk read as follows: ; 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7380) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, submit the following written 
statement in explanation of the conference report : 

The committee of conference has agreed upon all of the amendments of the 
Senate except 18 of the whole number of 317. 

The amendments of the Senate not agreed to relate to that portion of the 
bill making appropriations for expenses of United States courts and strike out 
all of the provisions of the House which fix a salary compensation for attor- 
neys, marshals, and clerks, together with the legislation relating to the same 
and which was placed upon the bill in the House on the report of the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

The Senate added to the bill $4,036,990.69, of which sum it is agreed by the 
conference that the Senate recede from $2,732,060.31 and that the House agree to 
$1 278,930.38. The amendments not agreed to increase the bill as it passed the 


House $26,000. 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
Mr. RANDALL. I move that the report be adopted. 


The report was agreed to. 
Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 


was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am now ready to answer any question any gen- 
tleman may wish to ask me in reference to any item in this bill in 
which he may feel an interest. 

Mr. WILLIS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
in regard to item 124. I wish to know whether we are to understand 
by that that the Cincinnati and Louisville exhibitions are to have the 
benefit of these exhibits and that the limit of cost at those places is to 
be $10,000? 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the agreement. The amendments of the 
Senate about which the conferees were unable to agree relate, as stated, 
to expenditures in the Department of Justice. I do not think it inap- 
propriate to say that the Senate were firm and fixed in their determina- 
tion not to allow what they term in that body to be legislation on an 
appropriation bill. The two conferees representing the majority of the 
House were equally firm in asserting this was a beneficial provision, 
and consequently disagreement is reported to the House for such ac- 
tion as the House may see fit to take. 

It is proper for me to say, however, that the Senate recognized the fact 
that the appropriation for the carrying on this Department of the Gov- 
ernment, the Department of Justice, is not required to the same extent 
as during the preceding year; in /act, as the report states, that while 
the Senate and the House have been unable to agree as to legislation, 
yet the amount of money appropriated to carry on this service is act- 
ually $20,000 less than the amount fixed in the provision passed by the 
House. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] has the figures, I think, on 
that point, and he will givethem. He can answer now, if he will. 

Mr. RYAN. I will follow the gentleman. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well. 





- 
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Now, the Senate proposes, if the House 


will recede from the amend- 
ments in dispute, the following: 





Net reduction eecenees 
To reduce from attorneys..... 
To add for their salaries 





I is crcsevscininniscentamatainiiiiins phweialbitecdeivenabeanipilinds aera 29, Ook 
Total net reduction snietibetpidinienmnessieneninimenagues enamine { r 
To add for courts in Utah 26, 00x 


Reduction under House bill 


I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, this amendment, known to the Hous 
the Springer amendment, provides an entire new system for comper 
sating Federal court officers, the marshals and their deputies, United 
States attorneys, and the United States commissioners. It is legis 
tion important and elaborate. It covers some eighteen pages of clos: 
printed matter. It overturns a system which has existed since 
foundation of the Government. It passed this body under a suspensi 
of the rules, so no member had an opportunity to criticise or amend 

Mr. RANDALL. Excuse me. Thatamendment did not pass und 
a suspension of the rules. It was open to debate and amendment 

Mr. RYAN. I beg pardon. At all events it went to the Senate on 
this bill at a time when it could not be fully considered in the last 
hours of the session. The Senate had no opportunity to give the sub- 


ject careful consideration, and the Senate conferees seemed to think it 


unjust and unfair that we should thrust upon the Senate legislation o1 
this magnitude and importance in this manner and expect them to 
agree to it. They were firm, apparently, at least in their purpose not 
to agree to it. 

So far as I am personally concerned I am friendly to the legislatio: 
I believe it to be wise, and I think it would be well and for the best 
interests of the service if it were enacted intoalaw. I shall move that 
the House recede from its disagreement with the Senate in regard t 
these amendments, and if that prevails I shall submit other amend- 
ments, the effect of which will be to make provision for the marshals 
the attorneys, the clerks, the commissioners, the jurors, and the wit 
nesses, and for the support of prisoners, and the rent of court-houses, 
and miscellaneous items, covering this whole subject. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Allow me to ask the gentleman if | 
will submit amendments covering the salaries of marshals under 4 di! 
ferent system of making payments than at present ? 

Mr. RYAN. Under the existing law. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Recognizing the fee system as it stands ? 

Mr. RYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope it will not be agreed to. 

Mr. RYAN. I havesome hope that it will prevail. 

I want to say to the House that if these motions are adopted that 
propose to offer, the Springer amendment will be stricken out, but pro 
vision will be made for the courts in Utah, and $600,000 will be provided 
for the marshals, the same as the current year; $325,000 for the at- 
torneys, the same as the current year; $160,000 for the clerks, th: 
same as the current year; and $100,000 for the commissioners, whereas 
$130,000 is provided for the current year. It willalso provide $400,000 
for jurors, whereas $450,000 is provided for the current year; $500,000 
for witnesses, whereas $600,000 is provided in the current year; $300,000 
for the support of prisoners, the same as in the current year; $50,())0) 
for the rent of court-houses, the same as for the current year; and 
$300,000 for miscellaneous expenses, whereas $310,000 is the current 
year’s appropriation. 

I understand the effect will be, so far as dollars and cents are co! 
cerned, that if these motions prevail the bill will carry $20,000 less 
than it would if the Springer amendment were adopted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Ka 
sas whether these provisions that he refers to and to which he will of 
an amendment are not the Senate amendments to the biil ? 

Mr. RYAN. They are the Senate amendments with amendments 

Mr. HISCOCK. And simply change the amounts? 

Mr. RYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then would you change the amount here, or sim- 
ply move to recede from the disagreements and agree to the Senat: 
amendments with amendment—strike out the Springer amendment ani 
send that to the conference ? 

Mr. RYAN. I would not, because in point of fact they are substan- 
tially agreed to by the conference on the part of the Senate and there 
would be no objection to them, I think. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I shall be briefer than that and will not 
any longer time than is absolutely necessary. 

I desire the attention for a short time of the gentleman from Kansas, 
who has stated his intention to move to recede from our disagreements 
and agree to the amendments of the Senate. He has said that he will 





occupy 
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then propose certain amendments also to the Senate propositions and 
which will reduce the amount carried by the biil as it stands $20,000. 
Mr. Speaker, this is the most delusive proposition I have ever heard in 
any deliberative body. The gentleman proposes to reduce the amount 
paid to jurors $100,000 and to witnesses $50,000. Now, is that below 
the appropriations for the current year, or does it include the appropri- 
ations and deficiencies ? 


Mr. RYAN. The appropriations for 1884 I have already stated to the | 


House in comparison with those proposed 

Mr. SPRINGER. You propose less than the appropriations for the 
current year, including deficiencies? 

Mr. RYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Thatis the way I understood the gentleman. Now, 
I want to call attention of the House to this fact, that while it is not pro- 
posed to change the machinery under which the expenses of courts are 
incurred, the gentleman proposes to reduce the amounts appropriated 
for that purpose. During the last fiscal year there was expended for the 
fees of witnesses $660,000; that is the amountof the appropriations and 
deticiencies estimated and appropriated already. And now the gentle- 
man proposes to appropriate $500,000. There is a clear deficiency, to 
come in next session, of $100,000 in the fees of witnesses. How can you 
restrain or reduce the fees that witnesses are to earn in the courts of the 
country? It is beyond your control. Unless you change the legisla- 


tion the same laws are in force, and yet you propose to reduce the | 


amounts paidtothem. There is evidentlya deficiency to begin with of 
$160,000 on the fees of witnesses. 

Under the existing laws the witnesses get so much per day and they 
get 6 cents a mile for traveling between their residences and where the 
court sits. Under the proposed amendment they get the actual amount 
paid to the railroad company; which will not average over 3 cents per 
mile in all the States, while it is a little above that in the Territories, 
so that instead of paying 6 cents per mile for the travel of witnesses 
and jurors as the present law contemplates, under the amendment you 
pay in the State of New York 2 cents a mile. Therefore under the 
portion of the bill which the Senate has rejected you are reducing the 


expenses for witnesses by the difference between 6 cents and 2 cents a | 


mile for the travel which they make in that State. And so it is with 
all the travel that is made by marshals, deputy marshals, attorneys, 


witnesses, and jurors in all of the courtsot the country; and hence the | 


substantial reduction of the mode of incurring expenses which this 
amendment produces. 

Mr. BELFORD. Will my friend permit me to remind him of the 
fact that you can not travel over a railroad in Colorado unless you pay 
10 cents a mile? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that the State of Colorado and the 
Territories are exceptions. But the whole expense of running the 
United States courts in the State of Colorado is small. 

Mr. BELFORD. I will state to the gentleman that the court was 
compelled at one time to suspend its operations in consequence of the 
fact that the appropriations were not adequate. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No doubt in the State of Colorado this is an in- 
justice to witnesses, and therefore the gentleman from Colorado should 
support this amendment because this amendment will allow him all he 
Jays for his railroad travel. But as it is he is compelled togo to court 
and get 6 cents a mile, when he pays the railroad company 10 cents 
amile. Such inequality as this exists all over the Territories; while 
in the great State of New York you pay the witness, the juror, 6 
cents, and he pays the railroad 2 centsa mile. It is such législation 
as this that we are perpetuating by the existing law, and which we 
will perpetuate if we concur in the Senate amendment to this bill. 


The committee of which I have the honor to be the chairman early | 


began the investigation of this case. We were instructed to do so by 

the House. And we were requested to do so by the President of the 

United States. In his message to this House in December last he said: 
District attorneys and marshals— 


They should be paid wholly by salaries, instead of in part by fees,as is now 
the case. The change would prove to be a measure of economy, and would 


discourage the institution of needless and oppressive legal proceedings, which, | 
it is to be feared, have in some instances been conducted for the mere sake of | 


personal gain. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 6121 


Not only did the President make this recommendation, but the At- 
torney-General in very eloquent and earnest language urged this House 
to do away with this corrupting fee system. He said in his report last 
fall: 

The practice of compensating the United States marshals by fees is an expen- 
sive one. Examiners of the Department of Justice who have been detailed t 
examine their accounts report that in order to make the maximum fees of the 
office $6,000 per annum, unscrupulous marshals, in some instances through 
their deputies, have encouraged frivolous prosecutions, outraging the rights 
of citizens, and involving the United States in unnecessary and excessive ex- 
penses. Itis estimated 








I call your attention to this language of the Attorney-General 

It is estimated that it costs the Government ten dollars’ expenses fo 
dollar’s emoluments of the marshal. 

In order that our marshals may earn $6,000 each the Governn 
must expend $60,000. That is the existing law, which it is now pro 
posed to perpetuate by receding from our position. Under the bill as 
| it now stands, as proposed by the committee of which I am charin 
| instead of costing the Government $60,000, it will cost $6,000 only 
The Attorney-General goes on to say: 
j 


Thus it will appear that it would be to the interest of the Government to give 
the marshal a fixed compensation, so asto remove all inducements to pract 
| frauds upon the Government on the one hand or wrongs upon the citizen o1 


| the other. Ifthe deputy were to be paid fees for executing process it would 
sure the same efficiency as the present fee system, and at the same time relic 
the Department of the extraordinary expenses complained of, as the mar 
| would have no interest in encouraging such practices. 





That is what this bill does, precisely following the recommendations 
of the President and the Attorney-General, and doing so with a labo 
| that in my judgment is unparalleled in the history of Congress since | 
have been a member, in the diligence with which we have pursued the 
subject for the purpose of arriving at the truth. And the members ot 
the committee will bear me out in saying that there has been no parti- 
sanship displayed, and we have uniformly acted asa unit and not been 
divided on this important question. Now let us see what the Attor- 
ney-General sAys has been the practice under the present system 


Since my report to Congress, other investigations have been made by officers 
of the Department of Justice charged with the duty of examining the accounts 
of court officers in the several districts, which have confirmed my opinion as to 
the urgent necessity forthe proposed legislation. Citizens have been repeated|y 
arrested on frivolous and trumped-up charges,and similar outrages have bee: 
practiced in some districts to such an extent as to render the Government 
odious to the people, making them hostile to the courts of the United States 

The results of these investigations in detail have been given to your commit- 
tee in the testimony of the examiners of the Department of Justice and in thei: 
reports. * 

A strong argument in favor of a change in the law is that the most faithful 
and conscientious officers, attorneys, and marshals desire it, while any change is 
opposed by persons who are wrongfully using the process of the court at the 
expense of the citizen and the Government, harassing the one and plunderi 
the other 

Experience has shown that few persons are able to resist the temptations 
| to increase their fees, though they differ in their methods. Those wholly de- 
praved render accounts for which no service whatever has been performed 
Others, more fearful of detection and punishment, though equally dishonest, in 
crease their compensation by charging for distances greater than they have 
traveled; and still others seek every opportunity to manufacture cases, arrest 
ing persons reported to have committed any trivial infraction of the law, no 
matter how irresponsible and worthless the accuser 

The effect of the fee system is demoralizing, and men naturally honest and 
disposed to do right at first yield in time to the temptation it offers to increase 
their compensation by questionable means,and there is a disposition among 
officers to create if possible a condition of circumstances that will enable them 
to secure their maximum 

Disinterested people generally agree that the fee system has been a fa 
The remedy is to compensate court officers, as far as practicable, by fixed sa! 
aries. 








‘ 


[ could read further from the views of the Attorney-General on thi 
| subject, but I will not worry the patience of the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me— 

Mr. SPRINGER. In one moment, please. Now, as to whether this 
is hasty legislation. Your committee has considered this subject al 
winter, and when the first draught of the bill was prepared it was sent 
| to the several Departments of the Government which were require’ 
to execute it The result of the investigation by the departmental 
officers is detailed in a letter from the Attorney-General to the chair- 
man of the committee, from which I will read: 


GENERAL: Ihave not the experience to say whether the bill submitted t 
is so perfect in its details as to insure a just and efficient administration of the 


> AY . : r : . : i i s bee “Xe > “are ree times b * First Comptrol 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Now, is it not a mistake not to in- law, but it has been examined with care three tim y the First I 


troduce a separate bill for the purpose of carrying out the recommen- | 


dation of the President ? 


Mr. SPRINGER. I have introduced a bill, butthe only place where 
it can be enacted is on an appropriation bill. You can not make these 
changes unless you accompany them with appropriations which are to 
pay the expenses. If this legislation should be injected into the middle 
of a current year you would have to stop at once andchange the whole 


and the First Auditor of the Treasury and the chiefs of their respective divisions 
| of the judiciary, and four times, by my direction, by officers of the Department 
| of Justice who have a practical knowledge of such matters, and they al eur 
j in the opinion that the bill as framed will protect the rights of the t 
| the interests of the Government, and prevent in the future a repetition « 
| proceedings which, in some instances, have made an action inthe Unite 
| 
| 





courts in effect a confiscation of property. 
= - 


* * * * * 


As the general provisions of this bill are commended by those who have a 
| practical knowledge, and as a changein the law is demanded by every consid 


system; because we appropriate salaries in this amendment, and un- | eration of economy and expediency, I earnestly recommend the bill to Congress 


der the old law we appropriated fees. 


with the changes mentioned above, for its favorable consideratior 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. You could make your appropriation | __I will say that so far as the changes suggested by the Attorney-Gen- 


to fit your new law. 


eral are concerned they are all embodied in the provisions 1 


Mr. SPRINGER. You could make it on an appropriation bill, and | us. That provision to which he took exception in regard to 


then you come down just exactly to where this brings you—to an ap- 





pensation of special counsel was ruled out on a poll 


propriation bill. And this is the proper appropriation bill, and there- | my colleague [Mr. CANNON]. Therefore there has be 


tore we have placed the amendment upon this bill. 


from this measure before it passed the House every sing! 
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was objected to by any of the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment. 

It was examined three times in the Treasury Department on three 
different draughts of the bill, and their propositions were concurred in by 
the committee. It was examined four times in the Department of 
Justice by all the law officers there who had any experience in the 
courts. They have pronounced this measure one of economy and ex- 
pediency, and not only that but one for the relief of the oppressed 
people of this country who are harassed by frivolous prosecutions. 

Gentlemen on the other side may hardly believe me when I tell them 
that in one county in the State of Alabama every citizen was arrested 
on frivolous charges. And in one county in the State of Texas on one 
occasion every voter was summoned as a witness in the courts and car- 





ried to an adjoining county at great expense to the Government in order | 
that the marshal might earn his fees, when it was testified that twenty 
witnesses in the suit would have been ample to coverevery point at issue | 


in it. 

This unlimited power on the part of the deputy marshals enables 
them to raid the country and summon the citizens of a whole county 
and compel them to go from one part of the State to another, to drag 
them to where the court is, or before a commissioner where they can 
not give security for costs, where they will be away from their friends 
and those who know them and will vouch for them, and so multiply 
the costs in the suit. 


Not only this; but it has encouraged and sanctioned the worst sys- 


tem of constructive mileage and constructive meals and constructive | 


service that has ever been known in any country in the world. I will 
give an instance which has been established before the committee and 
which is an illustration of many others. In the State of Illinois, where 


I had supposed these things did not exist, the marshal, as was shown | 


by the evidence, made a contract with three of his deputies by which 


they were to earn, first, his $6,000 and after that their maximum of 


$3,000 each, making the net earnings of that court, in order to realize 
the maximum of these officers in the conspiracy, $15,000. In order to 
do this, what was done? Writs were sent to Cairo by mail and mile- 
age charged both ways, as if some one had traveled the whole dis- 
tance. Persons were arrested in the court-house at Springfield, at the 
very door of the marshal’s office. The costs upon the writ at the out- 
side would have been properly only $2.50. But that marshal or some 
of his deputies deliberately sat down in the office and wrote up a fee-bill 
which went upon the hypothesis that the marshal had sent a guard for 
the person arrested and had brought him back under guard. There 
were charges for travel and meals both ways, and the fee-bill amounted 
in that single case to $55. 


The machinery under which such outrages as these are perpetrated 


is still in existence. The proposition before the House to-night is that 


this machine shall be continued after you have been advised of the | 


enormities which have been practiced under it. I hope this House 
will stand by the legislation which it hasadopted. The President has 
recommended it; the Attorney-General has approved it; the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury has commended it; all the law officers of the 


Department of Justice have examined it and pronounced it a vast im- | torial] period of Colorado to occupy a position on the bench for six years. 


provement, a great reform. 
Every honest marshal, I believe, in the country has commended this 


proposition, even though its effect may be to reduce his salary. I have 


letters here which I could read to the exhaustion of the patience of 


mem bers—letters from all parts of the country, saying that this measure 
is imperatively demanded by every consideration of justice to the Gov- 
ernment and justice to the citizen. 

It has been shown, Mr. Speaker, that these oppressions on frivolous 
prosecutions have become so great in some localities that, as appears by 
one of the official departmental reports, the officers of the Government 
are regarded as public enemies. This system has in many localities 
made the, Government odious in the enforcement of its criminal law, 
because the Government has perpetrated such outrages upon its citi- 
zens. The lawsshould be administered in a spirit of fairness and justice, 
so that even the citizen who has done wrong shall respect and revere 
the arm which punisheshim. But under this system the officer of the 
law is regarded as a tyrant and the Government of the country as an 
engine of oppression. 

I ask the House to stand by this proposition. If Senators would 
only take time to have some of their supernumerary secretaries read 
these provisions over to them they would understand the measure and 

ould agree that it should be passed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama {Mr. HERBERT]. 

Mr. HERBERT. 
|Mr. Brown] asks why bills on this subject have not been introduced 
and referred to appropriate committees. In the last Congress I intro- 
duced three bills covering fully all the propositions embraced in this 
amendment offered by Mr. SPRINGER to the appropriation bill in this 
Congress, and had them referred to the Judiciary Committee. In the 
present Congress I again introduced those bills and they went again 
before the Judiciary Committee. The committee of which the gentle- 
man from Illinois is chairman took up this subject when it began the 
nvestigation of expenditures in the Department of Justice, and with 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania | board to build their houses, when the Government would not sell the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
' 
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the aid of the Attorney-General and the appropriate officers of the Treas- 
ury Department considered these questions fully. I had frequent 
conferences with the Attorney-General and these officials of the Treasury 
Department in relation to these bills. Not only the present Attorney- 
General favors these changes, but his predecessor, Mr. Devens, was in 
javor of them. iI have made this matter aspecial study for years past, 
and have been during that time attempting in every possible way to 
give to my colleagues on this floor such information as would secure 
the passage of some measure of this kind through Congress. Perhaps 
no bill ever sent from this House to the other was more thoroughly 
and fairly considered before asking the action of the House upon it 


| than the bill containing these three propositions as to marshals, dis- 
| trict attorneys, and commissioners. 


| 





| no longer make sale of justice. 


| this bill, and ought to pass it. 


All the officers of the Treasury Department whose business it is to 
pass upon the accounts of marshals, district attorneys, and commis- 
sioners have considered every one of these propositions. The salaries 
of the different marshals and district attorneys throughout the United 
States have been adjusted with reference to the accounts which have 
been presented from year to year and passed upon by these officers, who 
aided in perfecting the measure. 

How, then, can the Senate say that this question has not been fairly 
considered? Theconsideration, too, has been entirely non-partisan. | 
think I ought to say here that this country owes thanks to Attorney- 
General Brewster for the fairness and thoroughness with which he has 
investigated this whole subject. Under his direction and contro] the 
frauds with which we are now familiar have been unearthed. Not only 
in Texas, Alabama, South Carolina, and other States South, but even 
in the Attorney-General’s own State of Pennsylvania the whole system 
has been shown to be rotten to the core. The peopledemand reform 
The system is vicious. It must be cut up rootand branch. We must 
Nothing was ever more palpably shown 
to be needed than the passage of this bill, and, as I have said before, no 


| bili was ever more thoroughly and carefully considered. 


It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, the Senate ought to take time unde 
these circumstances to consider this question, to read over and consider 
For myself, I believe if this Congress 
should remain in session from now to the first Monday of next Decem 
ber simply for the purpose of passing this bill, the time would be well 
spent. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 7440) mak 
ing appropriations for fortifications and other works of defense, and for 
the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, -nd for 
other purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. 


SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I now yield to the gentleman from Colorado for 
five minutes. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, it was my fortune during the Terri 
All the abuses described by the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRINGER ] 
were practiced at that time, until I personally interfered and declared 
they should go no further. Poor men, practically without a dollar, were 
carried over my district and because they could not pay their fees 
were put into jail under alleged violation of the Government law and 
by Government officers, by what was called the United States marshal 


| and the district attorney. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secre- 
tary, announcing the passage without amendment of a bill (H. R. 4985 
supplemental to and amendatory of an act to incorporate the Mutual 
Fire Insurance Company of the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate further insisted on its 
amendment 158 to the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, and asked a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as mar 
agers of said conference on its part Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and M 
COCKRELL. 

SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 

Mr. BELFORD. I say these men were dragged all over that dis- 
trict—for what purpose? Because they had gone there and cut astick 
of timber to cook their beefsteak, or because they had sawed out a 


land because it was mineral land. On account of these things these 
men became so offensive to our Western people that, although they 
were Government officers, we drove them out of the State; and thank 
God for it! 

How could we get a log to build our cabins unless we went to the 
public domain? How could we cut a log to build our churches unless 
we went on the public domain that the Government would not sell us 
because it was mineral? Yetevery poor devil in that State who had not 
money enough to cook his beefsteak or erect a church or construct his 
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house was brought into court by these snobby officials sent out by the 
Government, and their chief occupation was to rob the pioneers who had 
made a great and magnificent Commonwealth that contributes to this 
nation over $30,000,000 a year. 

I believe in fixing the salaries of these men, limiting them absolutely 
ind conclusively, affording them no opportunity whatever to oppress 
and outrage the people. What has been done in the past may be done 
in the future; and let us girdle the possibilities of the future by the 
magnificent mandates of public law, and stop these oppressions and 
robberies that to my personal knowledge went on there for years and 
years. 

' Just stop that gavel for a moment, Mr. Speaker. I stopped those 
ibuses, and because I stopped them the Government of the United 
States removed me from my position as a judge of that Territory. | 


propose now to get even with the Government that was blindly enforc- | so far as it may indicate that there isa reasonable ground for giving 


ing the law covering abuses about which it knew nothing. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. I wish to address the House a few moments on this sub- 
ect, because it seems to me there has been one or two erroneous impres- 
sions given by gentlemen who have spoken. In the first place the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT], and I am a little bit surprised 
a gentleman of his careful forethought should make such a suggestion, 
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contrary, the counties do not regard smuggling or moonshining as very 
serious crimes, and there is not a public sentiment to aid and assist 
the prosecutor. 





You have every measure of self-interest arrayed against the Govern 
ment, and the only self-interest arrayed upon the other is that 
which is paid for by the public. I grant you that such a system some- 
times leads to outrages on the part of bad men. 
but what it does. But as 


j 
slae 


There is no question 
a general system it has been in existence 


| here a hundred years, and in most parts of the United States it works 


well. And the discovery of a few scoundrels, the discovery of viola- 


| tions of the law, while that should arouse our just indignation it should 


not be made an excuse for wholly overturning the system which has 


| been so long established in this country and has worked so well I 


desire simply to say that I do not talk about this on the merits except 


the Senate, the co-ordinate branch of the Government, a fair opportu- 


| nity to examine into the matter. 


says to us there is no reason in the Senate objection; they have not had | 


time to consider this bill because the Attorney-General and two Audi- | attention to the abuses of the present system by which marshals and 


tors have considered it. Well, it now so happens the Attorney-General 
ind the two Auditors are precisely the individuals who have no right 
to pass legislation and the Senate of the United States are people who 
have that right. It seems to me that he has confounded the objection 
of Senators that they have not had time to consider it with the general 
idea that somebody else had the right to consider it. 

Now, allow me to make a few suggestions, for I do not think it is an 
entirely one-sided subject, in opposition to the views expressed by 
some gentlemen upon this floor. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. REED. Assuredly. 

Mr. HERBERT. I wish to state to the gentleman that I simply 
meant to suggest the idea that if the Senate should undertake to con- 
sider bills of this kind they would be compelled in the very nature of 
things to apply to the Departments for full and thorough information 
on the subject, and that full and thorough information is furnished by 
the results of this bill. They would have to look there to get the in- 
formation they ought to have, and which this committee has furnished 
in the preparation of this bill. 

Mr. REED. That is just exactly the time they have not had, and 
consequently the gentleman trom Alabama admits the proposition. 

but I wish to make a suggestion or two in regard to the general 
merits, not for the purpose of urging upon the House my views with 
reference to the subject, but merely for the purpose of showing that 
sensible or plausible views at least may be entertained upon the other 
side. Itis one of the great evils and difficulties of legislation that men 
take up a case of occasional outrages and paint the whole subject that 
color. Thatis undoubtedly a very grave mistake. There are outrages 
and there are evils under any system of law, but if we undertook to 
repeal all laws that men twisted or made injurious use of we should 
not have any revised statutes of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been enabled to give some slight examination 
to this subject myself. Originally it was presented to the Judiciary 
Committee, and at the first sight the plausibleness on the face of it 
took me as well as others. Why not? Isaid. The county attorneys 
in the various States of the Union have salaries paid to them, and 
they perform their duties faithfully; what reason, then, can there be 
why the same system shall not work equally well in the United States 
court? That was, I say, my first impression; but, sir, a careful con- 
sideration of the subject will satisfy any man that the cases are totaily 
different. Now you want to set against human self-interest the self- 
interest of other people, and unless you do it, in a long run you are 
going to be beaten. 

I remember some gentleman very anxiously and earnestly came here 
© repeal every inducement for the prosecution of frauds upon the 
tariff, and it was done with a great hurrah, with the applause of the 
newspapers and the general good-will of good men throughout the 
whole country. But when the subject is probed to the bottom it will 
be found that it has resulted in frauds upon the revenue which are a 
disgrace to the country and an injury to the legitimate business of the 
country. It has been such av injury that all the money the informers 


¢ 





got in their dubious way would not pay one-tenth of 1 per cent. of the | 


damage. 

Now, the reason why salaries are nov as good fordistrict as for county 
ittorney is because of the different nature of the crimes over which 
the courts have jurisdiction. The county attorney prosecutes mostly 
what are known ascommon-law crimes; and every lawyer knows how 
difficult when you come within the range of common-law crimes it is 
to procure convictions. The United States cases are xot common-law 
crimes; and there is not that public feeling of assisting 2 prosecuting 
officer that is exhibited in the case of crimes against the States, On the 


} 
| 
i 


| United States and to secure the largest fees possi Die Phis is no 


Mr. RYAN. I offer the motion which I send to the desk, and upon 
that I call the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to yield five minutes to the 
from Kentucky [Mr. Ware}. 

Mr. RYAN. I withhold my motion until the gentleman from Ken 
tucky shall have spoken. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


gentieman 


For ten years past I have been ealling 


district attorneys receive the maximum of fees instead of fixed salaries 
and the uniform answer is given that my motive must be because | 
wanted to screen moonshiners. The gentleman from Maine [ Mr. REED 
who has just taken his seat seems to think that that is the motive that 
must influence gentlemen who oppose this fee system 
exactly say that—— 

Mr. REED. I did not say so, nor did I insinuate so 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The gentleman is assisting indirect 
perhaps not wittingly—but it is a fact he is assisting that idea careful 
promulgated all over the United States by the men who have during 
the last six or eight years secured such legislation as would enable the 
large whisky monopoly, which now has 100,000,000 gallons in bonded 
warehouses to ripen at the expense of the United States, to throw dust 
in the eyes of the legislative body. 

Now, there is a line of duty to be performed by the marshal and thx 
district attorney and the United States commissioner. But they tre 
quently overstep that line. The re8ord shows that they do not detect 
the great violations by which the Government loses thousands of dol 
lars in big distilleries, but that they are continually hunting up tea-ket 
tle, tea-cup, and coffee-pot cases, and dragging poor men hundreds otf 
miles to be tried. The records of the Department of Justice and of the 
Revenue Department all confirm me in the assertion that that is done 


He does not 


not to carry out the duties they are sworn to perform, but on a« 


count of the manner in which they are paid. They manage to run up 
costs in order tosecure the maximum fees allowed. Now, if you change 
the system so as to pay these officers fixed salaries, my opinion is that 
these tea-kettle and coffee-pot cases, these trivial and often imaginary 
cases which for the most part have inthem nothing but fees, would come 
toanend. Yovf could tind such cases here in this Capitol, on every street 
in this city. The men who keep the restaurants in this Capitol build 
ing, in either wing of it, by a joint resolution, have no right to sell in 
toxicating liquor. But does any gentleman who hears me doubt if he 
wanted to get a glass of wine, or a glass of beer, or a milk-punch, oi 
whisky-straight in a tea-cup he can get it in this Capitol? Yet yo 
know that a joint resolution of the two Houses of Congress prohibit the 
sale of intoxicating liquors on the Capitol grounds, and n* one has 
Government license or city license to do so. Why, sir, what would 
you think if the United States marshals should raid on them ? 

Now apply that to North Carolina, Virginia, Tennessee, or Kentuc} 
and imagine a man, not a member of Congress but a poor man 


fifty or a hundred miles from a railroad, who had gone to one of the 
saloons or little distilleries operated according to law there and bought 


a gallon of whisky or apple brandy. If he should turn around and 
give a pint of it toa man passing on the road and that man the next da 
should give him a little tobacco, raised by his own labor on his little 
farm in that remote section, that act would be construed by the bene 


ficiaries of the miserable fee system into a violation of the law, a 
both parties would be dragged to the nearest, or rather I should sa 


to the most remote, Federal court simply to run up costs against t] 


imaginary case The records are full of such cases 


Then add to that the payment of constructive fees that not on 


Illinois and Texas but in my own State ‘have been going on for years 
You may say these things should go unnoticed. It is true they are not 
noticed as to the officers who violate the Jaw in that way But see how 
the man who violates the simple letter of the law is punisbed He is 
dragged to the most distant Federal court He is not able to pay his 


fees for his witnesses to attend; he is dragged off to where he can 
get anybody to go on his bond And what is the result? He 
confess judgment, because that is recommended by his attorney as the 


quickest way to get free; and then eke, yes, eat it out at the Govern- 
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ment’s expense. Such outrages can only be obliterated by abolishing 
the fee system and paying fixed salaries to worthy officers. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to make a brief reply to the argument of 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REep]. In doing this I think I can 
produce a better authority than my own individual one. I will pro- 
duce the authority of the Attorney-General. In his letter from which 
| have already quoted he says: 


It has been suggested that district attorneys and marshals would be less at- 
e to their duties if paid by salary Ido not believe there is anything to 
an I do not think this objection will commend itself to 
for if a district attorney or marshal neglects his duty he will doubt- 
ymplained of by the judge or he will be reported to the Attorney-Gen- 
either through examiners who will visit every judicial district semi-an- 
vy, or the officers of other Departments, or in some other way,and such 
faithful officer can then as now be removed from oflice 


from this source 
Congress 


ear 


‘ow, as to the conclusion, the Attorney-General further states, and 


that answers the other argument of the gentleman from Maine, and I 


um sorry he has ranged himself in the class the Attorney-General has 


| i 
cle scribed 


A strong argument in favor of a change in the law is that the most faithful 
nd conscientious officers, attorneys, and marshals desire it, while any change 
sed by persons who are wrongfully using the process of the court at the 


expense of the citizen and the Government, harassing the one and plunder- 
other, 





“ug the 


Che Attorney-General gives as the expression of his Department, 
based upon information obtained from all of the officers with whom he 
has come in contact, that the honest class desires the change while the 
dishonest class does not. 

Mr. REED. I do not see any particular reason for the gentleman 
from Illinois ranging me in either class. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not arraign the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. I would like a moment’s time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have all the time that is alldwed, and I have 
the right to reply to the gentleman and have replied in a manner which 
it was proper for me to reply in. I have simply stated what the law 
officer of the Government has said. And it is the opinion of the com- 
mittee of which I am chairman that those who advocate the fee system 
are those who are profiting by it for illegitimate and unlawful pur- 
poses, while the officers of the Government desire a change in the 
system. 

Mr. REED. I would now like to say a word. 

The SPEAKER. The time has expired for debate on the pending 
proposition. The Chair understands that the gentleman from Kansas 


|Mr. RYAN] desires to submit a motion. 
Mr. RYAN. Isubmit the proposition which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves that the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate and agree 
to the same. 


Mr. RANDALL. I understood that the gentleman desired to move 
that the House recede from its disagreement and agree with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RYAN. The other motion will follow. 


The SPEAKER. 
man from Kansas. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Clerk will read the proposition of the gentle- 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendyents of the Sen- 
ate numbered 243, 258, 260, 261, 262, 263, 264, 265, 266, 268, 269,and 270,and agree to 
the same. 


Mr. RYAN. I now yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Maine [ Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED. I have no reply to make 

Mr. SPRINGER. One word before the gentleman proceeds. My 
attention has been called by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. WELL- 
BORN } toa remark of mine which would seem to indicate that I consider 
that the gentleman from Maine placed himself in the class described 
by the Attorney-General. I did not mean to say that, and if I did say 
it I withdraw those words. , 

Mr. REED. ThenI will makeno reply to them but will proceed to a 
point upon which I desire to speak. 





and would have called for a reply. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





Iam glad'the gentleman has with- 
drawn that remark, for it was rather an unpleasant statement to me | 





Mr. SPRINGER. I do not desire to reflect upon the gentleman in | 
the slightest. : 
Mr. REED. I simply desire to say in reply to the suggestions which 


the gentleman has quoted from the Attorney-General that in my judg- 
ment 


and the House will understand that I am only presenting some | 


mpressions which might possibly show that there were grounds for | 


xiving the Senatean opportunity to consider this matter—the Attorney- 
General has the impression that good persons desire to receive salaries, 
and that there wi'l be no ill effect to follow from the giving of salaries, 
because there is such an opportunity to prosecute and to remove from 
office district attorneys. 

My experience in life has been different from that of the Attorney- 


General. I have found that in all official positions laxity must proceed 


| are evil in themselves, but evils which are only statute evils. 


~) 


JULY 


almost to the extent of crime before the removal of the officer from 
takes place, especially when the officer is surrounded by a communit 
desirous of violating the law. 

I have pointed out that United States laws do not punish things wh 
The v 
community which the man is in will be the very last to complain 
him for quietly drawing his salary and quietly neglecting the entérce- 
ment of the laws. 

And this gives me an opportunity of saying more plainly than I sa 
before that the danger I fear is that the self-interest of the commu: 
may prove too strong for thesense of publicduty of the officer. Ido: 
mean by that that he will neglect his duty to such an extent as to mak: 
himself liable to removal from office. But I do mean that there w 
be such a lax administration of law that in the end the expense o! 
Government will be much greater than any saving that can be mack 
to the matter of fees. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas a 
question. 

Mr. RYAN. Very well. 

Mr. HISCOCK. As these appropriation bills have come in her 
from time to time I have discovered, I think, that all of the legislatio: 
which those bills carried has been eliminated from them. I belie. 
that in all instances legislation has been stricken out by the Senate 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, no, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, I suppose the gentleman from Kansas must 
know about what the sense of the Senate is on that subject. Is it 
principle with the Senate that our appropriation bills should not car: 
legislation ? 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to answer that question. I would 
ask the gentleman if it is not new legislation for Senators to provide 
clerks for themselves ? 

Mr. TUCKER. And they insist upon our receding from any legisla- 
tion which we may have put upon these bills. 

Mr. REED. We will stand by you in that matter of the clerks 

Mr. RYAN. So faras this bill is concerned the Senate conferees have 
agreed to surrender any legislation that was put on the bill that was 
objected to by the conferees on the part of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman from New York will look at 
page 51 of the bill he will find page after page of legislation put on }) 
the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; and the case is the same on every bill where 
it suits them to put on legislation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If I may be allowed a single moment, I wish to say 
that in times past both the Senateand the House have been accustomed 
to put legislation upon appropriation bills; but as I remember—and | 
will appeal to the gentleman from Pennsylvania to say whether I am 
correct in the statement—the rule has been that whenever legislation 
has been proposed by one House upon a general appropriation bill and 
objected to by the other it has always gone out. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have an instance to-night when it does not go 
out, because the Senate chooses to insist. 

Mr. HISCOCK. In what instance? 

Mr. RANDALL. Why, sir, in the matter of clerks to Senators. | 
will give another instance—the appropriation of $250,000 asked for the 
Nicaragua matter, upon which we are compelled to vote blindly. That 
was put in by the Senate. 

Mr. CANNON. That is under a provision of the Revised Statutes 

Mr. HISCOCK. I presume the Senate will say in reference to that 
$250,000 that it is not legislation, that it issimply the appropriation o1 
a sum of money undera statute. There is a statutory provision that 
certain sum may be put at the disposal of the Administration or th: 
President for use as asecret fund. Now, I donot understand that it is 
new legislation for the Senate to ask that a certain sum be appropriated 
for such use. Hence I must differ with the gentleman from Pennsy! 
vania on that question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Why, on the naval bill the Senate bas undertaken 
to compel us to agree to new legislation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I have supposed that if we are to teac! 
any understanding whatever between the two House we are &% reac! 
upon the basis that all which is in fact new legislation sbail go out « 
all the bills. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the discussion in the Senate in reference to th 
provision for the construction of the new cruisets one of the Senator 
from Maine stated distinctly, in reply to a question by a Senator 
Delaware, that he wanted the House again to have an opportunity « 
expressing its objection in regard to tbe cruisers. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I know nothing about that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do; here is the record. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Well, take the case of the new cruisers if you pleas: 
It has been ruled in this House by one of the ablest parliamentarian- 
of the House that the placing upon an appropriation bill of a sum 0! 


| money for the construction of a new cruiser or ship is not new legis): 


tion. It was so held in the last Congress by the then chairman of th: 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, the gent! 
man from Jowa [Mr. Kasson], who certainly is regarded asa very abl 








parliamentarian. 
which I myself have very serions doubts. 
Mr. RANDALL. Then I do not need to answer you on that point. 
Mr. HISCOCK. 
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I repeat that in regard to any provision in a gen- | 


eral appropriation bill which is confessedly new legislation, and is ob- | 


jected to by the House other than that in which it originated, the 
‘yule always has been that it should go out of the bill. We have had 
serious contests upon questions of that kind, and such has always been 
the result. Hence it seems to me thatif this is the ground upon which 
the Senate places itself, we have nothing to do but to agree to that 
le, if we expect the two Houses to come together upon these appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. RYAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise not so much for the purpose of 
discussing this question as more particularly to enter my protest against 
this kind of legislation, andagainst the spirit and meaning of the prop- 
osition known as the ‘‘ Springer amendment.”’ 

Mr. SPRINGER. You must admit that this measure would have 


saved a good deal of money in Western Pennsylvania if it had been | 


entorced there. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not care whether it applies to Pennsylvania or 
elsewhere; I say that the adoption of this proposition will eliminate 
from the administration of justice in this country every element that 
should make it effective. There is nothing more certain than that the 
marshals, district attorneys, and other officers are stimulated to the 
efficient performance of their duties by the fees they receive. There is 
nothing morecertain than that when officers of thisclass are paid stated 
salaries they neglect their duties. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman will allow me to say that he mis- 
apprehends this proposition. Under the present law the deputies are 
obliged to divide their fees with the marshal, who performs no duty. 
Under the provision now proposed the deputy gets the whole amount 
of the fees, and will be better paid for honest work than under the 
existing law. 

Mr. BAYNE. That does not meet the case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does. You said he must have an incentive. 
He earns more for honest work under this than under the old one. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is not the effect of it. We have tried this sys- 
tem in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has worked out and exposed the fact of a defal- 
cation there to a vast amount. 

Mr. BAYNE. It is working aserious disadvantage there. The sher- 
itt’s office paid, when fees were allowed, some $60,000 a year, and with 
six officials the office was well and efliciently carried on. Since they 
have adopted the system of paying salaries there are fourteen or fifteen 
men employed, and the surplus is a mere nothing that goes into the 
county treasury. In Allegheny we find thesame thing. The district 
attorney received fees until a few years ago, when they paid him a sal- 
ary, and the amount that goes into the treasury of the county is merely 
a nominal sum. 

Neglect, sir, arises on every hand when you adopt a system of this 
kind. The only thing which will stimulate the active prosecution of 
duties by officers is they shall have fees. The principle of this propo- 
sition is essentially vicious. 





It is calculated to disarm the administra- | 


tion of justice of that energy and efficiency which should characterize | 


it and go with it everywhere. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
frivolous prosecutions for the mere purpose of collecting fees ? 

Mr. BAYNE. No, I would not. I would impeach them. You say 
under your bill when a man lacks in duty he can be relieved. Why 
can not you under the present law impeach a man and remove him 
when he neglects his duty? If you can reach the one you can reach 
the other. The difficulty is no greater in the one case than in the 
other. If it is in the power of the Government to censure or hold 
amenable to the law an officer for violation of duty, it is equally within 
its power to make amenable to the law any officer for neglect of duty 
You can reach the offending party in either instance; but the fact that 
the Government fails to bring these men to account who have been lax 
in the discharge of their duty indicates that it is much easier to make 
ut a case against a man who affirmatively violates the law than against 
a“ man who merely neglects his duty. Therefore you see the fault you 
visit on the present system is visited with double force on the system 
you propose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman says it is easier to prosecute the 
actual offender than a man who neglects his duty 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does he not know the marshal of the 
trict of Pennsylvania was a defaulter to a large amount, and has he 
moved his impeachment? Were you swift to come here and arraign 
him because he was defrauding the Government ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Have gentlemen been swift to do it on that side of 
the House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did you do it? 

Mr. BAYNE. I will answer the gentleman Lola Montez fashion 
Has anybody been swift to bring to justice any man who hassummoned 


western dis- 


Would the gentleman encourage officers in making | 
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I will admit, however, that it is a question upon | witnesses from the whole country into the United States courts for the 


purpose of piling up the fees? Has anybody been swift to do that? 

Mr. HERBERT. I have been doing it right along at the Depart- 
ment of Justice 

Mr. BAYNE. I did not 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RYAN. While I believe myself this legislation to have much 
merit, yet its merits are at least debatable. There is a difference of 
opinion among men who are well informed in regard to it and who are 
honest and conscientious in the judgment they have formed. But it 
is not now so much a question of the merits of this controversy as 
whether the House ought to in the last hours of the 
this legislation when they have given the Senate of the United States 
no fair opportunity to consider it. 

What are the facts? Here is legislation that overturns a system that 
has lasted since the very foundation of the Government. Do you ex 
pect the co-ordinate branch of this Congress, a part of the lawmaking 
power, the Senate of the United States, toaccept the action of the Hous 
in regard to this measure without mature consideration? If you do, it 
seems to me you are expecting from that body what they ought not to 
be required to yield. I think it a fair thing for this House todo if we 
desire an early adjournment, if we desire that in the next twenty-four 
hours this Congress shall be adjourned, that we recede from this legis- 
lation, and therefore I call the previous question on the motion I have 
sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The previous question was ordered 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from Kansas that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendmentsof theSenate indicated and agree to the same. 

The question was taken. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 64, noes 30 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will apoint tellers. 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. RYAN were appointed tellers. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. I ask the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The House again divided; andthe tellers reported—ay 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have to insist upon a quorum on a measure of 
this kind. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers wilf resume their places. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 83, noes 45 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do notdesire to prolong this struggle at this late 
hour after the House has been in session about twenty hours continu 
ously. I withdraw the point of no quorum and let the vote stand 
But I give notice to the House that I shall not withdraw this measur: 
from the consideration of Congress. I shall be a member of the next 
Congress as I am a member of this, and I will agitate this subject until 
it becomes the law of theland. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RYAN.  Inow offer a further motion, which I send to the desk 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read 


The Clerk read as follows: 


know about the defalcation in that oftice 


Session insist on 


es 78, noes 38 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat 
numbered 253, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lie 
of the sum proposed in said amendment insert ‘* $600,000 ;”’ and after said amend- 
ment insert as a new paragraph 

‘For compensation 


»f the district marshals of the United States, $12,700 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion was 
agreed to: and also moved that the motion 
the table 


The latter motion was agreed to 


to reconsider be laid on 


Mr. RYAN I now offer the following 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the s« 
numbered 254, 255, 205, 257, and agree to the same wit iumendments as f 
In lieu of the sum proposed in the amended paragraph insert ** $325,001 
insert as ew paragraph 

For compensation of the district attorneys of the I ted St 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. RYAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laido 
the table 

The latter motion was agreed to 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move that the House do now ad 
journ Cries of ‘* No!’ ‘* No!’’] 

Mr. GIBSON. I move that the House take a recess until 9 o’clock 


Several MEMBERS 

Mr. GIBSON Very well; I will modify it and say 10 o'clock 

The SPEAKER. The The 
is first on that motion 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. I now insist on my motion fora recess 


Say 10 o'clock 


motion to adjourn is pe nding question 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that it will facilitate 
the adjournment of Congress if the recess be postponed until a later 
hour—as late as 2 or 3 o’clock. The Chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations is now on the floor, and I hope he will express his views 
ipon that subject. 

Mr. GIBSON. I am willing to name any hour that will suit the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think if a recess is taken until 2 o’clock the busi- 
ness will be in a better shape than if we remain in session during that 
time, 

Mr. RANDALL. I see the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNEs] 
is on the floor, and I hope he will express his opinion. 

Mr. BURNES. I beg tosay, sir, that I would accept the proposition 
of my friend and colleague on the committee from Indiana if I thought 
t would facilitate the business of the House, but I am quite sure that 
there is one matter that can not be considered at 3 o’clock if the 
members of this House, or some of them at least, once retire. I will 
say I am conscious, in fact I am certain, that if this House takes a 
recess or adjourns it had better be until Monday morning, because we 
ought to go on now without a recess and conclude this matter, or else 
adjourn until Monday morning, for, as I have said, you can not con- 
sider a single matter until Monday if you do not consider it now. 
[Cries of ‘‘Go on!’’] 

rhe SPEAKER. The question is upon the motionof the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Gipson] that the House now take a recess 
till 9 o’clock. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. I submit a conference report on the consular and 
diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 158 to the bill of the House No. 6770, 
making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, having met, 


after full and free conference have been unable to agree on the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 158. 


J.N. BURNES, 
R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
W. D. WASHBURN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The question is on the acceptance of the report. 
Mr. BELFORD. I desire to have that amendment read. 
The SPEAKER. That is not involved in the question as to the ac- 
ceptance of the report. It will come up afterward. 
The report was accepted. 
Mr. BURNES. I move that the House further insist on its disa- 
greement to the Senate amendment numbered 158. 
TheSPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The SPEAKER. 


To meet the necessary expenses attendant upon foreign intercourse, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the President, pursuant to the requirement of 
section 291 of the Revised Statutes, $250,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary 

Mr. BURNES addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the scheme to build the Nicaragua 
Canal is not a new one to this country. During the last Congress a 
bill was reported at the instance of the gentleman who owned this 
concession providing for a guaranty of 
twenty years. 


om 


3 per cent. on $75,000,000 for 
Among the incorporators are U. 8S. Grant, E. D. Mor- 
gan, Daniel Ammen, 8. L. Phelps, now the Peruvian minister, who ac- 
cording to the newspapers has strong confidential relations with these 
parties here, who is now in this capital, and has been stated a few days 
ago to hold confidential communications with the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs in connection with this important work. That scheme, 
sir, was argued for months before the Committee on Foreign Affairs, of 
which I had the honor at that time to be a member. Among the first 
arguments urged in favor of that measure was that it was exceedingly 
important that this Government should take hold of it; that they de- 
sired their own country should have control of that canal, the regula- 
tion of its freights, the regulation of transportation across it. It was 
uleged as an inducement that now the commerce of the country had to 
go by way of Cape Horn. 

We were told, sir, by these gentlemen with an unqualified declara- 
tion that the Panama Canal could not possibly be built. We were 
told that at that very time every laborer had been withdrawn, and 
that they could not command the money for the purpose; and yet be- 


fore the expiration of a very few weeks the evidence was before that | 


committee that there were thousands of hands at work on the Panama 
Canal, and at the very hour this person, the Peruvian minister, who was 
agitating it before Congress, was alleging that there were no hands and 
no money, and the work could not be done. And a few weeks later 
Mr. De Lesseps, it was announced in the press of the country and be- 
fore all men, had negotiated for all the money that was required for 
the work to carry out the project to its completion. 
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Then we were told that there was no difficulty about building it: 
that there were ample funds. to be obtained in various directions and 
no difficulty at all upon the subject; and also that their desire was to 
interest the Government of the United States in it for the purpose of 
having control over it when completed. Months have elapsed and they 
have failed to accomplish anything, and now they are here attempting 
to terrify this House with the idea that France or England want to get 
control of it. 

Mr. EATON. 


> 


What evidence is there of that ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. What evidence is there of it? 

Mr. EATON. If my friend will pardon me fora moment. He as- 
serted that he had heard that 8. L. Phelps had been before the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not, sir. 

Mr. EATON. Iso understood you. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I stated that the newspapers of Washington an- 
nounced that fact, and that I was notin confidential relations with the 
State Department, and could only speak from what I saw in the news- 
papers. 

Mr. EATON. 
on this point. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman from Missouri will yield to me 
additional time I will submit to any interruption. 

Mr. EATON. I supposed you would like to be set right. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Connecticut will pardon m« 
I want to be perfectly courteous, but I have but a very few minutes 
and I must request not to be interrupted. 

Mr. BURNES. It may be well for me to say in this connection that 
the gentleman to whom he alludes, who is the minister to a court of 
South America, was summoned to Washington via Nicaragua, and in 
all human probability in the interest of this appropriation. I do not 
know that he was paid to lobby on this floor for the enterprise. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I will proceed with my remarks 
Now gentlemen are claiming that the Panama Canal can not be built 
The country is full of such reports. But the distinguished engineer 
having control of that project, the man who built the Suez Canal with 
the solid voice of Europe crying out it was destined to be inevitably a 
failure ; withall the governments of Europe throwing all the obstacles 
possible in his way, and yet conscious of his own power, conscious of 
the creations of his genius to enable him to overcome all obstacles that 
beset his way and to achieve a grand success—that distinguished en- 
gineer, with the confidence and capital of France at his back, is now 
pursuing the great work. So that as far as this allegation that we 
must go around by Cape Horn is concerned, there is nothing in it 
There is nothing in it any longer. The commerce of the world is des- 
tined, in my judgment, to have this way across the Isthmus of Panama 
by the success of this canal. 

Where, then, sir, is the necessity of our constructing this one? We 


But I hope the gentleman will permit me a moment 


| are told that it is to keep France and England from getting control and 


violating the Monroe doctrine. What about Panama? Why not go 
there at once and look to that and see that no government is interfer- 
ing at that point? My friend here on my right says you should have 
done it. Well, you did not doit, and you are not trying to do it to-day. 
There is something else in this, and I think my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. BuURNEs] in a confidential way has given some idea as to what it 


| was. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the proposition, in the light of what we have 
known going on about this Capitol in connection with this scheme for 
months and years, does appear to my mind to create a ground for sus- 
picion such as has been already suggested by the gentleman in charge 
of this report. What is it we are asked todo? To give $250,000 as a 
secret-service fund, while we in control of the revenues of the Govern- 
ment are not to be told what it is for! It will notdo. The informa- 
tion is given recently that this secret-service fund is nothing less than 
an attempt to commit the Government finally to the building of this 
canal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then we do not want it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No; as the gentleman from Arkansas says, we do 
not want it. We might have had it years ago if we desired it. I hav 
heard of nobody seeking it from any authentic source. These gentle- 
men have gone and obtained a concession and they have had it for year 


| and if there is to be anything gathered from their conduct in attempt- 


ing to influence legislation they got it for the purpose of making money 
out of it. But they failed to get the scheme through here in the light 
of debate. 

The false statements in reference to the scheme were exposed as soon 
as made; and my judgment is, if we had the truth of this whole mat- 
ter out to-day, if everything was uncovered and all the parties to this 
transaction were known and the scheme developed, this House would 
not dare to put its hand to this work. 

Build the canal in Nicaragua? Is that the policy of the administra- 
tion? Is that to be the policy of the party in power? Where do you 
get the authority to build a canal in a foreign country? If you build 
it in Nicaragua in the interest of commerce, what will you do down in 
South America? Why, sir, you will have a great deal of the same sort 
of work. British capital has gone there, and is building railroads all 
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over those countries. Shall we, apprehending something may occur, 
take upthese railroad-building projects—and they are already proposed 
to us—in these South American republics ? 
not hesitate to go on with the other. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. What do they propose to do with 
this money ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
is to be used. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 


My friend from Texas asks me how this $250,000 


How do they propose to apply it? 
I will say to my friend I am not in the confidence 


If we do this, we will | 
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This, sir, is all we can need or ought to assent to, witk a fair, lib- 
eral sentiment and policy toward the governments of the world, giving 
them distinctly to understand, not only the great nations but also the 
little State of Nicaragua, that we have got, if need be, thousands of mill 
ions of dollars for the maintenance of that national and continental 
position and policy, but not one cent for tribute. There, sir, is ow 
security. It was enough when we were weak; it is enough since we 
are strong; and I trust this House will recognize the grand national 


| principle and policy that underlies this question, and not simply the 


of the administration, and can only guess about these matters and in- | 


fer from what the gentlemen who are in its confidence have told us. 
[ suppose, as it is a secret-service fund, that it is to be used for the 


purpose of corrupting some officials down in Nicaragua in the interest | 


of this scheme. From what I can learn, and my information is semi- 
official, that is what it amounts to. 

Mr. HENLEY. Thatis what I understand the friends of this propo- 
sition say. 

Mr. BLOUNT. 
raguan Officials rightly; and when that is done then the concession is 
to be had. There are parties that have rights in Nicaragua and they 
have to be bought up. Isuppose good faith on the partof those down 
there who have worked up the scheme requires that the parties to the 


scheme here should work up their part; and Iam given to understand | 


it will result in a clean sum of $100,000 to each one of the American 
gentlemen who are interested in the business. And then, when that 
is all done, we must start out on the scheme of building this canal. 
When you get the right of way, you get the right of way for a purpose. 
You must construct the work. Well, what is it to cost? Weare told 
we must not ask anything about that; that is a confidential matter be- 
tween the people in Nicaragua and the people who own the contract. 
And yet I can not help saying something about it, even although it 
should be considered an impertinence. 

These gentlemen, when before the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
claimed this canal would cost $40,000,000 to build it. But in making 


width of the canal at its bottom. 
which is correct: 
The canal is to be twenty-eight feet in depth and one hundred and fifty feet 


in width on the water surface. Thetrue breadth of a cana] is its breadth at the 
bottom. 


I have before me this statement, 


And this estimate to which I have alluded is wholly defective as re- 
gards any statement of what that breadth is. If large enough for the 
largest vessels of commerce, the probability is the estimate would have 
gone very far, two or three times, beyond the amount of this estimate. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman will allow me, I can give the 
figures of Major McFarland, who was appointed by the Government to 
make an estimate. His estimate was that it would cost something 
about $140,000,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That illustrates the way in which gentlemen get new 
ideas as new necessities arise. When before the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs they said it would cost forty and odd millions, and now the es- 
timate has jumped up to $140,000,000 or $150,000, 000. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Georgia has ex- 
pired, 

Mr. BURNES. 
[Mr. HERBERT]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
to me. 

Mr. BURNES. I yield 
INRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 


I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Alabama 


About two minutes are all Iwant. A few 
gineer, Captain Eads, who is also engaged in constructing a line of in- 
tercourse across that neck of the continent. We have assurance of 
the Panama Canal being in rapid process of completion, and Captain 
Eads told me that he did not want any money from this Government 
or from any other government to construct his ship-railway across that 
part of Central America. He told me that he had or could get all the 
money he wanted from private parties, and the only thing he wanted 
rom our Government was simply a general sentiment of good-will. 

Now, sir, we should not control this system or the half of this oceanic 
system if we controlled this project that is presented to us at this time. 
We should gain nothing exclusive by this negotiation. 
curity does not lie in that. Oursecurity, Mr. Speaker, consists in our 
enunciation of the Monroe doctrine and in the world’s consciousness of 
our ability and determination to maintain that doctrine. That is our 
security. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. ! desire just a moment more. 

Mr. BURNES. I yield to the gentleman the time he wants. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Does not England know our sentiment on 
that subject? Does not Nicaragua know our sentiment on that sub- 


ject? They both know it, Mr. Speaker, and we have no need of in- 
trigue. We have no need of finesse; what we need is plain, frank, 


manly negotiation, if indeed there be need of anything at this time. 


As I understand, it is simply to ‘‘set up’’ the Nica- | 


| 


| attempt to instruct the House. 


| tlemen who own 





to the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. BRECK- | 


pittance of $250,000 that carries with it an avalanche of national dis- 
grace. 

Mr. HERBERT. This question has been suddenly sprung upon us, 
and there are perhaps very few members who understand what it means 
and where this policy we are to enter on is to carry us. I confess that 
I have no such information on this subject as would authorize me to 
When we vote away the people’s money 
we ought to know what we are doing, and in my opinion the country 
is indebted to the gentleman from Missouri for the information he has 
given. Let us consider for a moment what this first step we are in- 
vited to take may involve. The amendment on its face seems to be 
very innocent. It is an appropriation of $250,000 to carry on ‘‘our 
foreign intercourse.’’ We are told that this $250,000 is to be used, as 
I understand it, in securing the assent of Nicaragua that this eonces- 
sion now owned by some dozen gentlemen may be transferred to the 
United States. At present, according to its terms, it is not transfera- 
ble. Unless Nicaragua alters or amends it, neither the Government of 
the United States nor of Germany nor of Great Britain nor any other 
government can obtain possession of it. This $250,000, then, is simply 
to be used in order that that concession may be so modified that we 
may have the pri ilege to pay $1,200,000 for it to the enterprising gen- 
it. 

If that be the situation, if the Government of the United States seri- 
ously desires to enter upon the great work of constructing, owning, and 
controlling a canal across the isthmus, then it seems to me the cheape 


| and better way would be simply to assert our right, under the Monroe 
that estimate they took very good care not to say a word about the | 


doctrine, if such right we have, to say that no other government shall 
be allowed to purchase that concession. and then to wait until the 24th 
of next October shall come, and not pay $1,200,000 to these twelve gen- 
tlemen who are asking it at our hands, but simply get the concession 
then from the State of Nicaragua. [Here thehammer fell.] How much 
time did I have? P 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman had 
five minutes. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNEs] desired to 
reserve a portion of his time for himself. 

Mr. HENLEY. The gentleman from Missouri intended to yield two 
or three minutes to me, and | will yield it to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. HERBERT]. 

Mr. HERBERT. I thank the gentleman. I want simply to say 
that if we are to undertake the construction of a canal across that 
isthmus, then we ought to count the cost. There are I understand three 


| routes, the one called the Tehuantepec route, the other the route by way 


of Lake Nicaragua, and the other the Panama route. 
tends that the Panama route is the cheapest route. 
We saw recently a report from an engineer oflicer made to one of our 
Departments that $60,000,000 had already been expended upon the 
Panama Canal. According to my recollection this engineer states that 


De Lesseps con- 


| only one-thirtieth portion of the work necessary to complete that canal 
I understood the gentleman was to yield | 


has been accomplished by that $60,000,000. If that calculation |} 
correct, then thirty times $60,000,000 would make $1,800,000,000 which 
that Panama Canal is to cost. If this House is toembark this Govern- 


ment upon the building of a canal in competition with that Panama 


we 


| Canal, and if it is to cost anything like $1,800,000,000, it is well that 
days ago I had the pleasure of meeting in this city a very eminent en- 


the people should know it and that we should vote understanding] 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BURNES. I now yield to the gentleman from North Carolina 


| [Mr. Cox] five minutes of my time. 


But our se- | 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I will reserve that time till later 

Mr. WASHBURN. I certainly will not weary the House at this un- 
seasonable hour by anything but the very briefest remarks in relation 
to this proposition. 

Mr. EATON. If my friend will permit me, I to say 
friend from Georgia [Mr. BLouNT] that I think he made a mistake in 
supposing that I desired to cross him at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not at ali 

Mr. EATON. I simply desired to say this: that : 
ber of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of this House I never saw M1 
Phelps, and he never appeared beforé the committee to my knowledge 
and I never heard of his appearing there in the world 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman did not understan¢ 
he appeared there. 

Mr. EATON. The gentleman said that some newspapers said so 
therefore put my assertion against that newspaper report. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. WASHBURN | 
will allow me, I stated that I knew nothing about it. 

Mr. EATON. I understand that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That it seemed to bea confidential matter, and that 


Omy 


desire 


is a humble mem 


] 


1 me to say that 


I 
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I had read in the newspapers that Mr. Phelps was to be heard before 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the Committee on Appropri- 
tions 
Mi 
Affairs 

Mr.WASHBURN. Sincethe gentleman from Missouri{[ Mr. BuRNES], 
my distinguished colleague on the Committee on Appropriations, has 
seen fit to refer to what took place in what I supposed was a confiden- 
tial conference, I will say this: there was a conference which I sup- 
posed was confidential, for reasons that are obvious to any one. 

In this conference it was made apparent that conditions were likely 
to arise in the next six months which would make it very important 
» have the fund provided for in this amendment, by which very de- 
rable and advantageous negotiations could be carried on; and the rep- 
esentations made in the presence of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
d the Committee on Appropriations were so strong that at the time 
there seemed to be no dissenting voice as to the propriety of having 
this appropriation made. 

So far as regards the statement which has been made and repeated 

e, that this appropriation is to be expended to private parties, I 
vill say that such an impression is entirely erroneous. On the con- 
trary, it was stated and reiterated that under no circumstances was one 


EATON. He never was heard before the Committee on Foreign 


single dollar of this appropriation to be paid to any individual or cor- | 


nor 
; 


ration or association; that this syndicate or company or whatever 
you may call it was not in any case to reap any benefit from this ap- 
propriation. This statement was made in answer to interrogatories, and 
it was reiterated in the most forcible terms. 

Mr. BURNES. Will my colleague on the committee allow me at 
this point to call his attention to the fact that he was not present, I 
believe, at the first interview upon the subject. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I was present at the interview to which I refer, 
which I suppose was a confidential interview. 

Mr. BURNES. That was the interview of the two committees? 

Mr. WASHBURN. And the only interview of which I have any 
knowledge 

Mr. BURNES. 1 would like the gentleman to answer me a question 
I trust he will pardon the interruption), because he has made a state- 
ment that has not to me quite the look that I desire. He says that 
this meeting was a confidential meeting, not to be mentioned. I ask 
him to state now whether it was not distinctly agreed that if the matter 
had to come before the House we should take the liberty of dealing 
with this question free from all restraint? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I never heard any such agreement or any such 

ygestion. Other gentlemen can speak for themselves 

Mr. BURNES. 
interview upon this question ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I was present at one interview only; and that 
was a conference made up of the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BURNES. Then I will not pursue the gentleman with my in- 
quiries any further. 

Mr. WASHBURN 
the American people, but because in conducting negotiations of this 
kind it will not do and it is not proper to herald everything to the 
world, as gentlemen here propose to do 

Several MEMBERS. Why not? 

Mr. WELLER. ‘Let your light shine.” 

Mr. WASHBURN. I presume the Department has no secrets from 
the American people and wishes to have none, but it desires to act in 
the best interests of the country; and it is very strange and very pitia- 
ble if we have an administration which we can not trust with negoti- 
ations of this character to so limited an extent. 

So far as concerns these vast appropriations which are talked of not 
i. dollar can be appropriated except by act of Congress. When gentle- 


men talk about the $1,200,000 to be paid to buy up this syndicate, | to the benefit of the vast interests of the commerce of this coantry upon 
when they talk about the millions and millions of dollars that it would | 


req Ure 


dolla 


to construct this canal, they must bear in mind that not one 


Congress 

Mr. SPRINGER 
thing is honest and fair, and no undue 
going to do with it when we get it? 

Mr. WASHBURN We will settle when we get it what it is best 
to do. So far as I am concerned, I want to see ocean and ocean con- 
nected by a cana! 

Mr. SPRINGER. With Government money 

Mr. WASHBURN Whenever this is done, 1 want that canal under 
the control of this Government and no other. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Onur Government to pay for it? 


Mr. WASHBURN. That is for Congress to decide when the time 
shall come. 


influence is used; what are we 


Now, if by negotiations looking to the future there are any points 
to be saved, it seems to me it is proper to make an appropriation of this 
kind to take such steps as may be necessary to save any important 
points. The Government is not committed to anything. It simply 
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| clearly and undoubtedly the interest of this country to make. 
| not understand that acquiring this passage across the Isthmus of Nica- 


| ragua would be any yielding of the Monroe doctrine. 


Then I ask was the gentleman present at the first | stand we are required to go to war with England or France for the pur- 


can be paid to anybody until it has first been appropriated by | 


Suppose we get this concession; suppose every- | 


| hands. 
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places itself in a position to hold the vantage ground, if you please— 
nothing more. This is all that is asked in this appropriation. 

I will not take further time, but will yield ten minutes to my friend 
from New York [Mr. PoTrer]}. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, I know nothing about confidential com 
munications or interviews or meetings of committees of conference 
alluded to. I know none of the parties who are supposed to be con 
nected with this concession. I never knew until it was stated by the 
distinguished gentleman from Missouri that General Grant or that hy 
who was my intimate friend, Hon. E. D. Morgan, had anything to do 
with it. I can only say if Mr. Morgan did have anything to do with 
it it was not with any unpatriotic purpose or any purpose unworthy 
of an American citizen of the highest order. 

I did, some years ago, at the request of the Senator from California 
investigate with him as well as I could by such surveysas he furnished 
the several routes for building canals to connect the Atlantic and Pa- 
cific Oceans. The result of that investigation was that in my judg- 
ment the Nicaragua route was by far the most feasible, far the most 
practicable for the construction of the canal. 

It was in a perfectly healthy country with a river accomplishing a 
part of the distance that needs only deepening and widening to connect 
it with Lake Nicaragua, which, if I recollect aright, is about ninety 
miles in length, and on the average five or six in width, and of sut- 


| ficient depth to float ships of considerable draught. 


Mr. EATON. 
Mr. POTTER. 


The largest draught. 
I am speaking simply of the results of the investiga- 


| tion made personally as an American without a particle of pecuniary 


interest, and with the sole purpose of ascertaining whether such a canal 


| could be built toserve the beneficial purpose for which it is designed 


I came to the conclusion as a somewhat practical man that the canal 
was perfectly practicable, and that it could be built for a sum inside ot 
$100,000,000 and at the outside I believe for half that sum; and that it 
would be of immense and ever-increasing benefit to the commerce, the 
progress, and development of this continent, with the destiny of which 
I agree as much as any other member on this floor, the American peo 
ple are charged. 

Now, sir, without going into the detail of this thing, for I know noth 
ing about these negotiations, I understand this proposition to be simply 
to put at the disposal of the treaty-making power of this Government 
at the disposal of that power upon which the Constitution has devolved 
the power of makiny treaties and to negotiate such as it shall find it 


t 


I do 
I do not under 


pose of enunciating and maintaining the Monroe doctrine in regard to 


| acanal, which I believe, and which I think most practical men believe 
| will turn out in the end to be a magnificent failure. 


I would not and 
do not believe the executive department of the Government would 


| undertake to purchase this concession or to acquire it in any way until 
| they shall ascertain with certainty not only that they will get a good 
And the reason this conference was confidential | 

was not that the Department or the Government has any secrets from | 


title, but that it will be in every way practicable, and that it can be 
constructed within such cost as will be for the best interest of this 
country. 

Iam a Democrat, and I think as strict as any man on the doctrine 
of State rights and proper limitations of the powers of the National 


| Government, and | find no difficulty in any way or anything in the 
| Constitution to prevent this Government from constructing if need be 


a highway for its commeace, its armies, its fleets, for our merchant 


| fleets, to enable it to take such a position as we ought to take based upon 


the trade and commerce of the Pacific and of South America. 

I tind no difficulty in the Constitution in accomplishing that object 
We have a right to construct military highways. We have a right to 
provide forcommerce. It will not be denied that this purpose is strictly 
and entirely national; and if it accomplishes the security and inures 


this great continent which is ours, then it becomes a public policy to 
develop and care for it. 

Now, sir, | am not afraid, in view of these vast possibilities, to trust 
to the Executive of this nation and to the treaty-making power of this 
Government the paltry sum of $250,000 upon his responsibility and 
upon the responsibility, of his advisers, the Senate. I am not afraid to 
trust him to make these negotiations. I think it will be in very safe 
He will not go beyond it. Charged with the interests of the 
American people, he dare not go beyond that sum. I believe, sir, that 
we ought to place this amount under his responsibility, subject to the 
treaty-making power of this Government; and I therefore voted for it 
and I shall vote for it again 

Mr. HENLEY. Let me interrupt the gentleman for a moment, as I 
would like an explanation of what he means when he speaks of giving 
this to ‘the treaty-making power.’’ I understand this fund is to be 
taken into a sort of secret-service arrangement. The Senate has noth 
ing to do with it. 

Mr. POTTER. I understand the Senate helps to make appropria- 
tions in the first place. It isa part of the treaty-making power. No 
treaty will be accomplished for this or any other purpose if the Senate 
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joes not agree to it; and I understand further that this has been con- 
sidered by the Senate, considered at length, and that they are entirely 

quite unanimous in their opinion that the interests of the country 
require this appropriation to be made. 

Mr. BURNES. It would be unjust, sir, to the gallant Senators from 
my State to sit here and allow that statement, unparliamentary in the 
first place, to pass uncontradicted; and it is unjust to them in the sec- 
md place. It was not unanimous, sir, I assure you. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Very pearly. 

Mr. POTTER. I do not kuow how that is, but such was my in- 
formation. 

Mr. BURNES. 

Mr. POTTER. 

Mr. HENLEY. 

fhe SPEAKER. 
expired. 

Mr. TUCKER. 
ask a question ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. TUCKER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Minnesota 

there has been any communication from the executive department 
to either branch of Congress as to the purpose for which it desires this 
ippropriation of $250,000 ? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I think there has been no written communica- 
tion so far as I know. 

Mr. BURNES. Nota word. 

Mr. TUCKER. Are we then to love darkness rather than light? 

Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCOID. You did when you bought 
not have got it in any other way. 

Mr. CANNON. 
propriation is to be made if at all. A statute was passed by the fathers 
in 1793 and amended in 1810, under which many contidential appro 
priations have been made by the generation before the last, by the last 
generation, and by this generation. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. Hunr]. 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Speaker, I am reminded by the course of this de- 
hate of what took place when Mr. Adams was a member of Congress; and 
i young gentleman (and I presume he was anew member like myself ) 
called during the discussion for the vouchers of the secret-service fund. 
Thereupon Mr. Adams said: ‘‘ The gentleman can call and call and call 

ntil he is gray.”’ 

It is difficult for me to understand how diplomatic matters that are 
mportant in their character, and particularly in those negotiations that 


It was not unanimous by any means. 
It was very nearly so as I am informed. 
Sut the Senate has nothing to do with it. 
The time of the gentleman from New York has 


Louisiana; you would 


Will the gentleman from Minnesota allow me to | 


Under section 291 of the Revised Statutes this ap- | 
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No, sir. The United States never declared any such doctrine as this: 


that in order to promote their national happiness they could act as they 
pleased with the states of the civilized world or with the governments 
of South American countries. That would be preposterous; that would 
be impossible doctrine; that would be against the language of proud 


equality and of national freedom which governs the relations between 


| States. 








| to possess ourselves of this Nicaragua canal 


|} subject. 


Now, sir, having spoken on the misty difficulty in which the gen 
tleman who opened this debate found himself, and having shown what 
the Monroe doctrine was, it remains for me to say that it is well believed 
that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty has been violated. It has been violated 
in the departure of Great Britain from her obligations of neutrality 
and in the notorious settlement by her on the continent where she had 
obligated herself not to settle. 

The gentleman from Missouri takes the ground that where one party 
to a treaty has violated the treaty it is manly and right for the 
party to carry on diplomatic colloquy with regard to it 
not. I say that is not law; I say that is not sense; 
the doctrine of contracts; for where a centract v10 
lated by one party, that violation releases the other party to the contract 
from the obligations entered into I say, if our Government has just 
ground to know that Great Britain has broken faith we are free from 
the obligations of the contract. 

But, sir, one step further. 


other 
I say it is 
I say that is not 
between equals is 


Th 
worst under the Monroe doctrine we might go to war, and I suppose 
Ch 
uninformed, unintelligent opinion of the effect of the Monroe doctrine, 
which, however, does injustice to its authors, and is not in accordance 
with correct history; neither war, wue, 
views, the object and policy of civilized, Christian states 

What, then, are brought to, M1 


gentleman says if it coines to the 


it has been the 


1s 


on v: general, declamatory 


we Speake We are brought to de- 


termine a proposition to give the Department of State $250,000 with 
which to enter upon diplomatic relations. I have no contidential rela 

tions with the Department of State 1 have no political ties which 
bind me to the President. I do not hesitate to say, however, M1 

Speaker, that whenever, in my judgment, it is patriotic to trust him 
I will do so (Applause on the Republican side.| If the President of 
the United States has violated his oath of office, if the Secretary of 
State is unworthy of trust, there are the laws of the country to which 


we will hold the President and hold the Secretary But there 
comforting reflection which I have in speaking my mind freely on this 
It is this: That there has neve1 


is on 


been a President of the United 


| States guilty of conduct which can truthfully be described as criminal 


e preliminary, can be made the subject of public exploration and dis- | 


cussion. But if the complaint of the learned gentleman from Missouri 

[Mr. BURNES] is addressed to this condition of things, and that of the 
distinguished gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] and that of the 
distinguished gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] as well, I have 
only to say to them that they complain of that secrecy which is the 
inevitable and natural and necessary condition precedent to such a state 

f affairs as is under consideration. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the situation is so grave, that I consider the state- 
ment that has fallen from the gentleman from Missouri deserving to be 
corrected. He has risen here and given the House to understand that 
Congress should enter upon the future of the country in reference to its 
South American relations under the protection of what he calls the 
‘Monroe doctrine;’’ and this, he went on to tell us, is the doctrine 
by which we are at liberty to do what will best consult our national 
happiness. 

The gentleman had better go to the books. I commend him to the 
perusal of Mr. Calhoun. I commend him to the exercise of that cau- 
tion with which he habitually speaks, and which he has lost sight of on 
the present occasion. 

Mr. BURNES rose. 

Mr. HUNT. I do not yield. 

The Monroe doctrine was this: It wasa declaration by President Mon- 
roe that this continent was not to be considered any longer in a condi- 


tion fere nature ; that it was to be considered as under the dominion of 


existing public law. This was one branch of the Monroe doctrine; that 
the American continent was not to be considered as subject to coloni- 
zation. 

The second branch of the Monroe doctrine—I recollect it well, and 
there is but one other remaining point—was that the United States 
would not see with indifference the free republics which had wrested 


their liberty from the dominion of Spain reduced by the absolutists of 


Europe to slavery again. 

Mr. BURNES rose. 

Mr. HUNT. I do not yield. When Mr. Calhoun at a late period 
of his life was called upon to speak upon this subject, he in the life- 
time of Mr. Adams declared the doctrine with that accuracy for which 
he was remarkable, in order that it might receive correction and no 
correction was given, and the doctrine as declared by these two great 
men is known by publicists and can be found in the horn-books 


| governmental relations unless the breath that 


} ment? 


ln 


or inlamous 


Now, Mr. Speaker, is it a great thing to place at the President’s dis 
posal $250,000? The gentleman from Georgia | Mr. BLOUNT] sees in 
the proposition chimeras dire; he sees more devils than vast hell can 
hold. In what? In the prospect to give the Chief Magistrate of the 
United States $250,000. Why, sir, President Lincoln had, I think, as 
a secret-service fund as much as eight millions at his disposal. But 


the gentleman from Georgia sees in the pending propos 
tion to do what? To contract a d 
this Nicaragua canal Now, can one dollar be appropriated without tl 


ition a disposi 
ebt of 3120,000,000 for constructin 


leave of this House? Can a single dollar be drawn from the Treasury 
without that leave? And has it come to this, that we can hold n 


goes out 1n our utter 


with the highest officers of the 
I protest against the idea of the to which I 
have referred. When Europe had suppressed the 
spirit of revolution which broke out in the southern portion of t] 
continent, Spain turned her eyes to her provinces which had succeeded 


ances is tainted suspicions of Gove! 
Monroe doctrine 
the absolutists of 


in wresting their liberty; and the propositions of which I spoke a few 
minutes ago were put forth with careful accuracy; they were no tili 
bustering pronunciamentos ; they were no general bluster mere 





loose talk about national happiness. Mr. Monroe never talked that 
way; Mr. Calhoun never talked or thought that way Mr. Adams 
| the Secretary of State, was incapable of it. 

So it is, Mr. Speaker, that we find ourselves on familiar ground, I 
hope on American ground. I hope that we have a Chief Magistrate 
animated by an American spirit. I do not like this misty talk, these 
quasi-confidential reports, which according to one gentleman seems 


are not confidential, and according to another tl 





yentieman are col 

tial. That is not, I submit, the way to speak of the public bu 
that is not right Chis is not a place to appeal to prejudice Thes 
transactions between great public functionari pon matters 0 
international moment 

I am not prepared to say whether or no ! ing to bea 
great SUCCESS But this I will sav. that bv the route 1 Cape Horn 
the advantages of distance and time are ex Isl ve th European ma 
tions. Sailing from European ports ships go with directness past the 
eastern point of South America to the Cay G Hope Ont on 
trary, vessels sailing from our American port »bliged to sail far to 
the eastward, and then turn to the southward and westward to th 
point where their courses intersect those of | ean ships, thus losing 


moat le > +} on boas ° A 
vreativil the nistte ra 
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wil 
Ne 


creased. 


reverse the conditions I have referred to. 


From gulf ports like 
Orleans, 


If, then, Mr. Speaker, I am right, the Monroe doctrine interferes with | 


no rightful power of development in the way of international intercourse 
on the part of foreign nations with the South American governments; 
it interferes with no capacity on their part for treaty stipulations; it 
derogates from no right of sovereignty in any foreigii nation in carry- 
ing on international relations with these South American republics; it 
interferes with no right on the part of the United States to acquire by 
purchase that which we may deem valuable as a great water way. 

Who does not know that in the progress of negotiations, in the es- 
tablishment of our frontier lines, in our treaties with Great Britain 
from the time of the Revolution and until the recent treaty of Wash- 
ington, and through all the intricate mazes of the treaties with regard 
to the fisheries, Great Britain has always been arrogant, grasping, and 
the steady enemy of the peace, progress, and power of this country? 
Who does not know that she has interposed herself in the pathway of 
traffic between this country and the Pacific coast, and clutched that 
traffic which has been so eloquently spoken of here by my honorable 
colleague [ Mr. ELLIS] and deprived the United States of it? 

For my part, Mr. Speaker, nothing that an American Representative 
can do to support his country, to support its administration if need be 
for the national honor, to support his Government in directing wisely 
and strongly its foreign relations with Great Britain or any other power, 
will I leave undone, conscious as I am that I stand erect, untouched by 
any affiliations the propric ty of which can be questioned, and look solely 
to the development of the peace, prosperity, happiness, and glory of the 
Republic. [| Applause. } 

Mr. WASHBURN. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Eaton ]. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to enter into this dis- 
cussion at all, and for this reason: Whatever I may know in regard to 
the intentions of the Government of the United States or its officers has 
been obtained under such circumstances as to be strictly confidential. 
I can not talk about it; I will not talk about it. My friend from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. HENLEY] laughs. I have a right, I apprehend, tomy own 
convictions of what is my duty. 

With other membersof the Committee on Foreign Affairs I have been 
in consultation with the State Department for four months, three 
months before the two committees metin ‘‘jofmt convention,’’ if I may 
use that phrase; and I want to say—for this I have a right to say— 
that never, in any consultation with the Secretary of State, at any 
time during those four months, has he uttered one word which would 
imply that one dollar of the money which this Congress is asked to ap- 
propriate is to be used for private purposes—not one dollar. Never in 
my presence has the Secretary of State used any language that could 
be tortured into such an intention. That is as far as I choose to go in 
this matter. 

One word on another point: I thank my friend from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Hunt] for his correct statement of the Monroe doctrine. We have 
outgrown the old Monroe doctrine. We are every day, and we have 
been for years, going further than the old Monroe doctrine went. 

Now, one word with regard to this treaty which has been spoken of, 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. I undertake to say that there is not in 
this country a well-informed international lawyer, not one, who will 
not say that this treaty is to-day simply null and void. It requires 
no abrogation. Great Britain herself has violated every principle of 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. Ido not regard it in the light of law atall. 
I do not know any well-informed man who has examined the subject 
who does so regard it. In that treaty Great Britain pledged herself 
and we pledged this country that no settlement should be made any- 
where within the territory designated. To Great Britain was con- 
ceded merely the right to cut logwood, &c., at some points. She has 
overstepped the provisions of her own treaty. She has made a large 
settlement in violation of its terms. Therefore, I say the treaty isnull 
and void. 

Mr. BURNES. I desire to ask my friend from Connecticut whether 
it is not a fact that no notice of any intention to abrogate this treaty 
has ever been given by our Government to England ? 

Mr. EATON. In reply to that I will say—— 

Mr. BURNES. Wait a moment. 

Mr. EATON. That is one question. Let me answer that before 
you put another. No notice has been given, and none is required. 

Mr. BURNES. Wait one moment. You are answering two ques- 
tions—Yankee-like. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. EATON. I suppose I guessed what you would say next. 

Mr. BURNES. Now, not as a constitutional lawyer, but as an ordi- 
nary Missouri lawyer, I ask you this question: If you enter into a con- 
tract with your colleague [Mr. SeyMouR] that you will do a certain 
thing in a certain way, and he is to do a certain thing in acertain way, 
and you find he has not done exactly what you think he ought to have 
done under the contract, would you give him notice that you were 
going to regard the contract as annulled, or would you violate your 
side of the contract without any sort of notice? What would be your 
view of the duty of a party in such a case in the private relations of 


for instance, the advantages would be enormously in- | 
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life, or the international duty as between great sovereignties who ma 
be involved in international controversies ? 

Mr. EATON. I answered that question substantially at the begi, 
ing of my remarks when I said that no notice had been given of abrog 
tion or desire to abrogate the treaty, and I said no notice was necess,) 
because the other great contracting party has rendered the treaty nu! 
and void 

Mr. BURNES. Great Britain denies that, you know. 

Mr. EATON. Ido not know about that; I have not the time n 
to go into the correspondence between our State Department 
Great Britain. 

Mr. BURNES. It has been a subject of correspondence. 

Mr. EATON. One word further. A contract between private ind 
viduals the interpretation of which may be determined by the supreny 
court of the District of Columbia, or the supreme court of the State ot 
Connecticut, or the supreme court of Missouri, is one thing; a contract 
between two great powers is quite another thing. 


I do not care to 


private individuals are parties and a treaty between sovereign pow: 
When one of the parties to such a treaty has rendered the treaty nul 
and void, it is null and void as to both. 

There is no court to go before except that great court of last resort 
Nobody can try it—nobody except an army. 

Mr. BAYNE. Permit me to ask a question. 

Mr. EATON. I will. 

Mr. BAYNE. Suppose after the treaty had been nullified by Great 
Britain the United States had availed itself from time to time of th 
benefits of that treaty, let me ask the gentleman whether in the lig 
of that circumstance he would regard the treaty as void? 

Mr. EATON. I beg my friend’s pardon; that is hardly a proyx 
question. [Laughter.] The reason is the great point at issue betwee 
these two sovereign powers was the occupation or non-occupation o! 
that territory. 

Mr. BURNES. Whatterritory? Do youalludeto British Honduras’ 

Mr. EATON. All the territory in the vicinity of British Honduras 
or Lake Nicaragua; all that territory. 

Mr. BURNES. Does the gentleman claim that England holds on 
inch of territory in Honduras or on the South American continent which 
it did not hold when the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was made ? 

Mr. EATON. Yes. 

Mr. BURNES. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. EATON. Yes. 

Mr. BURNES. On the contrary, our claim or that of our Govern 
ment is that England has established what seems to be a government 
over British Honduras, and not that she has extended her territory 
I defy the gentleman to show she has extended it one inch. 

Mr. EATON. It is the first time in the history of England that | 
remember she has not extended her territory when she had the oppo 
tunity. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BURNES. She has not. 

Mr. EATON. But I am not talking about that. My belief is my 
friend is mistaken; but that is not the point. The point is, here was a 
treaty in regard to the manner in which certain countries or parts o! 
territory, no matter who the owner was, should be occupied. Neithe: 
the United States nor Great Britain was at liberty to establish any 
great basis on any of that territory, whether British territory or Ameri- 
can territory, whether belonging to Honduras, Nicaragua, or any othe: 
state. That was the essence, the gravamen of the treaty. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will yield more time tothe gentleman from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. EATON. Ido not wish to say a word more. If this is not a 
proper time to do this thing, why gentlemen will refuse to do it. But 
I will undertake to say this: After examination of months into this great 
question, for it is a great question in my judgment, the United States 
will be false to herself, false to her honor, false to her giory, and fals« 
to that great future which we think is looming up for her, unless sh¢ 
does take some step to procure the right of way across that Lake Nica 
ragua to build a canal there. 

Mr. BELFORD. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. EATON. Certainly. 

Mr. BELFORD. Can not you do that better by a railroad than by 
a canal? 

Mr. EATON. I know gentlemen think a railroad can take up an 
8,000-ton ship and carry it with perfect ease. 


Mr. BELFORD. Allow me another question. Does not the valu 


| of commerce practically consist in expedition of transportation ? 


Mr. EATON. Beyond all question; and therefore I say to my 


| and esteemed friend from California [Mr. HENLEY] that the buildin 


of this canal (it will certainly be built some time) will shorten the dis 


| tance between New York and California, as compared with the Panama 
| Canal, 2,600 miles. 


Mr. BELFORD. Let me ask the gentleman another question. W 
have a railroad from the city of Denver to the old City of Mexico. 
Mr. EATON. Iam glad there is a road with two such good ends 


as Denverand Mexico. 
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Mr. BELFORD. We aregoingto build that road across the Isthmus 
of Panama and through the Argentine Republic and down into Brazil. 

Mr. EATON. I hope so. 

Mr. BELFORD. If we do that, can not we transport all the com- 
merce of those territories in one-third of the time it could be done by 
vest Is ? 

Mr. EATON. I can not gointo computation about that matter now. 
Mr. BELFORD. I know you can not. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Since my friend from Connecticut has stated that he 


felt restrained to some extent in reference to making astatementabout | 


this matter by reason of the propriety of preserving secrecy, and I say 


it with great respect, I would like toask if he regards it a proper ques- | 


tion whether he believes that the purpose of this whole matter is not 
that the Government shall eventually build this canal the 
isthmus? 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Speaker, I will answer that question partly. I 
can not answer fully. Iam not the Government; perhaps it it my mis- 
fortune that I am not. 
ment isto obtain the right to build; that is the object. I hope that the 
time will come when it will be built by this Government, owned by 
this Government; and I had as leave make that purchase and have such 
right to do it certain as our esteemed great Democratic leader had to 
buy Louisiana from a foreign government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But when he bought it it was ours. 

Mr. EATON. And so will this canal be. 

Mr. HENLEY. I hope the gentleman from Connecticut will be al- 
lowed time to answer a question that I would like to ask him. 

It is proposed, although this matter is surrounded with so much mys- 
tery that it is difficult to say what is proposed and what is assumed to be 
the case, to make an appropriation of $250,000 for the purpose of initiat- 
ing steps to acquire the right to the concession which had been pre- 
viously granted to these twelve men. 

Mr. EATON. No. 

Mr. HENLEY. Iso understood it. 

Mr. EATON. Perhaps I ought not to say no. I do not want tosay 
it. If you asked me if I believed that was the intention I should say 
no, I do not believe it. 

Mr. HENLEY. I understand that to be the case, and it is disclosed 
by the friends of the measure here. Now, what specific data has the 
House, what information has the gentleman or any gentleman upon 
this floor which is authentic and upon which we could rely as to the 
present value of this concession? Information has reached me that 
Nicaragua will be only too glad to grant free to any one, not for $250,- 
000 or for $1,000,000, but will give without charge to any one this same 
right of way and concession who will come with capital and give earn- 
est of his intention to build the canal. Therefore, as 1 understand, we 
are offering a great deal of money for absolutely nothing. 


acToss 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the amendments of the Senate numbered 253, 254, 255, and 
257 to the sundry civil appropriation bill, and further insisted upon its 
amendment numbered 267, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives on said bill. 

SUNDRY 

The SPEAKER. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Chair will state that by reason of a clerical 


But this 1 would say, the object of the Govern- | 
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| misapprehension as to the fact. 


error in one of the amendments proposed by the gentleman from Kan- | 


sas one of the amendments of the Senate was omitted. 
objection the House will now dispose of it. 

Mr. RYAN. I move that the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 267, and agree to thesame. 

Mr. GIBSON. What is that amendment? 

Mr. RYAN. It is one of the sections of the Springer amendment, 
which was omitted by an error. Standing alone it has no connection 
with the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to. 


If there be no 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the conference report on the 
consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr. HENLEY. I hope the distinguished gentleman from Connecti- 
cut will not imagine that I meant any disrespect in the question which 
I asked him a short time ago. 

Mr. EATON. By no means. 
the gentleman. 

Mr. HENLEY. 
kind was intended. 

Mr. EATON. Certainly. Nowa word further. I want to say in 
the first place that my friend from California in his question assumes 
a thing that I know nothing about, something that has not come to 
my knowledge. 

Mr. HENLEY. 

Mr. EATON. 


I could not imagine such a thing of 


Of course the gentleman knows that nothing of the 


It has been stated here on the floor. 
Ido not know it. Now, another thing: Has my 





| tice of our intentions? 


practice, ha 


friend 


long question of his by asking him to read this clause: 
sary 
will not be used. 


For these co 
ragua desires to give instead of sell the right 


ot way. Not adollar will 
be used. 
Mr. HOLMAN Will the gentleman from Connecticut allow mea 


question upon this alleged concession ¢ 


lows: 


will remember, 


society to which 


And in no case can it be transferred to a foreign government or power; nor 
can the co: to any foreign government any of the lands granted in 
this concessio but it may transfer them to private parties with the same re- 


striction 


| tleman from Missouri, because if that was the only interview, either he 
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I will answer that 





read the clause of the amendment itself? 


se 



































































Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be neces- 


Then, if there is no need for any of it, none of it is necessary, and it 


Ido not believe the Department of State will use it. 


cessionnaires Will not get one dollar of this money if Nica- 


Mr. EATON. 


Let it be ve ry short. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


I find that article 


* of this concession reads as fol- 


rhis concession is transferable to the construction company only 


Another corporation, also organized in Colorado, as the gentleman 
which is to be organized by the provisional society, the 
this concession was made: 





Now, 


is not ntleman from Connecticut aware of the fact, 
he aware of the fuct that up t 
part of the 

with this 
Interoceanic ¢ 
all the steps th 
and in re 


s 


or 
» this hour what has transpired on the 





nment ta 
ubject has 


ugh its State Department in connection 
s been with the gentlemen who are members of this 
al Company and notatall with Nicaragua? 

have l 


Have not 
been taken up to this time been taken with 
inal company and their executive committee ? 





0 this « 





Che SI it Che additional three minutes allowed to the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut have expired. 

Mr. EATON [can answer the gentleman in one moment. I do 
not know any such thing. On the contrary I know differently. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman is laboring under very great 


Mr. WASHBURN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. CANNON] 
Mr. CANNON. I did not desire to say one word about this amend- 
ment, and would not have done so were it not that I wasstricken with 
absolute surprise by the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
BURNES] who opened this discussion. I frankly say I do not know 
much about the merits of the proposed route for a canal 
isthmus to which he addressed himself. 


ross tlie 
I am a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations; and on one occasion to which that gentleman 
and others have referred I did meet with certain gentlernen who com- 
posed the Committee on Foreign Affairs and certain matters were there 
discussed, and I was very much surprised by the remarks of the gen- 
or I totally misunderstood the substance of it; and I thought I pai¢ 
very close attention to what took place at that interview. 

So far as I know or believe from what information I have, I do nov 
understand that one dollar of this money, in the event it is voted unde 
section 291 of the Revised Statutes, as a confidential fund, to the Pres 
ident, is to go to any corporation or to any person, in any way, 


shape, 
or form, for the purchase of a concession. 


Now, then, Mr. Speaker, | 
do want to say this in reply to the suggestion that has been made by 
more than one gentleman. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me 
question ? 

Mr. CANNON. I can not yield; I have only five minutes. 

Why, gentlemen, is it possible that the United States is to playa 
horn and beat a drum whenever it desires to negotiate a treaty or per- 


form any other governmental function in order to give everybody 


ior a 


no- 


Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. CANNON. I have said I can not yield when I have only five 
minutes and require that time to complete what I have to say; other- 
wise I would take pleasure in yielding to the gentleman. 

I say again I have not exhausted the merits of this question, nor do 
I apprehend, with my limited knowledge, that I could exhaust it 





in 
one month, or perhaps in two or three months. ButIdo say this: We 
have an executive branch of the Government. The President is amen- 
able to public opinion and is soon to go out of office. I ha ilwavs 
understood him to be a reputable citizen, and I know he has the con 
fidence of the whole country to a wonderful degree And under the 
statute of 1793 authorizing this contidential fund to be expended by the 


President in our foreign intercourse, I believe appropriations have been 
PI 

made to every administration that I 

tion of tl 


has been 
to the present time. 
ing the interests of thecountry at heart, I am n 
stand here and withhold the sum of $250,000 that that Execut 
like to have possession of to use within his discretion, 
in the foreign intercourse of this Government, he all 

sponsible t 


since the torma- 
w and 
it ready to 


ive would 


in powel! 
Tr ‘ 


1e Government In view of this 


in whole or part, 
the tl ng re- 
Congress, responsible to public opinion, responsible to the 
whole people 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


me be 
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Mi LOW NSHEND 


. 


rose 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina l d un 


lerstood I had five minutes 

remaining 

Phe SPEAKER 
tloor five mi 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman 

to proceed now, I will take the floor after 
Mr. COX, of North Carolina Mr. Speaker, in considering the prop- 


osition now before the House, it is not proper to impugn the motives 


The gentleman from North Carolina 


is entitled to 
the 


101 nutes 


trom North Carolina desires 


he has spoken. 


of any gentlemen connected with this transaction, for in the recom 
mendations submitted we must see that their conduct has been honor- 
able and patriotic. 


rhe discussion has taken a very broad and somewhat eccentric range. 
My cool and unimpassioned friend from Louisiana [Mr. HUNT] hasen- 
tertained us with a dissertation on the Monroe doctrine, the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty, the law &c.; my friend from New York 
[Mr. Porrer] has discussed the desirability and practicability of the 
Nicaragua Canal; while other gentlemen have been impatient at the 
seeming mystery with which the measure is surrounded. Now, what 
is the real matter upon which we are called to act? It is simply this, 
that we sl 
President, to tx 


We 


used can 


oft contracts, 


ised in his discretion in negotiating some foreign treaty. 
are told that the specific purposes for which this fund is to be 
not be disclosed without imperiling the success of the con- 
negotiation, but our Democratic training causes us to be dis- 
satistied with this partial granting of confidence, and the imagination 
is excited with specters of deep design, and produces a general assault 
on the whole line of those who advocate the measure. I was present 
at the conference of the two committees when the purpose of this ap- 
propriation was fully presented and considered, and the reasons fo 
withholding the information, which have been criticised, were fully ex- 
plained. My friend from Minnesota | Mr. WASHBURN ] is rather com- 
prehensive in his statement when he says that all present seemed to 
favor this measure. He will doubtless recall the fact that there was 
no vote taken which would indicate the views of members before the 
committees separated 


templated 


A secret-service fund has always been emploved by this Government, 
as it is by every other, but I venture to say in our whole history it has 
The 
weaker the Government and the more perilous its position the greater 
is the necessity for the employment of such a fund 
osition to appropriate 5250,000 for this service when 


never exceeded at any one time $30,000, and usually much less. 


The present prop- 
the Government 
is at perfect peace with all the world and the American name feared 
and respected abroad, is not calculated to impress us with that confi- 
dence which should command our support. The discussion has dis- 
closed the fact that notwithstanding the information possessed by the 
Committees on Foreign Affairs and Appropriations, instead of their 


members being united in support of this measure, they entertain very | 
different and widely diverging views in regard to the necessity and 


propriety of the appropriation. Therefore they do not present such a 
union of council as is calculated to impress this body with the necessity 
for this departure from our American policy of frankness and fearless- 
ness in all our negotiations with foreign nations 

Another thing will strike us as singular, that while we are called on 
to make this secret-service appropriation for a secret purpose, the re- 
narks which have fallen from different 
cate that we are dealing with no secret at all, and if this be true it is 
proper we should discuss the proposition itself instead of involving it 
in ashroud of mystery 
convinced, then only would this appropriation be justified without 
disclosing all the facts. We as representatives of the people are simply 


their trustees in regard to the money in the Treasury, and when appro- | 


priations of this kind requesting large sums for this secret-service fund 
are asked for we have aright to demand that good and cogent reasons 
should be given for our compliance, or else they should be so over- 


whelming in their nature as tocompel the members of the committees | 


to whom the facts have been disclosed to present greater harmony in 
their recommendations. As before remarked, I have not been convinced 
of the necessity for this amendment to our consular and diplomatic bill, 
and therefore can not recommend its adoption by this House. 

Mr. BURNES. How much time remains? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute remaining. 

Mr. BURNES. I will yield that one minute to my friend from 
Louisiana [ Mr. ELuis 

Mr. ELLIS. I thank the gentleman, but I do not want it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNSHEND] 
is recognized as entitled to the floor 

Mr. TOWNSHEND 
floor a few moments that the further discussion of this matter 
would be in the nature of inflicting punishment upon the members of 
this House. But as I am a member not only of the Committee on Ap- 


ago, 


propriations but also of the conference committee which has brought | 


in this report, I feel that it is due to myself to occupy at least a few 
minutes in stat not concurred in the Senate 


ing the reasons why I have 


amendment 
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10uld place $250,000 as a secret fund at the service of the | 


members of the House indi- | 


I was about to remark, when I sought the | 


described 
| France and Germany bow their heads in reverence to the commerce which 


| a line of railroad. 
If secrecy is necessary, of which I have not been | 


| will best promote commerce? The expedition of transportation. 


| trol the entire commerce of the Argentine Republic ? 





») 


JULY 


I will say that I really regret that any discussion has taken pla 
upon this question. It is difficult to discuss the reasons that have 
prompted the request for thisappropriation without divulging matters 
which I do not feel ought to be brought before this House. I will say 
that I have arrived at the conclusion I have reached in joining my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] without finding it necessary to re 
flect upon anybody, either an official or a non-official. 

I think the reasons are apparent and clear enough without induly 
ing in any reflections upon the motives of any one, and without—and 
I will not say that any one has done so—invading the secrets of the 
committee of conference. 

I have studied the questions as well as I could, in order that I might 
be enabled to arrive at a just and fair conclusion upon this important 
question. And in one or two wordsonly I will state the grounds upon 
which I base my opposition to the amendment of the Senate. 

We find there is a grant which was made to certain individuals fo: 
the construction of a canal across the Isthmus at Nicaragua. That 
grant contains a clear, distinct, unequivocal provision that it can not he 
assigned to the Government of the United States or to any other goy- 
ernment. 

The next difficulty I have found in this case is this: A treaty exists 
which England does not admit has yet been abrogated, either by any 
action of hers or by her non-action. That is a treaty that specifically 
and unequivocally declares that the Government of the United States 
will not acquire the exclusive right to the construction ofa canal across 
the Central American isthmus without the co-operation or consent of 
Great Britain. 

A word or two more. Suppose that we appropriate this $250,000 
and suppose, as gentlemen seem to have taken it for granted, it is to 
used for the purpose of acquiring the rights enjoyed by this private 
corporation who hold a grant from Nicaragua, what use can we make 
of them? We can not make any use of them, because, in the first 
place, the grant itself declares that we can not acquire the title to th: 
grant. In the second place, we can not make any use of the grant 
without involving ourselves in complications with Great Britain, to say 
the least of it. 

Then, as it appears to me, if this $250,000 is used for the purpose 
of enabling this private corporation to accomplish what is necessary to 
be accomplished by it in order to avoid a forfeiture of the grant in Oc 
tober next—if any of this money is expended to enable that corpor 
tion to preserve that franchise, that grant, then whatever use is mad: 
of it the benefits resulting from it will inure to the corporation, wit! 
no benefit whatever to this Government. 

These are the reasons which have controlled my action in withhold 
ing my assent from the amendment of the Senate. I will not trespass 
further upon the patience of the House; but in accordance with prom 
ise will yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Be- 
FORD}. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BURNES. I rise to a point of order. If I have been correct! 
informed, each side in this debate was limited to an hour. 

The SPEAKER. No limitation has yet been put upon the debate 


| The previous question has not been demanded. 


Mr. BELFORD. Ido not know, Mr. Speaker, what the love-birds 
of Africa, who constitute these two committees, may have finally con 
cluded upon; but one thing to my mind is certain—this scheme ought 
not to be adopted; this amendment ought to be repudiated. 

We have running from Denver in my State to the old City of Mexico 
We propose to run that road across the Isthmus o! 
Panama through South and Central America, Argentine Republic, and 
the Empire of Brazil, so that the tourist may take a Pullman palac 
car from the city of New York and travel without interruption till h 
sips his coffee under the shadow of the palace of the Emperor of Brazi! 

For what reason should we build the canal here proposed? What 
That 
is the great solvent of the future. We are entitled te control the en 
tire commerce of this continent, and we can only do so by the influence 


of railroads, which reduce the time occupied in the transportation 0! 


goods. Whocontrol the commerce of Mexico? Foreigners. Who con 
The Italians 
Who control the commerce of these other states? Thesubjects of Franc 
and England and Germany. We have had no ability to compete with 
them, because we had no vessels that could carry goods with equa 
promptitude. 


Now, suppose that instead of constructing a canal of this kind, e\ 


| dently in the interest of private speculators, we go to work and con 


struct that railroad from the City of Mexico across the isthmus, throug! 
South and Central America. Can we not transport all our commerc: 
upon that route in seven days instead of four weeks; and can we not 
by the great gain in point of time, overcome the competition of Europea: 
powers? I think this scheme for a canal is an idle project, and I pro 
pose to vote against it. I shall do so on the principle that there is a 
better way; that instead of giving $250,000 for the construction of th 

canal, we ought to give $250,000 to construct the railroad as I hav 
When we get it constructed we shall make England a 


na 
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we shall control, the commerce of the continent, to all of which we are 
justly entitled. With these views I shall vote against the amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, if my friend from Colorado [Mr. BEL- 
roRD] will call the previous question 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] has 
one minute remaining. 

Mr. BURNES. I will occupy that minute in calling the attention 
of my genial, accomplished, and esteemed friend from Louisiana to a 
statement of the Monroe doctrine as given in the message of President 
Monroe in 1823: 

The occasion has been judged proper for asserting, as a principle in which 
the rights and interests of the United States are involved, that the American 
continents, by the free and independent condition which they have assumed 


and maintained, are henceforth not to be considered as subjects for future colo- 
nization by any European power. 








[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURNES. I regret I have not time to read the second and third 
utterances of President Monroe on the same subject. In the third he 
says that the peace and quiet (which are synonymous with the happi- 
ness) of the people of this country will be involved in any attempt to 
interfere either with the existing institutions or the governments of 
these people. 

| now move the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURN. | move that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate and agree to the same. 

The prey ious quest ion was ordered. 
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rhe question being taken on the motion of Mr. WASHBURN it was | 


not agreed to, there being—ayes 41, noes 48 

Mr. BURNES. IL move that the House further insist on 
greement to the amendment of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
further conference with the Senate be requested ? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection; and the Speaker announced the appoint- 
ment of Mr. BurNes, Mr. TOWNSHEND, and Mr. WASHBURN asthe con- 
ferees on the part of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to consult the wish of the House 
in relation to a recess to a later hour in the day. There are members 
of the conference committees who do not desire to be out of the House 
when important questions between the two Houses are being discussed 
and disposed of. Iam quite willing myself to continue to sit here, but 
Iam pressed on all sides to submit a proposition to the House. We 
have now been here nearly twenty-two hours, and if we could take a 
moderate length of time in recess perhaps we could get along better. I 
would suggest 3 o’clock p. m. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Oh, no; say 10 o’clock a. m. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I suggest that we follow the lead of those having 
charge of conferences. 

Mr. CALKINS. It is usual to follow the suggestion of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations in such matters. 

Mr. RANDALL’S motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 7 o’clock 
and 20 minutes a. m., Sunday, July 6) the House took a recess until 
3 o'clock p. m. 


its disa- 


move that a 


AFTER RECESS. 

At 3 o’clock p. m. (July 6) the House resumed its session, and was 

called to order by the Speaker. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 
Cases: 

To Mr. ENGLISH, for ten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, indefinitely. 

To Mr. CosGROVE, for the remainder of the session. 

To Mr. PoTreRr, for one week, on account of important business. 

To Mr. JOHNSON, indefinitely. 


MEXICAN PENSION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, by unanimous consent, the Mex- 
ican pension bill with Senate amendments was ordered to be printed. 


EDUCATIONAL BIL. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to present to the House the book I hold in my hand. This beautiful 
volume contains the names and post-office addresses of 5,000 men who 
petition this Congress to pass without delay a bill granting Federal aid 
on the basis of illiteracy to promote the cause of education. Judge 
Tourgée sent petitions like the one on the second page of this book to 
the subscribers of the Continent, a magazine of which he is the editor 
and publisher, and when the petitions were signed and returned to 
him he cut off the printed heading and caused the names, with one 


heading, to be bound in this volume, as he states in the first page. Other 





like volumes will be forwarded by him as the names are sent iv Phese 
petitionersspecify certain provisions which they insist should enter int 
any bill which shall become a law Judge Tourg“e has probably given 


more attention to this subject than any other man inthe United States 


| atives and the Senate of the | 


| turbed the peace and disgraced the civ 
| that only the genera 
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and hence hisinterest in this matter. I ask that the petition on the 
second page and the explanation on the first page of this volume be 
printed in the RECORD as a part of my remarks. This book will be 
placed in the Library, where it can be seen by any member desiring to 
examine it. 

The Clerk will please read the st 


petition. 


atement of Judge Tourgée and the 


NEw YorK, June 4, 1884 
In presenting the 
sentatives for their « on I desire 
my immediate personal supervision, the 
which it is com ng simply cut off and the petitions pasted 
the order in w i they were received 
No attempt was made to reach specifi 


tion to the members of the House of Repre- 
ip under 


headings of the se parate papers of 
} } 





to state that it was made 


iposed | nto the vol- 
ume in 


individuals or classes. The petitions 
























were sent only tothe regular mail subscribers ofthe Continent magazine and such 
others as made special application for the Phe volume contains 9,000 
signatures of en ofa irties and of every shade of politic thoug ht 

rhis volume contains only t first stallm y ~ dy re 
ceived; others will be prep ! ware o til the 
question is finally settled It 1s be t ah s that of an 
intelligent and substantial citize Every State and Territon = represented 
Che utmost care has been take < ce the pe Ww of the presenta 
tives of the pe le In the h that it may tend some measure to guide in 
the corre tion of a great i bene t principle, | have the honor 
subscribe the same 

ON W. TOURGE! 
M x c = Die powe 
\ I 
f “*e 
St i 

Whereas ( i Sta ‘ é n 
stiti ! three « € 

W he s 5s i en 
dere t v i ed a- 
tio f the ‘ 

Whereas the sai titution prevent ‘ ersific 3 
tries, discoura ith stablishment of | ‘ l hout 

eSoutbn a ver. Li isignoran ss : ~ rw « and 

Whereas at t oO of the w of rebe n 4,4 4 f ignorant iN € 
made free nd, a u voidable and ended 
were tl eafte ‘ l i became | \ 1 the i 
citizens of the var is States; and 

Whereas the said 4,000,000 of eedn ive ease i i 
6.000 000, anc « ise of rations of degrada epress t vreater 
part thereof are st 

Whereas in sixteen « tl { 1 1 of t oters are 
confessedly unabic ots wl t la e me n of 
the rest of the populat Sar n to e than re spell 
out a few words ire Oo use ne e to and 
write ; and : 

Where 1is population is increasing faster than was ever ow i 
the histo fany people, and the number of illiterates is vear by year increas 


ute and 


of the 


ing ata still more ra 


Whereas 83 per cent 


power oOo: 4 Ih 


ijority in the House of Represent 
1ited States, as well as in the electoral « ege, is 
exercised by these communities, two-fifths of whose voters are neither 
comprehend their political duties, to understand how to perform 
see to it that what they do produces the results they intend; and 

Whereas the States of the South are not actually able, because 


ible to 


them, or to 


of the impov 


erishment of slavery and the losses attendant upon war and emancipation, to 
provide schools for so great a multitnde of the illiterate ; and 
Whereas ‘the only remedy for darkness is light; for ignorance, knowledge 


and 

Whereas this mass of uninstructed power is perilous to the nation’s life « 
menace to the liberty of every citizen in the land: Therefore 

We whose names are hereto attached, resident as set forth herein ndly 
impressed with a sense of national peril, and fully satisfied that justice, good 
policy, and the highest statesmanship demand such action at our hands, do re- 
spectfully and earnestly petition you, our agents and attorneys, the Senators 
and Representatives from the various States of this Union, to take inst meas 
ures for the cure of this evil and for averting this impending peril, d do ab- 
jure you to make no delay inthis business, which so nearly concerns your 
to promote “the welfare of the United States and 

Whereas many riots and murders and outrages of various ki 





oaths 


dis- 


lization of those States, : lieve 





enlightenment of all cl plecan repress such 
evils, can prevent a conflict between the races at no distant day which must re- 
sult in the most horrible of all forms of civil war, we 


asses of the pe« 


implore you also, by your 













sworn obligation, to provide for the national defense and the of 
the land, that you without delay make such appropriation dane or 
the promotion of intelligence and education as, without ext i 
necessary expenditure, shall most speedily and certainly tend t e 
reduction of the ratio of illiteracy, espe: ly in t Southern States, and among 
all races and classes of citizens 

While submitting to your wisdom the details of the measure designed to se 
cure the object in view, we would respectfully sugges ha t 
should contain the following elements 

. he funds sho ld be dist buted a cor yr to tera ‘ i at t = t s «le 
voted to each race should receive the amount to which the illiteracy ¢« 
entitles then 

2. It should be devoted wholly to the promotion of p i é 
eradication of teracy,and sh« ipT I 

t should be disbursed directly to eacn scho lis ‘ 
eracy there and only paid upon satisfact } f i r 
schools, under f I st ! 
said district for s ed time during the vear for the pproy 8 
made, 
expenses of t Oo to which it is zg 
bv State « t rr by private ad \ t f 
to be shown b disbursement of the tic md 
Phat the port ft fund 

nono case e dis ed 

With these 

ve t t ‘ i 
peri f i 

COM] r ' f 


CONGRESSIONAL 


*. of Alabama, by unanimous consent, the 


minutes p. m.) took a recess for fifteen min- 


‘minutes 


the House resumed its session 
RANDALL Ir. S} r, I desire 


ran hour In suppor f that me 


to make a motion to take a 

t motion it is proper for me tosay 

» keep the House in session on this actual 

be suffi iently developed by consultation 
t kely to be reached to-day. 

consular and diplomatic bill will come 


will secure its immediate presenta- 


is il 


+ , { 


1 conterence 


conferees on the naval bill are unable to agre¢ In obedience to 


rgestion a bill has been prepared by each side looking toan appro- | 


tion for six months for the 


support of the Navy, which may be a 
the difficulty 


mol between the two Houses That would leave 


< months any appropriation for monitors or duplica- | 


it will contain an appropriation looking to the 
ion of the cruisers. It will embrace also for six months an ap- 
armament. It was inserted by vote of the 


tion of $500,000 for 


over the recomn 


fouse in that particular. Otherwise they would not have done it. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow 

that on last night in the middle of my speech he took me off the floor 

to present a report from the committee of conference on one of the ap- 


propriation bills, with the nght reserved and accorded to me of resuming | 
and concluding my remarks some time between now and next Decem- | 


ber. Now, instead of taking a recess, I would be glad, with theindul- 


gence of the House, to entertain them for about three-quarters of an 
hour. [{Laughter.] If it be the sense of the House that I may pro- 
ceed and conclude my remarks now it will be more satisfactory to me. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Indiana will permit me to 
state that I did not take him off the floor except by his own consent. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. By no means. I yielded the floor at 
the suggestion of the gentleman, and for that reason I appeal to him to 
allow me to proceed now. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman from Indiana had better 
take a later time in this session. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. In this session? 

Mr. RANDALL. There are not many members present yet, and I 
feel obliged to press the motion. I am satisfied that by the expiration 
of that time it will be demonstrated beyond all doubt whether there 


will be agreements between the two Houses in the matters now in con- 
troversy 


Mr. MILLS. 
night? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir; undoubtedly—at least that is my hope. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Permit me to state that with reference to the fourth 
bill, to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has not referred, there 
is but a single item of disagreement. I refer to the legislative bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not said anything about that bill because 
the gentleman from Indiana himself who had charge of the bill was 


present on the floor, and I preferred that he should make the statement 
himself 


The SPEAKER 
heard ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Only to say that with reference to this fourth bill, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania having mentioned three others that 
are pending—that with reference to the legislative bill there is but a 
single item in controversy between the two Houses, and that question 
will be presented at an early date for the action of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now ask that the motion I have made be sub- 
mitted to the House 

Mr. VALENTINE. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
not urge the motion fora recess. A gentleman on the other side of the 
House occupied an hour last night in the discussion of this Mexican 
pension bill, and it is only proper that this side should have the oppor- 
tunity of a reply 

Mr. RANDALL. This is Sunday, and I do not want to encourage 
or to do anything that will bring up a debate of an acrimonious or a 
political character on to-day. ‘ 

Mr. VALENTINE 
characte 

Mr. RANDALL. I only want to stay here on Sunday as a necessity 
to get clear of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
on Sunday 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 
night 

Mr 


Do you expect that we will be allowed to adjourn to- 


Does the gentleman from Indiana desire to be 


It commenced after 12 o’clock last 


RANDALL. I dislike to do anything that seems discourteous 


1endation of the committee, and the conferees on | 
part of the House felt in duty bound to recognize that vote of the | 


been dividing the parties here during the last three days. 


The debate on the other side partook of -that | from North Carolina? 





The speech on the other side was made | 
| hour. 


to the gentleman from Indiana, but I must insist upon the motion in ! 
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the interest of the completion of the appropriation bills, and for the 
reason I have stated 

The question was taken. 
, noes 21. 

Mr. SMALLS 
TheSPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to urge upon the gentleman who makes 
the point of a quorum as against the recess, that there are members of 
the conference committees that do not want to be absent from the House 
when it is in session if it is possible for them to be here, and as the 
only business in my judgment that should be transacted on this day is 


The House divided; and there were—aves 


5 » 


No*quorum. 


| the necessary business relating to the conferences, I hope the point will 


not be insisted upon. 
Mr. STEELE. That could readily be arranged if the members of 
the conference committee desired to be present. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Who made the point of order ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Ne- 
braska to have made it 
Mr. VALENTINE. 


I did not make the point of order. 
Mr. SMALLS. 


I made it, but at the suggestion of gentlemen arouud 


me I will withdraw it although I would like to hear the speech of the 


gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEWI7T] answered. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. May I be permitted to say a word? 
I thought it was but right that I should have an opportunity of simply 


| stating how this Mexican pension bill now stands with the Senate amend- 
me to say | 


ments, in order that the country may know precisely the issue that had 


I do not de- 
sire to make anything like a partisan or political speech; but after the 
gentleman on the other side [Mr. Hewitt] has consumed an hour, if 
the House shall think it best now that I say nothing at this stage of 
the session; that this side should say nothing; that we should stand 
mute; that we should submit this case, and that that is fair, I will sub 
mit to the judgment of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no effort on my part to gag anybody 

Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me to say to my colleague from Indiana that 
it is scarcely fair to say that there has been a division between the par 
ties on this question. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I referred in that statement to the two 
sides as divided upon this bill. I spoke in no political sense at all. I 
know that there are Democrats favoring it and Democrats opposing it 

TheSPEAKER. The point of no quorum having been withdrawn, 
the motion for a recess is agreed to. 


And actordingly (at 3 o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.) the House took 
a recess for one hour. 


AFTER THE RBECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 4 o’clock and 42 minutes 
p. m.) resumed its session. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. THOMPSON. 
lar order !’’ ] 


Mr. SCALES. I ask unanimous consent to present a Senate resolu- 
tion referred to the Committee on Printing for present action 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 1. That the Joint 
Committee on Public Printing is hereby instructed toexamine into the numbers 
printed of the various documents, reports, bills, and other papers published by 
order of Congress, or of either House thereof, and of the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD, 
and to report a bill in December next, making such restrictions in the numbers 
and cost of printing, and such changes and reductionsin the distribution of said 
publications as they may deem expedient, with a report giving their reasons 
therefor; and that the said committee is also instructed to investigate the print- 
ing and binding for the Executive Departments, executed at the Government 
Printing Office, and at the branch printing offices and binderies in the various 
Departments, and report a bill in December next making such reductions in 
expenses and imposing such checks as they may deem expedient, with a report 
giving their reasons therefor; and said committee is further instructed to make 
any other investigations calculated in their opinion to reduce the cost of the 
public printing, and report the result thereof; and the said committee is hereby 
authorized to summon and to examine experts and witnesses, and to call upon 
the heads of the Executive Departments and the Public Printer for such infor- 
mation regarding the preceding matters as they may desire; and any expenses 
necessarily incurred in making the investigations aforesaid shall be defrayed 
equally from the contingent funds of the two House of Congress. 

2. Said committee is hereby authorized to sit during the recess for the purposes 
of the first section hgreof and in the discharge of its usual duties. 


The SPEAKER. 


Iask unanimous consent—— [Cries of ‘‘ Regu- 


Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


Mr. CHACE. I object. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


The regular order is demanded. 
I move that the House take a further recess of one 
I wish to state that the report of the committee of conference 
on the sundry civil bill will be reported to the House to be presented 
to the two Houses at quite an early moment, to be followed by the re- 
port on the naval appropriation bill. By taking a recess for the period 
of one hour the business of Congress will be very much promoted. 

Mr. TUCKER. I ask the gentleman from Indiana to withhold his 
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motion for a moment to allow me to present a report from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. TUCKER] will send up his report. 

There was no objection. 


PUEBLO OF SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. TUCKER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on the 
Inudiciary, reported back a resolution relating to the grant to the 
pueblo of San Francisco, and moved that it be laid upon the table and 
that the accompanying report be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that the House take a recess for one 
hour. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
the recess until 7 o’clock. 


The SPEAKER. 


lowed by the report on the naval bill. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I find, after consultation with gentlemen 


The gentleman from Indiana states that the re- | and secondly, those who are subject to a disability or dependence of 


port on the sundry civil bill will be ready in a short time, to be fol- | 
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time of their discharge. The amendment as it stands is in accordance 
with the uniform rule pursued in pension cases. Our legislation has 
rarely limited pensions to widows who were wives when the deceased 
husbands were in the service. In every instance in which pensions 
have been granted to those who have subsequently died because of dis- 


| abilities incurred in the service they have gone to the surviving widows, 


without regard to the time of marriage. Until now the propriety of 
this legislation has never been challenged. Whether or not this bea 
correct principle, it will add a very small sum to the pension account, 
and I shall not stop to discuss that question further. I doubt the sin- 


| cerity of this objec tion, and fear it is used as a mere pretext by those 


who are unwilling to give the Union soldier any relief by this bill. 
The gentleman from Alabama insists that the amendments enlarge 


| the provisions of the original act so far as the soldiers of the Mexican 


| war are concerned. 


I think it might be well to extend | 


who are in favor of the amendments of the Senate to the Mexican-war | 


pension bill, that they believe it is but just to them, to the House, and | Bunker Hill, and Yorktown were not allowed a service-pension until 


to the country that I should correct some of the mistakes that were 
inadvertently committed in the argument of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Hewitt]. Lhope, therefore, while the conference commit- 
tees are absent and are engaged in other work, the House will not take 
a recess, but that I will be permitted to proceed to make that state- 
ment. I had the floor at the time the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


{[Mr. RANDALL] entered the House with a conference report, and | 


yielded it because I did not desire to obstruct that business, in which 
the whole House and the country are so deeply interested. Having 
been thus courteous to the House I do think I am not asking too much 
when I appeal to it to allow me to proceed. 

Mr. HENLEY. My recollection is—I appeal to the House for its 
accuracy upon that point—that the gentleman from Indiana had ap- 


proximately the same amount of time that the gentleman from Ala- | 


bama has had. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman from California is very 
much mistaken. Heis mistaken by over forty-five minutes; that is all. 

Mr. HENLEY. I do not think so. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
the privilege of addressing the House. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Indiana has made a mo- 
tion for a recess for one hour. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will not thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] 


consent that we remain in session for debate only on this question, no | 


other business to be transacted ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I made the motion I did out of deference to the 
common sentiment of our country in regard to the employments proper 
for the Sabbath day. I think Congress should show a decent respect 
for the opinions of their constituents in regard to the Sabbuth, and that 
no other business should be done to-day than that which is necessary 
to be done. That is my sentiment; but I will not insist on the mo- 
tion. I withdraw the motion for the recess. 

Mr. YOUNG, Irenewit. I move that the House take a recess 
until 6 o'clock. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
did not make that suggestion when the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
HEWITT] was addressing the House. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I hope my friend from Tennessee [ Mr. 
YOUNG] will be generous to the opposition and not insist on his motion 
for a recess. 

Mr. YOUNG. I should be very glad to hear the gentleman from In- 
diana on this important question. 
gentlemen will want to be heard, and I should like to have an oppor- 
tunity of discussing the question myself 

Mr. PETERS. 
the motion for a recess. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. YOUNG] that the House’ take a recess until 6 
o'clock. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 58 

So (further count not being called for) the motion was not agreed to. 

MEXICAN-WAR PENSIONS. 

The SPEAKER. 
entitled to the floor. 
ing. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, when I yielded the floor I 
was proceeding to say that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] 
criticises the amendments to this bill—one of them, at least—because 
in the case of widows the pension is not confined to those who were 
wives of the soldiers at the time they performed the services or at the 


He has forty-eight minutes of his time remain- 


I hope the gentleman will be granted | 


I regret my colleague [Mr. HOLMAN] | 


| States a single acre of the public domain. 





But if he addresses the House other | 


I give notice that I shall insist on a quorum on | 


| ceived bounties in money; 
| Mexican war. 


| that by several acts of Congress there wns give 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BRowNeE] is | 


In that he is evidently mistaken. For, as I said 
this morning, they not only cut off from a right to pension all those 
whose names appeared on the roll, but who actually performed no serv- 
ice in that war, but they restrict the service pension to two classes: 
First, to those who have attained or may hereafter attain the age of 62; 


such character as is € quivalent to some of the causes prescribed or rec- 
ognized in the pension laws of the United States. 
ice-pension is most generous. 

The men who fought at Lexington and Monmouth, and Saratoga, 


And this as aserv- 


June 7, 1832, fifty years after the close of the Revolution, and when 
its survivors were of the average age of 75 years. And then no pro- 
vision was made for the surviving widows. They were given a pen- 
sion for the first time by the act of July 4, 1836. No Revolutionary 
soldier was entitled to a pension under the act of 1832 unless he had 
served at least six months. We did not give a soldier of 1812 a short- 
service pension until March, 1878, nor until the average age of the 
soldiers of that war was 86 years. By this most liberal bill we require 
of the Mexican war soldier a service of fourteen days only, and that 
he shall have but attained the age of 62. In the light of these unde- 
niable facts, who will say this measure is illiberal to the Mexican war 
soldier? Who would put him above the heroic men of 1776 and 1812? 

But, sir, I have shown that this bill as it is amended restricts rather 
than enlarges the class of claimants to whom pensions would have been 
given under the original act. My friend, therefore, is mistaken, very 
badly mistaken, when he objects to this bill because it increases the 
expenditures from the Treasury. It does txactly the reverse. 

He next insists that the bill discriminates against the Mexican soldier 
and in favor of the soldier who performed service in the Union Army 
in the late war. Here he commits a still graver mistake. But before 
proceeding to discuss that point I hope he will allow me to call his 
attention to the fact that every one of the Mexican soldiers, those who 
were actually in the service and those who were not in it, has been given 
by the liberality of the American Congress a land-warrant for one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of the public domain. Every man of them has 
received his land-warrant or his land-scrip or its equivalent who was 
in the service of the Government in the Mexican war. 

The legislation of Congress on that subject began by providing that 
those who had served a given length of time should receive a land- 
warrant for one hundred and sixty acres, another class serving Jess time 
should receive eighty acres, and still another class forty acres. But 
by subsequent legislation all of them, without regard to the time of 
service, were given each one hundred and sixty acres of the public do- 
main. The record shows that these men got their land to the last acre. 
In this they have been favored above the Union soldier 

This land bounty has never been accorded to the Union soldier of 
the late war. No matter how long he may have served, how valuable 
or how distinguished his services may have been, he has never received 
and perhaps never will receive from the Government of the United 
Those who oppose this bill 
will certainly never vote him a land-warrant 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask the gentleman to yield one 
ment. I would like to ask him ifa large numbet 
did not receive a bounty in money 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Yes, a very large 
which were not 
But a very large number (a fifth or sixth of 
number, perhaps ten times as many as all 
Mexican war) received no bounty at all, or, if 
one. But, sir, were these wars equal —equal 
in suffering, in danger, in results, in anything? 

Now let me ¢all the attention of gentlemen of t 


mo- 
of the Union soldiers 


them re- 
the 
whole 
the 
yniticant 


in dur: I I irifice, 


number of 
} 


given to the soldis 


! t 
rs of 


the 
who were red in 


any, a \ 


tact 
the 
war of 1812, of the Mexican war, and of the va vars which 
the gentleman from Alabama included in his | 
of which he seems to be 
acres of the public lands 
this gift! 

Mr. HEWITT, o 
that if he will exan 
land was stolen from th 


he passage 
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BROWNE, of Indiana. 
rise me 
HEWITT, of Alabama. 


little extravagant 


Stolen from them? Howstolen? You 


[ perhaps should not say two-thirds, 
But at least one-fourth of the land granted 
oldiers of the Indian wars and of the Mexican war was abso- 
stolen from them 

BROWNE, of Indian: By whom ? 
HEWITT, of 


rds in New 


1 will 


\labama Yo 
York and other States that the land-warrants were 
ned from the soldiers and sold to other parties. 

BROWNE, of Indiana. Suppose that were true; I am talking 

what the Government did The fact the gentleman states, if 

ct the generous disposition of the Gov- 
toward these men hat these soldiers 
ernment 


‘ 
atte 
t of the United States 
windled is no 
HEWITT, of Alabama i beg your pardon 
BROWNE, of Indiana Lllow me to proceed 


OOO OOO oft 


fault of the Go 


Let me say that 
to these soldiers over 
Now. 


two millions of acres makes 


int 
” ity 


y lands given 
he soldiers of the Mexican war alone 
moment Sixty 


16.000_.000 acres 
] at that 
‘ a do- 
The Mexican war 

irge as that State Yet the 
rentleman tal } the legislation of Congress discriminating against 


iy 


i territory 311 miles square 
= a me t} tate of 


i shdiana 


two-thirds as |; 


they have been favored by that 


ve shown, and as I will show as I 


} 


rroceed 


he thing the man has asserted is that this eighth section, 
ippose n mr tir th the other provisions ol the bill, 
from the Treasury of nited States the 
$2,000,000, 000 ive been gratified had the gentleman fa- 
vored the House with the figures by which he reached that startling 


com 


take i 


wi luke the | 


wserting that this estimate is absurd 


uUS1OI 
I to do in figuring upon estimates for pensions 
and am safe in saying that the gentleman’s 
Now let us see To be brief, 


inate made by any one who understands the 


the aggregate, 


upon t} 


state nt 3; aril xayveration 
to the highest est 


according 


question this bill ir including every class of pensioners 
contemplated by it, will not put upon the pension-rolls more than 250,000 
names Remember that there are now pending in the Pension Bureau 
from two hundred and fifty to three hundred thousand applications for 
percentage of which will go upon the pension-roll 
law as it now stands 


pe nsions, a 
unde: 


Lure 
tie 

If claimants for pensions under the eighth section of this bill are 
taken from those who have applications now pending, and many will 
be, the result as to these will not be to increase the pension expendi- 
tures at all, for if they are not paid under this act they will be paid 
under the general law. However this may be, I put the highest num- 
ber of beneficiaries under these amendments at 250,000. The average 
pension will be about $100 a year, and the amount to be met therefore 
will be $25,000,000 for the first year. But we must remember that 


these pensions, under the eighth section, are granted only to a class of | kind of amendment to these provisions put upon the bill by the Sen- 
disabled or diseased or infirm persons, and that death from year to year | 


And it is not within the possibility of 


will rapfdly diminish the roll 


things that it can reach $2,000,000,000 or $1,000,000,000 or $500,000, - 
000. 


I believe sincerely that the total cost of the Senate amendments to | lieve that there can be at this stage of the session a single amendment 


| accomplished to remedy the ‘‘ inequalities ’’ 


this bill will not be equal to the sum the Government has paid as in- 
terest on the national debt for a single year. The opposition to this 
measure set up its cost simply to frighten the timid. 

But again, it is claimed that this bill by the eighth section discrim- 


inates against the soldier of the Mexican war and in favor of the Union | accomplished. 


soldier Let us see 


The first section gives, as I have already at- 


tempted toshow, a service-pension to those who have attained the age | 
of 62, and to those who are disabled or who are dependent, and pen- | 


sions are provided for those who served from one to fourteen days 
That is what is done for the soldier of the Mexican war. If he served 
from one to fourteen days, 
62 years 
a pension 
How is it as to the Union soldier, under the provisions of the eighth 
section’? In the first place, he must have served three months—not 
merely one day or fourteen days. In the next place, the language is: 
Who has or sha 
gross 
In the first place he 
place, he 
his 
that 
And sha deper 
chargea on t ch 
supp 
All these things must concur before the Union soldier can receive a 
pension under the eighth section of this bill. He must have served 
three months; he must be disabled in a pensionable degree, and he must 


or if he suffers under a disability or is dependent, he receives 


| become disabled from any cause not the result of his own 
carelessness, A« 


must be 


own vicious habits or disreputable conduct 


lent upon his own labor for support, or shall be 


rity of others who are not by law required to give him 
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Certainly not by the Gov- | 


tind by an examination of 


immense sum of 


| united with my friend from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] 


if he has attained or shall attain the age of 


JULY 5 


be dependent upon his own labor or upon the charity of other people to: 
support. 

Now, let me stop here and appeal to gentlemen on both sides. Asa 
matter of justice to the soldier who has faithfully and heroically served 
his country, ought not the Government, when that soldier becomes dis- 
abled and dependent, to put him upon the pension-roll and save him 
from becoming the object of private or public charity, whether he is t 
be supported by others who are under no obligations to support him 
whether he must be committed to one of the common poor-houses 
the country? Can it be possible that any one denies this obligation of 
the country ” 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Always tomy friend from Tennessee 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman has described two classes of cases 
provided for under this bill, the cases of soldiers of the Mexican war 
and the cases of soldiers of the late war. 


Now, does not the gentleman 
think it unjust to give to the widow of the soldier of the Mexican y 
only $8 a month, and to the widow of a soldier of the late war $12 
month? Does he not think it unjust to give to the totally dis: 
soldier of the Mexican war $8 a month, and to the totally disabled s 
dier of the late war $24a month? There is what I conceive to be t 
great injustice of this bill, which I think no man can justify. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have attempted to show that wh 
the provisions of this bill are extended to soldiers of the Mexican w 
who performed from one to fourteen days’ service—a class of soldic 
every one of whom has received one hundred and sixty acres of the p 
lic lands; a benefit which has not been given to the Union soldie: 
this bil) is not objectionable as creating a discrimination or an inequa 
ity between these two classes of soldiers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But that remark does not apply to all of eit] 
class \ portion of the Union soldiers received $300 bounty, ar 
portion of the soldiers of the Mexican war, who are to get but $- 
month for total disability, served not only three months but a yea 
more than a year. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. But will the gentleman permit m« 
say that under this eighth section a disabled Union soldier may receive 
only $8 or $4 or $2 or $1 a month, while in every instance the soldic 
of the Mexican war is to have $8 a month? Underthe eighth sectior 
of this bill the pension to be received by the Union soldier is to be fis 
according to the degree of disability, while to the Mexican soldie: 
without regard to the degree of his disability, the bill grants a pensio1 
of $8 a month absolutely. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But where the disability is total the soldier 
one class gets $8 a month and the soldier of the other class $24 a month 


| There is the injustice of which I complain. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That may be true. I do not say tha 
this measure, taken as a whole, does not contain some inequalities and 
defects. But the gentleman will permit me to say to those who have 
I do not say 
that this remark includes the gentleman, and it does not make any 
difference whether it does or not—do you not know that by your ta 
tics you have prevented us as well as yourselves from suggesting any 


ate? You have absolutely tied the hands of this House so that we 
have not been able to amend this bill at all in order to meet the obje« 
tions which you now make to it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But there is no man here deluded enough to be- 


of which the gentleman 
speaks. The gentleman does not say that he believes such amendment 
practicable 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not know what might have been 
I only know we had no opportunity totry. I attempted 
to reach this measure a week ago and was voted down. 

Mr. MCMILLIN rose. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If the gentleman will indulge me, I 


| have a line of argument I desire to follow. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I was going to call the gentleman’s attention to 
the fact, in response to what hesaid, that his motion to adopt the amend- 
ment of the Senate is the very injustice we speak of. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It does not come with good grace for 
gentlemen to talk about the bad faith of denying motions to adopt 
amendments and all that when they put a bill through this House 
under a suspension of the rules which they now confess was extrava 
gant and would take millions of dollars from the Treasury of the United 


| States. 
must have served three months; in the second | 
suffering from a disability which is not the result of 
What further than | 


Mr. McMILLIN. The bill which came from the Senate is no more 
like the one which went from the House 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No; it is very much improved, I admit 
It is juster if not cheaper. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have attempted to show that when you tak« 


| this whole measure together there is in it no injustice, extravaganc: 


or inequality of which the gentleman or the country have a right to 


| complain, and I have attempted to show in the second place that the 


eighth section, to which so much objection was made by the gentleman 
from Alabama, is absolutely just to both the Union and Mexican wat 
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soldiers. I do not believe the gentleman from Alabama, with all his 
courage, would dare put himself upon record as voting against it. He 
may stand up and be counted against it, but when the roll is called 
this record ‘‘ that doth make cowards of us all’ would probably show 
his name in its favor. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. 
not vote upon the record. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman may have that courage. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will let 
me make a suggestion as to the amount of cash which will be required 
to pay these pensions. The Commissioner has informed me twice that 
he had made a careful computation of the amount which would be re- 
quired to pay these pensions, and that the provision relating to Union 
soldiers would amount to $12,000,000, and the provision relatin 
Mexican soldiers to $4,000,000, and that he is satistied it will cos 
more. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am very thankful to the gentleman 
for giving the House that information. I said that the amended bill 
would cost twice that much, and am willing to stand by it if it should, 
to stand by it at all costs, for it is right. what this bill 
prov ides as it now stands. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
qu stion? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not know whether I can, as the 
yentleman from New York often asks questions that are very puzzling 

Mr. COX, of New York. Do you not think this bill has been handi- 
capped and loaded down in order to reject it? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Dolsothink? No 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes; has not the Mexican pension 
been handicapped with amendments in order to destroy it ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The only obje ctionable part of the bill 
is the Mexican war part of it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. You do not answer my question 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No, sir; not our side. 
heard such an intimation before. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The Senate loaded it down to reject it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have heard rumors of certain gentle- 
men professing to support the bill who were not in earnest about it 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iam rather simple about it, but did you 
not handicap the bill with these amendments? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have no doubt you are simple about 
it. The opposition can not escape by this route, even by your help. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes; it means the truth, and that is all 
there is about it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. What is the next amendment of the 
Senate? It is simply to increase the pension of the widows of private 
soldiers from $8 to $12 amonth. This applies to widows of all soldiers 
in all our wars. The simple statement of the fact is all I need say 
in its defense. That is all; the statement makes its own argument 
that we propose to give these widows the pitiful sum of $12 a month. 
I take it for granted nobody but the gentleman from Alabama and 
those who have obstructed the passage of the bill are opposed to this 
amendment. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the gentleman had listened to me 
last night he would have known that I said that I would vote for that 
part of the bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The next amendment is that where one 
drawing a pension from the United States because of disability dies 
leaving a widow and infant children, that a pension shall inure to the 
widow and the infant children without proof that the death was actu- 
ally the result of the disability. In other words, when the pensioner 
who needs the pension in his own lifetime for the support of his wife and 
children dies, the widow and infant children shall be entitled to suc- 
ceed to the pension without proof, as is now required by law,that the 
death actually occurred by reason of the disabilities for which he is 
put upon the pension-roll in the first instance; and the mere statement 
of that proposition is all I care to say in its defense. Its justice has 
not prevented gentlemen from filibustering for three whole days to 
defeat it. 

What next? The law as it now is gives a pension to the infant chil- 
dren of deceased soldiers until they reach the age of 16 years. That is 
the existing law. 

Now, this next provision extends the pension to the infant children 
of deceased soldiers after they have passed beyond the age of 16 years 
in the event they are of unsound mind, insane, or idiotic, or 
other respects helpless and unable to take care of themselves 


I never votestanding up when I would 


to 
+ 
t 


no 


Let us see 


Will the gentleman from Indiana answer a 


bill 


on I have not 


ure in 


This section, therefore, simply declares that the helpless condition of 


infancy continues as to these children after they have attained the age 
of 16 years. In the case of children in perfect health and sound mind 
the pension terminates at 16 years; but when they are helpless because 
of unsoundness of mind or disease of body the pension continues to 
them, as it ought to do; and I challenge any gentleman to controvert 
the propriety of that provision in the Senate amendment. I want to 
see who has the courage to deny a pension to this helpless class of 
soldiers’ orphans. And what next? 

The next continues the pension to the dependent father and mother 






where the soldier son has left no widow or minor children, under almost 
the same conditions that continues the husband's pension to the widow. 
Where the pensioned soldier died from his disability leaving no depend- 
ent children or widow it continues the pension to the father or mother 
when it is shown that the father or mother were dependent upon their 
own labor for support, or are dependent upon the charitable contribu- 
tions of others who are under no legal obligation to afford them that 
support. Let me here quote this section. It is as follows 

SEc. 12 That 
cause of death and the 


having been sl 


1 considering the claims of dependent parents the fact 
fact that the soldier left no widow or 1 

pwn as required by law, it shall be necessary o1 
ufficient evidence that such dependent parent is 


and 
hildren 
vy toshow by 
without other 


Inor « 








competent and 





present means of comfortable support than his or her own manual labor, or the 
contributions of others not legally bound for his or her support; and such as 
may be found to be ititled to $8 a month under existing laws shal! receive in 
lieu thereof $12 a month from the date of this act 

That, Mr. Speaker, isa humane provision which simply gives a pen- 


sion to the old mother or father of a son who is dead, because of wounds 





or disabilities incurred in the service lhis section confines the pension 
to cases where the proof of fact has been made that the death was the 
result of wound or disabilities incurred by the soldier in the service 
of the United States, and in that event the Government comes for 

ward and says to the parents of the soldier who has given his life, who 
has laid himself down in the valley of death because of his pat otism 
and his the Government says it will provide for that father 
and mother if they are so poor as to be de pend nt upon their da labor 
for their maintenance, or are dependent upon the charities of others 
Is not this right? It will enlarge the pension-roll but little, and the 
few this section will add to it will not remain upon it long These 
old men and women are rapidly passing away Before the i] 1] 
rone let the nation testify its regard for the sacrifices of their dead sons 
by giving them a little pension 

Che last of the Senate amendments is one that I think « 


ber of the House who has had any experience 


recognizes aS most eminently 
where the 


of its citizen 


in the f 


just, and prope 
of the United States h 


1 
wise, It provides that 


Government is accepted the se1 
is accepted him into the military service 
ceptance shall be pro vidence of the fact that, he was sound at 
time of his enlistment. It simply applies, what ought to be the 
rule in such cases, the doctrine of estoppel as against the Government 
and forbids it to deny the soundness of its citizen soldiet 
voluntarily accepted his services. 
only 3 


, that that ac- 
a facie ¢ 


} 
the 


aiter it has 
It yust be remembered that it is 
: and may be set aside by proot of the fact that the dis 
ability existed prior to or at the time of his enlistment, and in that 
event no pension will be given 

The present law, which requires from the pension claimant affirma 
tive proof of soundness at enlistment, is not only a great hardship but 
it has defeated thousands of meritorious claims. Weall know this. No 
one denies it or dares attack this amendment. 

Now, gentlemen, I have gone over the amendments of the Senate to 
this pension bill. I admit that I was opposed te the Mexican war 
pension bill, and could not have voted for it as originally presented to 
the House. But after these amendments, after the adoption of these 
very judicious amendments on the part of the Senate, I am heartily 
in favor of it. With certain amendments, which I mentioned in the 


a facie, 


| discussion at the time, I would have supported the original Mexican 


war pension bill. In regard to the Mexican war soldier I then said : 


Now, what dol say in regard tothese sixty-day men’? Hereis anamendment 
I propose to offer to the bill. I propose—and I speak for myself—to give every 
man who actually served in Mexico or participated in any battle in the Mexican 
war a pension, without regard to the time of his service. I propose, it 
ond place, to put on the pension-roll every man who was on the muster-roll of 
the Army of the United States for sixty days in that war who will show he was 
in such pecuniary condition as to need the assistance of the Government in his 
maintenance 


the sex 


As to the Union soldiers and their interests, I said 


I insist that when this bill is considered come into the House. so that 
we may have an opportunity of amending it and by our amendments seek to do 
justice to the soldiers of the war for the Union 


it shal! 


As the bill has at last been amended to meet in a large measure my 
views in these, I have given it my sincere support 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the 


gentleman pardor 





ment? The section that he has just referred to in regard to } t of 
soundness I would be willing to extend still further I would go tur 
ther than even the Senate goes, because when the Government accepts 
the services of the soldier, after it has made its exan 0 d 
clared him sound and accepted him into the service 
ought to be estopped from denying his claim in that I 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana I suhm 0 ( 
bama whetlier s exactly fair for hin te! y 
peat his speech in the body of mine I desire to b 1 and 
gent to all gentlemen upon the floor I un n g > 
occupy the positi that this ‘ st p f t 
want to put him in a false light I ha 
exactly as they appea ! have ts : 
attempted to show to the t i 
are wise and 

‘+ Te sat } } ‘ 


assent to l s such ) ‘ should pass 
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tion from any quarter. I have attempted to show that the expend- 
itures involved in this measure have been exaggerated—I hope not 
intentionally exaggerated; but that they have been frightfully exag- 
gerated is certain 

I have attempted to show that it is impossible in the nature of things 
that this measure can cost the Treasury of the United States one-fourth 
or more than one-fourth of the sum named by the gentleman from 
Alabama, 

How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore Mr. THOMPSO> 
eighteen minutes of his time remaining 


Mr. TILLMAN. 


suggest one difficulty? 


The gentleman has 
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| his time remaining. 


~ 
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te 


twice he has made a careful computation in his office of the cost of 


| this bill, and he asserts it can not exceed sixteen and a half millions 


all told. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 


Letitbeso. How much time have] left? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The gentleman has eleven minutes of 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Now, I can not tell the number of those 


| who are dependent; but allow me to say, under the liberal provisions 
| . . ° . ° 
| of the pension laws and their administration by the Pension Office a 


SHEND] stated a moment ago that the Commissioner of Pensions had 
stated the costof this bill would be about $12,000,000 a year for Union 


soldiers 
be retained in the bill granting pensions on the ground of dependence— 
dependence either on the labor of thesoldier or upon private charity— 
whether that is not such an unknown quantity that no man can ap- 
proximate an accurate estimate. In that connection will the gentle- 
map please permit me @ minute longer ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
ortwo gentlemen. But if the House willextend my time long enough 


I have no objection to the request of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina 


Mr. TILLMAN. 


I think the House will be willing to extend the 
gentleman’s time. 


Will not that provision offera premium for pauper- 
ism; Or, will it not offer an inducement to the soldier to be improvi- 
dent or vicious and to look forward to the prospect expressed in the 
song of the English pauper: 

Hang sorrow, and drive away care, 

The parish is bound to find me? 

Will it not also stimulate soldiers who have but little visible property 
to sell that property so as to have the evidence of their possessing no 
means of keeping them from being dependent put out of the way? 
That is the unknown quantity, in my judgment, that will make these 
pensions aggregate the sum suggested by the gentleman from Alabama. 
I would thank the gentleman from Indiana if he would address him- 
self to that view of the subject; for I assert in all seriousness, not 
only speaking for myself but for my section, that we are willing to vote 
liberal pensions to the widows of the Union soldiers, to their orphans, 
and to every soldier who was disabled in the service; but we are not 
willing to vote for pensions to those men who have been disabled by 
their own immoral act, or who are dependent or may become so when 
the Government shall have offered this premium for improvidence and 
vice or, as I said a moment ago, pauperism. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. TILLMAN] is always frank and always candid. As regards any 
estimate of the cost of a pension bill there is always an uncertainty 
about it, and accuracy is impossible. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But to grant pensions on the ground of general de- 
pendence is a new principle, is it not? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is not altogether a new principle. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. It is the law now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suppose that there may be a few exceptional 
cases in which pensions have been given on the ground of special de- 
pendence. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I hope the gentleman from South Car- 
olina will not interrupt me further, and I would like to have my time 
extended, as I have agreed to give away some portion of it. 

I say briefly it is impossible to state accurately what the cost will be. 


Now I wish to ask the gentleman trom Indiana if the clause | 


| considerable extent. 





The estimate of the cost I have made is this: Under the provisions of | 


the bill as it now is, limiting the age of the Mexican soldier to 62 and 
of the widow to 62, and with the provision contemplated by the billas 


to dependency, I believe it will cost the first year about $4,000,000. | 


But after persons have arrived at that age and are in addition to that 


disabled they can not live long, and it will be in the very nature of things | 


a very short time until that roll would entirely disappear. 
have reached 62 years itis but a step to the grave. I will notattempt 
to give an estimate as to the annual per cent. of decrease that would 
occur to the Mexican war soldier roll. 
soon pass away. Under the limitations of the bill, as amended, the 
Mexican war roll will be neither large nor expensive. 

Now, in the next place, I have estimated the beneficiaries provided 


After we | 


It is clear, however, that it will | 


large proportion of these are being taken up on the pension-roll unde: 


| the general law, and I do not believe this class will be large or that it 
Will the gentleman from Indiana permit me to | 


The gentleman from [linois |Mr. Town- | 


will add largely to the expenditure. 
mistaken. 

In the next place, Ido not believe that this will be an inducement to 
pauperism; I do not think it. Men generally shrink from pauperism 
or poverty. I know that human nature is depraved and will resort 


About that, however, I may be 


| in order to obtain money, very often to measures that are not reputa- 


ble; but I am not willing to believe that this thing will be done to any 
I know that the true soldier is incapable of such 


athing. My answer toall that is that this submits the conditions, the 


| proofs, the practice in the Pension Office, the character of the evidence 
I have agreed to give some time to one 


to be received to the Secretary of the Interior; he provides the rules 
under which the proofs are to be made, and it is very easy for him to 
require the applicant for the pension to show whether or not recently 


| before his application he has disposed of any part of his means; and the 


Secretary may by rule provide against contingencies of this character 
and contine the benefits of this bill to those who are honest claimants 
No, no! He who was a true soldier is an honest man, and I do not 
fear that the generosity of the people will be imposed on. He who 
does so under the guise of a soldier or of a soldier’s dependent rela- 
tive will receive the contempt, the merited contempt, of every honest 
man and every faithful and patriotic soldier. It isno more possible to 
take advantage of these than of other provisions in the pension laws. 

And in conclusion permit me to say that, regarding the provisions of 
these amendments as just, I believe they ought to be granted to the 
Union soldiers of the country. I believe they are entitled to receive 
these benefits. I believe a great and magnanimous people are willing 
to accord these benefits to them. 

More than that, I think that when the nation is strong and vigorous, 
its commercial condition healthy, millions of dollars in its Treasury, 
with a taxing power without limit; when we are taking in from taxes 
upon tobacco and spirits $100,000,000 a year, and when we can add to 
that a tax upon the incomes of the rich if the exigencies of the case re- 
quire it—while we can pay these just pensions, meet the demands of 
this beneficent measure without its being a burden upon our people, 
I do not think we ought to stop and count its cost. The soldier of the 
nation did not stop to count the peril or the sacrifice when the drum- 
beat and the bugle-blast called him to the battlefield. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I yield to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I thank the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE] for his courtesy. In all this discussion I have not said one 
word. I simply desire now to send to the Clerk’s desk and have read 
a letter from a constituent of mine upon the Senate amendments to 
this bill. His character will be vouched for by every one who knows 
him and his intelligence is illustrated by his letter. His politics are 
stated in the letter. He is a consistent Republican, having never 
voted the Democratic ticket in his life. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Thatis good. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. This letter expresses my views so clearly and 
so fully, that I will ask the gentleman to give me the courtesy of having 
it printed in the REcorD. 

Several MEMBERS. Let it be read. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well; I ask to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CyYNTHIANA, Ky., June 25, 1854 

Dear Str: I am one of the surviving soldiers of the Mexican wrr and a Re- 
publican at that, but the action of the United States Senate yesterday in its 
amendments (o the House bill granting pensions to the survivors of that war 
is excedingly displeasing to me and my comrades, and it is to be hoped that the 
House of Representatives will never disgrace itself by concurring in them 

If we can not be placed on the pay-rolis upon an equal footing with the men 


who served in the war of 1812 we do not crave that distinction. We broug!t 
a world of wealth to our country, and now, after a lapse of more than thirty 


| seven years, if the Congress of the United States is still unwilling to recognize 


for by the bill, leaving out the Mexican soldiers, at 210,000—I think | 


a very liberal estimate—and the average pension $100 a year; making 
for the first year $21,000,000, and a total of $25,000,000. 


And I may make the same remark in regard to this list which I made | 


a moment ago. This includes the class of old people, that is, the de- 
pendent fathers and mothers, who must necessarily be old because the 
Union 
older than they; so that the class of those that are dependent must 
necessarily very rapidly disappear from the pension-roll. They can 
not stay there long. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND 


too large an estimate. The Commissioner of Pensions has told me 


veterans are now old men and their fathers and mothers are | 


. . ' 
I think the gentleman from Indiana has made 


our trials and sufferings in that war, we beg of you and the rest of the members 
of your honorable body to see that we are not insulted and humiliated by restric 
tions 
Hoping that the House of Representatives will never suffer the bill to pass in 
ite present form, 
I am, dear sir, very truly and sincerely, yours, 


A. WILLIAMSON 


Hon. J. C. 8S. BLACKBURN, 


Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It was unanimously understood that 


| because of the interruptions while I was speaking I should have ten 


minutes’ additional time 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have, I think, about eight minutes of 
my own time remaining. 











The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes of his original 
me. 

Mr. JORDAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
ion? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If it isnot to come out of the little time 
allowed me, and I take it for granted that it is not, 1 am entirely will- 
ing 

Mr. JORDAN. I understood the gentleman to say that in order to 
pay the large amount of pensions that might be required by passing this 
bill he was in favor of having an income tax imposed in this country. 
I would like to ask him first whether he is in favor of sucha tax as that; 
and, secondly, whether in his judgment the increase of pensions pro- 
vided by this bill would require an increase of taxation in this country ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I answer the first question by saying 
unhesitatingly—yes. If my record had been of sufficient consequence 
to have attracted the attention of the gentleman, he would have known 
that I have put myself on record as in favor of that kind of tax when- 
ever the necessities of the Government required it. 

To the second question, I answer that I do not believe it will be 
necessary to resort to any further taxation beyond that which now ex- 
ists in order to pay this increased pension-roll. 

Mr. JORDAN. Then you do not believe that there is any necessity 
for an income-tax now ? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have answered my friend’s question. 
I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
MILLER]. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Very early in the first session of 
the Forty-seventh Congress I took occasion to state, when a bill was 
under discussion to grant a pension of $50 per month to the widow of 
the late General Alex. Hayes, of Pennsylvania, that while I would not 
vote against any reasonable bill which gave a higher rate of pension 
than $8 a month to the widows of officers of the Union Army, I thought 
that the rate of pensions to the widows of private soldiers should be 
largely increased, and that the widow of the private soldier should re- 
ceive as large a pension as the widow of an officer. The Senate amend- 
ment to the Mexican pension bill, now under discussion, grants an in- 
crease from $8 to $12 per month. It is conceded that bill can not ney 
pass this session. 
they were willing to vote for a separate proposition increasing the rate 
to$12permonth. I therefore send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have 
read as part of my remarks such a bill, and I ask unanimous consent 
that it may be put on its passage. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


~ 
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it is just, right, and proper All admit tha ®& measure 
passes by unanimous consent the widows of the private soldiers must 
take the pittance they now receive by law 


receive the increased rate 


} 


, while the widows of oflicers 
In behalf of the widows of the priv 
diers who fell in the serv ice, or who have since died of di 

tracted in the line of duty, in behalf of those who have no voice in 
} 


making our laws, and who must accept what we offer 


ate sol- 


isabilities con- 


. in behalf of the 


widows of the gallant dead, I ask the gentleman from Kentucky [M1 
TURNER] to withdraw his objection as 
[Here the hammer fell 
Mr. TURNER, oft Kentucky Mr Speaker, I demanded the regu- 


lar ordet 
The SPEAKER Phat is equivalent to an objection 
Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky I did not say I objected to the bill 
The SPEAKER. But that is the effect of the demand fo1 
ular order. 
Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky 


¢ 
t 


‘ 
ya 


know that; but 


I it Ido not want to 
be placed in a false position. I expressed no opinion as to the merits 
of the bill. We passed a bill under the two-t rule pensioning 
Mexican veterans. The Senate loaded it down with amendments and 
virtually killed the bill. The gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. HEwirTr] 
has been trying for two days to get consideration of another bill pen- 


hirds 


sioning Mexican veterans reported from the Committee on Pensions. [| 
want to see that bill taken up and passed, and I do not want it ob 
structed by propositions of any character offered out of order Phat 


is the reason I demand the regular order I do not want to be misun- 
derstood or placed in a false position. Whenthe bill referred to by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] comes up in regular or- 
der let it take its regular course under the ru But lam opposed to 
these propositions offered out of order 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown}. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. After the passage of the Mexican 
pension bill through the House I took some pains to investigate the 
amount necessary to pay pensions under that bill. I desire now merely 
to ask permission of the House to insert in the RECORD some statistics 


les. 


| with reference to that subject, and to enlarge a little upon the effect of 


Gentlemen on both sides have stated to-day that | 


A bill to increase the rate of pension payable to widows of deceased soldiers | 


from $8 to $12 per month. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That all widows of soldiers and sailors who as 
such are now receiving under existing laws, general or special, the sum of $8 
per month, by reason of the death of such soldiers and sailors in service or 


the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman will have 
leave to print. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentlemgn will disclaim any intention 
to make any partisan remarks, I will not object. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I do that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I make no objection. 

Mr. HENLEY. Icall attention to the fact that the gentleman from 


| Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] on the other side of the House has ob- 


from a disability contracted inthe military or naval service of the United States, | 


and in line of duty, shall from and after this date be entitled to and receive the 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of said rate of $8, and all such widows who shall 


hereafter be found to be entitled to the rate of $8 per month under existing laws | 


shall be entitled to and receive the rate of $12 in lieu of said rate of $& 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. That is the provision of section 9 
of the Mexican war pension bill as amended by the Senate, and I ask 
unanimous consent that it be now put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ta, the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] that the bill which has been read by 
the Clerk be now put upon its passage ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. 
unanimous consent at this time ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Browne] 
yielded to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. But is it in order to submit a request 
for unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It isin order at any time to make a request for 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. MILLS. I understand the Committee on Invalid Pensions have 
reported the same thing. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is all right. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which is equivalent 
to an objection. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Do I understand the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. TURNER] to object to passing this bill at this 
time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has objected. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I regret that any one should make 
objection to the passage of this proposed bill. The subject has been 
considered by a committee of this House, and a bill similar to this has 
been unanimously reported, but at this late day of the session it is im- 
possible to reach that bill in regular order. All gentlemen upon both 
sides of this House admit that the rate of pension now paid to the widows 
of private soldiers ought to be increased. Without unanimous consent 
it is utterly impossible to pass the measure at this time. All admit 


Is it in order to make a request for | 


jected to any requests of this sort coming from this side. However,we 
take a Christian’s revenge and do not make any objection in this case. 

The SPEAKER. There is no objection, and the leave requested by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is granted. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I confess to a little surprise that 
any gentleman in this House should refer to the incorporation of some 
amendments intended to ameliorate the condition of the pension laws 

| in regard to the Union soldiers and their dependents as necessarily 
‘* handicapping ’’ a bill in behalf of the veterans of the Mexican war 
| The bill originally passed by this House in regard to soldiers of the 
| Mexican war provided for a service pension of $8 permonth. The Sen- 
| ate of the United States in several directions enlarged the operations 
of the bill as affecting Mexican war pensioners, and then ata late stage 
in the session, after it had been demonstrated that the House of Repre 
| sentatives was likely to fail to act upon any of the important measures 
called for by thousands of the people of this country for the liberaliza 
| tion and simplification of the pension laws in regard to the soldir 
the late war, it ingrafted upon the enlarged Mexican pension bil! 
series of amendments which have come before the House, and Congr 
is asked to enact a measure which prov ides liberally for 
Mexican and the same time does some dey 
several classes of persons entitled to pensions in connect 
late civil wat 
It is no part of my purpose in the three minutes 


rs of 
the 


soldiers of the 


wal at ree 0 stice 


¢ 


undertake to discuss in detail the merits of these prop« ! I 
state what will be attested by nearly every gen ! t 
when I say that no class of legislation which has claimed the a 
of Congress at this session has been urged upon th vod h re 
earnestness, with more generality of interest on bel f sses of 
the people of this country, than these measures demand e shall 
liberalize our pension laws in such a way 4s Ww el e t overn- 
ment to dis harg« sone part o! its duty to the s vw W 
disabled, after having served their cou vy in time of war, to : 
of such soldiers, to their orphan children, and to the aged and end 
ent mothers who gave their sons to perish in defense of t t fe 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana I yield the residu n tin to the 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JosepH D. TAYLOR} 
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Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr 
maining of the gentleman’s time? 

The SPEAKER. Three minutes 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I will ask an extension of three min- 
utes, as I am not in the habit of talking very much. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the gentleman will be 
allowed to occupy six minutes 


Speaker, how much is there re- 


There was no objection 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR addressed the House. [| Appendix. | 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana \s both sides have had equal time, |] 
move we take a recess until half-past 6 p. m 


| See 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama Che gentleman yields to me to submit 
a motion 

Ir. BROWNE, of Indiana. Certainly 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill I send to the Clerk’s desk and that it be put on 


its passapre 
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The Clerk read as follows 

A 1 Ii. R. 4009) to increase the pension of widows and dependent relatives of 
deceased soldiers and sailors 

Be it wted t the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
{ wne a in Congress assembled, That from and after the passage of this act the 
ate of pens for widows, minor children, and dependent relatives now on 
i pension-roll,or hereafter to be placed on the pension-roll, and entitled to 
rece i less rate than hereinafter provided, shall be $12 per month; and noth- 
ng herein shall be construed to affect the existing allowance of $2 per month for 
each i under the age of 16 years And all acts or parts of acts inconsistent 
“ i I sions of this act are hereby repealed 

St Phat no claim agent or attorney shall be recognized in the adjudication 
of clain er $s act, nor sha ys person be entitled to receive any 
com pt whatever for services or pretended services in making applica- 

Amend the title so as to read \ nerease the pensions of widows, 

iren, and dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors 

The SPEAKER Is there objection ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN Regular order 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indian: | now renew my motion to take a recess 
until 6.30 o’ clock 

Mr. WOLFORD. I hope the House will not take arecess now. Some | 
of us want to be heard on this bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana I promised to make this motion 

Many MEMBERS Say 7 o'clock 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If the House desires it I will modify the 
motion for the recess until 7 o’clock 


Che motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 50 min- 


utes p.m.) the House took a recess until 7 o'clock. 
AFTER THE RECESS 
Che recess having expired, the House (at 7 o’clock p. m.) resumed | 


its session 


PENSION 


Mr. BAGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table House pension bills with Senate amendments thereto, 
and move concurrence in the amendments of the Senate thereon This 
will perfect the legislation in reference to about a half dozen of these 
bills 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Bills of the following titles were accordingly taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, the Senate amendments read, severally considered, and con- 
curred in: 


BILLS 


A bill (H. R. 1042) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Sinfield; 

A bill (H. R. 1897) granting a pension to Catharine Hunter; 

A bill (H. R. 2979) granting a pension to Nancy Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 4417) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Miller; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 6530) to increase the pension to Richard Jobes 


Mr. BAGLEY moved to reconsider the several votes taken by which 
the Senate amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that 
ior tiifteen minutes. 

The motion was agreed to 
utes p 


the House now take a further recess 
and accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 7 min- 
m.) the House took a recess 

AFTER THE 


The recess having expired, the House (at 7 o’clock and 23 minutes 


RECESS. 


p. m.) resumed its session. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 


nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. 
Kt. 7235) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for prior years, and 
for those certified as due by the accounting officers of the Treasury in 
accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore paid 
from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes 


o 





- 
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Also, that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill | H 
5888) granting a pension to Ellen O’ Brian. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa 
tives was requested, namely 

A bill (S. 671) for the relief of Elon A. Marsh and Minard Lafeve; 
and 

\ bill (S. 1751) to amend an act entitled *‘ An act to provide a build 
ing for the use of the United States circuit and district courts, the post 
office, internal-revenue office, and other Government offices, at Erie, Pa 
and making an additional appropriation therefor.”’ 

ENROLLED 


Mr. GLASCOCK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the tfo)- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

4 bill (H. R. 4985) eupplemental to and amendatory of an act to 
corporate the Mutual Fire Insurance Company of the District of C 
lumbia. 


. 


BILLS SIGNED. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WELLER. I understand that there are some pension bills that 
have been passed by the Senate, which have come to the House and 
have been favorably reported by the House committee, and now on thx 
Speaker’s table. I move that these be taken up by unanimous consent 
and passed. I understand that it can be done in about twenty mi 
utes 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that th 
bills to which he refers are in Committee of the Whole House on th: 


Private Calendar. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I ask unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the fu 
ther consideration of Senate bills granting pensions. [Cries of ** Reg 


ular order!’’ | 
DEFICIENCY 


Mr. RANDALL Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged report 
l present the report ot the conference committee on the general deti 
ciency bill 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses o1 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7235) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations forthe fiscal year ending June 30, 1884 
and for prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of 
the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, heretofore 
paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 6,7, 8,9, 10, 22, 39, 47, 
48, and 49 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 17, 21, 92, and 122, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert ** $80,000;"’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreementto the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 85, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ** $70,000; "' and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 86, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘ $40,000 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 87,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert ** $301,000 ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat« 
numbered 101, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert ‘‘ $5,816," and insert after said amendment, as a new 
paragraph, the following 

“ For clerks to Senators, $27,666.” 

And the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the matter to be stricken out by the said amendment, and in line 8 thereof, 
after the word “subject,”’ insert the words “excepting $5,000 thereof; ’’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 117, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed in said amendment insert * $87,500;"’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 138, with an amendment as follows: Restore the mstter proposed to 
be stricken out by said amendment, and in line7 thereof, after the word “ case,’ 
insert the words ‘‘ which case shall be preferred in the order of the docket of 
said court.” 


APPROPRIATION BILL 


SAM. J. RANDALL, 

JAMES N. BURNES, 

W. H. CALKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House 

EUGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement accompanying the report was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 7235) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies for the fiscal year 1885, and for other purposes, submit the fol- 
lowing written statement in explanation thereof: 

The amendments of the Senate upon which the two Houses disagreed involved 
the appropriation of $759,222.54, of which sum itis agreed that the Senate yield 
$507 529.68, and that the House agree to $251,692.91. 
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| 
The bill as finally agreed upon appropriates $9,995,616.61, being $274,849.96 in | 
excess of the bill as passed in the House, and $835,461.63 less than as passed 
the Senate. 





SAM. J. RANDALL, 
W. H. CALKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. RANDALL. It is proper I should state to the House seriatim 
the effect of the report of the conference committee. There were in all 
twenty-three points in dispute. The first five related to one subject; 
that is, the paving around the public buildings. From this the Senate 
recede. . 

The next relates to the payment of expenses incurred in the fiscal 
vear 1883 in relation to the employment of certain internal-revenue | 
ofticers who were selected to traverse different States with a view to 
prevent any unlawful distillation of spirits from fruit. The amount 
asked for was $6,758.31. The House did not appropriate for that pur- 
pose. The Senate inserted theappropriation. The Senate recede, and 
the money, therefore, 1s not appropriated. 

The next is amendment numbered 11, which relates to the salaries 
and expenses of agents and subordinate officers of internal revenue. 
The House made no provision. The Senate inserted $150,000, based 
upon a communication from the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, | 
that owing to certain changes of the internal-revenue law this amount of | 
money was necessary. The Senate and the House have come to an 
agreement in relation to the amount by inserting $80,000, instead of 
$150,000 as in the Senate amendment. 

The next amendment of the Senate as to which there was disagree- 
ment, numbered 19, related to certain claims on the part of the States 
of California, Oregon, and Nevada. These grew out of the act of 1861 
levying twenty millionsof direct taxes on the States. A repayment of 
15 per cent. was provided for in case of prompt payment by the States. 
These three States did not pay quite on time. But there has been al- 
lowed to the State of Kansas under the circumstances this 15 per cent. ; 
and after a good deal of argument pro and con the conferees on the part 
of the House receded and allowed the aiaount of money to these three 
States under that clause in the act of 1361, believing that, Kansas having 
received payment under like circumstances, it was unjust not to give to 
these three additional States the amount. 

A MEMBER. How much is that? 

Mr. RANDALL. The amount is $43,151.17. 


The next amendment, numbered 21, was for the payment of a judg- | 


ment obtained against William Higby in the State of California. The 
House recede from disagreement to that amendment. The Senate in- 
serted the appropriation. There was no remedy, as the House conferees 
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of these clerks, at least in that way; yet they recognized the fact that 
the clerks had been appointed, had rendered service, and were without 
pay. The suggestion was made that that was not a desirable way of 
making provision for their payment, and the conferees determined to 
separate the amount which was to be paid to the Senators’ clerks trom 
the rest of the appropriation, and agreed to substitute these items for 
the one inserted by the Senate: 

For miscellaneous items, $,816. 

For clerks to Senators, $27,666. 

The House conferees thought it the more desirable way to have the 
amount of appropriation and the object for which it was intended ap- 
pear plain and distinct upon the face of the law, so that the Senators 


| themselves and that body should take all the responsibility in connec- 


tion with it. The House conferees were brought to agree to this change 
because they thought the House had made its opposition to this mode 
of employing clerks sufficiently expressive, and because they also real 
ized the fact that it was idle to continue the struggle any longer, for 
the Senate was as determined in this respect as the House possibly could 
be. We have to leave this to others. 

The next point of difference was the Senate amendment numbered 
110. The House inserted an appropriation of $25,000 for the Agricult- 
ural Department for the investigation of infectious and contagious 
diseases of domestic animals. By the passage of an act relating to the 
disease of pleuro-pneumonia that appropriation was made in part unnec 
essary. Therefore, the amount of $25,000 was reduced to $5,000, and 
that latter amount was given so that in case of necessity there might 
be a sum of money to provide for any danger that might hereafter arise 
in that regard. 

The next point of difference was upon the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 117, which appropriated $175,000 to provide for the pay- 
ment for land taken for a reservoir under the “‘ act to increase the water 
supply of the city of Washington, and for other purposes.’’ That 
amount was inserted by the Senate, the estimate having reached that 
body after the passage of the bill by the House, or at least having 
reached the Committee on Appropriations of the House after the bill 
had been reported. The conferees agreed upon the sum of $87,500, 
which was deemed sufficient for the present. 
| The next point of difference was Senate amendment numbered 122, 
| which is known as the provision for a bar against claims presented to 
the auditing officers of the Treasury Department and a restriction as to 
the time of presentation. The origitfl paragraph as inserted by the 
House upon the recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations 
was prepared with the approval and concurrence of the Secretary ot 





thought, in relation to that matter. Being a judgment, they had to 
accede, and the House recedes from its disagreement. 


The next is amendment numbered 22, to enable the Secretary of the | 


Treasury to reimburse the amount paid for expenses of commission ap- 
pointed to go to Louisiana in April, 1877, $3,950.73. That was indebt- 
edness, as the conferees on the part of the House thought, not authorized 
by law; and the Senate recede. 

The next is amendment numbered 39, which relates to certain claims 
under the act to aid in the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers. This subject is well understood in the House, and I need not 


enlarge particularly upon it. Part of this $10,000 was a claim against | 


the company before the United States resumed control of the work. The 
United States originally granted lands in connection with this improve- 
ment to promote it. The United States subsequently resumed owner- 
ship and control and has appropriated a large sum of money to that im- 


provement. These claims grew out of and are adjusted under the State | 


law of Wisconsin. They are not judgments but claims. The House 
did not originally insert them. The Senate recede from their payment. 

The next amendments are numbered 47, 43, and 49, and relate to the 
payment of certain claims in connection with contracts for the construc- 
tion of the monitors, the first one being an amount alleged to be due to 
Harlan & Hollingsworth; the next to William Cramp & Sons, and the 
third to John Reach. The House did not insert these and the conferees 
on the part of the House did not think that they could come in here as 
claims. The Senate recede from the payment of them. 

The next point of controversy relates to the fees of United States at- 
torneys and United States marshals. The amount asked for by the 
Attorney-General was $90,000. The amount allowed by the House was 
350,000. The Senate increased that to $90,000, and a compromise has 
been effected by making the amount $70,000. 

The same has been done in relation to the fees of marshals. The 
House inserted $25,000 for that purpose, the Senate increased it to 
$75,000, and the amount agreed upon in conference is $40,000. 

The next item of difference was amendment numbered 101, about 
which a great deal of feeling was exhibited in conference. The words 
inserted by the Senate were, ‘‘ for miscellaneous items, $33,482... A 


part of that was intended, and so stated in conference, to pay the clerks | 


of Senators who had been employed under the authority of a resolution 


of the Senate which provided for their payment out of the contingent | 


fund of the Senate. I need not go over the record of the controversy 
between the two Houses on this subject; it is known to all whom 
I address here. 


The House conferees did not feel disposed to accede to the payment 


the Treasury and the officers who have connection with these claims 
in their administration of the affairs of that Department. The Senate 
decided that it was new legislation and were unwilling to have it in this 
| bill, because as they alleged they had not had time to sufficiently ex- 
| amine the subject so as to be able to pass an intelligent judgment upon 
it. I do not understand the Senate to be hostile to that provision, but 
they want it to come in, as they allege, in the regular order, outside of 
an appropriation bill. 

The next point of disagreement involves certain claims of customs 
| officers or inspectors, amounting in the aggregate to about $180,000 
They are claims made by customs officers for the difference between 
what was allowed to them by the Secretary of the Treasury and what 
the auditing officers of the Treasury Department subsequently decided 
they were entitled to. The House inserted an appropriation for that 
| purpose, but accompanied it with a proviso that before any of this money 
should be paid to the claimants there should be a test case in the Court 
of Claims, so that there should be a judicial determination of the sub- 
ject whether the United States Government was under obligations to 
pay this amount. After a great deal of hesitation the Senate conferees 
agreed to yield this point, provided the decision of that test case by 
| the Court of Claims could be expedited. To reach that this language 
is inserted: ‘* Which case shall be preferred in the order of the docket 
in said court.’’ 

That, Mr. Speaker, is a full statement of the work of the committee 
of conference on this bill. And now, unless some one desires to speak 


the committee of conference. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will the chairman of the committee give me a mo- 
ment for a brief statement ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to speak for a moment with reference to 
Senate amendments numbered 5, 6, 7,8, and 9, making appropriations 
for paving the streets around public buildings. I want to make the 
| statement for the purpose of setting the members of the conference 
| committee right. While I believed, and still believe, that the Govern 
| ment of the United States ought to provide for this paving, while one 








of the other members of the conference committee, the gentleman from 
| Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs], believes with me on that subject and could 

not and did not yield, I finally yielded my judgment to that of the 

chairman of the committee, who seemed to feel that the Government 
of the United States ought not to be charged with this expense; and 

he and I alone are responsible for the action of the conference « mmit- 
! tee in this regard 


upon it, I demand the previous question on agreeing to the report of 
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I make this statement in justice to one of the conferees. I may say 
further that this was the last item of disagreement, and we had to 
yield it in order to reach an agreement upon the bill. I do not wish 
to speak with reference to any of the other questions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, as will be seen, the only item about 
which there is any difference on the part of the House conferees is amend- 
ment 101 of the Senate, appropriating $27,666 for the pay of clerks of 
Senators during the last To avoid the necessity of bringing 
that subject again to the attention of the House I wish to present the 
question now, inasmuch as the same question is involved in the remain- 
ing point of disagreement between the two Houses on the legislative, | 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill. I take it for granted, Mr. 
Speaker, that if the House should concur in this report, includimg this 
item of $27,666, such action ought to be considered as instruction to 
the conferees on the legislative bill as to the character of the report 
that shall be made upon the same subject embraced in that bill. 

In other words, I take it for granted, and I think I express the views 
of my associates on the conference committee upon the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial appropriation bill, that the House would prefer 
this appropriation should be definite and specific rather than in the 
form of an appropriation for general contingencies of the Senate. The | 
committee of conference on the legislative bill must report on one of 
two forms. Either they must report a disagreement (which would re- 
sult in the House concurring in that amendment or insisting upon the 
disagreement and asking a further conference) or they must report in 
favor of concurrence in this amendment, which would simply be an 
appropriation of $44,000 for contingencies of the Senate. 

Chus the House will see it is quite important that the question should 
be settled on this bill; for although this sum of $27,666 is for a deti- 
ciency for the service of the last year, yet if the House should accept 
this as a proper provision on this bill it would scarcely be consistent 
with the duty which one House owes to the other or with the courteous 
relations which should prevail between the two bodies that this House 
should at the same time refuse to make a corresponding appropriation 
for the current year 

I hope, therefore, in deciding whether this report shall be accepted 
it will be taken for granted, unless some gentleman objects to some 
other part of this bill, that the only matter about which there is any 
disagreement on the part of members is as to this item of $27,666. If 
this report should be adopted, the House would seem to instruct the 
committee on the legislative bill to make a report concurring on the 
appropriation of a definite sum for the payment of clerks of Senators 

Mr. McMILLIN. In order to get the exact sense of the House and 
in order that the instruction if given may be the real sense of the 
House, can we not devise some means—I submit the question to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ]—to vote upon this question separately ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; that can not be done. but this is the 
point I was seeking to present: If no gentleman objects to any other 
portion of this report, then as a matter of course this one item, Senate 
amendment 181, is the only matter for consideration. I believe the 
House unanimously agrees that these other items are properly adjusted 
by the conferees, leaving that one subject only to be acted on if the 
report should not be adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the previous question on the adoption 


fiscal year 
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of the report. 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Is it permissible under the rules to demand a separate vote 


upon amendment 101? 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the report 
as an entirety. The proposition is not divisible. 

Mr. CANNON, I will say to the gentleman, however, that if the 
report be not adopted it will go back to conference. 

The SPEAKER. All the amendments embraced in this report 
would go again to the conference committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But with the understanding that there is but one 
item about which there is any disagreement. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. RANDALL. The simple question is whether we shall continue 
in session or accede to the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BELFORD. I have risen to one, or tried to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York rose first. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I simply wanted to ask the Speaker 
whether this report is amendable or debatable. 

The SPEAKER. It is debatable unless the previous question, which 
has been demanded, be ordered. But it is not amendable. 

Mr. BELFORD. I wish to know whether it is proper to offer an 
amendment to come in at the end of the bill. I send it to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have demanded the previous question and this 
debate is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not subject to amendment even if the previ- | 
ous question had not been called. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof | 
the report was adopted. [ Applause. ] 





Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I submit the following report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses oy 
the amendments of the Senate, except the one numbered 41, to the bill (H. R 
i716) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 


| have been unable to agree. 


SAM. J. RANDALL, 
W. S. HOLMAN, 
W. H. CALKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House 
EUGENE HALE, 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 
JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The SPEAKER. 
read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The statement accompanying the report will be 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 47 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 1885 submit t 
following statement in explanation of the conference report: 

The conference committee being unable to agree upon the amendments of t 
Senate leaves the bill in the same condition as when last considered by | 
House. 


SAM. J. RANDALL 
WM. 8S. HOLMAN, 
W. H. CALKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the real and material points of con 
troversy relate to whether additional money shall be appropriated to 
build what is known as iron-clad monitors, and whether there shall be 
any money appropriated to duplicate what is known as cruisers. The 
Senate conferees were unwilling to recede from the amendments of the 
Senate in these particulars. The House conferees, or a majority o! 
them rather, were equally determined. There was but one way open 
and that was that the appropriations for the support of the Navy should 
be provided for temporarily. 

After the report is disposed of I will then submit a bill providing 
for the temporary support of the Navy, which I will when it is befor 
the House further explain. 

Mr. CALKINS. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for ten min 
utes, [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. RANDALL. If general discussion is to be had 

Mr. CALKINS. I do not wish to enter into any general discussion 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’]; all I want is ten minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will yield ten minutes to the gentleman. 
the gentleman wish to speak to this report or to the Navy bill ? 

Mr. CALKINS. Yes, I would rather do that if the gentleman wil! 
permit me. 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereot 
the report was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and als 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 





Does 


TEMPORARY NAVAL BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I present the following bill and ask for its con- 


sideration. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
A bill (H. R. 7509) making temporary provision for the naval service. 


Be it enacted, &c., That for the purpose of providing for the expenses of th« 
naval service for the six months ending December 31, 1884, there is hereby ap- 
ae —_ out of any money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated on« 

salf, or 530 per cent., of the sums of money and for like purposes, and continuing 
the same provisions relating thereto,as were appropriated for the purposes of 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, by the act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1883, exceptas hereinafter declared, subject 
to the limitations and conditions in respect to the disbursements of the appro 

priations hereby made that were imposed by said act and the other laws of the 

United States upon orinrespectto appropriations made by said act: Provided 

That nothing is appropriated by this act “for special ocean surveys and th« 

publication thereof,” or “‘ forthe purchase and manufacture, after full investiga- 
tion and test in the United States, under the direction of the Secretary of th: 

Navy, of torpedoes adapted to naval warfare or the right to manufacture the 

same,"’ and for the fixtures and machinery necessary for operating the same 

That the clause under the heading of *‘ Bureau of Yards and Docks" commenc- 
ing *‘ For general maintenance of yards and docks”’ is amended so as to ap 
propriate for the six months herein provided the sum of $110,000. 

That under the heading of “ Increase of the Navy” in said act, in lieu of the 
paragraphs thereunder preceding the heading of *‘ Naval Academy ”’ there is 
substituted the following : 

For continuing work upon the three new steel cruisers and one dispatch-boat 
authorized by act of Congress approved March 3, 1883, as follows: Chicago 
$349,133.45; Boston, $231,853.28; Atlanta, $231,853.27; Dolphin, $108,660; in a 
$921,500; the four pivot guns of the Chicago to be mounted on Clark's deflective 


| single-gun turrets or V shields of the same weight as is now allowed for th« 


mounting and armor protection of the guns: Provided, That it shall not change 
the contract entered into by the Government for the construction of said ves- 
sels. 


Serene 


































1884. 





For completion of steam machinery and boilers, with necessary fittings for 
sea-service of steel cruisers and dispatch-boat, under contract with John Roach, 
as per act approved March 3, 1883: United States steel cruiser Chicago, $220,000; 
United States steel cruiser Boston, $155,000; United States steel cruiser Atlanta, 
$155,000: United States dispatch-boat Dolphin, $90,000; in all, $620,000. For com- 
pleting equipment, outfit of three new cruisers, and one dispatch-boat, now in 


course of construction, $78,600, Fornavigation outfit of the four new steel cruis- 
ers, $30,000, Forordnance outfit 6f the three new steel cruisers and one dispatch- 
boat, $500,000, 

Nothing herein contained shall be construed as appropriating money for or 
authorizing the continuation of work upon the double-turreted monitors Mo- 
nadnock, Terror, Amphitrite, and Puritan ; andany unexpended balance now re- 
maining of the appropriations contained in said act, approved March 3, 1885, for 
engines and machinery for the said double-turreted monitors, shall be covered 
into the Treasury, except such part thereof as may be required under exist- 
ing contracts made for the engines and machinery of the three last-named mon- 
itors. 


The SPEAKER. 
the second reading of the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the bill may be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole; and I now ask the previous question 
upon the bill. 

Mr. REED. I understand the previous question will give fifteen 
minutes on each side. 

The SPEAKER. There will be fifteen minutes on each side after 
the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam willing to divide the time. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that the bill be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now demand the previous question upon the en- 
grossment and third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow me to go on first? 

Mr. CALKINS. I would rather that the gentleman should explain 
the provisions of the bill before I take the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. This bill provides for carrying on the Navy as to 
pay of officers, as to pay of retired officers, as to pay of the petty offi- 
cers and men, and as to the miscellaneous pay the same as under the 
last clause of the present law, providing only 50 per cent., however, for 
the six months. The exceptions relate first to ocean surveys, $10,000; 
and then as to $100,000 which was appropriated in the last bill in rela- 
tion to the purchase and testing of torpedoes, no part of which, or a 
small part perhaps of which only has been expended. Therefore there 
has not been inserted anything for that purpose for the coming six 
months. 

Yards and docks have been made an exception, because there was 
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If there be no objection this will be considered as | 


6143 


would I ever be willing to yield as a matter of principle the building 
of the Navy which is provided for in the Senate amendments that are 
now upon the bill. I never could yield them. I wouldrather sit here 
all summer and run into the next session than yield to it. But recog- 
nizing the fact that some concessions should be made in order that the 
House may adjourn at an early day, I see no better way than to pass 
the bill which has been introduced by the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, leaving the original bill in conference to be taken 
up at the assembling of Congress at its next session. 

This is about all I desire tosay in reference to the merits of the bill. 
It is about as good a bill under the circumstances as could be intro- 
duced and passed, because it misses all points upon which the differ- 
ence between the two Houses seem irreconcilable. Of course I may 
say the two points of difference are with reference to the completion of 


| the four monitors and the building and construction of seven new steel 
| cruisers. 


$264,000 appropriated in last year’s bill, $64,000 of which was made im- | 


mediately available, and $200,000 remain of the appropriation for the 
past fiscal year. It will be seen that the amount of $110,000 given is 
in excess of the amount really asked for the past fiscal year. 

The monitors are made an exception. There was $1,000,000 appro- 
priated in the last bill and there is none in this. 

For steel cruisers there was appropriated last year $1,300,000. The 


appropriation to the cruisers for their completion has been provided for 


in full in this bill, as originally provided in the bill reported from the 
Committee on Appropriations; and the reason why this bill does not re- 
strict them to 50 per cent. as in other cases, aggregating in this case 
$2,150,000, is because the entire sum it was believed should be made 
available for any portion of these vessels which may be completed 
within the next six months, and therefore this bill embraces the ap- 
propriations in full to complete the cruisers. This bill also contains in 
full $500,000 to be used for their armament. 

In the aggregate, if in the next six months the amounts shall bear 
the same relation to the support of the Navy as these appropriations 
bear toward the support of the Navy for the first six months of this 
year, the reduction under the appropriation for the now current year 
below the appropriations for the last year will be somewhere in excess 
of half a million of money. 
priated for the first six months by reason of these appropriations in full 
to complete and arm the cruisers will be a million over what is the 
average; while the amounts in the next six months will be a million 
under the average. So that there will naturally be a difference when 
we come to make the appropriations for the coming six months on this 
basis of two millions and more. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. CALKINS. The exact situation of affairs at this juncture is 
this: The House and the Senate are unable to agree on the bill which 
was reported by the Committee on Appropriations of this House mak- 
ing appropriations for the current fiscal year for the Navy, and that 
bill remains in conference under this disagreement just as it was when 
the last report was made. But té supply the money necessary to run 
the Navy Department until the next session of Congress this bill has 
been introduced. Its provisions have been explained by the chairman 
of the committee. 


Necessarily the amount of money appro- | 





I am free to say myself that under nocircumstances | 


I desire to say one thing further, and then I will yield to the gen- 
tleman from Maine [ Mr. REED] to complete the discussion on our side 
In closing my service in this House I am glad to say to the members of 
the House and to the country that my last effort here was for the build- 
ing up of the American Navy; that my last words spoken here in dis 
charge of public duty were in favor of making the Navy of the United 
States what every patriotic citizen from one end of the country to the 
other desires. [ Applause. ] 

The time will come, and shortly, Mr. Speaker, when this House, no 
matter how it is composed or what shades of political differences divide 
it, will have a demand made upon it by the people which it can not re- 
sist for the building of a navy. This House must yield to their supe- 
riors. That time is fastcoming. If there is a general sentiment upon 
any subject throughout the country among men of all shades of polit- 
ical opinion it is that this country must have a navy. I have taken 
occasion several times during this session to point out the specific needs 
of building up this branch of the service, this arm of the nation I 
shall not repeat again what I have already said on former occasions, but 
I take pleasure in saying that before long, I have no doubt, the flag of 
our country, that has been prostrated for the last ten years, will again 
float in the breeze of heaven from the mast-head of our ships; that 
our Navy, that has fallen almost into decay, will again be restored, and 
that this nation in the future as in days past will be as proud of the 
Navy of the United States as it was when men bearing the most illus- 
trious names that adorn our history*were in command of it. [Ap 
plause. ] 

I append the following remarks in answer to the speech made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RANDALL] the other day in debate: 

Opposition to the building of new cruisers rests ostensibly upon the 
objections raised in certain quarters to details in the plans of those 
already under construction. On the strength of these objections to 
special and minor points it is represented that the vessels now building 
will be total failures; and further, that any vessels hereafter built by the 
advisory board will be identical with the first, and therefore they, also, 
will be total failures. These two assumptions have been shown again 
and again to be wholly unwarrantable, but they are repeated and re- 
iterated with as much confidence as if they were new propositions. 

Whatever vessels you build, or wherever you build them, some tech 
nical person or persons, some professional manor men under the Navy 
Department must finally decide as to the details. That the decision 
will be attacked is to be expected. In socomplex a matter as the con 
struction of a ship there must needs be a diversity of professional opin- 
ion; and if the work of construction is to cease whenever an irrespon- 
sihle individual raises objections to the details of designs, no ships could 
ever be built for the Navy. Theattack on the cruisers is hased chiefly 
on inferences drawn from the expressions of Mr. Wilson and Mr. Isher- 
wood. The opinions given by these two officers are unofficial and irre 
sponsible, as the advisory board under the law exercise a controlling 
authority over the designs. Possibly this fact may account in part 
for their present critical attitude. 

Mr. Wilson, as Chief of the Bureau of Construction, and Mr. Isher- 
wood, as a former Chief of the Bureau of Steam Engineering, are not 
perhaps desirous that this or any other advisory board should find its 
way smooth, since the existence of such a board serves to diminish the 
almost independent control formerly exercised by these bureaus ove 
the designs of ships and engines. These officers were members of the 
first advisory board, a body composed of some of the most distinguished 
men in the service, and their action at that time in dissenting, with 
two others, from the report of the ten members who formed a majority 
of the board, went far to render its whole work abortive 

The views of Chief Constructor Wilson are fully discussed in a let- 
ter of the Navy Department printed with the documents which were 
laid before the Senate Committee on Appropriations, when conside:ing 
this bill. The Secretary says: 


‘ 
} 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 5, 1884 
. = - «< . « 

The statement that Mr. Wilson says that all the cruisers will be a failurc, is a 
misleading exaggeration. Mr. W ilson’s objections to certain points in the steel 
cruisers were few and clearly detined The one now in question was that the 
Boston and Atlanta ought not to have open forecasties aud poop-decks. Because 
they have such, he stated before the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs tl at 
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iile in smooth water th 


practically fail 


would have speed, yet in a heavy 
Ires as sea-going vessels. as their speed would 

»y forcing their bows into the sea, which would also be likel 
aft as they ascended into it. He did not pretend that the sea- 
he ships would be affected nor their speed in smooth water les- 
y that the high speed could not be maintained in rough weather 
© 8u ) ious or reckless word as “* failure" was used by Mr. Wilson on 
the 2d of Apr 35, when the des idopt open forecastles and poop-decks 

was submitted tohim. He only stated that t alterations made necessary 
yuld not be * re« indorsed’ by his bureau, * as it be- 
ry many essential and necessery features and qualities which an 
iaval vessel of uss should have will be sacrificed by 
ldly dissented from were made upon the recom 
yn of the Bureau of Ordnance and of the naval advisory board 
fire to the two heavy and af 
ment to the Se committee, as follows 
mplaint has been made from time to time thatthe line officers of the Navy 
desire to have ships comfortable for cruising, and not fighting ships, and I was 
ery much gratified to receive a proposition to make these two ships distinetly 
fighting ships; and when I understood the question I adopted the recommenda- 
thout the slightest hesitation The statement of Chief Constructor Wil- 
t these ships will be failures because this plan is adopted of an open fore- 
op isan erroneousstatement, which he should not have made, 
nt. He qualified bis statements, when revising his testimony, by 
ng that they will be failures as sea-going vessels. Whether they can make 
as much speed when they are being driven against a heavy sea as if they were 


different ted, 1 do not undertake to say, but,as has been stated by 
the members of the board, such 
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y construc 
is not the object sought in constructing a fight- 
ing ship 

heir capacity to ride 


outa gale, or make way against a head sea, is not the 
point to be 


and all the disadvantages of having an occasional wave 
when they go into a head sea,and of having the water 
»p when they rise from the water, which Mr. Wilson thinks 
prevented this construction, notwithstanding all the sea-going 
rs of the board think differently, are a mere inconvenience which it was 
udgment, very wise in these ships to run the risk of, in order to get this 
range of fire rhe safety and seaworthiness of the ships is not affected 
slightest ce in my judgment 
war 
in as do the 


considered 
over the bows 
down on the po« 


have 


unless you are to assume that a cruis- 
built for the purpose of driving across the North Atlantic 
great passenger and mail steamers 
ACTING CHAIRMAN. Hasanything developed in the construction ofthese 
s that in your judgment impairs their efficiency as general cruising ves- 
sels in addition to fighting vessels” ; 
Secretary CHANDLER. Nothing whatever; subject tothe remarks I have just 
made rhey are not built for North Atlantic passenger steamers 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN. Do you believe there is anything in their construc- 
tion that makes them particularly dangerous in storms” 
Secretary CHANDLER. Nothing whatever. 
It should be borne in mind that the naval advisory board, consisting of three 
with Admiral Shufeldt at the head, one naval constructor, one 
neer, and two accomplished naval architects from civil life, were 
ous upon all the points of difference with Mr, Wilson; and that by law 
the ships could not be built without their consent, while they could be without 
With their judgment on every point went my own, so far as it was of any 
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proposed to bore the bottoms of these new steel cruisers full of 
over the i 


n with four inches of wood and copper sheathing, which 
rease the weight and displacement, subject the steel sides to destruc- 
ectric action, and require frequent repairs at navy-yards. He desired 
n with extensive sail-power, so that they could cruise by wind instead 
He preferred open gun-decks to covered gun-decks. He objectedto 
batteries of the Atlanta as to make them effective 

fear a little water would come on board in a storm at sea. 
all his objections rhe Department, by the advice of the advis- 


y overruled him; and he designed the hulls of the ships con- 
views on these points 
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CHIEF ENGINEER ISHERWOOD 


Che weight that may be attached to the opinions of Mr. Isherwood, 
who is extolled by the opponents of this bill as being the most eminent 
engineer officer in the Navy, may be gathered from a slight examina- 
tion of his career Mr. Isherwood was appointed Engineer-in-Chief of 
the Navy in March, 1861, and he was Chief of the Bureau of Steam Engi- 


neering from July, 1862, to March, 1869. This bureau succeeded in 


a half years, the sum of $37,000,000. During this time some hundred 
pairs of engines of various sizes were constructed, at a cost of $20,000,000. 
Of these, only eleven are now in vessels in commission, the Lancaster, 
Pensacola, Hartford, Richmond, Omaha, Lackawanna, Shenandoah, 
Ossipee, Monocacy, Yantic, and Tallapoosa. 

So far as the efficiency of the engines is concerned objectors might desig- 
nate these vessels also as total failures, for none of them have any con- 
siderable speed. The same may be said of the five engines built dur- 
ing this period which are now in vessels laid up, namely, the Franklin, 
Benicia, Plymouth, Ticonderoga, and Florida, except in the case of the 
Florida, whose model would have made her a fast vessel with almost 
any engines. Two out of the one hundred engines built are now in 
navy-yards 
or separately, as old material, fifteen of them never having been placed 
in any vessel 

In this vast accumulation of machinery made by the bureau in six 
years and a half were five pairs of ‘‘ geared engines,’’ constructed upon 


a favorite theory of Mr. Isherwood’s, according to which the power was | 
This more than doubtful | 


to be transmitted by means of cog-wheels. 
experiment, which foreign engineers have never been induced to repeat, 
cost the Government three millions and a half. Of the five engines so 
built four have been broken up and sold as old material. Two of them 
were never put into any vessel. The only one still in the service, that 


of the Florida, cost $795,000, while the present appraised value of the 
vessel, engines and all, is only $52,700 

It is only fair that after such a statement of his record M1 
wood's own opinion of his merits should be appended 
with no excess of modesty, in 


Isher- 
It is expressed, 


a letter written by him in June, 1883, 


| esses from obtaining the metal to its final combination in the hull and mach 


| considered an authority in Europe as well asin the United States 


for about eight consecutive years, embracing the entire period of the war 


| engineers ever saw, and every one of them perfectly fulfilled its object 


| engineer in my corps. 


| tour 
expending from October, 1862, to March, 1869, in a period of six and | 


The remaining eighty-two have been sold, with vessels | 
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JULY 5, 


urging the President to appoint him Chief of the Bureau of Steam En- 
gineering, although he had little more than a year to serve, in order 
that he might have the increased rank and pay which retirement d 
ing the term of chief of the bureau brings with it. 

The letter is as follows: 


lll East THIRTY-SIXTH STREET, NEW YORK 


Sirz: The position of Chief of the Bureau of Steam Engineering in the Navy 
Department having become vacant on the 15th instant by the placing of its late 
incumbent, Chief Engineer William H. Shock, on the retired-list, I take the lib 
erty to lay before you this my application to be Chief Engineer Shock’'s su 
cessor, with some reasons for your consideration why I should receive th: 
pointment 

The position has no political importance, it is purely professional, and the 
selection for it is confined by law to a few chief engineers of the Navy. Now, | 
ain by seniority at the head of that corps, being the oldest chief engineer in the 
Navy by commission, and in all military organizations this seniority is: 
ognized as carrying precedence with it, and there is sound reason for such r 
ognition. In the present case it gives me no legal claim to the appointnx 
but it certainly forms a moral one in the absence of better qualifications in 
competitors 

That the longest service, other things equal, should be rewarded with pr 
tion to the highest position, is in all similar corps and organizations considered 
be right and proper, forming in fact a great part of the inducements to remain a life 
long in them with devotion to the attainment of professional excellenc« I 
propriety of giving the highest position to the oldest member of such organis 
tions as the Engineer Corps of the Navy is so well indorsed by the universa 
practice of all civilized governments that it is certainly unnecessary for m 
do more than state it. Withregard to my professional fitness for the position | 
am obliged to say the following facts for myself, and I hope they will be received 
with candor, considering they are necessary to the purpose of this commun 
tion 


June 18, 1833 


ap 


They are, however, well known throughout the Navy and admit of ea-y 


verification : 


I have been an engineer during my whole life, was specially educated for i 
practically and theoretically, and there is nothing connected with engineer 
in its broadest sense that I am not able to do, from the mining of the ore tot 
making of the metal; from the working of the ladder, including the const: 
tion of the special too)s for doing it, to the designing and building any kind of 1 
chinery and any kind of iron vessels. Ina word,I am master of all the pro 


4 


ery 


of any kind of iron steamships 

Mv professional writings, which are voluminous, both in special books and 
the periodical literature of engineering, have the highest reputation, and 
Asan eng 
neer in the highest sense of the word, I believe it is conceded that I have no - 
perior, and in my own corps most certainly no equal. 

I was originally appointed Engineer in Chief of the Navy by President I 
coln,and the appointment was one of the first made at the commencement 
his administration. At that time the Bureau of Steam Engineering did not ex 
ist. It was created later for me, and I held the position of its chief unint 
ruptedly to 1869. I have thus, undertwo titles, performed the duties ofthe off 


During that war I designed and built more marine steam-engines than most 
In the 
design and construction I was pitted against the best engineers in the U1 
States, both in the Navy and in private employment, who competed agui: 
me and invariably without success. I produced the best and fastest cruisers 
and ironclads of their tonnage (the Wamponoag may be taken as a specime 
the first and the original Miantonomoh of the last) that have ever steamed 
ocean, and in all cases gave satisfaction to my superiors in the Navy Depart 
ment, whose confidence in me as engineer and man remained unshak 
the last. 

If it be said that my length of service as chief of bureau should be sufficient 
I reply that being retired from the bureau, which, if appointed now, lt shall hx 
from age limitation in the latter months of your administration, carries wit 
it increased rank and correspondingly increased pay, and I respectfully submit 
Iam more entitled to these as compensation for my greater services than any 
On the other hand, if the question be viewed wholly i: 
the light of the public interests, then only the professional qualifications of th« 
person will be considered and other considerations will have no place in deter 
mining the selection, and on this ground alone I am willing to rest my can 
didacy. 
Within the last few years I have had the advantage of a long professiona 

over Europe, and have visited every workshop and examined every 

steamship, merchant or naval, of any importance there, as well as every publi: 
and private workshop and dock-yard in Western Europe 

lam a native of New York city, and am and always have been a citize! 


| of it. 


If appointed now I shall be placed on the retired-list of the Navy by law o1 


| the 6th day of October, 1884, which will give you the selection of my successor 


Believing that I have submitted all the material points of the case, I have th« 


| honor to be, sir, 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


B. F. ISHERWOOD, 
Chief Engineer United States Navy 
To His Excellency the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


ARE THE MONITORS FAILURES” 


Those who oppose the reconstruction of the Navy are in the habit of 
stigmatizing as a total failure every vessel whose construction or com 
pletion is advocated by the naval administration. As the cruisers un 
der construction and the cruisers not yet designed are total failures, so 
the five partly finished monitors come under the same designation 
The phrase has become a catchword in the mouth of the opposition, 
and the repeated and detailed refutation of all specific objections has 
no effect in stopping the cry. Boards of officers have again and again 
examined the monitors and recommended their completion. The modi 
fications made in the original designs have secured their efficiency 
all points about which a doubt existed. 

The following statement is found in the document laid before th 


Senate committee in reference to the naval appropriation bill 

There are only two courses of action now open. If the vessels are inefficient 
no more money should be expended upon them; they should be broken uj 
once and the material utilized in other ways; if, on the other hand, they w 
be efficient, they should immediately be carried to completion, because there is 
no question that the country needs and desires an increase of its means of coast 
defense 


ral 
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Three main points are referred to as elements of weakness in monitors: 1. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
Lack of buoyancy; 2. Unseaworthiness; 3. Vulnerability. REED] ? . 

|. LACK OF BUOYANCY. ; - ee : ~ s : 

(s stated in the report of the advisory board for December 15, 1883, givenabove,| Mr. REED. I desire, Mr. Speaker (Mr. Cox, of New York, in the 
a doubt which at one time existed in reference to the buoyancy of the Puritan | chair), to call your particular and personal attention to the observa- 


has been extended in the public mind to the other vessels. Apart from the Pu- . : : es pe a a ce ; oo 
siaath there has never been any ground for such a doubt; and in the case of the tions I am about to make In the course of debate upon the subject 


Puritan it has been ascertained that in the caiculations embodied in the earlier | of the naval bill the gentleman from New York now occupying the 
reports tending to show that the weight exceeded the buoyancy excessive | chair made some statements which were startling to us on the other 
weights were adopted for the turrets. Although the error was subsequently cor- side In endeav ¢ to defend the De soni ae > diealen sell | 
reeted, and the fact that the vessel is perfectly buoyant has since been repeatedly | SI@€. | 4 endeavoring to defend the Vemocratic party for their retusa 
confirmed and published through official channels, the assertion that the Puri- | to assist in building a navy he furnished the House not only with the 
tan will not float is still made from time to time, keeping alive a popular though | ¢riticisms of the naval constructor and of the late chief engineer, Mr 
entirely groundless impression. 


U seEAWORTHINESS. | Isherwood, but also with some statements purporting to come from the 
The monitors now building, while they have been modified in accordance | Admiral of the Navy. I read from page 5856 of the CONGRESSIONAL 


with the discoveries of modern science and the demands of modern warfare, are | RECORD, from the speech of the gentleman from New York, made July 
similar in their general proportions and distribution of weight to the vessels of | 1 thich will } . 4 there: . 
the same frame built during the war. Additional safety has been secured by » Which will be found there: 

the use of iron hulls, double bottoms, and water-tight subdivisions, while in all The Admiral says 

other particulars governing their behavior at sea they are essentially the same. } * 


' ; > ; lam nevertheless well satisfied that it would be most unwise to vote $4,000,000 
The testimony in regard to the seaworthiness of the earlier vessels is conclu- 


for the construction of seven steel cruisers next year until we have some evi- 


sive. dence that the Chicago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and the Dolphin are of the 
Commodore John Rodgers states : , ; | proper type or types to enable our naval officers ‘to keep alive the knowledge 
“ The Monadnock behaved so well at sea as to inspire her officers not only with | of war.”’ 


confidence but with enthusiasm at her performance as a sea boat.” 


, | And he asks- 
Lieut. Commander F. M. Bunce states, in reference to the same vessel, after a | 

| 

| 

i 


Meaning the said Admiral asks— 


Are these the types of ships that are ‘capable on brief notice of being ex- 
panded into invincible squadrons?” 


successful passage from Philadelphia to San Francisco : 

“ This vessel is a most excellent sea boat, and has received no damage from 
any weather we have encountered. At sea she has never needed or received 
assistance of any kind whatever from other vessels, and therefore I regard her 
or any vessel of her class as thoroughly competent independent cruisers.” 

Commander J. C. Beaumont says of the Miantonomoh : 

“She is an excellent sea boat, as safe and more comfortable than any vessel I 
ever served in,” 

Commander A. Murray, after a passage across the Atlantic in the Miantonomoh, 
states: 

“Heavy weather does not appear to materially affect the speed or rolling of 
the monitor, for while the other vessels were lurching about and their prog- WASHINGTON, D. C.. July 3, 1884 
ress checked by heavy seas, she went along comparatively undisturbed or un- | " > z es ee 
checked.” . Srr: I beg leave to acknow ledge the receipt of your letter of July 3, and have 

Assistant Secretary G. V. Fox, after describing the same voyage, states : to say that the only opinion I recollect to have expressed with regard to the 

“From these facts and the experience we have derived from the use of such | Steel cruisers were in my last annual report to you and in my evidence before 
vessels during the war, we may safely conclude that the monitor type of iron- the Senate Naval Committee, which was published, and which I believe you 
clads is superior to the broadside, not only for fighting purposes at sea but also | ®ve seen. 


The gentleman from New York proceeded: 


would not go back on that recommendation, nor on the testimony of your skilled 
and ingenious buiiders and engineers 


I will read a copy of a letter from the Admiral of the Navy, dated 


| I perceive the emphasis of the recommendation of your great Admiral. I 
Washington, D. C., July 3, 1884: 


for cruising.” My opinion expressed in that evidence was that we should not only build the 
3. Vt LNERABILITY. | proposed steel cruisers, but as many more as we could get. 
The thickness of the armor of the monitors in inches is as follows : | In looking over my report to you I can see nothing bearing on the quotation 


you make from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
} I made some criticisms on the Chicago, Atlanta, and Boston with regard to 





Name. Turret. Deck Side | their want of sail-power and the advisability of building in the future a larger 
, amidships). | class of vessels. 

| LThavenot only been in favor of voting four millions for the construction of 
ee + ’ . seven steel cruisers next year, but went ratber farther in that direction perhaps 

IE inctetnsssttticceces vieese seven scien 11} 1 7 | than prudence would dictate ’ 
Terror ) j Iam quite satisfied that I have had no correspondence with any one on this 
Amphitrite ‘ » 11} 1 7 | subject. As I have no copies of letters bearing on this matter lam unable to fur- 

ES Ce ) nish you with any 

PURTIED kcscneesis : 15 3 and 2 2 | I think you will find on examination that the quotation is not a literal one 





from my report or from my evidence, and I feel sure I have said nothing of the 
. -— | kind in conversation 
In the first four monitors the thickness of the turret armor is sufficient to pro- | Possibly Mr. Cox has been misquoted, or this may be a quotation from some 





tect the battery of the vessel effectually from the attack of the great majority of | other person's communication to him 

naval guns in present use. | I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
The only question that can arise is as to the side armor DAVID D. PORTER, Admiral. 
It is true that at point-blank range a projectile from a modern 8-inch (9-ton Hon. WILLIAM E. CHANDLER 

gun will penetrate seven inches of iron armor, but the steel or steel-faced armor | Secretary of the Navy 


of these vessels represents a capacity for resistance equal to 25 per cent. more, or . a ; . . an wIas : 
8} inches’ thickness of iron qxmnor. Only the larger guns can be successfully UF course I had a very natural curiosity to know what distinguished 
directed against such armor. “ | admiral had been confounded with the Admiral of the Navy, and set 
“teu . ‘i side of the poomer peenateges of the monitor type of vessel | myself to search. And one of the first things that I met was a com- 
that the exposed side rises only 30 inches above water, and in coast and harbor > a4: . : : . sa ined ™~ Pi , * 
epotatinns the light draught of the monitors enables them to choose a position mendation with the usual mode sty of th So ntle _— from New York 
where a larger vessel could not easily approach them. Under the existing lim- | directed to his own speech printed that identical day, July 1, which 
netlens aeee oonmenty of oon with one cus a target composed of a horizontal | he says was ‘‘ printed carefully;’’ and the House, knowing his habit, 
and 30 inches wide, at a distance of from half a mile to a mile, is well-nigh im- 7 . , at hal ’ ; . 
possible to hit. 1 can not therefore be denied that the four lighter monitors, would have no doubt of that being the fact. And if my friend Gov- 
with their powerful 10-inch guns, will be of material service for the purpose for | ernor LONG will kindly look at the passage there [indicating] in the 
— they are intended, memnety, the defense of our harbors. speech of the gentleman from New York printed July 1, page 5209 of 

1€ remaining monitor, the Puritan, with 12 inches of side armor and Ljinches | p,, “ ‘ ats ‘ . ara : 
on the turrets, is a vessel of unquestioned power, and would bea formidable an- RECORD, and note the quevaene and pen © ith what I will 
tagonist to any of the large armored vessels of the same class in foreign navies. | read, he will see where this matter came from 

it has ever been claimed for the monitors that they were invulnerable, or even 

that they would be a match for the enormous iron-clad battle-ships of Europe, 
such as the Inflexible and Duilio. It would doubtless be a more complete pro- The ‘‘1”’ in that case was the gentleman from New York: the ‘‘I’ 
tection to have a vessel like the Inflexible stationed near each of the great com- | :; | her c: , he Admi at ‘the N;: . 
mercial harbors, but the expenditure necessary for this object would be twoand in the other case was the Admiral of the Navy— 
one-half times as great as the total cost of the monitors when completed, as | I am nevertheless well satisfied that it would be most unwise to vote $4,000,000 
will be seen from the following statement of the actual cost of the two types of | for the construction of seven steel cruisers next year, until we have some evi- 
vessels : dence that the Chicago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and the Dolphin are of the 
INFLEXIBLE. proper type or types to enable our naval officers ‘to keep alive the knowledge 
$3, 153,221 46 | of war.” 

711,781 02 - 

33674 62 | And then the gentleman asks: 
= Are these the types of ships that are “capable on brief notice of being ex- 

3, 948, 677 10 | panded into invincible squadrons?” 


Is it there? [To Mr. Lona. ] 


I am nevertheless well satisfied— 














Total cost of four monitors................cceeeeeeeeees onwans eerereee $7, 385, 711 08 1; 60UCU¥V 
Gi cctledndctescesecss 866,725 00 Mr. L¢ ING. Yes. : aa 
a Mr. REED. My friend informs me that it is an exact copy. Now, 
Cost excluding Ordmance ........sseeessseceeeeessoesee sete eeeney 6,518,986 03 | T do not remember but one historical parallel] to this. George IV, an 


Average cost of one monitor. 129, 746 5 : ] 
; ge Pn ey anew peverunrconveeserccen cceenoone cevveee 1,629,746 51 accomplished gentleman—and there -the parallel is perfect with my 
a —— if the Gasey upon which much of the opposition to the monitors is based, | friend from New York—a man who had been busy about great affairs 

at large ironclads and heavy armor are indispensable, were correct, the fact : [ } hee 

. avy : ’ ‘ ’ i ‘ > paralle 3 [laughte become so interested 
would still remain that a considerable amount has already been laid out upon and the paralle 1 continues t laughte rJ had bn ~ wy “~ interestes 
the monitors, and the real question is whether it is worth while to throw away | those great affairs that he actually labored under the hallucination that 
all the benetite of this outlay only because a much greater outlay would have | he was present at the battle of Waterloo [laughter], and he insisted upon 
given a better result. The highest professional opinion has pronounced offi- ss Ww ™ ment, 
cially in favor of their completion and has declared that their total cost will be the Duke of Wellington indorsing his statement ‘ ; 
in ho way exorbitant when compared with the results obtained. Common pru- Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has en at the 
dence demands that we should take immediate steps to remedy the defenseless | head of the Committee on Naval Affairs While he is sometimes sub- 
condition of our coasts and harbors, and the most rapid and economical meas- 1 


» ‘ . . t mi ke 
ure that can be recommended at tho present time is to push the partly con- ae 


ject to these hallucinations, as, for instance, when he was le 


structed monitors to completion. a tariff speech at a time when the subject was not under consideration, 
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he has evidently so devoted his mind to the subject of the Navy, has 
evidently become so fired with enthusiasm upon the subject, has so 
absorbed himself in it, that he has forgotten his own personality—a 


great matter [laughter]—and for the moment has imagined himself | 


to be the lord high admiral of the American Navy. [Great laughter. ] 

I do not know, Mr. Speaker, that I can add anything to this. [Re- 
newed laughter.| I will reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. CALKINS. 


I desire to ask leave to extend my remarks upon 
this subject 


I will say that there will be nothing in them personal 
to any member of the House; they will be in reference to Mr. Isher- 
wood. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has six min- 
utes of his time remaining. 

Mr. RANDALL. LI yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to say in the first place that if 
ignorance and impudence would maké a statesman the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] would make a Bismarck. [Laughter.] I do not 
know what I have done to call forth this remarkable pasquinade upon 
me. I have said nothing except what I have quoted from the public 
records. If Admiral Porter has made any other statement than those 
which the public reports contain, I do not know it. 

I am straightforward in my work here. I found that record and I 
made use of it. I was placed on the Committee on Naval Affairs with- 
out my knowledge and without being competent. And then this great 
big magnificent man from Maine twits me with my ignorance, while I 
am all the time trying to study more than he knows. [ Laughter. ] 

I have made this statement about these cruisers, so and so, and I 
have proved it by Admiral Porter and by all who'care to have any 
knowledge or experience on this matter of building ships. And now 
at the last moment of this session my mild friend from Indiana [Mr. 
CALKINS], the candidate for governor of that State, yields to this man 
from Maine, with his gall-bladder all reeking with meanness toward the 
Democratic party, to attack a small man in the House at this late hour 
of the session. [Great applause on the Democratic side. ] 


Now, I like to be good on Sunday, but who is there in all the United 


States of America or the everlasting universe that could be good on 
Sunday with the provocation of so mean a man as that? [Renewed 
laughter. } 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has made 
a characteristic speech, in which he has avoided the facts which I stated. 
The charge which I have made is that he has put into the mouth of the 
Admiral of the Navy what the Admiral of the Navy did not say. And 
I have proved it over the signature of the Admiral, and I have proved 
that the gentleman from New York made the statement ipsissimis 
verbis—if he can understand that much Latin applied to himself. 
[Laughter.] And he retorts with gross personal allusions. Well, 
what can you expect? The source warranted it; his course of life 
would lead us to expect it, and I purpose to pay no attention to that 
portion of it. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
as honest a man as I am. 

Mr. REED. I admit—— 

Mr. COX, of New York. Youran the railroad business; I never did. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. REED. No; andthe gentleman from New York never ran any- 
thing that required a head. [Laughter and applause on the Republi- 
can side.] The gentleman from New York pleads his size. I admit 
the insignificance of it. If he pleads littleness in every other respect 
I will admit it. [Laughter. ] 

Now, here is the plain charge—and it is repeated in Democratic news- 
papers—that the Admiral of the Navy has made certain statements, and 
his words purport to be given. I have proved that he never said it, 
and I have proved that the gentleman from New York himself said it. 
He quotes himself, causing his statement to be promulgated over this 
country as a statement of the Admiral of the Navy. And you have 
heard his reply. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 

The SPEAKER. 
pired. 

Mr. COX, of New York 
This is a poor, pitiable apology. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, it is not my wish at this time to in- 
dulge in any sentimental politics. 


I have lived an honest man; you are not 


That is not true. 
The time of the gentleman from Maine has ex- 


so, not to do anything that may disturb the harmony of our relations 


just at this time, when we are about to separate to be judged of as to | 
It is | 


what we have here done by our own immediate constituencies. 
proper, however, that I should say this much: that the appropriations 
for the Navy proposed in this bill bear an average relation to the ap- 
propriations for these objects which have been made for the past ten 
years 


\ 
* 


o matter how much men may seek to play the demagogue, there is 
not, I feel certain, within these walls any man who is unfriendly to 


the American Navy. That Navy is manned by officers and men equal 


His time ought to have expired long ago. | 


On the contrary, I prefer not to do 
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| 


| in skill, courage, and endurance to any navy in the world. But] 
| must say that for the past ten years the great enemy of the American 
| Navy has not been foreign navies or their threatened purposes, but the 
real enemy of the American navy has been its civil administrators dur. 
ing that period. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And we stand 
| here to-night with a purpose in the future, as we have tried to do ip 
the past, to reform all the abuses of the civil administration to which 
| I have referred. And I am not going to allow gentlemen on the other 
side to criticise our action in connection with the Navy of the United 
States without reminding them of the derelictions of duty of their own 
party officials in the past in these particulars. 

It was my purpose to-night to present a summary of the appropria- 
tions, to give the facts and figures of our action here during the present 
session of Congress in connection with the amounts of money we have 
voted to carry on the Government. But I am not able to do so, for the 
bills are not yet passed. I shall, however, claim the indulgence of the 
House to insert in my remarks, when I have the power to do so, these 
figures, giving the assurance that I shall insert nothing but what is 
directly connected therewith. When that shall have been done, the 
House and the country will find that the majority in this House have 
exerciesd a wise and discriminating economy which can not fail to re- 
ceive the commendation of every fair-minded man inthe United States 
who has the intellect to understand the facts. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate on this question under the 
rules has expired. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask consent to print in connection with this bill 
some remarks and statistics. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks leave to print 
in the RECORD some remarks concerning general appropriations. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire similar leave. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire, with the consent of my friend 
from Pennsylvania, to ask leave to print in the RECORD the statement 
of Admiral Porter on this matter, so as to confute the statement made 
by the man from Maine. 

Mr. REED. I can not agree to that. I gave the gentleman notice 
that I intended to bring this question up, and I gave him an oppor- 
tunity to be prepared to support his statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ithought I had settled ali that. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the request of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman never gave me notice. | 
shall print in the RecorD, unless there be objection, the document | 
have mentioned. 

Mr. REED. If I can be allowed one minute. 
Mr. COX, of New York. I can not be allowed a minute. 
Regular order !”’ P 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Every word I have said can be printed. 

Mr. REED. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I ask to print the report of Admiral Por- 
ter, so as to confute the gentleman and prove every word I said to be 
true. 

Mr. REED. I give him leave. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I do not ask you. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection by any gentleman ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. As the Chair asksany gentleman, of course 
I object. 

The SPEAKER. 
print the report ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
jected. 

The SPEAKER. 
accordingly. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I will place in juxtaposition extracts from 
my speech, in which I quoted from Admiral Porter, and the correspond- 
ing passages in the Admiral’s report tothe Secretary of the Navy. These 
will show that I have followed the text of the report. The language 
referred to by the gentleman [Mr. REED] was my own—he must hav: 
known it was my own—and which I inadvertently credited to Admiral 
Porter. 

The following is the language I 
attributed to Admiral Porter in my 
speech of June 30 last, as published 
in the REcoRD on the pages indi- 
cated below: 


JULY 5, 


[Cries of 


Does the gentleman from New York ask leave to 
I did; but the gentleman from Maine ob- 


The Chair hears no objection, and leave is granted 





The following is the languag: 
used by Admiral Porter in his re- 
port to the Secretary of the Navy, 
made partofthe latter report. Th: 
pages referred to are those of th 
last annual report of the Secretary 
of the Navy: 

The Admiral holds the opinion that A ship of war for cruising, ther 
an effective cruiser ‘“‘should not only should not only be fitted with a f 
be fitted with a fullarea of squaresails, area of square sails, but she should 
but she should have all the usual jibs have all the usual jibs and try-sail 
and try-sails,and have light stays be- and have light stays between all t 
tween all the masts where the latter masts where the latter could be set 
could be set,” in additiontofull steam- Report of Secretary of the Navy, 389. 
ower Page, 339 Ree 


d, page 5800, 
| second column, 
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Under date of November 19, 1883, 
,dmiral Porter made a report to the 
Secretary of the Navy, in which he calls 
the attention of the Secretary to the 
fact that ** in case we should havea war 
with any foreign nation all ports will 
be closed against our cruisers so far as 
obtaining coal or munitions of war is 
concerned, Our vessels, he says, 
“after consuming their coal must 
either lie idly by until a supply is sent 
from home or make an effort to reach 
the United States under sail, with per- 
haps fuel enough to runa blockade at 
the end of their cruise. Ww ithout full 
sail power,” Says the Admiral, ‘a ship 
of war ’—cruiser— ‘* would make but 
slow progress under these circum- 
stances.” (See last annual report of 
the Secretary of the Navy, volume 1, 
page 39.)—Record, page 5809, first col- 
umn. : 7 

He does not agree with the advisory 
board or the Secretary in respect to the 
speed of the Atlantic merchant steam- 
ers,or that proposed for our cruisers. 
He says that “a large portion of the 
ocean commerce is now carried on by 
ewift steamships, many of which aver- 
age fifteen knots across the Atlantic; ”"’ 
and that “in time of war the greater 
part of the enemy’s commerce would 
be carried in such vessels.” ‘Now 
and then,” he says, ‘“‘a comparatively 
slow steamer might fall a prey to our 
cruisers, but this would not often hap- 
pen.” —Record, page 5809, second col- 
umn. 

Admiral Porter tells the Secretary 
that “nearly all the European steam- 
ship lines, Messageries, Peninsular, 
and Oriental, &c., are composed of 
large and fast vessels, capable of over- 
coming the resistance of the heaviest 
seas, which would swamp a vessel of 
small dimensions attempting to force 
her way in chase.””"—Record, page 5809, 
second column, 

The Admiral regards it as absurd to 
apprehend a war between England 
and the United States, ‘* since their in- 
terests are so mixed up in commercial 
enterprises.’ But in the event of such 
a war he says that ‘‘most of the fast 
steamships of Great Britain would be 
withdrawn from commerce and armed 
with heavy batteries.”” He says ‘‘the 
ocean would swarm with these con- 
verted merchant steamers, and they 
would effectually control it.” Why 
doesthe Admiral make this statement? 

Jecause he does not regard the pro- 
posed steel cruisers—those being built 
and those proposed—as effective cruis- 
ers. “In case of such a war,” he asks, 

how long would it take for a steam- 
ship like the Oregon or the Alaska 

English merchant steamers} to over- 
haui and capture small ‘commerce de- 
stroyers?’"’—Record, page 5809, second 
column, 

rhe coal capacity of such steamers 
would be, as the Admiral says, ** tre- 
mendous.”’ “They would carry six 
months’ provisions, and their com- 
manders might laugh at Atlantic 
seas."’—Record, page 5809, second col- 
umn. 

lake the Chicago, for example,” 
says Admiral Porter. “It is said she 
will have only 14,000 square feet of can- 
vas in her principal sails. Any seaman 
knows that sosmall an amount of can- 
vas can only be considered ‘auxiliary,’ 
and would only propel the vessel 
through the water in a very fresh 
breeze.” “ With the very peculiar rig 
of the Chicago, without bowsprit and 

Jibs projecting beyond thefbow, no ves- 

sel would work under sail in smooth 

water, much lessin a heavy sea.”’— Ree- 
ord, page 5809, second column. 

“Tam not,” says Admiral Porter, 








“an advocate for extremes, but am cer- 


send her thirteen knots through the 
water off the wind and ten knots by 
the wind. That isthe speed of our old 


first-class frigates and ships of the line 
with their full bows. 
of to-day ought to do better.’’- 
page 6564, second column. 


He considers that modern cruisers 


with the enormous weight of boilers 
and machinery carried low down,” 


have “a stability not possessed by the 


old-fashioned sailing ships of war,” and 
that “they could carry top-gallant sails mous weights of boilers and 


When the latter would have to take ¢ 
reelin the topsails,’’— Record, page 5810 
first column, 
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In case we should have a war with | 
any foreign nation all ports will be 
closed against our cruisers so far as 
obtaining coal or munitions of war is 
concerned, and our vessels after con- 
suming their coal must either lie idly 
by until a supply is sent from home or 
make an effort to reach the United 
States under sail, with perhaps fuel 
enough on hand to run a blockade at 
the end of their cruise. Without full 
sail power a ship of war would make 
but slow progress under these circum- 
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‘I will,” he says, “‘ supposea case of 
two ships of war meeting at sea, of 
equal size and weight of metal. The 
machinery of both vessels may be in- 
jured, and both may have to depend 
on their sails, The one that isthe best 
rigged and with the position of the 
center of effortof the sails so fixed that 
the steamer will work as well as the 
old-fashioned sailing ships (which can 


| be accomplished) will sail around the 


other vessel and compel her to surren- 
der.” We are told by the Admiral 


stances.— Report of Secretary ef the Navy, | that the desired result * can be accom- 


390. | plished.’’—Record, 


A large portion of the ocean com- 
merce is now carried on by swift steam- 
ships, many of which average their fif- 
teen knots across the Atlantic, and in 
time of war the greater part of an en- 
emy’s commerce would be carried in 
such vessels. Now andthena compar- 
atively slow steamer might fall a prey 
to our cruisers, but this would not often 
happen:—Report of Secretary of the Navy, 
page 390, 


Nearly all the European steamship 
lines, Messageries, Peninsular, and 
Oriental, &c., are composed of large 
and fast vessels, capable of overcoming 
the resistance of the heaviest seas, 
which would swamp a vessel of small 
dimensions attempting to force her 
way in chase.—Report of Secretary of 
the Navy. 


It may seem absurd to apprehend a 
war between England and the United 
States[since their interests are so mixed 
up in commercial enterprises, but 
should such a calamity occur, most of 
the fast steamships of Great Britain 
would be withdrawn from commerce 
and armed with heavy batteries]. In 
such a case how long would it take for 
a steamship like the Oregon or the 
Alaska to overhaul and capture small 
“commerce-destroyers?’’ The ocean 
would swarm with these converted 
merchant steamers, and they would 
effectually control it.—Report of Secre- 
tary of the Navy, 390, 391. 


Their coal capacity would be tre- 
mendous; they could carry six months’ 
provisions, and their commanders 
laugh at Atlantic seas.—Report of Sec- 
retary of Navy , 392. 


Take the Chicago for example. It is 
said she will have only 14,000 square 
feet of canvas in her principal sails. 
Any seaman knows that so small an 
amount of canvas can only be consid- 
ered “ auxiliary,’ and would only pro- 
pel the vessel through the water ina 
very fresh breeze. With the very pecul- 
iar rig of the Chicago, without bowsprit 


and jibs projecting beyond the bow, no 
vessel would work undersail in smooth 
water, much less in a heavy sea.—Re- 


port Secretary Navy, 338. 


Iam not an advocate for extremes, 


but am certain that no ship will be a 
tain that no ship will be a first-class first-class cruiser unless she has sail 
cruiser unless she has sail enough to enough to send her thirteen knots 
through the water off the wind and | tent In the buil 


That is about 
c 


ten knots by the wind. 
the speed of our old first 





>» and ships of the line with their full 
The finer lines bows. 
— Record, 


rhe finer lines of to-day ought 

to do better.—Report Secretary of Navy 
339. 

. It may be said that the comparatively 


posed to their carrying sail aceordi: 
» to the ordinary rule, but the 
length of these vessels, with the 





a carried low down, gives the 


, ity not possessed by the old-fashioned 


sailing ships of war, and they coul 


carry top-gallant sails when the latter 


would have to take a reef in the top 
sails.—Report of Secretary of the Navy 
page 339. 


page 5810, first 
column. 
“It may be argued,” says Admiral 
| Porter, “that the proposed ships will 
not be required to maneuver, and that 
they will always work in important 
cases under steam.’ This argument 
might apply to heavy ironclads, but 
certainly not to cruisers. In respect to 
the latter he well says that “ it is neces- 
sary to guard against every contin- 
| gency,” and that“ even in time of peace 
| every effort should be made to econo- 
mize coal, the careless expenditure of 
which eats up the public treasure.” 
“What a steamship consumes in coal 
would in a few years buy a new ves- 
sel.’ The Brooklyn is a very much 
smaller ship than the Chicago, yet this 
old-fashioned vessel can spread 8,000 
square feet of canvas more than is in- 
tended for the Chicago.—Record, page 
5810, first column. 
When England and France assumed 
a hostileattitude to the United States 
during the late civil war Congress 
appropriated money for 65,890 tons of 
fast steamers, ‘real commerce-destroy- 
ers ’’—(I still quote from Admiral Por- 
ter’s report to the Secretary) —“ all 
larger than the proposed Boston class, 
and eleven of them as large or larger 
than the proposed Chicago.’’— Record, 
page 5810, first.column 

“Had these vessels been built of 
iron’’ (as they ought to have been), 
says the Admiral, “‘we might not at 
this day have been complaining of a de- 
ecayed navy, since, if properly taken 
care of, they must still be serviceable.” 
How many millions has Congress ap- 
propriated to maintain a navy since 
that time ?— Record, page 5810, first col- 
umn. 


feebly yesterday what I say to-day 


says: 
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ase of two ships of 
war meeting at sea, of equal size and 
weight of metal. The machinery of 
both vessels may be injured, and both 
may have to depend on their sails, 
The one that is the best rigged anid with 
the position of the center of effort of 
the sails so fixed that the steamer will 
work as well as the old-fashioned sail- 
ing ships, which can be accomplished, 
will sail around the other vessel and 
compel her to surrender.—Report Sec- 
retary Navy, page 389. 


I will suppose a ec 





Ze 


It may be argued that the proposed 
ships will not be required to maneuver, 
and that they will always work in im- 
portant cases under steam; but in war 
it is necessary to guard against every 
contingency, and even in time of peace 
every effort should be made to econo- 
mize coal, the careless expenditure of 
which eats up the public treasure. 
What a steamship consumes in coal 
would in a few years buy a new ves- 
sel.—Report of Secretary of the Navy, 388 
and 389. 


Now, here is a case where Congress 
appropriated money for 65,890 tons of 
fast steamers, real commerce destroy- 
ers, all larger than the proposed Boston 
class,and eleven of them as large or 
larger than the proposed Chicago. I 
hardly think the foreign governments 
referred to would have been impressed 
with such vessels as the proposed Dol- 
phin class.—Report Secretary Navy, 391. 


Had these vessels been built of iron 
we might not at this day be complain- 
ing of a decayed navy, since, if prop- 
erly taken care of, they must still be 
servicfable.— Report of Secretary of the 
Navy, page 391. 








On the 2d of July, I was reported (on page 5856 of the REcorD, which 
contains the proceedings of the Ist of July) as follows: ‘‘I said very 


more vigorously, that I would rather 


have one good large iron-clad steamer at a cost of $4,000,000 than your 
whole fleet of forty-million-dollar cruisers. : 
fight the present iron-clad vessels of the world. 
according to Admiral Porter, able to compete with the vessels of the 
world—this is the crucial test of a navy worth having—the Admiral 


These cruisers can not 
To make these vessels, 


ass frigates 


narrow beam of modern ships is op- 








Iam nevertheless well satisfied that it would be most unwise to vote $4,000,000 
for the construction of seven steel cruisers next year until we have some evi- 
dence that the Chicago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and the Dolphin are of the 
paar type or types to enable our naval officers ‘to keep alive the knowledge 
of war. 


And he asks: 


Are these the types of ships that are “ 
panded into invincible squadrons?”’ 


capable on brief notice of being ex- 


I perceive the emphasis of the recommendation of your great Admiral. 
I would not go back on that recommendation, nor on the testimony of 
your skilled and ingenious builders and engineers. 
time when this armament is growing. 

The language here attributed to Admiral Porter I took in the hurry 
of debate from page 5809 of the Recorp. They were my own words, 
as any one might have seen from the REcorD by the following lan- 
guage then used: 


I would not in a 


NON-COMBATANT SQUADRONS, 

Now, while I have not sufficient naval knowledge to say that we should 
direct our attention mainly to providing a navy of steel cruisers for the pleasure 
and accommodation of our officers before we embark 











to any considerable ex- 
ling of fighting ships, 1am nevertheless well satisfied that it 
| would be most unwise to vote $4,000,000 for the construction of s« n steel 
| cruisers next year until we have some evidence that the C)} wo,the Bost the 
Atlanta, and the Dolphin are of the proper type or types to « nt 
officers “‘to keep alive the knowledge of war Are these the types of ship 
, | that are* capable on brief notice of being expanded int vin e squadre 


This language had relation to my comments upon the report of the 





secretary ot the Navy and the action of the advisory board, as 
one would see who will read the foregoin: part of my speer On ‘ 
hasty glance I cast on it I did not observe that the quotation 
did not refer to Admiral Porter They referre ) secret 
; | guage. The above extracts from the report of Admiral Porte1 he 
d | Secretary of the N ibundantly support the positio took t 
the addition of new cruisers to fleet. No one n read A 
- | Porter’s report without seeing that he takes substantia h 


| grounds that I took against them. 
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Mr 
Mi 


Mr 


REED. I desis 
RANDALL. That will be lost on the House. 
REED. What I have said has not been lost. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


» leave to reply. 


APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE. 
Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, submitted the following reso- 
lution 


Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or such subcommittee as 
they may designate, are hereby authorized to sit during the vacation, for the 
purpose of considering and facilitating the business of the committee in ad- 
vance of the next regular session, to be convened at such time as the chairman 


of said committee may order. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is the usual resolution adopted at a long session, 
so as to enable the Committee on Appropriations toassemble and trans- 
act business prior to the meeting of the second session, in order to have 
the bills prepared in some degree in advance. 

‘Mr. KASSON. Do not the rules provide for the meeting of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations ? 

The SPEAKER. Not that I know of. 

Mr. KASSON. I thought there was such a provision for the meeting 
of the Committee on Appropriations in advance. 

The SPEAKER. There is not. 

‘The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 


tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. ; 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
EXCUSED FROM COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. CALKINS. I ask by unanimous consent that I be excused from 


further service on the Committee on Appropriations; and I do this now 
so that the Speaker may appoint my successor. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I submit the following privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows 


» APPROPRIATION 


rhe committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 21,24,and 25 to the bill (H. R. 7069) 
‘**making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the fisea! year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes,”’ 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the House recede fron its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 24 and 25,and agree to the same 


Phat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- | 


ate numbered 21, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu 
of “thirty-four” insert “ten,’’ and after the word “ dollars,’ in the amended 
clause, insert “for clerks to Senators, $24,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the 
sant 

WM. S. HOLMAN, 

JOHN HANCOCK, 

J. G., CANNON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 


W. B. ALLISON, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The SPEAKER 
read 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The statement accompanying the report will now 
be 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7069) 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year 1885 submit the following statement in ex- 
planation of the conference report : 


It is recommended that the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 


ments of the Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment which inserts 
in the bill the following 


** For clerks to Senators, $24,000.”’ 


WM. S, HOLMAN, 

JOHN HANCOCK, 

J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope I will have the ear of the House 
for a few moments. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Lrise to a question of order. I ask how 
much time the gentleman is going to allow for debate on this? 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. About ten minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman shall have that time. I hope the 
House will understand that this report in this form recommends the 
appropriation of this money, it is true, but it is purely a formal report 


under the parliamentary rules for the purpose of bringing the subject | 


in this formal manner before the House. 


It is not to be assumed on the part of the House that the majority of 


its managers at this conference favor the principle declared in the report. 


I have already explained the reason why the report in this form is pre- | 
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| sented, and I desire to present itagain. If thecommittee of conference 
simply reported a failure to agree, then the question would be, shall the 
Houserecede? And ifthe House not only declined to recede, but on th, 
| contrary adopted the amendments of the Senate, then it would not shoy 
| upon the face of the law that the $20,000 was being appropriated fy 
clerks of Senators, but simply that a given sum of money was appropri- 
ated for the contingent expenses of the Senate, to be applied as the Sen 
ate might think proper. ‘Therefore, for the purpose of presenting the 
subject in a tangible form, the conferees on the part of the House con 
sented to this form of report, recommending as a matter of form to the 
| House to agree in the proposition of the Senate embodied, not in terms 
but in effect, in the original proposition of the Senate for $24,000, which 
sum they proposed to appropriate for the present fiscal year, beginning on 
the 1st of the present month, for the compensation of clerks of Senators 
As a matter of course, Mr. Speaker, if the House shall adopt this 
report that is the end of the controversy between the two Houses, and 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill becomes a 
law. It appropriates $24,000 for the clerks of Senators in that event 
If the House does not agree to this report, the subject goes as a matter 
of course to another conference. That is all. 

I am exceedingly anxious to place this matter clearly before the House, 
for I do not wish that the majority of the House conferees should he 
placed in the attitude of in effect recommending the appropriation of 
this $24,000, as their judgment is against the appropriation for that 
purpose, and I trust we have been successful at least in presenting the 
reasons why the report has been presented in the form in which it stands 

I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky [M: 
WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the amount of money in- 
volved in this demand of the Senate is very small. We have given 
that much money frequently to various objects. But, sir, that is 
the question. There isa principle involved in this demand. It was 
a small tax that led to the war of the Revolution. It was not the 
amount of the tax, but the principle involved in the tax which led to 
the throwing of the tea overboard in the Boston harbor. So it 
this case. It is not the $24,000 that I object to, but the principk 
involves. If the Senate can say that the House shall give this $24,(0) 
to hire private secretaries for them, they arrogate to themselves the 
right also to demand that we shall give to them a carriage and a sp 


of Kentucky trotters, a coachman, anda lackey. It is clearly intended 





| to $7,500, known as the back-pay salary grab. 


as an increase of the salary of the Senators, and there is no dispute b 
that is what it amounts to. 

Now, sir, we are brought to face this question fairly. In the Fort 
third Congress the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appro 
priations [Mr. RANDALL], now in this House, made this remark on 
similar bill to increase the salary of Members and Senators from $5, (0) 
In that discussion t 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] said: 


When I went into this conference on this bill I found there were thre¢ 
shadowing questions beyond all others which were in controversy betwee: 
two Houses. The first one that met us in committee was this question of 
ries. Upon that question I have uttered no doubtful sound and have mac 
doubtful record in this House. I have declared to the country and to my « 
stituents thatI believe I have earned $7,500a year since I have been in this ( 
gress, and that I can not live here for less with my family in any sort of ce 
cency. 

Now, sir, there is the whole issue in a nutshell. We knew and th 
Senators knew when they were elected that the salary was fixed at 
$5,000 for each year. Cana member of Congress live in Washington for 
$5,000 a year? We thought so when we were candidates. If Con 
gressmen can not perform their duties and can not live in decency in 
Washington for $5,000 a year, then pass a new law to take effect at the 
beginning of next Congress. Representatives of the people are equa 
in rank if not superior to United States Senators, and it is not just nor 
proper that a Senator who is elected for six years and receives the sam 
salary, the same allowances for stationery, the same allowance for mil: 
age, nay, more, when there is an extra session of Congress shall lx 
allowed more salary than is received by the Representatives of the 
people who under the Constitution hold the purse-strings. 

The Senators are chosen, as I say, for six years, while a Member 1s 
elected for but two years. Are we prepared to say that $5,000 salary 
a year, which we knew we were to receive when we were elected to Con- 
gress, and $5,000 a year which the Senators knew they were to receive 
when they were elected to the United States Senate, is not sufficient” 
It is the high living indulged in, perhaps, after reaching Washington 
which leads to demands for increase of salaries. The gentleman trom 
| Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] said in the closing hours of the Fort) 
third Congress, on the 3d day of March, 1873, that he could not live 
here for less than $7,500 a year with his family; and therefore he voted 
with the majority to increase the compensation $2,500 to each and every 
Representative and Senator. The Senate took the same view of the 
| matter, and in order to assure the passage of that back-pay grab the) 
| proposed to give the President of the United States $50,000 a year. 





The country spoke with no uncertain sound on that salary grab. It 
| condemned the act, repudiated most of the members of Congress who 
| voted for it. Not asingle member from the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent who voted for that salary grab occupies 4 
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place on the floor of this House to-day; not one. There are very few 


of them from otherStates. Some of the Democratic members who took | 


the salary grab have been able to weather thestorm more than the Re- 
publicans w ho took it; which shows again that the Republican party 
is more sensitive to questions of honor than the Democratic party. [ Ap- 
plause and laughter. } ; ; 

Now, sir, I call the attention of the House to the Constitution, article 
1, section 6, paragraph 2: 

No Senator or Representative shall, during the time for which he was elected, 
be appointed to any civil office under the authority of the United States, which 
shall have been created, or the emoluments whereof shall have been increased 
during such time. 

Does not every member know, does not the whole country know that 
this increase of $24,000 for the Senate to hire private secretaries amounts 
to an increase of a thousand dollars a year of the salary allowed to each 
member of the Senate to give to some member of his family; and are we 
not in that respect violating the Constitution; for ‘‘inasmuchas ye doit 
unto the least of them’’ ye do it unto the Senators? [Laughter and 
cries of ‘* Vote!’’ °* Vote ra 


I need not discuss this further. I merely want to put myself squarely | 


on the record; and for one, although the amount is only $24,000, be- 
fore [ will grant one dollar to the superiority of the foreign embassadors 
of the States who consent to appointments after they have advised the 


President to make them, whereby the Republican minority in the South | 


is traded off for the support of Democratic Senators, which results in 
the success of one faction over another faction of the Republican party 
in the North, all of which tends to the disruption and destruction of the 
Republican party—before I consent to that I am willing for one to stand 
here, if a quorum will stand with me, until next December. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Young]. 

Mr. YOUNG. It appears to me that the question involved in the 
report just submitted is a very important one. I confess I do not dis- 
tinctly understand what the recommendations of the committee of con- 
ference are. I understand this, however, so far as my personal convic- 
tions go, that we ought not to vote for such a measure as this. Ihave 
no disposition to protract this session of Congress. I have no disposi- 


tion to reflect in any way on gentlemen on this floor who entertain | 


different views. 

But I feel I owe it to myself and to my constituents to express to the 
Hfouse my disapprobation of this measure. In itself it may be right. 
rhe salary of every Representative and of every Senator perhaps ought 
to be greater than itis. Perhaps they ought to have this clerical as- 
sistance. I know members of the House need it. But I know this in 
uldition—that the people who sent us here do not expect us to pass 
this measure, and, therefore, I desire to record my vote against it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So far as the appropriation bills are concerned this 
is the last of them, with the exception of the diplomatic bill, which 
will undoubtedly be returned to the House in a few minutes; and this 
is the last item upon which this Heuse will have occasion to act so far 
as the general appropriations are concerned. I trust, sir, that not- 
withstanding the lateness of the hour this question will be decided 
according to the judgment of each member on this floor. In my judg- 
ment this money ought not to be appropriated. It is virtually and 
necessarily simply an inerease of the salaries of a part of the members 
of the National Legislature—that and nothing less. I do not think the 
appropriation should be made. I do not think that any haste to leave 
this Capitol should justify any variation from the dictates of reason and 
judgment in deciding upon this question. I do not think the appro- 
priation should be made. 

I yield to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON], such time as he may desire. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire only to occupy a minute or two. 

I did not intend to say a word about this, Mr. Speaker, and would 
not now were it not that a day or two ago, when this subject was 
discussed to a certain extent by the House, I announced my opposition 
tothisappropriation. Beingupon theconference committee and having 
united with the gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman from Texas 
in recommending the adoption of the conference report, it is due to my- 
self that I should say that action was taken in view of the action ofthe 
House in adopting the conference report upon the deficiency bill. 

I do not regard this matter as an open question now, for the reason 
that within the last hour, when the conference report upon the deti- 
ciency bill was adopted which appropriated $26,000 or $27,000 to pay 
for these clerks for the year just closed, the principle was established, 


and this appropriation is but to pay for the same clerks for the year | 


which has just commenced. 

I do not care about discussing this question further. I perhaps 
might say that I hope in the future this will be corrected, either by 
doing away with this pay for Senators’ clerks, or by a well-considered 


and judicious law, if pay there must be to any clerks, that will make 
it exactly equal as between the House and the Senate. It is not so 


much the amount of money that is involved that gives me trouble in 
connection with this question, but it is the fact that we have already 


yielded and are proposing to yield further to a distinction between the 
two co-ordinate branches, when my conviction is that hereafter as here- 
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tofore they should stand exactly upon the same platform touching this 
and all other pay and perquisites. 

The SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman from Indiana 

[Mr. HoLMAN] submit ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. We make the report with the usual recommenda- 
| tion as a matter of form, with the view that if the vote taken on the 
deficiency bill is to be regarded as an instruction, and if the appro- 
priation is made, it shall appear on its face what it is for; that it shall 
appear on the face of the law that the money is appropriated not for 
general contingencies but for clerks of Senators. 

It is for that purpose and because of the implied instructions given 
by a former vote of the House that the conferees of the House have 
submitted this subject in its present form, with the understanding, 
however, that the majority of the House conferees, the gentleman from 
Illinois | Mr. CANNON] and myself do not concur in the appropriation 
of this money, but on the contrary believe that the salaries of mem- 
| bers of the House and of Senators are high enough. 
| Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Allow me to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 
| Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Do I understand from the gentle- 
man from Indiana that he is going to vote against this conference re- 
port? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
haps I will. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I trust that if the gentleman does 
this side of the House will follow him. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Upon that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Forthe purposeof bringing this subject before the 
| House for action, I move pro forma the adoption of the report. 

The question was taken upon ordering the yeas and nays, and there 
were 19 in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. That is not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. PAYSON called for a count 
| of the other side. 

The negative vote was counted, and there were 105. 

The SPEAKER. Upon ordering the yeas and nays upon agreeing 
to the report of the committee of conference the ayes are 19, the noes 
105. The ayes not being one-fifth of tle whole vote, the yeas and nays 
are refused. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, there being but 10 in the affirmative—not 
one-fifth of a quorum. 
| TheSPEAKER. The yeas and nays are refused. The question is 
upon agreeing to the conference report. 

The question was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 70, 
noes 48. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 
| Mr. MILLS. Do not make that point and require us to stay here 
all night. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. There is important legislation to be 
done besides this. 

The SPEAKER. It can not be done without a quorum. 
| Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. Can any business whatever be done without a quo- 
rum? 

The SPEAKER. Of course not; the Constitution prohibits it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Members of Congress are paid by the 
year, and ought to be here. 

The SPEAKER. Thequestionis not debatable. The point oforder 
is made that no quorum has voted. The Chair will appoint as tellers 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, and Mr. MILLs. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported that there were— 
ayes 100, noes 69. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, said: Now that we havea quorum I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been asked for and re- 
fused by the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Cannot I ask for them again ? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent, the House having 
already voted not to take the question by yeas and nays. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I ask unanimous consent for the 
| yeas and nays. 

Many members objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. Upon this vote the tellers re- 
port ayes 100, noes 69. The ayes have it, and the report of the com- 
mittee of conference is agreed to. 


If the gentleman will call the yeas and nays, per- 


No quorum has voted. 
It does not require a quorum to decide the call for 


I call for tellers on ordering the yeas 





Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of 
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the com! 
motion t 


ttee of conterence was 


on the 


n was agreed to 


agreed to: and also moved that the 


o reconsider be laid table. 


MOuUo 


EN ROI 


LED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
ommittee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
y titles: when the Speak signed the same: 

1042) for the of Mrs. Sarah Sinfield; 

1397) granting a pension to Catherine Hunter; 

2979) granting a pension to Nancy Ellis; 

1417) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Miller; 
5888) granting a pension to Ellen O’ Brian; and 

6530) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes. 


the 
lowi! 
: R 
R 
R 
R 
R 
R 


rele! 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 
M1 
Th 
M1 

a@ mot 
The 
Mr. 
The 
Mi 

me to 

Hous 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman must decide for himself whether 

it is necessary for him to make the motion or not. 

Mr. WELLER. I did not hear the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not make the motion. 
gentleman arose and attempted to make it, but it was not made. 

Mr. MILLS. I want 
closing hours of the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress. I want 
the House to do me the favor to permit Senate bill No. 62, providing 
for the erection of a public building at Waco, Tex., to be taken from 
the Speaker’s table and passed at this time. The judges of both the 
circuit and district courts certify that there is no place there for the 
courttobeheld. The bill has passed the Senate, has been recommended 
favorably by the committee of the House and ison the Speaker’s table, 
and it will take but a moment to pass it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That is right. 

Mr. GUENTHER and others objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House now take a recess for thirty 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. 
House. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. HOLMAN; and upona 
division there were—ayes 111, noes 17. 

So (no further count being called for) the motion was agreed to; and 
accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess 
until 9 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m. 

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA EXPENSES. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There were certain items struck from the deficiency 
bill by the conferees proposing appropriations to be paid from the funds 
of the District of Columbia. After this was done the gentleman 
having charge of the subject became satisfied that those appropria- 
tions, amounting to about $5,000, should be made. I ask unanimous 
consent that a joint resolution covering these matters may now be in- 
troduced, and, if there be no objection, passed. 

There being no objection, 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 286) for the 
payment of certain persons therein named for clerical services in mak- 
ing clerical and ‘‘assess’’ books; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the House will proceed 
to the consideration of this resolution. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, &c., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to pay the following named per- 
sons for clerical services in making clerical and “‘ assess’’ books, namely: ToF. 
G. Cowie, $138; to G. A. Hall, 435; to W. E. Morgan, $505; to John 5. Bell, 
$180; to Thomas B. Shoemaker, $45; to William Griffin, $700; to E.W.W. Griffin, 
$900; to R. EB. Fish, $900; to Frank Wilson, $900; to J. F. Thompson, $171; to 
Charles D. Merwin, $30; in all, $,704, out of any money appropriated for the 
District of Columbia not otherwise specifically set apart for other purposes. 

Mr. CALKINS. I desire to say that the statement made by the 
gentleman from Indiana in regard to this matter is entirely correct. 

Mr. RANDALL. While this proposition is right, I wish it under- 
stood that there was no error in the report upon the deficiency bill; 
these items were not omitted by mistake. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not intend to have it understood that these 
appropriations were omitted by an error. They were intended to be 
stricken out of the deficiency bill. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WELLER. I rise to a question of order 

SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

WELLER. On the convening of the House this evening I made 
on that we proceed to the consideration of certain pension bills. 
SPEAKER. That is not a point of order. 

WELLER. I was about to state the point of order. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

WELLER. I want to know whether it will be necessary for 
renew that motion, or whether the Speaker will submit it to the 


The 


That is a privileged motion under the rules of the 


to ask a kindness of the House in this our | 


| that the Senate had agreed tothe report of the committee of confer 


~ 
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Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint ; 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to recons 


laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


ed 


MESSAGE 


on the amendments of the Senate numbered 21, 24, and 25 to the leg. 


| islative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 








ORDNANCE AND GUNNERY. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I send a resolution to the Clerk’s desk to be read 
and if there be no objection, 1 will ask for its immediate consideration 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a select committee of seven Representatives be appointed by 
the Speaker to inquire as to the capacity of steel-producing works in the United 
States to make steel of suitable quality and sufficient in quantity to furnish meta 
for guns of high power, and metal plates and other material for the constry 
tion of vessels of war, and for the armor or sheathing for such vessels 

2. That said committee shall also inquire as to the character and sufficiency 
of machinery and machine-tools in the navy-yards, and also in private found 
eries and machine-shops in the United States, for the construction of engines 
suitable for vessels of war, and for manufacturing guns for the proper arma 
ment of such vessels, and of the seacoast defenses, and for the purpose of con 
structing iron and steel ships of war. 

3. Said committee shall also inquire into the best locations in the United 
States for manufacturing guns, engines, and armor for vessels, and for building 
iron and steel ships of war, and the best method of manufacturing and building 
the same, whether by the Government or by contract with private persons 

4. Said committee shall have power to sit in the vacation of the House at any 
place in the United States, to send for persons and papers, and to appoint a clerk 
and messenger, and may report by bill or otherwise. 

5. The expenses of said committee, and of witnesses summoned before it, sha 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, to be certified by the chairman 
of the committee, and audited and allowed by the Committee on Accounts 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration ot 


| this resolution ? 


Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object. 
EXCUSED FROM COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
Mr. KASSON. I ask to be excused from further service on the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 
There being no objection, Mr. KASSON was excused. 
GOVERNMENT WHARF AT WILMINGTON, N. C. 


Mr. GREEN. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table for immediate consideration Senate bill 1251, to authorize the 
purchase of a wharf for the use of the Government in Wilmington, N 
C. This bill is designed simply to authorize the purchase of property 
in Wilmington, N.C., for the benefit of the revenue-marine service, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. DUNN. I object. 

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces necessary changes which 
have been made in the committees of the House by reason of vacancies 
which have occurred. 

The changes announced by the Speaker are as follows: 

Committee on Ways and Means (to fill vacancies)—THoMAsS M 
BROWNE, THOMAS B. REED. 

Committee on the Judiciary—ABRAHAM X. PARKER, EDWARD K 
VALENTINE (to fill vacancies occasioned by the resignations of THOMAS 
M. Browne and THOMAS B. REED). 

Committee on Agriculture—E. H. FuNsTON (to fill vacancy occasioned 
by the resignation of THoMAS P. OCHILTREE). 

Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads—THOMAS P. OCHILTREE 
(to fill vacancy). 

Committee on Manufactures—ROBERT SMALLS (to fill vacancy). 

Committee on Labor+E. H. FuUNSsTON (to fill vacancy). 

Committee on Militia—RoBERT SMALLS (to fill vacancy). 

Committee on Patents—J. R. CHALMERS (to fill vacancy). 

Select Committee on the Law respecting the Election of President 
and Vice-President—J. R. CHALMERS (to fill vacancy occasioned by 
the resignation of ABRAHAM X. PARKER). 

Committee on Appropriations—JoHN D. Lone (to fill vacancy) 

Committee on Banking and Currency—JOHN KEAN, Jr., in place 
of BENJAMIN S. HOOPER. 

Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds—HArRyY LIBBEY, in 
place of JOHN KEAN, Jr. 

Select Committee on Public Health—BENJAMIN S. Hooper in place 
of HARRY LIBBEY. 

Committee on Commerce 
D. Lona. 

Select Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Inter- 
ests—LEWwis E. McComas in place of JoHN D. Lona. 

ORDER OF 


I move a recess for half an hour. 
I ask the gentleman to withhold that motion fora 
I desire to ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker 5 


WILLIAM P. HEPBURN in place of JOHN 


BUSINESS. 
Mr. HOLMAN 
Mr. WEAVER. 

moment. 


| table and put on its passage the bill (S. 2348) to authorize the increase 


of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Omaha, Nebr. This 
is a matter to which no one will object when the bill has been read. 
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Mr. DUNN. I demand the regular order of business. 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion to take a re- 


‘i Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that the House do now adjourn, 
and on that motion I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 1, noes 94. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

TheSPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion to take a recess 
for thirty minutes. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 9. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. WuITg, of Kentucky, and Mr. HoL- 
MAN as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 99, noes 2. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask we proceed to the consideration | 


of the Mexican pension bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order while the House is dividing. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum has voted, and I move that 
there be a call of the House. 

The motion that there be a call of the House was disagreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It is now nearly midnight. We are 
waiting for the Senate. They are now engaged in an active debate, 
and we had as well go home as to stay here. Why should we waste 
time by taking recess after recess? I moved that the House adjourn, 
and it has refused todo so. As it will not adjourn let us proceed to 
business. Here is the Mexican pension bill returned with amendment, 
and let us take it up and send it back to the Senate. Here also is the 
educational bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is out of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky (at 10 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m., 
July 6, 1884). I move the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to take up House | 


bill 260. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the motion for a recess. 


THANKS TO SPEAKER CARLISLE. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I notice that Mr. Speaker CARLISLE is temporarily 
absent from the chair, and I offer a resolution to which there will not 
only be no objection, but which, in my judgment, will be unanimously 
adopted, as expressing the sentiments of every member of the House. 
I ask the Clerk to read it. [Applause. ] 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the thanks of this House are due and are hereby tendered to 
Hon. Joun G. CARLISLE, Speaker of the House of Representatives, for the abil- 
ity, efficiency, and strict impartiality with which he has discharged the arduous 
and responsible duties of his office during the present session of Congress. 

[ Applause. ] 

The question was submitted to the House on the adoption of the reso- 
lution 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SCALES in the chair). The reso- 
luticn is unanimously adopted. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to take a recess for half an hour. 

Mv. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent of the House that 
House bill 260 be put on its passage. 

Mr. DUNN. Regular order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask the gentleman to withdraw his de- 
mand until I can make a brief statement. The bill has been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. DUNN. I have no objection to the gentleman making a state- | 


ment, but I will renew my demand after he has concluded. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is a recess demanded for conference 
committees to meet or to go to the Senate to hear the discussion ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The latter, I presume. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The Senate is enjoying a hilarious de- 
bate which will last till Monday morning, and as it is now near mid- 
night I move the House adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN’s motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o'clock 
and 25 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess for thirty minutes. 


AFTER THE RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House at 11 o’clock and 5 minutes p. 
m. resumed its session. 


Mr. WELLER. I now move, and hope there will be no objection to 
the motion, to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the | 
Private Calendar from the further consideration of certain pension bills | 
passed by the Senate and which only wait the action of the House to 


become laws. 
Mr. DUNN. Regular order. 


Mr. WELLER. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that de- 
mand. These are bills that can be disposed of in twenty or twenty- 


five minutes, and I hope he will withdraw the objection. 
Mr. DUNN. Regular order. 


DIGEST OF POINTS OF ORDER. 


Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to offer the reso- 
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| luion which I send to the desk, and I am sure it will commend itself 
to the House as a proper measure if they will hear the reading of it 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 
The Clerk read as follows 
Resolved, Thatt 


he resolutions of February 23 and August 7 






1882, directing the 


compilation anc nting of questions of order decided in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union on general appropriation and revenue 
bills be extended so as to include the Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, and Forty 


t ighth Congresses 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I will state that this is simply in accordance 
with the resolution formerly adopted by the House, and is necessary 
to enable the chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
| state of the Union to know what has been the rulings of the committee 
in such cases. 

Mr. DUNN. Let me ask if some such resolution was not intro 
duced on yesterday ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; not this resolution. 

Mr. DUNN. There was a resolution in reference to the Digest intro- 
duced on yesterday 

Mr. BLACKBURN. That related to the printing of the Digest of 
the Rules, but this resolution refers to the compilation of points of order 
and decisions upon them. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Reserving the right to object I would like to state 
that I do not remember the effect of that resolution. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will read it for the gentleman. I have it 
here before me. 

On the 23d of February, 1832, on motion of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] the following resolution was adopted: 

That the Journal Clerk be directed to compile for the use of the House all 
questions of order raised and decided in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, upon the consideration of appropriation and revenue 
bills from the Fortieth to the Forty-sixth Congress inclusive, and the necessary 
expenses incurred in copying and indexing the sam shall be paid out of the 


contingent fund of the House, subject to the approval of the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 


That was the resolution reported by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED], then and now a member of the Committee on Rules of this body. 
This is simply to carry it on to embrace the Congresses specified in the 
resolution in order that the chairman of the committee may he guided 
by such decisions as have been made in the Committees of the Whole 
House by his predecessors. 9 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BLACKBURN moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDNANCE AND GUNNERY. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from 
North Carolina is willing to withdraw his objection to the resolution I 
offered before the recess, and I now ask that it be taken up for present 
consideration. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolinia. Thatiscorrect. I withdraw the ob- 
| jection. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be reported to the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a select committee of seven Representatives be appointed by 
the Speaker to inquire as to the capacity of steel-producing works in the United 
States to make steel of suitable quality and sufficient in quantity to furnish 
| metal for guns of high power, and metal plates and other material for the con- 

struction of vessels of war,and for the armor or sheathing for such vessels 

2. That said committee shall also inquire as to the character and sufficiency 
of machinery and machine-tools in the navy-yards, and also in private found- 
eriesand machine-shops in the United States, for the construction of engines 
suitable for vessels of war, and for manufacturing guns for the proper arma- 
ment of such vessels, and of the seacoast defeuses, and for the purposes of con- 
structing iron and steel ships of war. 

3. Said committee shall also inquire into the best locations in the United 
States for manufacturing guns, engines, and armor for vessels, and for building 
iron and steel ships of war, and the best method of manufacturing and building 
the same, whether by the Government or by contract with private persons. 

| 4. Said committee shall have power to sit in the vacation of the House atany 
| place in the United States, to send for personsand papers, and toappoint aclerk 
| and messenger, and may report by bill or otherwise 

5. The expenses of said committee, and of witnesses summoned before it, shall 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, to be certified by the chairman 
| of the committee, and audited and allowed by the Committee on Accounts 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. WELLER. I do not quite like that resolution, but in hopes 
that the pension bills to which I have referred may be properly con- 
sidered after this is disposed of, I will not make objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withhold the right to object to that paper for a 
moment. There may be, and undoubtedly are, subjects that ought to 
be inquired into; but I submit to the gentleman from New York that 
the inquiry sought to be made by a gentleman from his own State 
[Mr. HEwitTT] is at least of as much practical moment and the in- 
formation more difficult to obtain than this, and more in my judg- 
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ment justifying an investigation through the committee than even 


the matters involved in the resolution which has just been read, for 
those are matters that can be obtained in other ways than through the 
report of a committee of Congress. I submit, therefore, to the gentle- 
man from New York that the duties to devolve upon that committee 
should also relate to the inquiry sought to be instituted by his col- 
and I ask that the resolution of Mr 
nection with this subject 
Mr. COX, of New York. 
the resolutions together. 
Mr. HISCOCK 
diana asks me to consent to have passed is the one to which I objected 


league; 


I think the best way is to consider both 


JULY 5, 


You can not make a piece of steel in the United States large enough 


| for that purpose. 


HEWITT be read in con- | 


| the quality of American steel has been shown to be the best of 
| made in this age. 
If the resolution which the gentleman from In- | 


the other day, I say very frankly I shall not withdraw my objection. | 


That resolution had for its purpose, as I believe and as I understood at 
the time, the investigation of Departments to a certain extent by a 
political committee. This is nothing ofthe kind. This is simply and 


solely for the purpose of investigating a subject as to which the House 


Everything of that kind has been excluded from it. And if I am 
asked to make a bargain that something of a political character or a 


Mr. McMILLIN. Iam speaking of the guns. There are jackets 
as well 3ut the steel out of which the gun properis made is produced 
here. It seems to me that if the steel that is put into the gun prope: 
is not good it ought to be obtained elsewhere; and if it is fit for that 
it is fit for the jacket as well. 

Mr. THOMAS. I wanttosay to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
any 


Mr. McMILLIN. Then what is the need for a resolution to mak: 
an additional inquiry as to that question ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Because we think the capacity of our steel man 
factories to furnish steel in large amounts has not yet been presented 
to Congress in such a shape as to be readily accessible. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Can it not be obtained by the Bureau of Statistics 


| or by the Engineer Bureau ? 
ought to have information, and it has nothing political in its character. | 


resolution which authorizes investigation must be incorporated in it, | 
it may be as well understood first as last that I can not consent to it. | 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman from New York should ac- 
quiesce in that proposition. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I can not do it. 

The SPEAKER. 
has asked unanimous consent to introduce a resolution for present con- 
sideration. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Reserving the right to object, I have asked the gen- 


tleman to agree to the introduction of the other resolution which I have | 


sent to the desk. 

Mr. THOMAS. Of course the gentleman from Indiana has the right 
to reserve his objection; but I think the resolution introduced by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] ought to be passed. I re- 
member when we were trying to secure the passage of the bill author- 
izing the building of the new cruisers the Committee on Naval Affairs 
found itself without any sufficient information as to the ability of the 


iron and steel manufacturers of this country to furnish necessary mate- | 


rial out of which to build ships. In fact there seemed to be little or 
nothing generally known as to the capacity of this country to furnish 
the material to be ultimatelyadopted. An investigation was made by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, ranning through some four months of 
time, and certain facts were disclosed before that committee and re- 
ported to the House which induced this House to adopt steel as the 
best material out of which to build ships. 
was settled. 

Now, another important point is to determine whether we have the 
ability to furnish the proper material for the construction of high-power 
guns. It is of importance that that matter should be dispassionately 
and thoroughly investigated, so that Congress at its next session may 
act wisely and intelligently upon a question which must of necessity 
come very soon before us for action. 

Mr. WELLER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to inquire of the gentleman from Illinois 
if, in his opinion, it is wise to send out seven legislators to enter the 
field of science with reference to this matter? 

Mr. THOMAS. That depends entirely on the selection of the legis- 
lators. If I were making the selection there are some members in my 
eye whom I would not send on such an expedition. 

Mr. WELLER. I reciprocate the gentleman’s sentiment. 

Mr. THOMAS. 
committee. 

Mr. WELLER. 
nois if it is not quite possible for thiscommittee of seven to make a find- 
ing that will result in an advertisement of some particular firm or its 
work? 

Mr. THOMAS. 


at home. I am quite confident that the average legislator, the average 


member of Congress, has the good of his country at heart and his own | 


reputation at stake sufficiently to prevent anything of the sort. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will suggest to the gentleman from [Illinois 
that going through the navy-yard a few days ago I saw they are already 
making very large and what are expected to be very fine guns out of 
American material. 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman from Tennessee is entirely mistaken. 
The jackets for those guns were all shipped from abroad. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If Iaminerror, the officer in charge of the work, 
who went through the navy-yard with me, is in error also. 
my authority, and I supposed he was thoroughly informed on the sub- 
ect 

Mr. HORR. Does the gentleman mean the rifled cannon they are 
now building there? 

Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. HORR. 


Yes, sir. 
The jackets for that cannon were shipped from abroad. 


That point for that time | 


For my part I have no expectation of being on the 


I would inquire further of the gentleman from IIli- | 





| tain information and transmit it to this House. 


| tages that we lie under in our legislation here is that no one.of the heads 
I hardly think the gentleman’s estimate of the leg- | of the Departments charged with executive work has a position on the 
islators of this country is justified by the character they bear here and | 





Mr. THOMAS. I suppose it could. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Or by the Navy Department ? 

Mr. THOMAS. I suppose that if a resolution were introduced her 
directing either the Bureau of Statistics or the Navy Department to make 
an investigation and report it would be done. I think, however, that 
this House is quite as able to look up and prepare statistics for its own 
use as either of the bureaus or Departments; and it would be much 


| more accessible when presented in the way in which committees of this 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] | 


House are accustomed to present matters of this kind, and it would be 
very much more satisfactory. 

Mr. WELLER. Another question, if I may ask it? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. WELLER. In your opinion would it not be better for this 
House to select five or seven scientific men, men who understand the 
business, rather than to take seven legislators, even such as the gentle- 
man has not in his eye at present. 

Mr. REED. I would like to say just a word in reply to that sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. WELLER. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THomaAs] 
will answer my question, unless he declines it. 

Mr. THOMAS. No, I do not decline to answer it; I shall be very 
glad to doit. After some little experience here I have found that the 
intelligence of members of this House enables them to investigate 
such subjects as we are called upon to legislateabout. It is proper for 
them to hear the opinions of experts and to report the facts to the 
House, and I think it would be done much more satisfactorily by the 
committee here proposed than by any body of scientific men that you 
might select. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would like toask the gentleman this question: 
does he consider it possible that we have a board of officers construct- 
ing large guns that are to cost from $100,000 to $200,000 each, or even 
$50,000 each, and those officers do not know good material when they 
see it, and do not know where itis produced? 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not propose to answer for the intelligence of 
those officers, but I do assert that there are naval officers and men en- 
gaged in the construction of these guns who are able to determine that 
matter. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do they not know more about it to-day than can 
be taught to any set of men, who do not understand it as scientists, 
between now and the next session of Congress ? 

Mr. THOMAS. I think thatis a very safe proposition. 

Mr. REED. Itseems to me that the remark of the gentlemen from 
Iowa [Mr. WELLER] ought to be attended to. 

Mr. WELLER. And I hope the gentleman from Maine will give it 
specific attention. 

Mr. REED. Precisely. The proposition now before the House is 
not to create a scientific commission for the purpose of improving the 
manufacture of steel. It is to create a committee of this House to ob- 
One of the disadvan- 


floor of the House which would enable him to explain the various meas- 
ures which are before us. Therefore, while we have naval officers 
learned in their business and Army officers learned in their business, 
they can not come here on the floor and with the knowledge which they 
ought to have explain the facts which it is necessary for this House to 
understand. 

It is very desirable that a committee should be appointed to obtain 


| the necessary information in order that that information may be com- 


| the custom for many years for Congress to do that. 


He was | 


municated to us in regard toquestions as they mayarise. It has been 
For instance, we 
had a Mississippi River committee, and I think the members of that 
committee gave this House a great deal of information. A great deal 
of information is to be obtained from the statements of individuals, and 
everybody knows that they are much more effective than statements 


| which are found in books. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
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the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 


House of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7235) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for prior 
years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the actof June 14, 1878, here- 
tofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had receded from its amendment numbered 
158, disagreed to by the House, to the bill of the House of the follow- 
ing title: 

A bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations for the consular and dip- 
lomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a joint resolution of the House of the followingttitle: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 286) for the payment of certain persons | 


therein named for clerical services rendered the District of Columbia 
in making numerical and ‘* assess’? books. 
The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with an 


amendment in which the concurrence of the House was requested, a | 


bill of the following title: 
A bill (H. R. 7509) making temporary provision for the naval service. 


ORDNANCE AND GUNNERY. 
The SPEAKER. 


cock] which has been read ? 
Mr. COX, of New York. 
on it? 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. RANDALL. 
about it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
sar from gentlemen. 
The SPEAKER. If there is no objection it will stand as it is. 
Mr. WELLER. Might I be permitted to ask the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] a question touching this matter ? 
APPROPRIATION FOR THE NAVAL SERVICE. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask consent to call up the Senate amendment to 
the bill of the House 7509, making temporary provision for the naval 
service. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the Senate will be read. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Strike out, after line 25, on page 3, down to and including line 11, on page 4, 
the following: ‘* Nothing herein contained shall be construed as appropriating 
money for or authorizing the continuation of work upon the double-turreted 
mouitors Monadnock, Terror, Amphitrite, and ;Puritan ; and any unexpended 


balance remaining of the appropriation contained in said act approved March 
3, 1883, for engines and machinery for said double-turreted monitors shall be 


Would it not be better to say something 


The resolution is not yet before the House. 
Let us get it before the House and then talk 


} 


= 


covered into the Treasury, except such part thereof as may be required under | 


existing contracts made for the engines and machinery of the three last-named 
monitors,” and insert: ‘‘ The appropriation for engines, machinery, &c., of the 
double-turreted monitors Monadnock, Terror, Amphitrite, and Puritan con- 
tained in said act approved March 3, 1883, shall be, and is hereby, continued ; and 
the same is made available for the purpose declared in said act.”’ 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I think I do not violate the proprie- 
ties of legislative life and association when I say that this bill was 


introduced by me with the concurrence of all the members of the con- 


ference committee upon the naval appropriation bill proper. It was 


in fact the result of agreement; and at the request of the Senate con- | 


ferees this bill was not brought in as a substitute for the original bill, 


as might have been done in the conference report, because it was de- 
sired that the original bill might rest upon the table to be in a position | 
to be considered further when Congress shall] reassemble in December | 


next. I therefore ask 
Mr. CALKINS. 





only the Monadnock 
Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. CALKINS. 

statement. 

yard in California. 
Mr. RANDALL. 

I want to abide by it. 
Mr. CALKINS. 

statement. 

now on the Pacific coast. 





I know all that. 


I know that. 


000 or $63,000. 
Mr. RANDALL. 
Mr. CALKINS. 


No, sir; $174,000. 
I accept the gentleman’s correction. 


| ted; his statement 


| The Senate declines to agree with its conferees. 
| not to blame for that. 


| concur in the action of its conferees; 
Is there objection to the present consideration of | 
the resolution submitted by the gentleman from New York [Mr. His- 


Let it remain in its present attitude until we can | 


If the gentleman will yield to me a moment, I 
desire to state in the presence of the House that this amendment affects 


I hope the gentleman will allow me to make my 
It affects only the Monadnock, which is now at the navy- 


But when I make an agreement | 


I ask the gentleman to allow me to complete my 
This amendment affects only the Monadnock, which is 
Of the money appropriated by the last Con- 
gress for that vessel there is unexpended, if I remember rightly, $62,- 


One hundred | 
and seventy-four thousand dollars of the amount appropriated by the 
last Congress has not been expended because the Secretary of the Navy, 
out of deference to the opinion of the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations at this session, decided that he would not make the 
contract until Congress had had opportunity to act upon the question. 
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This money was appropriated by the last Congress and under the ex- 
isting law is subject to be expended for the side armor of the Monad- 
nock. Noappropriation is asked from this Congress, but simply that 
this money already appropriated and unexpended shall be used in put- 
ting the side-armor on this vessel, so that it may be in the same condi- 
tion as the other three monitors, which are on the Atlantic coast. The 
Senators from the Pacific coast unquestionably believe that this vessel 
should be put in the same condition as these others 

Mr. RANDALL. That is all very well; but the gentleman, as one 
of the House conferees, knows that this bill as introduced and passed 
in this House was not only acceptable to the six members of the con- 
ference committee but it was read to the Secretary of the Navy him- 
self and not dissented from by him. 

Mr. CALKINS 
my statement. 


I trust the gentleman will allow me to complete 
I do not dispute the proposition which he has submit- 
is true. But the Senate conferees have been voted 
down by the Senate. 
Mr. RANDALL. 


Mr. CALKINS 


I do not know anything about that. 
Evidently they have been. Here isthe bill amended. 
The conferees are 


Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. REED. 
two Houses. 

Mr. CALKINS. 


I do not blame them. 
These bills are not passed by the conferees but by the 


The Senate has a right at any time to decline to 
and the House has a similar right 
The statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is correct; but the 
Senate has disagreed to the action of the conferees. 

The Senators from the Pacific coast evidently feel deeply on this sub- 
ject. Now, in order to reach an agreement as early as possible, and 
inasmuch as this proposition does not involve any new appropriation, 
but simply allows the appropriation already made and unexpended to 
be used upon the Monadnock, now on the Pacific coast, I suggest to the 
House whether it would not be well to agree to this amendment pro- 
posed by the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can not vary from what I consider I am bound 
by asa member of the conference committee. It never would have 
come in here outside of a conference report except that the conferees of 
the Senate asked forthe change, and in this manner this agreement was 
made. I therefore move to non-concur, and call the previous question. 

Mr. CALKINS. Will my colleague permit me a moment? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no doubt when this is explained to the 
| Senate, as I am advised there was not a quorum present when it was 
| agreed to, they will have to recede if they are bound by considerations 
of honor in reference tothe agreement. I insist upon the previous ques- 
tion. 
| Mr. CALKINS. I move to concur. 

The SPEAKER. A votein the negative on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania will be equivalent to the motion of the gen- 
tieman from Indiana to concur. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think that motion, if the gentleman from Indi- 
una will permit me to suggest, should be made by somebody else than 
a member of the conference committee. 
| Mr. CALKINS. At the suggestion of the Speaker that a vote in the 
| negative on the motjon of my colleague on the committee is equiva- 
| lent to the motion to concur, I will not make the motion, and the gen- 
| tleman from Illinois who wishes to be heard can make the motion if 
| he desires. 
| TheSPEAKER. 








If the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
| nia is voted down, it will be equivalent to concurrence. 
| Mr. HISCOCK. Before that question is submitted to the House I 
| would like to ask this question, whether all of the conference reports 
which have been accepted here to-night were not considered together ? 
| Mr. RANDALL. Practically they were. 
| Mr. HISCOCK. And the conferees on these bills acted upon them 
under an agreement upon this liill as a part of the scheme, with a 
| view to getting the two Houses together ? 
|} Mr. RANDALL. That is practically the case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If that is the case I propose to stand by that agree- 
ment. 

Mr. BUDD. I move to concur in the amendment of the Senate for 
the purpose of getting a square vote of the House upon this question. 

TheSPEAKER. As the Chair has already stated, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has moved to non-concur. If that is voted down it is 
equivalent to concurrence. 

Mr. BUDD. Is not a negative vote on the motion to concur equiva- 
lent to an affirmative vote on the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 


The SPEAKER. It would be. The question is on ordering the 
previous question. 

The prev ions question was ordered 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 


from Pennsylvania that the House in the Senate amend- 
ment. 
The question was taken 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 52, noes 40. 


non-coneul 
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Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 
in order 
for a sho 
this point 

Mr. R 


CONGRESSIONAL 


I raise the question of no quorum 
that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] may be heard 
tt He wishes to be heard on this subject, and I make 
simply for the purpose of allowing him that privilege. 
ANDALL. If that point 1s in ule it will only succeed in stop- 
ping the naval bill from going through 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I make the point of order for the 
reason stated, that no quorum has voted. 

TheSPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 
voted, the Chair will appoint tellers 

Mr 
tellers 


Mr. 


im 


CANNON, 


reference to this matter before the tellers are appointed, not upon the | 


merits, I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that perhaps 
five or ten minutes spent in this way may possibly be time profitably 
spent 

Mr. RANDALL. No; I think we had better go on with the vote. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 
here if 
granted 

Mr. CANNON. Just let me make a single suggestion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I think this side of the House is voting under 
the impression that they are voting in accordance with an agreement or 
an arrangement made on the part of the conference of the two Houses. 
If that is true, to make the point of no quorum will not answerany good 
purpose; because we will sustain thatagreement if we have to stay here 
a week or a month. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 
the reason I have stated. 

Mr. CALKINS. Let me state thatif there was any such agreement 
or arrangement it was not-communicated to me; for ifsuch an agree- 
ment bad been made I should certainly not be willing to depart from it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam surethat there is not a man in the world 
who will come nearer to submitting to and carrying out an agreement 
than the gentleman from Indiana. 
formed that the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania was to 
carry out an agreement already made. 

Mr. CALKINS. I repeat, however, that if such an agreement was 
made—and I certainly do not wish to be understood as disputing it— 


you expect to act upon this matter, unless that privilege is 


I must make the point of order for 


with the other two gentlemen on the committee, I had no informa- | 


tion further than as I have stated. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And my friend knows that I would not im- 
peach his purpose to carry out any agreement to which he was a party. 
But this side of the House has that informatioy from the chairman of 
the committee. 

Mr.RANDALL. It wasexpected that this bill should go as it passed 
the House; that is, as it were, in the nature of a conference report. 

Mr. CALKINS. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will pardon 
me for interrupting him, the only information he gave me, as I under- 
stand it, is that it had been submitted to the conference and the Senate 
conferees agreed to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes. 

Mr. HORR. But that does not bind the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then they asked as a matter of agreement in con- 
ference that they should be allowed to report a disagreement entire, 
and that I was to introduce the bill here in the House, which I did, 
and with the statement if necessary that it did meet the approval of 
the entire conference. That is what I consider an understanding on 
their part. 

Mr. CANNON. 
for a moment? 

Mr. RANDALL. 


Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield to me 


Yes, sir. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 6770) making 
appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


TEMPORARY NAVAL BILL. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say this in reference to this 
matter. If I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] it is that two of the conferees, the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HOLMAN ] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], met 
the Senate conferees, five in all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. CANNON. And the Secretary of the Navy. 


aware that he belonged to either of the bodies. He made six; then and 


there, they having the naval bill under consideration, and no other, | 


agreed among themselves that certain things should be done. Now, 
that agreement I suppose binds those gentlemen and covers the matters 
about which they agreed so far as they are personally concerned. And 
I suppose they are in honor bound in accordance with that agreement. 

But, sir, that does not bind me, and I say that I am justified in be- 
lieving when this bill comes from the Senate with an amendment it 


MILLER, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. RANDALL were appointed | 


If I may be permitted to make a suggestion with | 


You will have to bring a quorum | 
§ i 


But this side of the House was in- | 


But I was not | 


») 
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| shows so far as the Senate isconcerned that body has reversed the action 
of the Senate conferees. 
I wish to call attention to a remark that the gentleman from New 
| York [Mr. Cox] made a moment ago. I have respect for him as wel] 
as for the House conferees, and yet, sir, five gentlemen, two from the 
| House and three from the Senate, with the Secretary of the Navy, can 
not bind me and can not bind the House or the Senate. If they under- 
take to make an agreement in a close corporation and then get the 
House and Senate by the ears, I object to it because I did not author- 
ize them to make that kind of an agreement. 

Now, one word, to see if I understand the facts about the Monadnock 
| As I understand it, at the last Congress there was appropriated in round 
| numbers a million of dollars to do certain work on the four monitors 

three on the Atlantic and one on the Pacific coast. The Secretary of 
the Navy made contracts and work was done on the three on the At- 
lantic coast. He had the power to make a contract to do the work on 
the monitor on the Pacific coast up to the Ist day of July to the extent 
of $174,000 that had,not been expended. He has no power now to 
make any such contract because the fiscal year has expired. And this 
only authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to make now a contract which 
he could have made prior to the Ist of July. It seems to me if those 
are the facts there is some propriety in our considering whether we will 
agree to this amendment or not. If it is proper we should agree, I do 
not feel, as one member of the House, that I am estopped by any agree- 
ment those five members and the Secretary of the Navy may have made. 

Mr. BUDD. Mr. Speaker, understanding as I dothe facts stated by 
the last speaker, I feel in duty bound to insist on having the same 
amount of: justice done in regard to these monitors in regard to the 
Pacific coast that was done in regard to the Atlantic coast. We have no 
ironclads on the Pacific coast. Wedo not ask this Congress to appropri- 
ate one dollar for the construction, repair, or finishing the Monadnock. 
We simply ask this Congress to let the matter alone, to let it stand as 
it did; that is, to allow the money appropriated by the last Congress to 
be expended in accordance with the law of the last Congress. 

I dislike to antagonize anybody at this late hour of the session, but 
I think we should be granted the same amount of work under the ap- 
propriation already made that has been granted to the Eastern coast. 

We have no coast defenses. We have no ironclads. The money is 
on hand to be covered into the Treasury of the United States. We do 
not know whether we will ever get it out again, and this ironclad will 
go to rack and ruin unless some further work be done on it. I there- 
| fore ask gentlemen to allow the money now on hand to be expended in 

finishing the monitor Monadnoc. I ask only that you shall mete out 
the same justice to us that has been received by the Atlantic coast, no 
more and no less. 

Mr. BURNES. I think I can make astatement with regard to this 
matter that will be entirely satisfactory to both sides; at least I think 
it ought tobe. This bill went to the Senate. There were one or two 
Senators hostile to it; and under their rules an objection would carry 
the bill over for another day. I think these conferees were acting in 
good faith. I feel confident of that; my association with them for a 
number of days past has given me confidence in them that they were 
doing the very best they could. In order to get this bill toits present 
stage they had to move along gently. They got it passed with this 
amendment. And now I feel confident that if this amendment is non- 
concurred in the Senate will promptly recede. I was there when the 
debate took place and the proceedings were had. I consulted with 
some of the Senators and I feel confident that the agreement, the un- 
derstanding, with all of us will be carried out by the Senate if the bill 
is sent back. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I desire to make a brief statement to the House 
on the subject before it. It will be remembered by members on the floor 
who were members of the Forty-seventh Congress that the discussion 
on the naval bill as to the appropriations for finishing those ironclads 
was a sharp one, and that there have been two opinions and are now 
two opinions entertained as regards their usefulness. It is maintained 
by some that they never will answer as sea-going veasels. And 
nobody pretends to deny that they will answer for harbor defense. We 
have a large amount of money in them. I stated on the floor of the 
House on that occasion that inasmuch as there was a difference of opin- 
ion as to whether they would ever be useful or not, and as we had a 
large investment in them, it was safe to say it would be a prudential 
arrangement te finish and try one of them, and if any one of them 
should be finished and tried that ought to be the one on the Pacific 
coast for the following reasons: 

First, we have no ironclads on that coast; and, secondly, in case the 
worst should happen—and that is that this vessel should prove unsea- 
| worthy in heavy seas—it would answer as a harbor defense, needed and 
| useful; and weshould then have established the proposition that either 
| they would answer for every purpose, as their friends and advocates be- 
| lieved, or, failing, that we should have nearly their value for harbor 
| defense in the Bay of San Francisco. I went to the Secretary of the 
Navy after I had made that statement on the floor of the House and 

told him what I had said, and he seemed to concur with me. And yet 
the money that we appropriate, instead of being applied to finish one 
of them, has been divided among them all; and it so happens that the 
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work on the three on the Atlantic coast has been forwarded and the 
money spent, while we have of the appropriation which put them in 
their present condition an unexpended balance. 

It will therefore follow from what I have said if we ever finish any 
one of them the one that ought to be finished, so as to test the whole 
of them, is the Monadnock. That is the first proposition. And the 
second is that since the Navy Department has not done that, but has 
divided the money to be spent and spent it upon all, that portion of it 
which belongs to the Monadnock ought certainly to be allowed to be 
spent. 


tion ? 
Mr. ROSECRANS. Certainly. 


Mr. GLASCOCK. We do not ask for the expenditure of money for | 


the purpose of finishing the Monadnock, but simply forthe completion 
of the amount which remains of the unexpended balance of the mill- 
ion of dollars given by the Forty-seventh Congress for the purpose of 
finishing the four double-turreted monitors, one of which is the Mo- 
nadnock. The contracts have been let for putting the machinery in 
the monitors on the Atlantic coast, and the Monadnock now stands in 


a position of inequality with her sisters in that no provision has been | 


made for supplying her with machinery. All we ask of this House is 
that the amount left from that unexpended balanceshall be applied to 
put machinery in the Monadnock, in order that she may be placed on 
an equal footing with her three sisters. 


Mr. RANDALL. I think there has been no illiberality to Califor- | 


nia or the Pacific coast. We have given them all they ask. 

Mr. BUDD. We have no compiaint to make on that score. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. A vote 


was taken, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] raised | 


the point of no quorum. 


Mr. RANDALL. He made the point, insisting that the gentleman | 


from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] might be permitted to speak. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois has been allowed to speak. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. The ground on which I made the 
point having been removed, I now withdraw it. 

Mr. BUDD. 1 demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 27 members voting therefor—not one- 
fifth of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the ayes are 52 and the noes 
40. The ayes have it, and the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania that the House non-concur in the amendment of the Senate is | 


agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that | 


the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolu- 
tion of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 286) for the payment of certain persons 
therein named for clerical services rendered the District of Columbia 
in making numerical and ‘‘assess’’ books. 

Mr. GLASCOCK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


they had examined and found duly enrolled a billof the following title; 


when the Speaker signed the same: 


Mr. GLASCOCK. Will my colleague allow me to make a sugges- 


was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the committee, as follows: Mr. SAMUEL 
J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. ABRAM S. Hewirt of New York, 

Mr. JAMES N. BuRNEs of Missouri, Mr. CHARLES F. Crisp of Georgia, 

Mr. FRANK Hiscock of New York, Mr. THoomas B. REEpD of Maine, 

and Mr. WILLIAM WALTER PHELPs of New Jersey. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that the House now adjourn 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I move that when the House ad- 
| journs to-day it be to meet at 10 o’clock a. m. on Monday next. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that there be a recess until 10 o’clock a. 
m. Monday. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. BLACKBURN asked and obtained unanimous consent for the 
withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in the case of W. 
C. Humber. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] 
moves that the House adjourn, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
| 
| 


moves that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet at 10 o’clock 
a. m. Monday. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am advised by the Clerk that the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill will probably be enrolled in 
| fifteen minutes. I think we had better remain until that is reported 
| from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 
| Mr. KASSON. It can be brought in in the morning. 
| Mr. RANDALL. Very well; suit yourselves. 
| Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I modify my motion so that the House 
| shall adjourn until 10 o’clock a. m. Monday. 
| TheSPEAKER. That can not be done except by unanimous con- 
sent, for a resolution of the House fixes the time of daily meeting at 11 
| o’clock. The House could take a recess until 10 o’clock. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Then I will withdraw my motion 
that when the House adjourn it be to meet at 10 o’clock Monday, and 
move that the House take a recess until that time. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 0’clock and 5 min- 


utes a. m. Monday, July 7) the House took a recess until 10 o'clock. 
oe 


AFTER RECESS. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 10 o’clock a. 
m. Monday, July 7, and was called to order by the Clerk, Mr. JoHn 
B. CLARK, Jr 

The CLERK. In the temporary absence of the Speaker, the Clerk 
calls the House to order. 
| Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House take a recess for ten min- 
utes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The recess having expired, the House was again called to order by 
the Clerk. 


ELECTION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 
Mr. RANDALL. I submit the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolyed, That Hon. J.C.S. BLACKBURN, a Representative from the State of 
<y, be, and he is hereby, elected Speaker protempore during the present 





A bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses | absence of the Speaker 


of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 


other purposes. 
ORDNANCE AND GUNNERY. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
asks unanimous consent tor the present consideration of the resolution 


which has been read. Is there objection? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman from New York should hav« 


consented to the resolution I desired to have added. I think the facts 
sought to be obtained under that resolution would be valuable to ena- | 
ble us to ascertain what other safeguards were necessary for the protec- 


tion of the public moneys. 

I think it might have elicited information which would result i: 
many legislative reforms touching the custody of the public funds 
But the gentleman from New York is quite persistent in his oppositior 
to it, and thinks it has some political purpose, and I do not feel justi 
fied in objecting to his resolution, which may result in obtaining mucl 
valuable information for us. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 


the motion? 
Mr. WELLER. I object. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, I would not object. 
Some time subsequently, 
Mr. WELLER withdrew his objection. 


There being no further objection, the resolution was received and | 


adopted. 
Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolutio 


The resolution was adopted. 
The CLERK. The resolution is adopted, and the gentleman from 
| Kentucky |Mr. BLACKBURN ] will take the chair. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (on taking the chair-as Speaker pro tempore). 
Thanking the House for this compliment of its confidence, I will en- 
deavor to deserve it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit the resolution I send to the Clerk’s desk 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resclved, That the Clerk of the House be instructed to inform the Senate and 
President of the United States that the House has elected Hon. J. C. 8S. BLAcK- 
BURN, a Representative from the State of Kentucky, Speaker pro tempore to serve 
during the present temporary absence of Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker 


1 The resolution was adopted. 
° ORDER OF BUSINESS 
? Mr. THOMPSON. Iask unanimous consent to offer a resolution 
, The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection $ 
Mr. STRAIT. I eall for the regular order. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Will the gentleman let the resolution be read ? 
Mr. STRAIT. No; I call for the regular order. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I will say to the gentleman that it does not af- 
| fect railroad interests at all. It is simply a resolution authorizing the 
Clerk of the House to pay the employés of the House their salary for 
this month immediately upon the adjournment of the session. 
Mr. STRAIT. I think we had better have the regular order. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
ni Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
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| 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- | 
lowing title; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 

\ bill (IL. R. 7069) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial ¢ x penses ol the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mi 

for the 


GOFF. I move that the House go into Committee of the Whole | 


onsidering Senate pension bills which have been | 
re ported in this House. 
DUNN 


purpose of « 
orably 


Mr 


.3. 8 
o'clock 


1a 


I move that the 


Hlouse take a recess till half-past 11 


so that there will be a re- 
y that 1 am as desirous as the gentle- | 


Mr. WELLER I move 1) amendment 
ss for three minutes. I wills 
man from West Virginia | Mr. Got 


bills; but I 


ct 

Fr] can he to take up and pass pension 
will not permit it 

The question is on the motion for a 


am satisfied the Hous 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 


recess, which is not debatable | 
Mr. GOFI There are only about twenty of these Senate bills upon | 
the Calendar | 
PAY OF HOUSE EMPLOYES. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas [Mrt. DuNN] | 


will withhold his motion for a tew moments. I wish to submit areso- | 


lution If the gentleman will listen to the reading I think he will | 
have no objection 
Che Clerk read as follows | 
Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is hereby, | 


authorized and directed to pay to the officers and employés of the House borne 


upon the annual roll their respective compensations for the month of July, 
IsS4, a8 soon as practicable after the adjournment of this session of Congress. } 
Mr. DUNN. I withdraw my motion in order that this resolution 


may be acted upon. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. 
sideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume there will be no objection, but I desire | 
to offer an amendment, or, if necessary, a separate resolution, to place 
upon the roll two colored men who are employés of the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I think the gentleman’s proposition with refer- 
ence to those two men is very proper and ought to be adopted. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope the resolution I have submitted will be 
acted upon atonce. If anything further be necessary it can be adopted | 
afterward. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not understand that 
the cases referred to by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoLMAN] 
are embraced in the present resolution. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
vided for. of course 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
resolution was broad 

Mr. HOLMAN 
to the desk 

The Clerk read as follows 


Is there objection to the present con- 


if there are other employés who should be pro- | 
I have 
I hope my resolution will be admitted at once. 

[I have no objection whatever. I supposed my 
enough to include all the employés of the House. 
i ask the Clerk to read the resolution which I send 


no objection. 





Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be directed to place the names of James Hall 
and Charles Carter on the roll as laborers at the House water-closet as provided | 
for that place 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam willing to accept that as an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can not accept it. 
is in the nature of a separate resolution. 


It 
If there be no objection this 
resolution of the gentleman from Indiana will be first entertained. 

There being no objection, the resolution of Mr. HOLMAN was con- 
sidered and adopted. 

The question being then taken on the resolution of Mr. PERKINS, it 
was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNN. 
o’ clock. 

The motion was agreed to, there being—ayes 36, noes 19. 

The House accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 20 minutes a. m.) took a 
recess until 11 o’clock and 30 minutes a. m. 

The recess having expired, the House resumed its session. 

ERKOR IN ENROLLMENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. An amendment of the Senate to the 
consular and diplomatic appropriation bill having been omitted in the 
enrollment of the bill, the Chair desires to submit to the House 

Mr. RANDALL. Is there a message from the Senate in relation to 
this matter? If not, had we not better wait for such a message? I 
learn that the Senate has taken some action upon the question. Isug- 
gest that we delay action until the message from the Senate is received, | 
so that the action on the part of the House may be in harmony with 
that of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheChair will state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that as the bill originated in the House, and it does 
appear that this omission of an amendment has been discovered since 
the bill was sent to the President, the Chair simply desires to call the 
attention of the House to the fact. 

Mr. RANDALL. The chairman of the subcommittee who had that 


I now renew my motion for a recess until half past 11 | 
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bill in charge [Mr. BURNEs] is not here now. I ask that this matter 


be allowed to rest until he comes in. 
The SPEAKER pro te mpore. That will be done. 
PENSION BILLS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House now resumes the consid- 


| eration of the regular order, and the pending question is the motion of 


the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate pension bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me suggest, Mr. Speaker, that whatever is done 
in this matter must be done by unanimous consent, and I suggest that 


| that unanimous consent be so modified as to include also the considera 


tion of pension bills in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 1s there objection that those bills shall 
also be included ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is it to be considered that this unanimous con- 
sent embraces private or public bills? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
West Virginia is that unanimous consent shall be granted for the con- 
sideration of Senate bills in Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar which have heen favorably reported by the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think that is entirely proper, but in the same 
connection I ask that the unanimous consent shall also embrace three 
or four bills now on the Speaker’s table which have come from the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar with a favor- 
able recommendation. They have been lying upon the Speaker’s table 
for six or seven weeks because of a personal explanation, and have not 
been acted on during the time when the consideration of pension bills 
was in order. They have been acted on by the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, reported for favorable action, and they 
ought to be disposed of. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union be discharged from the further consideration of those 
Senate bills referred to by the gentleman from West Virginia, and that 


they be considered in the House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is substantially the motion of the 


gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Andas I understand, the motion is also to include 
the House bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 


| the Private Calendar. 


The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman from West Virginia 
accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. GOFF. Ido. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, does the motion contemplate the con- 
sideration of the bills coming from the Senate, some twenty in number ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion contemplates the consid- 
eration of the Senate pension bills which have been reported by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions of this House and are now in Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WELLER. I am satisfied the House shall consider those bills. 

Mr. WILLIS. It is also the understanding that the bills reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and 
which are now on the Speaker’s table, shall also be included in the 
arrangement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is, as that suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] has been accepted by the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. GOFrr’s resolution as modified was then adopted. 

PAYMENT OF HOUSE EMPLOYES. 

Mr. PERKINS, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 287) providing for the immediate payment of officers and em- 
ployés of the House of Representatives; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the officers and employés of the 
House borne on the annual roll their respective compensation, including the 
Capitol police, for the month of July, 1884, as soon as practicable after the ad- 
journment of this session of Congress. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand the object of this is to pay these 
employés who are entitled to it under the law at the adjournment in- 
stead of at the end of the month. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is it, and it can only be done by joint resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I hope the gentleman will permit me to amend 
the resolution by including the pages, who will have some eight days’ 
pay due them. 

The SPEAKER. 
of his resolution ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Although I am of the opinion it is unnecessary, 
still if the gentleman insists upon it I will allow the amendment to 
come in. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I will not embarrass the resolution, but will bring 
in another to cover the case after this has been adopted. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


Does the gentleman accept that as a modification 


1884. 





time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
assed. 
Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 


lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be | ward Hopperton; 


laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
PAGES. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I submit the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the pages of the House the balance of 
pay they would be entitled to for the month of July out of the contingent fund 
of the House, to be immediately available. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. THOMPSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WELLER. I rise to a question of order. Under the under- 
standing reached pension bills are now in order; and, if so, I ask that 
their consideration be at once proceeded with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the clerks are now 
busily engaged in arranging the bills so that there may be no confusion 
or delay in reporting and acting upon them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest while the clerks are arranging the bills 
that under the order just adopted the House first proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bills coming from the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and now lying upon the Speaker’s table under 
the recommendation that they be passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed the clerks are 
now ready to proceed to the consideration of the Senate bills from which 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar were dis- 
charged, including only the Senate bills favorably reported by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

PENSION BILLS PASSED. 


The following Senate bills reported favorably by the Committee on 
Pensions and Invalid Pensions, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, were severally considered, the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar discharged from 
their further consideration, and the bills read a first and second time, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, namely: 

A bill (S. 773) granting a pension to Mrs. Kady Brownell; 

A bill (S. 547) granting a pension to John C. F. Beyland, of New 
York; 

A bill (8. 1339) granting a pension to Frank Gray; 

A bill (S. 1641) for the relief of the widow of Edward M. Wilkins; 
and 

A bill (8. 1363) granting a pension to Frank S. Hillard. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 4297) 
for the relief of Henrietta M. Sands. 

The message further announced that the Senate had appointed Messrs. 
SHERMAN and BAYARD to join such committee as may be appointed 
by the House to wait upon the President of the United States and in- 
form him that Congress having concluded its business is ready to close 
its session by adjournment. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I desire now to call up a resolution in 
regard to the enrollment of the consular and diplomatic appropriation 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be requested to return to the House of Representatives, in which it origi- 
nated, the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations for the consular and diplo- 
matic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 
other purposes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this is done 
in order to correct an omission made in the enrollment of the bill. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


The resolution will be read. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate receded from its amendment to the bill mak- 
ing temporary provision for the naval service of the Government. [ Ap- 
plause. ] 

PENSION BILLS PASSED. 

Under the previous order of the House, the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of Senate pension bills of the following titles; and the same 


were severally considered, read a first and second time, ordered to a | 


third reading, read the third time, and passed, namely: 
A bill (S, 280) granting a pension to Wesley Morford; 
A bill (S. 1566) granting a pension to Martha Bastin; 
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A bill (8. 284) granting a pension to Henry J. Seward; 
A bill (S. 1227) granting a pension to Capt. Israel Stough; 
A bill (S. 1225) granting a pension to Mary Hopperton, widow of Ed- 


A bill (S. 2244) granting a pension to James Brown; 

A bill (S. 464) granting a pension to James P. F. Toby; 

A bill (S. 461) granting a pension to Warren Croan; 

A bill (S. 912) granting a pension to Henry A. Armstrong; 

A bill (S. 1430) granting a pension to Sarah C. Hall; and 

A bill (S. 1444) granting a pension to William J. Hess. 

Mr. GOFF moved to reconsider the votes by which the various Sen- 
ate pension bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Several MEMBERS. Why at this hour? 

Mr. RANDALL. Thereason is I find for the first time this morning 
that we are now in the legislative day of Saturday, July 5, and it is 
necessary that the House should adjourn so as to be actually in Mon- 
day’s session, which will have to be done by consent at this hour. It 
is necessary to relieve our proceedings from confusion of dates. 

The motion was agreed to by unanimous consent; and accordingly 
(at 11 o’clock and 58 minutes a. m., Monday, July 7) the House ad- 
journed. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Horatio I. Kurtz and others, mem- 
bers of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Philadelphia, Pa., for the 
establishment and maintenance of a national cemetery near Phila- 
delphia for the remains of the Union soldiers of the late war 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. 8.8. COX: Memorial of Nathaniel McKay, relative to moni- 
tor Miantonomoh—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. W. R. COX: Petition of W. H. Chambler and 
James W. Hilliard and others, of W. L. Crocker and 55 others, and of 
W. W. Rogers and 57 others, all of Wake County, North Carolina, urg 
ing national aid to education—severally to the Committeeon Education 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Remonstrance of E. K. O’Brien and others, 
against Government postal-telegraph system—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Petition of E. Sherrett and 46 others, favoring 
the passage of certain bills in the interest of soldiers, sailors, &¢.—to 
the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Preamble and resolutions of Powell Post, No 
381, Grand Army of the Republic, of Tremont City, Ohio, in favor of 
additional and more liberal legislation in the interest of soldiers and 
sailors of the late war—to the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petitions of 4,000 citizens and soldiers not mem- 
bers of the Grand Army ot the Republic, for the passage of H. R. 6463, 
granting a pension of per month to all honorably discharged offi 
cers, soldiers, and sailors who served in the Union Army during the 
late war ot the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition relating to the claim of John D. Keedy, 
of Louisa McCollister, and of Ramsay Robb Lees—severally to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRICE: Petitionof F. M. Smart and 70 others, of Merrillon, 
Wis., for the passage of the Lovering pension bill (H. R. 6463 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POLAND: Resolutions of Dudley Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Arlington, Vt., for legislation about pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


to the 


ss 


to 


SENATE. 
MonDAY, July 7, 1584. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HuntLey, D. D., offered the following 


| prayer: 


O Thou, whose watchful care has kept us to this day, we come once 
more to worship in Thy presenee. And as we attempt to voice our 
thanks for all Thy kindness, we pray Thee to accept the utterances 
which we are conscious fail to express the gratitude we fee 

Whichever way we look we met by Thy favor 
Surely ‘‘ goodness and mercy have followed us all the days of our lives 


are evidences ot 


| We have been unworthy of Thy kindness, and confess to have made a 


lamentably poor use of many God-given opportunities. But ‘* Thou 
hast not dealt with us after our sins, nor rewarded us according to our 
iniquities.”’ Senatorial 
ranks during this lengthy session, and those of our number who came 
here with impaired vigor have been so blessed of Thee that feebleness 


Death has not been permitted to enter the 
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has given way to strength, and incipient recuperation has developed | 
to a prophecy of permanent health. For this and all other benedictions | 
Thy love we give Thee thanks. | 
And now as we are about to separate we ask a Father's blessing. | 
May we carry with us the assurance of Thy love. May our conscious- 
ness of imperfectionsand the sadness consequent upon so many failures 
find somewhat of mitigation in the fact that ‘* Thou knowest our frame 
and rememberest that we are dust.’’ 

Bless the President of these United States. Preserve hislife. Vouch- 
safe unto him health and happiness, and do Thou so dispose his mind | 
that his exceptionally wise and judicious administration may be con- 
tinued and may receive Thy blessing in the future as it has done in the 
past. 

Command Thy special benediction upon him who by Thy providence 
has been called to preside over the deliberations of this body. Be 
pleased to continue him in health and strength and return in safety to 
the position he has occupied so acceptably to his brother Senators and 
with so much credit to himself and to his country. 

And now we pray Thee to accompany Thy servants, the members of 
this Senate and the employés about this Chamber, to their homes. In 
the midst of their families, their friends, and neighbors may they be 
refreshed. If it please Thee, spare all their lives, that they may again 
engage in the labors to which they have here become accustomed; but 
if this may not be, prepare them by Thy Holy Spirit for honorable citi- 
zenship in the ‘‘ undiscovered country from whose bourn no traveler 
returns. ”’ 

We ask these mercies in the name of Him who is the resurrection 
and the life—our Saviour, Jesus Christ. ! 


of 


Amen ! 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of 
Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, and 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Lincoln Post 
No. 131, Grand Army of the Republic of Wisconsin, praying that a pen- 
sion of $8 a month may be granted to every Union soldier and sailor 
who served sixty days or more in the late war of the rebellion, and 
who, under existing laws, is not entitled to that or a greatersum; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

PRINTING OF PENSION DOCUMENTS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no reportsof committees, 
bills or joint resolutions, ‘‘concurrent or other resolutions’’ are in or- 
der, and the Chair lays before the Senate the order offered by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [ Mr. MITCHELL] for the printing of House bill 5667, 
reported from the Committee on Printing with an amendment. The 
order will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That there be printed 3,000 copies of House bill 5667, the Mexican 
pension bill, as it passed the Senate, and 3,000 copies of Senate Miscellaneous 


Document No. 107 of this session, 1,000 of each for the use of the Senate, and 2,000 
of each for the use of the House of Representatives. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Printing will be read. 

The CHIEE CLERK. The committee propose to amend the order so 
as to read: 

Ordered, That there be printed in pamphlet form 2,000 copies of House bil] 5667 
known as the Mexican pension bill, as it passed the Senate, and also 2,000 copies 
of Senate Miscellaneous Document 107 of this session, the same to be stitched to- | 
gether 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
order as amended. 

The order as amended was agreed to. 


The question is on agreeing to the | 
The question is on agreeing to the 


RECESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concurrent 
or other resolutions that order isclosed. The Chair lays before theSen- 
ate the Calendar under Rule VIII, but will await the pleasure of the 
Senate before proceeding. 

Mr. CONGER. If there is no business other than the Calendar, I 
move that the Senate take a recess for fifteen minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 10 o'clock and 10 minutes a. m.) 
the Senate took a recess until 10 o'clock and 25 minutes a. m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for which the recess was 
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taken has expired. The Senate resumes its sitting. 
COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 
On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was 


0 That the Committee on Public Printing have leave to sit during the 


vacation of Congre 


MESSAGE 
A message the by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amendment 


FROM THE HOUSE, 


from House of Representatives, 


JULY 7 


’ 


of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7509) making temporary provision for the 
naval service. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 


| upon signed by the President pro tempore: 


or 


A bill (H. R. 7235) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 


| the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
| prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting officers of 


the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, 
heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations for the consular and dip- 
lomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal yearending June 30, 1885, and for other 
purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 286) for the payment of certain persons 
therein named for clerical services rendered the District of Columbia 
in making numerical and assess books. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE NAVY. 


Mr. HALE. I ask that the House bill making temporary provision 
for the naval service, with the Senate amendment, be taken up. 

Th: PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill (lh. R. 7509) making temporary provision for the naval service, re- 
turned from the House of Representatives with their action on the 
amendment proposed by the Senate. The action of the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the Senate amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

IN THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 5, 1884, 

Resolved, That the House non-concur in the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7509) making temporary provision for the naval service. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate recede from its amendment. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The conferees on the part of the Senate 
on the general naval appropriation bill, I have no reason to doubt, did 
all they could to convince the conferees on the part of the House that the 
amendments put upon that bill by the Senate ought to be concurred in, 
but their action has resulted in an agreement by them to an arrange- 
ment by which we not only recede from those amendments and give them 
up, but our conferees have agreed to the repeal of the existing act of ap- 
propriation for the construction of the engines and machinery of the 
monitors, or at least those which are not under contract. The effect of 
this is to stop work upon the only vessel on the Pacific coast which can 
afford us any protection or means of defense against the vessels of any 
foreign power which might choose to make an attack upon us. 

Our people have petitioned Congress, through boards of trade, cham- 
bers of commerce, and other organized bodies of commercial men, to 
to provide some means for the harbor defense of San Francisco. 

I can not remain silent here when a proposition like this is brought 
before the Senate. As I said last night, the Pacific coast is utterly de- 
fenseless. I am one of those who have been in favor of rebuilding the 
Navy, and finishing the monitors, and I think that it is due to my- 
self and to my State that I should place upon record the reasons why I 
oppose the action proposed this morning, and why I am in favor of re- 
building the Navy. There are some things which have not been said 
in respect to this matter that I think ought to be said, and I crave the 
indulgence of the Senate for a few moments while I put on record the 
views which I have on this subject. 

INEFFICIENCY OF THE AMERICAN NAVY, 

It is admitted on both sides of this Chamber that the United States 
is without a navy. That amazing fact has been stated and reiterated 
here in the Senate hundreds of times by Senators of every shade of po- 
litical opinion until the disgrace has been burned into the conscious- 
ness of us all. It has been stated here also with equal persistency, and 
with equal truth, that the country is destitute of coast defenses; that 
this great nation of nearly 60,000,000 people, whose liberality, intelli- 
gence, and courage have been the admiration of the world, and whose 
magnificent cities upon her great water ways are the marvel of man- 
kind, has not one gun of modern construction and adequate power in 
place upon her coasts to defend her great and rich commercial marts. 
Far famed and opulent as these wonderful cities of more than Theban 
or Carthagenian wealth and magnificence are, the story of their defense- 
less condition goes with the fame of their riches throughout the world. 
It is known everywhere that our forts are as paper boxes, our batteries 
are butinnocent and feeble shams, and our whole enginery of defensive 
war but weak reminiscences of former power. 

The modern ironclad of other nations can steam along in front of 
our forts and batteries without feeling even a jar as our weightiest pro- 
jectiles are hurled against her ponderous sides. They strike her as 
feathers shot from a toy gun. She neither heeds, nor hears, nor feels 
the soft pattering of their caressing contact, but goes forward in the im- 
mensity of her power and upon her mission of destruction to the very 
center pier of our greatest commercial city. Or if she prefers to speak 
her wrath at a distance, beyond the sound of our guns, she stands eight 


; or ten miles away and hurls her awful thunderbolts of more than a ton 
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in weight crashing through the very heart of our metropolis. This 
may be done, and in despite of torpedoes and all the guns and enginery 
which we as a nation possess, and the Democratic party says that this 
condition shall continue, because we propose to appropriate money to 
build a navy and great guns by an appropriation bill! 

THE PREVALENCE OF WAR. 

But it is said that there is no need of haste, that we, though defense- 
less and open toattack, are in no danger; that there will be no war. 
What Daniel hascometo judgment here? Who may prophesy of per- 
petual peace for this country? Since history began there hasnever been 
one day of peace throughout the world. Burke’s estimate is that there 
have perished by war upon this planet thirty-five thousand millions of 
human beings; that this bewildering, amazing number of human lives 
have gone out by the misfortune of war. The history of mankind is 
for the most part a panorama of battles. In our own country so fre- 
quent have been our wars that not a sound man has grown to middle 
age without the opportunity of showing his love of country and per- 
sonal prowess upon the battlefield. We have all had our chance. 
From 1776 to 1876 we were engaged fifteen years in war, not counting 
Indian wars; or of the century we passed one year of every seven in 
destructive warfare. War is incessant on the earth, always in progress 
somewhere. There is no universal peace among men. The first link 
of the millennial chain by which that demon of destruction is to be 


bound has never yet been forged. How shall we escape war? Shall 
we do it by a pusillanimous, spiritless, nerveless, foreign policy? Shall 


we escape by cultivating a grinning, idiotic, sycophancy to aggressive 
power? Are we to turn into a nation of Uriah Heeps or Aminadab 
Sleeks? Is that the Democraticplan? Willthat saveus? I hope not. 

Now, I do not say this because of any love of war. I hateit. I hate 
it because it hurts; because it destroys; because it is the art of injury and 
destruction ; because it iscrael, heartless, relentless; it is force in delirium; 
it is hamanity in wild, demoniac energy. Yet there is a majesty in the 
roar of battle; there is a grandeur in its awfulness; there is a fascina- 
tion in its terror—it is one of God’s mysteries. And there are worse 
national calamities than war. It isa cloud with a silver lining. Good 
often comes of it, and God permits it. So it comes to all nations, and 
will come so long as human nature lasts. We shall not escape it, and 
certainly not by inviting it by our defenseless condition. 


EFFECT UPON OUR DIPLOMACY OF NON-PREPARATION, 


The effect of the defenseless condition and non-combatant character 
of our Government is to repress the spirit and destroy the courage of 
American diplomacy. The power and influence of a nation in inter- 
national councils is proportioned precisely to her capability to inflict 
injury upon her enemies. Her dignity is in the ratio of her power to 
fight. Intelligence counts for something, wealth for more, but the 
strongest is the greatest in the conflict of nations. No government 
destitute of military power can present an ultimatum. Such a gov- 
ernment must be prepared to submit to the will of others who are 
stronger, not wiser, in international concerns. Applying these princi- 
ples to our Government in our present condition, do we not see at this 
very moment what humiliation is in prospect for us as a nation in the 
near future ? 

THE MONROE DOCTRINE. 

Sixty years ago this nation asserted a principle, orannounced a policy, 
which was dignified by the name of the ‘‘ Monroe doctrine.’’ It has 
been the cherished doctrine of the people of the United States from the 
day of its promulgation. It has been popular because it formulated 
and emphasized a public sentiment which forbade European interfer- 
ence with the political affairs of this hemisphere. This doctrine has 
been sometimes asserted with great apparent frankness and force; some- 
times in the form of a weak protest against the encroachments of 
European powers upon the territory or autonomy of American states, 
and sometimes it has been so feebly and doubtfully asserted that its 
total abandonment seemed to be meditated. 

Our history shows that the vigor and manliness with which this doc- 
trine has been asserted has been proportioned to the efficiency of our 
military power at the time, on both sea and land. While we as a na- 
tion have not been invited into the international councils of Europe, we 
have asserted our right to take a leading part in the councils of Ameri- 


can nations, and we have, as we felt bound to do by reason of our geo- | 


graphical position, our superior strength, and the great interest which 
we have in the peace and prosperity of our neighbors, from time to time 
exercised a watchful and friendly care over the interests of the nations 
of this hemisphere. We have asserted the principle that the strong and 
aggressive powers of Europe should not by our consent disturb the au- 
tonomy of any American nation, nor by colonization or otherwise ob- 
tain practical control over any part of any one of these nations, nor in- 
terfere in the relations which they sustain toward each other. We have 
said that the American isthmus should not be severed by a ship-canal 
unless the United States should have at least some control overit. We 
have gone further than that. We have objected to the Colombian Gov- 
ernment seeking guarantees of the freedom and neutrality of the canal 
at the Panama Isthmus from European governments, and we have in- 
sisted that all the guarantees in respect of the free use of such a canal 
should be from the United States alone. We have objected to alliances 
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between American powers and European powers unless such alliances 
should be under the supervisory control of our Government. Our pre- 
tensions as the regulating force, the controlling and advisory power 
among American nations, have been put forth with great force and per- 
sistence, sometimes with an energy and vehemence which showed the 
sarnestness of our intentions and the character of the active guardian- 
ship which we have assumed over the affairs of our American neighbors. 


A NEW ERA—PANAMA CANAL, 

Now a new era of development is opening in some of the countries 
south of us. Something like a crisis in the affairs of more than one of 
the nations whose relations with us are matters of concern is near at 
hand. Have Senators read and studied the diplomatic correspondence 
between our Government and that of the states of Colombia on the 
subject of the PanamaCanal? If they have not, I commend it to their 
serious attention and careful perusal. Our Government has said more 
than once in language so plain that it could not and has not been mis- 
understood that we can not permit the isthmus transit to be used in 
any event offensively against our interests as a nation on land or sea. 
The United States by the thirty-fifth article of the treaty of 1846 with 
New Grenada, now the United States of Colombia, guaranteed ‘‘ posi- 
tively and eflicaciously’’ the perfect neutrality of the isthmus and of 
any interoceanic communication that might be constructed over it for 
the maintenance of free transit from sea to sea, and also guaranteed 
the rights of sovereignty and property of the United States of Colombia 
over the territory of the isthmus included within the borders of the 
State of Panama. 

In 1881, when it was ascertained that overtures had been made to 
the Colombian Government by European powers for supplementing our 
guarantees by the guarantees of European powers, by treaties of alliance, 
—such as the treaty of 1846—our Government gave notice to Colombia 
and the world that the guarantee given by the United States did not 
require re-enforcement or accession or assent from any other power, and 
that any movement by any European government in the sense of sup- 
plementing the guarantee of the United States would be regarded as 
an uncalled-for intrusion into a field where the interests of the United 
States must be considered before those of any other power except Colom- 
bia. We also construed our guarantee to mean the protection of the 
territoral rights of Colombia over the Panama transit from aggression 
or interference of any kind. Our Government said to the world that 
‘an agreement between European states to jointly gaarantee the neu- 
trality and in effect control the political character of a highway of 
commerce remote from them and near to us, forming substantially a 
part of our coast line and promising to become the chief means of 
transportation between our Atlantic and Pacific States, would be viewed 
by this Government with grave concern, and that such action by Eu- 
ropean: powers, which maintain vast armies and patrol the sea with 
immense fleets, would partake of the nature of an alliance against the 
United States of America.’’ We said that during any war in which 
either the United States or the states of Colombia might be a party 
the passage of armed vessels of a hostile nation through the canal at 
Panama would be no more admissible than would be the passage of 
the armed forces of a hostile nation over the railway lines joining the 
Atlanticand Pacific shores of the United Statesor of Colombia. This 
is a mere outline of what our Government has announced as its policy 
and purposes in respect of the Panama Isthmus. It has said more, 
and manifested the great and paramount interest which it has always 
claimed in the Isthmus transit repeatedly, clearly, and with dignity 
and emphasis. 

But the work of construction goes on; the canal is being built, and by 
whom? Has the United States an interest in itor control over it? It 
is being built by Frenchmen and French capital. Do we propose that 
this great work, which exposes our commerce with the Pacific to the ab- 
solute control of foreign nations, whose interests are hostile to ours, and 
our western coasts to the mercyof hostile fleets, shall be consummated 
and pass under the domination of European powers? Do we intend 
to make our words good? Suppose our treaties with Colombia are 
superseded by treaties of alliance and guarantee between Colombia and 
European powers? What is our Government to do? Protest against 
it? But how shall the protest be made effective without a navy? 
How strong will be the protest if our coast cities are left defenseless ? 

THE FRENCH IN PANAMA 

The state of Panama is practically to-day a French colony; it is u 

French possession. It is a fact well known that the French Govern- 





ment, through the influence of its agents, has controlled and carried 
the late elections in the state of Panama. It hasthus gained political 
control in Panama on the pretext that it is necessary for the preserva- 
tion of the public peace and for the protection 0 French « ipital ihe 
disorders which preva at this very moment in the state of Panama 
are likely to lead to hostilities between the nati nd the alien races 
who are gathered there and engaged in the work of the « truction of 
the canal. We may expect at any time \ thin six 1onths, perhaps 
within sixty days, that the French Go yment W consider it neces 
sary for the preservation of French interests in Panama to egtabhi 
military posts there and station trooj mg the line of the projected 
canal. Sshemes for the colonization by the French of various parts of 
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the United States of Colombia are now in progress. They have gone so 
far as to change the names of the towns and places along the line of the 
Panama Canal, giving them French names, and that whole region is 
becoming Frenchitied, and the Monroe doctrine (so called) is violated 
energetically, flagrantly, and persistently by the French every day and 
every hour in the day. Itisa question which I here suggest, How long 
will this be permitted to continue? Do we intend to stand by and see 
the French Government in military control of Panama? Do we pro- 
pose to permit these colonization schemes to go on without objection 
or interruption ? 

It is perfectly evident that the French Government, which has of late 
become the most aggressive power on the earth, intends to assume and 
maintain perfect and exclusive control over the Panama Canal whenever 
it shall be finished. It proposes to maintain the same relation with 
the Panama Canal that England has assumed in reference to the Suez 
Canal. ‘The freedom and neutrality of the Panama Canal will be main- 
tained just so long as the French desire it shall be maintained and no 
longer. The time has come for the practical assertion and mainte- 
nance of the Monroe doctrine with respect to the Panama Isthmus or 
for its total repudiation and abandonment. The question how far the 
United States may now go in defense of the Monroe doctrine with or 
without a navy isa question which must soon be answered. 


NICARAGUA-—THE LAKE, 


We have said brave things in respect of the Nicaraguan transit. We 
have a treaty with Nicaragua in which our faith is plighted to protect 
that feeble nation against the encroachments of other powers which 
shall attempt to cut the Nicaraguan isthmus by a canal without the 
consent and co-operation of the United States and Nicaragua. The 
concession for a canal to the American company expires within four 
months. Suppose England, or France, or any European maritime 
power should gain a concession from Nicaragua and begin the construc- 
tion of a canal there with a view of making the Lake of Nicaragua the 
naval entrepot and harbor of its great war ships, which would give 
such nation complete supremacy over the commerce of both oceans and 
become a perpetual menace to not only the commercial interests of the 
United States in the Pacific seas but to our Western coasts and Pa- 
cific States and cities, what would our Government do? Whatshould 
it do? Will our Democratic leaders who oppose the building of a 
navy say that we should stand supinely by and see this great nation 
environed and humbled and humiliated and threatened and defied ? 


WHO SHALL CONTROL THF 


for that the national honor, the national interests, the 
national pride, American spirit and American manhood forbid that 
the control of the isthmus transit at either Panama or Nicaragua shall 
ever be intrusted to any power to the exclusion of the United States. 
If you ask me whether I would resort to war for the protection of the 
interests of the United States in respect of these isthmus transits, I 
answer that | would at once begin preparation for war by building great 
guns, large iron-clad ships and cruisers. Our position is right, and the 
statesmanship which, either through cowardice or ignorance of the pro- 
digious interests involved, halts or temporizes in the maintenance of 
that position is too spiritless and weak for the time and the national 
demand. That the time is coming, and that soon, when Congressshall 
be called upon to consider the question ef peace or war in its relation 
to this isthmian problem I fully believe. 
ing into serious complicat 1oOns. 


ISTHMUS? 


I say one 


The diplomatic negotiations now sup- 
posed to be in progress may extricate this nation from the difficulties 
which threaten it in the near future in respect to Nicaragua. They 
are being conducted, it is believed, with skill and good judgment, and 
wl 
lic 
present Administration has conducted the important negotiations which 
are intended to place it within the power of the United States to find 
a solution of the isthmian question. And if the negotiations shall be 
successful, do we not see that thisGovernment must be prepared to act 
with firmness and determination; to move forward with steady and re- 
lentless energy to the accomplishment of its purposes, undeterred by 
foreign protests and without fear of European interference ? 

It is not the time now to even outline the purposes and plans which 
this nation should adopt and pursue in respect of the American Isth- 
mus, nor to attempt to describe the advantages to American commerce 
or the American shipping interests by the control of a canal through 
Nicaragua. A few days ago a debate was concluded in the Senate 
upon the causes for the decline of the American merchant marine and 
the methods for its restoration. He must have thought but little upon 
the subject who can not see that the most potential agency for the res- 
toration of our merchant marine is to be found in the possession and 
unlimited control of a water way for great ships through Nicaragua or 
Panama. English statesmen see it all and much more. French and 


German statesmen see it; and no movement in that direction, however | 


slight or tentative, on the part of our Government escapes the vigilant 
eyes of European diplomats and statesmen. 

I forbear to say more at this time upon this most interesting and im- 
portant topic for reasons which must be apparent to all who take note 
ofcurrent history. 
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a speedy culmination of these isthmian questions, clearly open to our 
view, approaching as we are the supreme hour when the United States 
must act with firmness, courage, and force, or suffer irreparable loss, 


| humiliation, and disgrace, why hesitate in placing the country in a posi- 





tion to maintain its oft-asserted rights and defend its interests and its 
honor ? 
WHO WILL EXCUSE THE 
Not the American people. Not the masses of even the Democratic 
party. Ifthe time comes when there is need that this nation be pre- 
pared for war, and it is found to be unprepared, the statesmen who are 
held responsible for the crime of the failure will shrink into nothing- 
ness before the offended majesty of the American people and call upon 
the hills and the mountains to fall down upon them. No such con- 
temptible excuse as a pretended want of confidence in a Secretary of 
the Navy will avail. They will be asked for a better reason than a 
mere suspicion that the management of the construction of war ships 
may possibly be not wise or economical. That will notdo. Certainly 
not when no single official act of the Secretary in the administration 
of his office can be shown to justify the flimsy excuse of these unworthy 
suspicions. 


HAZARD OF DELAY? 


COMMERCE AND THE NAVY. 

Whether it be in pursuance of any well-defined policy of our Gov- 
ernment or not, the people of the United States are searching out foreign 
markets for American manufactures, and they are looking southward 
Whether we will it or strive against it, intimate commercial relations 
will be established between our people and the peoples of Mexico, Cen- 
tral and South America. They will grow up through a natural proc 
ess in the evolution of trade, and great interests which shall demand 
the care and protection of our Government will spring up on land and 
sea throughout this whole western region. The United States must 
assume its rightful place as the leading nation among western powers 
and assert its masterful position among them and be prepared to defend 
the interests of its people. The Government should lead in the move- 
ment for the extension of American commerce and in the creation of 
new markets, adopt, define, and announce a foreign policy in respect to 
our relations with neighboring states, devise, mature, and begin the ex 
ecution of a plan of life in its relation to the nations of the earth. 

No nation can long endure and successfully maintain an exalted sta- 
tion in the family of nations without commerce, and commerce must be 
sustained by the protecting force of an efficient navy. The interests of 
a commercial people are so intimately interwoven with the interests o! 
the peoples with whom they trade that insensibly an alliance bet we: 
them is formed. Commercial interest is often the motive for politica 
alliance, and the idea of protection is inseparable from the fact of com 
mercial interest and the alliance which is created by it. 


THE CUBAN PROBLEM. 
We can not escape if we would the most lively sensibility in respect to 


| the internal affairs of a country so near to us and with commercial rela 


| lively interest in the minds of our people. 


We are drifting, and drift- | 





| sources, and not powerful in numbers. 


| 


tions so in timate with us as Cuba, forexample. Whatever may be the 
disposition of our people in regard to abstention from interference with 
the political status of Cuba, no radical change can take place in her rela 
tion to Spain or in her local government without awakening a very 
It must be apparent now to 
all who have watched the progress of Cuban affairs that important 
changes are likely to take place in the government of the island within 
a few years. It is not my purpose to enter thedomain of prophecy, but 
the tendency of events plainly is toward the emancipation of Cuba from 
Spanish exactions and Spanish control. 

The present conditions under which Cuba is a drained and impover- 


| ished dependency of Spain can not much longer endure, and a change 
ven the correspondence which has already taken place is made pub- | I . pe 6 . 


it will be seen with what energy, vigor, sagacity, and courage the | 


of some sort is imminent. Whatthat change may be, and what results 
shall flow from it, time will giveanswer. When it comes European pow- 
ers will be found eagerly contending with each other for the advantage of 
some sort of control over the destiny of Cuba. Will the Government 
of the United States stand passively by and stupidly gaze upon the con- 
flict, or will it see a duty to perform and have the courage and man 

hood to perform it? With the probable and possible complications 
growing out of our relations with and our interests in Cuba, with the 
indications of a speedy culmination of the disordered affairs of this rich 
and misgoverned neighbor plainly before us, and with the certainty 
that this Government will be called upon to assert 1ts power as against 
the interference of great European governments in this business, is it 
notprudent to begin, at least to think of, preparation for meeting the crisis 


| in such manner as shall become a just, liberal, courageous, and pow 


erful nation? It seems to me so; and therefore I should begin th: 
building of vessels of war and strengthen our coast defenses. 


CAN THE UNITED STATES ENFORCE ITS DEMANDS? 

A few days ago the House of Representatives passed and sent to th: 
Senate a joint resolution which directs the President to make certain «i 
mands upon the Government of Venezuela, and which presents tor Ven 
ezuela the alternative of war if these demands are not complied with 
Venezuela is a weak nation, feeble in her armament, meager in her r 
She is far off, open to attack b» 


us only from the sea. A declaration of war against Venezuela by th: 


But with the inexorable movementofevents toward | United States would not be regarded by mankind as a brave proceeding. 
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But isita bold thi r r 
attempt to wage ? ill the Senate pass thisresolution? How will the 
United States enforce its demand even though Venezuela stands alone 
without theaid of a singleally? Somethree years ago our Government 
presented by its State Department a similar alternative to Mexico if she 
refused to settle the boundary dispute with Guatemala. Happily, 
Guatemala acknowledged herselfin the wrong and settled upon Mexico’s 
basis and all difficulty was averted. The Chilian affair is fresh in the 
mind of the Senate and the humiliation which every American felt 
when the Chilian ironclad steamed into San Francisco Bay, peacefully 
it is true, but with the ocular demonstration that Chili might have 
bombarded or laid San Francisco under contribution by means of that 
one vessel and this great nation had not the power toprevent it. These 
may be considered small affairs, but out of a number of small things 
great matters grow. From small affairs great wars sometimes come. 


IRRITATION OF EUROPEAN MONARCHIES. 


I will not mention the slight European complications which have 
recently attracted the attention at least of some thoughtful men in 
the United States, and which, though insignificant, almost puerile, 
gave evidence of an irritated state of feeling toward the United States 
in some of the most powerful European states. The marvelous growth 
of this nation—its wonderful success in the experiment of free govern- 
ment; its steady progress in education, in the arts, in science, and in all 
development which makes a people great and powerful—has awakened 
a spirit of jealousy in the minds of monarchical and imperial rulers 
of European states toward us as a government. The example of the 
United States isspreading the contagion of liberty and freedom through- 
out the world, and that example is regarded as a menace to aristo- 
cratic governments. Our diplomatic correspondence shows a disposi- 
tion on the part of some European rulers at least to cavil and find fault 
with our Government upon but slight pretext, and to hold us respon- 
sible for some of the disorders which crop out in their local systems 
for the government of their own people. All careful observers have 
seen and noted the captious disposition shown of late toward the United 
States by more than one of the European powers in the treatment of 
international questions of slight importance. Should international 
questions of great moment arise between our Goverment and any Euro- 
pean government, we may expect to find the rulers of most of the 
monarchies of the Old World in combination against us. Whenever the 
opportunity occurs to curb the power, interrupt the progress, and hu- 
miliate the prideof this nation, it is but reasonable to expect that those 
governments which view the rapidly advancing power of this wonderful 
nation of the West with concern will utilize the occasion. I would 
have this country prepared, always ready, and well-equipped, not only 
for her defense, but for offensive and aggressive war. I would not 
wait preparation, so as to be perpetually on the defensive. 


THE GLORY OF THE NATION. 


It would be glorious to see again her swift merchant ships moving 
upon the waters of every sea, great argosies laden with the riches of 
every clime, and carrying the commerce of half the world; her Navy 
strong, full-armed, proudly bearing the flag of the Union into every 
port, commanding the attention and conquering the respect of all man- 
kind. 

The Senate has sought to builda navy. The people demand it; the 
national interests require it; the national honor, the spirit of progress, 
the general welfare alike call for it. The only objection to the action 
of the Senate is that we did not go far enough. We should have 
added tothe bill an appropriation for building two first-class iron-clad 
vessels of war! The Senate should now adhere to its amendments. It 
should not falter or hesitate. Its judgment is right. It should have 
the courage of its opinion and stand to the right. It has been said 
that adhering to the Senate amendments is coercion of the House. It 
is inno offensive sense coercion. If to do right, to do that which the 
national interest demands, to perform a patriotic duty is coercion, that 
sort of coercion will be not only pardoned but applauded by the Amer- 
ican people. 

Mr. President, I oppose the motion to recede from the amendment 
put upon the naval bill last night, and advocate, on the contrary, our 
insistence upon it. Let it go to a conference, and if the House still 
insists I would take the regular naval appropriation bill trom the hooks 
upon which the conference have hung it, and attempt to come to a solu- 
tion of the questions raised by the conference. For one I am prepared 
and ready to stay here and insist upon the performance of this patriotic 
duty until the winter snows come. 

MESSAGE FROM 


THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a resolution instructing 
the Clerk of the House to inform the Senate and the President of the 
United States that the House had elected Hon. J. C.S. BLACKBURN, a 
Representative from the State of Kentucky, to serve as Speaker pro tem- 
pore during the present temporary absence of Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, 
Speaker. 
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ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 


The message also announced that theSpeaker pro tempore of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill(H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; and it was 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE NAVY 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.GARLAND inthechair). The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] that the 
Senate recede from its amendment to the House bill as to appropri- 
ations for the naval service 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I did not expect that when the 
amendment which was put onthe bill yesterday and which the House 
has failed to concur in came back to us it would present the occasion 
for a political debate. Not having such an expectation I am not pre- 
pared to enter fully into the subject and answer all the various polit- 
ical or party propositions which were advanced by the Senator from 
California. I regret that the Senator has taken this occasion to make 
what I conceive to be an unjust assault upon a political party, and I 
think I can show in a very brief time that the Senator's attitude upon 
this question as disclosed in his remarks is not justified by the facts or 
demanded by the occasion. 

The arraignment which he makes of the ruling powers of this coun- 
try in respect of its present unfortunate condition of detenselessness is 
perhaps not overdrawn; but when the Senator assumes that the Dem- 
ocratic party has become suddenly responsible for evils which have 
been growing up for the last twenty or twenty-five years I think that 
he departs from the record, and draws his indictment against a party 
that is not liable to be put upon its plea, or answer, or defense in re- 
spect of these matters. Instead of inserting the House of Representa- 
tives or the Democratic party as the party defendant in his indictment 
they ought to be stricken out and three Republican Presidents and 
three or four Secretaries of State and Secretaries of the Navy ought to 
be included in place of the Democrats who were not willing to concur 
with the Senator in completing at this time the Monadnock, which lies 
in the harbor of San Francisco. That ship was in process of construc- 
tion under appropriations made by Congress when a Republican Secre- 
tary of the Navy arrested the construction and prevented the applica- 
tion of the money, because, I think, he believed that the arrangements 
which were in progress for its completipn were not justified by honor 
and fidelity to public trusts, that money was being extravagantly ex- 
pended in that direction which ought not to be so expended 

The question of the influence which the American Government ought 
to exercise upon any transcontinental line of ship communication be- 
tween the Pacific and the Atlantic Oceans is one that has been strictly 
in the keeping of the Republican party at least for the last twenty-five 
years. I had not supposed, until I heard the remarks of the Senator 
from California this morning, that there was involved in the policy 
which we are to pursue in that part of the world an element of bellig- 
erency which would necessarily involve the United States in a war; 
but I take it that when the honorable Senator, the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, who occupies a very important posi- 
tion in this body and in the Government, assumes that the solution of 
the questions in the Isthmus of Panama is to be controlled by our 
power to conduct war he takes a step very fur in advance of anything 
that has been indicated or intimated by those who conduct 
matic relations of this country. 

I had looked on with 
the course of the present Secretary of State in debating with success 
with Lord Granville and other diplomatic functionaries the right of 
United States to be recognized as having a vital, moral, political 
material interest in the solution of those questions. I had 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which has been an obstruction to proper Ameri- 
can authority and American influence in that quarter, successfully 
argued out of the way of the present Secretary of State, and I had seen 
what I concluded was a final determination on the part of that Depart 
ment of the Government to consider that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty 
had been abrogated in effect by the conduct of the Government of 
Great Britain; that although no formal notice had 
withdrawal from the supposed obligations that it imposed upon us 
that our Government had taken an attitude in respect of it which 
us from any obligation which it did impose upon us and left the field 
| entirely free to be occupied by the United States Government 
manner to do in the future 
| 


the d plo 
a good deal of respect and commendation at 
the 


ind 


seen the 


been issued of ot 


h such 
as it might choose 
I felt very much gratified to know that these results were 
about to be accomplished without involving any question of belliget 
); ency between governments, any necessity for a any 
| occasion for making any threat of that character to b with 
| questions of this kind upon the floor of the Senate 

I must say that I consider the remarks of the chairman of the Com- 
| mittee on Foreign Relations as being very unfortunate in the existing 
| state of affairs. While I have been all the time in favor of the Gov- 
| ernment putting itself in a condition where it was the equal of any 


other government in the world in respect of aggressive or defensive 


ure it 


resort to war, or 


onnected 
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powers, and have so indicated by every vote I have given in the Senate, 


it has not been done in the expectation that there was immediately | 


pending any occasion for us to use powers like these in dealing with 
the great governments of the world. 
I believe that we owe this duty of making defensive preparations to 


the dignity and honor of our own Government and to its permanent | 


security, but I did not suppose when I was grving votes of such a char- 
acter that I was preparing for an event which now seems to be threat- 
ened, or too freely assumed, a warlike collision between the United 
States and foreign powers. Has this been the effect of the nomination 
recently made at Chicago? Are we to understand that that nomination, 
followed up by this belligerent declaration on the part of the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, is to be interpreted as a threat 
of war against the world, and that, too, when our diplomatic corre- 
spondence and movements are so very successful in their moral influ- 
ence and power as to give an earnest hope to the country that we shall 
succeed in doing all that we ought to do for the protection of the honor 
and the interests of our people without ever firing a gun, or even pre- 
paring to fire one? 

More than four years ago I had the honor to introduce a resolution 
into the Senate touching the rights and duties of the American Gov- 
ernment in respect of the Isthmus of Panama and the water ways that 
were then about to be constructed to connect the two oceans. That 
declaration was brief and simple. In substance it was only this—it 
is not now before me and I can not quote the language of it—that no 
ship-canal connecting the Pacific and Atlantic Oceans across the Isth- 
mus of Darien ought to be built except with the consent of the Amer- 
ican Government; in other words, that we had, not in virtue of the 
Monroe doctrine merely, but in virtue of the physical construction of 
this continent, the right to say that whoever attempted to open a chan- 
nel for ships between the oceans and thereby change the whole geog- 
raphy of the coast line of this hemisphere, owed it, to the people of 
the United States, and to the influence which we exercise in govern- 
ment in this hemisphere and in commerce throughout the world, to 
come to us and to consult us as to whether we were willing that that 
change should be made. Could one assume thata foreign government 
would interfere and claim the right to dig a canal across the Penin- 
sula of Florida to connect the oceans? The material question is of 


greater value and importance to us in respect of our rights across | 


the Isthmus of Panama than it would be across the Peninsulaof Flor- 
ida 
would demand that whoever undertakes to connect the oceans across 
that isthmus by water ways should come to the United States and un- 
derstand from us distinctly in advance whether we consented to it or 
not 

That resolution went to the Committee on Foreign Relations. It 
was reported back favorably to this body, and the Senate took no fur- 
ther notice of it. The subject was not urged in the Senate for the rea- 
son that it was then understood that the ground was being surveyed 
and measured and considered very carefully by the diplomatic func- 
tionaries of this Government to ascertain precisely in what plight and 
condition our rights had been left in consequence of the treaties that 
we have with foreign powers. Thereafter, finding that we were mak- 
ing successful progress by diplomacy and by correspondence in the re- 
moval of the barriers which a false and an unfortunate diplomacy had 
heretofore erected about this question, I was content to allow the 
Government to move quietly along and successfully, as I believe it has 
been doing, to the solution of these troubles and the removal of these 
difficulties. 

Now it appears that we are to have a change of policy; that while 
neither the Senate nor the House has been called upon for a declara- 
tion of policy upon this subject or an expression of national sentiment, 


desire, and demand upon this question, we are to have now, in a meas- | 


ure for the building and completion of ships of war, the preparation for 
the forcible solution of this matter, and from that the people of this coun- 
try, and not this alone but other countries, will be apt to infer that the 
United States are preparing not for peace but for war. 

I am for making all due and necessary preparations either for peace 
or for war, and I believe that to prepare our seacoast defenses, our tor- 
pedo system, our heavy-armored-ship system, our corsair fleet, are all 


material elements in the combined forces with which we ought to | 


stand ready to protect ourselves, or make aggression in case of insult 
or outrage upon our flag or our commerce by other nations. 


I have sustained with my vote all that is required now, and will go | 


still further in order to secure all of these necessary arrangements for 


the security of the peace of the world as well as for the protection of | 


the henor of the people and flag of the United States, but I must confess 
that I feel some astonishment when the attitude which I have occupied 


upon this floor in connection with Republican Senators is to be con- | 


strued into one of preparation for belligerent events and for the results 
of war. If the House of Representatives had an apprehension of the 
actual existence of a state of feeling in the Senate which has been typi- 
fied in the remarks of the Senator from California, they did right to stop 
until they knew the ground that we were occupying here. They did 
right not to commit themselves into the hands of a political party in 
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For that reason, if for no other or better or higher reason, I | 


JULY 7, 
this country who find it necessary, it appears, to make a threat of wa, 
against the world in order to animate the American people to sustain 
them in some new adventure in politics. The House did right to stanq 
by the peace-loving people of the United States, by its commerce, by jts 
quiet and peaceful homesteads and firesides, and by the still unsheq 
blood of its people, and to say, ‘‘ We are not going to commit ourselves 
| rashly and unnecessarily upon an appropriation bill to acts which you 

interpret as being necessary to conduct a foreign war, contemplated 
not impending. 

I do not regret any vote that I have given on this question. I even 
voted to place a new statute for the construction of the new cruisers 
upon an appropriation bill, and in doing that I was supposed to hay, 
made some departure from the fixed principles of the party to which | 
have the honor to belong. I did it fortworeasons. The first was tha: 
I thought, having a plethoric Treasury, we could well spend a portion o; 
that money in the building of cruisers in order to keep it out of politica! 
| jobs. Another reason was that I believed, and have always believed 

that under the peculiar relations which the Army and the Navy bea; 
to the other departments of the United States Government as indicated 
in the letter of the Constitution itself it is the right and privilege of 
either of the Houses to provide not merely for the maintenance and sup 
port of the Army and Navy, but to provide for their complete equip- 
ment upon an appropriation bill as well as tipon a general legislative 
measure. I would not vote to introduce matters that affect the legis- 
lative department, the executive department, or the judicial depart- 
ment of the Government upon an army or a navy bill; but I would 
just as readily vote for building a ship of war when I find it necessary 
to do so as a part of the maintenance of the Navy as I would to supply 
cartridge-boxes to the soldiers after some conflagration had destroyed 
a part of that particular equipment. 
I have always considered that a ship was a necessary part of the out 

fit and the equipment of the officers and marines and sailors of the Navy, 
that therefore it was not within the spirit, at least, of the rules of the 
two bodies, which I so highly value, that exclude legislation of a gen- 
eral character from appropriation bills. I have found it impossible in 
my own mind to draw the line of demarkation in the Army or Navy 
appropriation bill at the point where we must stop providing an equip- 
ment and providing supplies and providing support for these two arms 
of the military service, and not being able to define the line precise!) 
| I do not consider that I transgress this proper rule of practice when | 

vote to build a ship as I would vote to buy a thousand cavalry horses 
for the purpose of carrying a brigade or a regiment of cavalry across thi 
continent to some point where they might be usefully employed 01 
where they might be needed. 

For these reasons I have overcome what otherwise in my mind is a very 
strong objection to putting measures of a general nature upon appro 
priation bills, and I have sincerely voted with the committee and with 
the majority in this body on both occasions for the purpose of main 
taining and rebuilding the Navy. But, sir, I never did this in view ot 
the fact that it was a part of the policy of this Government to mak: 
threats of hostility against foreign powers in order to get what we sup 
pose to be our rights. We have no need to go to that extent. Th: 
moral attitude of the Government of the United States is sufficient!) 
good to give to its influence throughout the nations of this earth all th 
strength that I think that we need to claim for it. Time after time 
this has been evidenced in a most gratifying way. The nations of th 
world who have witnessed the terrible struggle of our civil war and 
have seen the Government rise triumphant from that struggle and ha: 
seen it within a period of twenty years assume such a political cond 
tion, a condition of such perfect quiet and repose as that it can con- 
sider the most minute rights of any human being in the United States 
with deliberation and composure— those who have witnessed these grand 
results are prepared to believe that there is something in the American 
character, something in American institutions, stronger than the en 
ginery of war, stronger than ships, and stronger than armies. 

We have no occasion to distrust our influence or our power. Ther 
is nothing in the recent history of the United States that makes it neces- 
| sary that we should suppose that our moral or political influence is to 
| be in any wise increased by the mere fact that we may have a great nav) 

or a great army ready organized and equipped for service. I acknow] 
edge, as I did in the outset of my remarks, that it is one of the necessar) 
parts of the provisions for government that we should be armed toa suit 
able degree and that we should have the means of arming ourselves i! 
| the best possible styleand on the shortest notice. Weshould have found 
eries where we could make our own guns, guns of great power, as rap 
idly and as perfectly as any other nation of the earth cando. Weshould 
have ship-yards where we can build steeland iron ships as rapidly and 
| efficiently as any other nation. We should make our preparations in 
that direction, and it is very much more important that we should hav: 
| a perfect state of preparation for the purpose of building ships and gun- 
| to arm them and to arm the seacoast defenses than it is that we should 
| have a navy constructed immediately and sent afloat upon the sea. 
Still I want an efficient navy; I vote for a navy; but I repeat that | 
do not want it as a hostile threat against mankind ; I want it for th: 
| purpose of keeping the peace so far as we are concerned among the na 
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tions; I want it for the purpose of showing the nations of the earth 
that we are in a state of preparation, not to aggress, but in a state of 
thorough preparation for defense. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
senator from Maine [Mr. HAL]. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendment 
and ask for a committee of conference, and I desire to be heard on that 

sroposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from Maine 
will take precedence of the motion of the Senator from Michigan. The 
motion of the Senator from Maine is that the Senate recede from its 
amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, without one single effort, without | 
even having asked the House. to consider the amendment of the Senate, 
it is proposed, without a committee of conference, to recede from an 
amendment adopted by the Senate, an amendment adopted and which 
it was necessary to adopt in order that the bill might go forward with- 
out objection yesterday. Now, sir, I shall be unwilling to have this 
motion made and carried without expressing in some manner the senti- 
ment of the Senate on that question. be 

AsI said yesterday, I think the country has aright to know why the 
Senate gives up a point of this kind which every Senator here thinks 
ought to be insisted upon, except that some Senators are tired of stay- 
ing here and desire to leave as others have left, except that the mere 





fear of having it disclosed that there is not a quorum of Senators here 
is used as a means to prevent the expression of the sentiment of Sena- 
tors by their votes on the yeasand naysand the record being made. It 
seems that condition is to deter those who desire an expression of senti- 
ment, who desire to push this matter further, from using the ordinary 
parliamentary means to compel such a vote and to compel such a 
record. 

Let a committee of conference be reported; let the committee of con- 
ference understand what the will of the Senate is and not say before- 
hand that it is no use to try further. No committee of conference of 
the House would yield to a demand of the Senate if it was announced 
to them beforehand that the Senate was careless about it, that the 
Senate was ready to recede almost without trial. 

Sir, the good faith of this Government, the obligations of Senators 
here are involved in this proposition, and it is no slight matter, If it 
be so under the rules that the motion to recede takes precedence, there 
is no alternative left but to call the yeas and nays and see what the re- 
sult will be. I think it is better to have a committee of conference; I 
think it is better without going to the extreme measure which I have 
suggested in the present condition of the Senate, that that point be 
vielded and that we make at least one more manly and honorable effort 
to secure the adoption of the amendment by the House. 

HENRIETTA M. SANDS. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent at this time that an accident 
in our legislation may be rectified. House bill 4297, for the relief of 
Henrietta M. Sands, came to the Senate and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. Previous to that time a bill which was reported 
from the Senate Committee on Pensions for the same purpose had passed 
the Senate, but there is no prospect whatever of its becoming a law by 
receiving the sanction of the House. I designed to have substituted the 
House bill for the Senate bill, but I failed to do so accidentally. I ask 
now unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 4297) for the relief of Hen- 
rietta M. Sands may be put upon its passage, and I will see that the 
other is indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
from the Committee on Pensions asks to be discharged from the fur- 


ther consideration of a certain bill that he has indicated. Is there ob- | 
jection? The Chair hears none and it is so ordered. From the same | 
committee the Senator from New Hampshire reports favorably a House | 


bill which will now he read. 
The bill (H. R. 4297) for the relief of Henrietta M. Sands was by 


unanimous consent considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- | 


vides for the payment out of the naval pension fund to Henrietta M. 
Sands, widow of the late Rear-Admiral Benjamin F. Sands, of $50 per 
month during her widowhood, in lien of her present pension. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment; ordered to | 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE NAVY. 
Mr. HALE. I hope we may have a vote now on my motion. This 


is the only matter that is delaying adjourment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion submit- 


ted by the Senator from Maine, that the Senate recede from its amend- | 


ment to the bill (H. R. 7509) making temporary provision for the naval 
service. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I make no apology for delaying the Senate a few | 
moments, for I consider the question serious, and I am disposed to | 


submit a few remarks in the nature of a protest against this proceed- 
ing. 

There is no patriotic American who denies the necessity for a navy. 
When I say that I have no reference to any immediate probability or 
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possibility of war, I say it upon the general principle that a nation 
can not afford to be without one. We must have the possibility of 
choosing between war and peace, and a nation that has no navy and no 
means of aggressive or defensive action is unable tomakea choice. Its 
only alternative is peace. 

I concur with the Senator from California in saying that I want no 
war. God forbid that we should ever see it again. But there are 
some things worse than any war, and one of them is a cowardly peace. 
If I did not think it a duty to say it I would be ashamed to say we 
have no resource left but a cowardly peace in case of a serious quarrel 
with any nation. The element of force should be behind the National 
Government in its external relations as it is behind the States and the 
counties in their domestic affairs. Wherever a sheriff goes with a war- 
rant he has behind him the possibility of the colonel and the regiment 
of the county. A humpbacked and crippled sheriff lays his little finger 
on the strongest man of the county and says,‘*Come with me.’ If 
rioters assemble, the sheriff calls for the colonel and the regiment and 
they enforce his command. You may praise human nature as muchas 
you please, but no law is worth anything in any government that has 
ever been organized yet unless it has behind the law the possibility of 
force. 

In our external affairs we are absolutely without the sanction of force 
not only to compel the recognition of our rights but to defend our- 
selves. I did not understand the Senator from California to threaten 
war. Nobody who has had an experience of war, who has lived to ma- 
tarity in this country in politics or in war, is ever in the habit of threat- 
ening war, and nobody will suspect the United States of a desire to 
threaten it under present circumstances. 

I wish, I say, to be able to choose,and therefore Iwant a navy. The 
Senate has done well. It has largely disregarded any possible element 
of partisanship in these discussions. Practically unanimously the 
Senate has voted toadd seven ships of war to our Navy, and when that 
bill went from us and to all appearance went down into a bottomless 
well, then the Senate put the seven-ships bill upon the naval appropri- 
ation bill. I hold that it had an entire right to do so, that it was 
legitimate and proper, and germane to the bill. An appropriation to 
continue the supply of shoes for the Army does not mean an appro- 
priation to black and to mend the old shoes, but it means the possi- 
bility of ‘buying new shoes. The appropriation bill is intended to 
maintain a navy of the United States, and the work of maintaining a 
navy is not alone the work of repairipg the old ships but the.necessity 
and duty of supplying new, ships for those that are destroyed. 

The Senator from Delaware repeated an ancient remark about the 
5379,000,000 that have been spent within some eighteen or twenty years 
for our Navy and asked who was to blame that we could not show a 
navy at the endof this time. That Senator has probably spent fifteen 
or twenty thousand dollars during his 50 years of life in clothing himself. 
Why, therefore, should he order a new suit of clothes? He has con- 
sumed many tons of food and drink in the course of his life. Why, 
therefore, should he order dinner to-day? Has he not had enough? 
The logic in one case is exactly as good as the logic in the other. 

We put the seven-ships bill upon the appropriation bill, as I hold we 
had a right todo. The upshot of the controversy, notwithstanding 
the wisdom and patriotism with which the Senate has conducted itself, 
and with which the Appropriations Committee and the conference com- 
mittee have conducted themselves, is that we have not only lost our 
seven-ships bill and failed to get any increase of the Navy, but we have 
absolutely laid before us here a proposition to take back $170,000 al- 

| ready given. Sir, there are some homely stories of this day as good as 
the fables of .Zsop or Abraham Lincoln, and among them the one re- 
lating to the traveling clergyman who passed his hat in the congrega- 
| tion to pay his traveling expenses, and got back his hat and thanked 








| the Lord forit. We have lost our hat. 

I do not know what it is right to do under the circumstances. | 
would rather drop this pending bill, take up the regular appropriation 
| bill (which it is proposed to send over to December), and recede from 


| our amendment incorporating therein the seven-ships bill, and not 
be driven back here; and thusavoid beingcompelled tocapitulate with 
the loss of $170,000 in a cause that we believe to be righteous and that 
we know the country will sustain. I wish that our leaders on the Ap 
propriations Committee would consent to that course. The Senate has 
| already put the responsibility where it belongs. We have passed and 
sent to the House an independent bill providing for seven new ships; 
| we are not to blame if there be no increase to the Navy. No matte 
where the blame is, it is not with us, and we should stand in a much 
better condition in my opinion than we do now in the proposed attitude 
of having been driven away from an increase of the Navy and aban- 
doning $170,000 already appropriated to complete the only ironclad upon 
the Pacitic coast. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the motion of 
the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Only one single word. Nothing with reference to this 
single item as to the money for the Monadnock, in California, would be 
gained by going to the naval appropriation bill. The House has put a 
clause into that bill appropriating it in other directions, and the Sen- 
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. . | 
ate conferees would be confronted with the same difficulty that there | 


is here 


| am sorry that I can not agree with Senators as to the effect of this 


bill. I believe a substantial gain is in it over and above anything we 
could do by going to the naval appropriation bill. 
upon some study and investigation of the whole subject-matter, and I 


think it wise now not to continue the question of controversy further | 


with the House, but to recede. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the motion of 
the Senator from Maine that the Senate recede from its amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. 
appropriation bill. 

The report was read, as follows 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate, except the one numbered 41, to the bill (H. R. 


4716) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
have been unable to agree 
EUGENE HALE 
JOHN A. LOGAN, 
JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 
W. 8S. HOLMAN 
W. H. CALKINS 
Managers on the part of the House. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. ALLISON 
amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER 
The Chief Clerk read as follows 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring) ,*That the Presi 


dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare their 
respective Houses adjourned sine die at 3 p. m. Monday, June 30, 1554. 


The resolution will be read 


to strike out ‘*3 
30”’ and insert 


and insert *'1;’’ 
“* July 7;”’ 


and in line 10 tostrike out 
so as to make the resolution read: 


** June 


dent of the Senate and the Speaker ofthe House of Representatives declare their 
respective Houses adjourned sine die at 1 p. m. Monday, July 7, 1884. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator inform us whether within that 
time all the bills will be prepared and an opportunity given to act on 
them ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will suggest that there was an error in the en- 
rollment of the consular and diplomatic bill, and it may take some 
little time to correct it. 
is in process of correction. 1 think we had better let the matter re- 
main until we get through with that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is important to fix the hour now, even 


after the time is fixed 

Mr. ALLISON. Then 
make the time 2 o'clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate must take a little time to communi- 
cate with the President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to substituting ‘*2 
o’clock’’ for ‘‘1’’ in the amendment? The Chair hears no objection, 
and that change will be made 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was concurred in. 


I move to amend the amendment so as to 


rHANKS 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I offer the following resolution and 
ask its present consideration: 


TO THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are due, and hereby are tendered, to 
Hon. GrorGe F. EpmuNDs, a Senator from the State of Vermont, for the ability 
courtesy, and impartiality with which he has fulfilled his duties as President 
pro tempore of the Senate during the present session 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). 
Senate ready for the question on this resolution ? 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 


Is the 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a concurrent resolution 
requesting the President to return to the House of Representatives, in 
which it had originated, the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations 


for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal | 


year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the House resolution be laid before 
the Senate and acted on. It is to correct a clerical error. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
Senate. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


That is my view | 


I now submit the conference report upon the naval | 


I report back from the Committee on Appropria- | 


: Dp | the part of the Senate. 
tions a concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives with an | pa 


} none. 
| the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD]. 


I do not know how long it will take, but it | in the respective bills, which statement will also cover the bills as re 
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The Chief Clerk read the resolution as follows: 


Ixy THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, July 5, 1384. 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be requested to return to the House of Representatives, in which it origi 
nated, the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations for the consular and diplomat i: 
service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 


purposes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will simply state the fact that by mistake 
amendment No. 166, authorizing the President to appoint three com- 
missioners to visit the South American States, in the enrollment of the 


| bill was left out, and this is simply to recall the bill from the President 


that the error may be corrected. I ask that the resolution be adopted 
The resolution was concurred in. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of residents of Americus, Sumt: 
County, Georgia, remonstrating against the enactment of any measu: 


| relating to the telegraph which shall increase the number of publi 


officials or establish a governmental monopoly of the telegraph bus 
ness, &c.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I offer for adoption the following resolution 


Resolved, That a committee of two members of the Senate be appointed, to joi: 
such committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives, to wa 
upon the President of the United States and inform him that Congress, having 
finished its business, is now ready to close its session by adjournment. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Chair appoint the committee on 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
The Chair appoints the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] and 


SIGNAL SERVICE, GEOLOGICAL SURVEY, AND COAST SURVEY. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will announce an appoint 


| ment in pursuance of the provisions of the ‘‘ act makingappropriations 
The amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 3, | 


for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes.’’ Provision is there made for 


| a joint commission, to consist of three Senators, to be appointed by the 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- | 


President of the Senate, and three members of the House, to be ap- 
pointed by the Speaker of the House of Representatives, to consider the 
question of the present organizations of the Signal Service, Geological! 


| Survey, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and the Hydrographic Office of the 


Navy Department, &c. The Chair appoints Senator ALLISON of Iowa 
Senator HALE of Maine, and Senator PENDLETON of Ohio members ot 
the commission on the part of the Senate. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR FISCAL 
ALLISON. 


YEAR 1835. 


Mr. Mr. President, as the appropriation bills for the 


| fiscal year ending June 30, 1385, have now passed both Houses, I de 


sire to present to the Senate a statement of the amounts appropriated 


ported from the Committee on Appropriations of the House, as they 


| passed the House, as they were reported from the Committee on Appro- 
if Se Riek ehdhesie. teniens atnemetinantnentenss beneath te bodies priations of the Senate, and also as they passed the Senate, and present 
, at 2 o’clock, because : , oss hi; , > | the} t 

oe a , 8 | the amounts appropriated as these bills have finally passed both Houses 


I call attention at this time, before making the general statement, 


| to the fact that four of these appropriation bills came to the Senate 


during the months of June and July, two of them the most important 


| bills of the session, namely, the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 


propriation bill, which was submitted to the Senate on the 2d day ot 
June, and the sundry civil bill, which came to the Senate on the 23d 
day of June. The deficiency bill also was presented to the Senate 
during that month, on the 17th, and the fortification bill never came 


| to the Senate till the 2d day of July, and was then referred to the 
| Committee on Appropriations. 


I mention this as a justification in some sense of the apparent hurry 
of the Committee on Appropriations with regard to these bills. The 
time of adjournment having been fixed by a general understanding that 
we should close the session early in July, it was necessary for the Com 
mittee on Appropriations to make unusual exertions to bring in thes 
bills. 

The general statement I now submit is made up of the result of th 
various appropriation bills. The appropriations of this year are in ex 
cess of appropriations of last year $22,000,000. I should, howeve! 


explain that while the direct appropriation of last year for pension» 
| was $86,575,000, the direct appropriation for pensions this year is onl) 
| $20,810,000, but there is added to that specific appropriation a reap 


propriation of the balances for the fiscal years 1883 and 1884, amount 
ing in the aggregate to $66,000,000. This added to the $20,810,000 
makes in all $36,810,000 for 1835, which makes the excess this yea! 
as I have stated, $22,000,000. 

To be entirely accurate I should add that there was reappropriated 


| also last year $39,000,000, none of which was used, as the direct ap 


propriation of last year was $27,000,000 in excess of the requirements 
of the Pension Office. 


The resolution will be laid before the | The $39,000,000 and the unused $27,000,000 of last year constitute 
th 


e $66,000,000 reappropriated this year; charging the $39,000,000 to 





1884. 
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last year, and adding it to the direct appropriations of that year, would | 


make the appropriations for pensions of 1884 $125,575,000. This sum 
added to the remainder of appropriations of last year would make the 
total $269, 187,096.90 for 1884 as against $259,201,087.13, or an excess 
last year over this of $10,000,000. These pension appropriations, how- 
ever, excluded wholly from the calculation, and also excluding the 
extraordinary or miscellaneous appropriations for both years, and taking 
into the fourteen regular appropriations for the two years and compar- 


Mr. ALLISON. I ought to have stated, but I supposed it was 
familiar to the Senate, that ewing to the fact that disagreement seemed 
to be necessary in reference to the general bill, the bill as finally passed 
both Houses only appropriated for six months, from July 1 to January 


| 1; but I assume (though I may be wrong in this) that next winter our 


ing them, it will be seen that the appropriations for this year, 1885, are 


in round numbers $22,000,000 more than the appropriations for 1884; 
and excluding rivers and harbors, for which no appropriation was made 
last year, the excess for 1885 over 1884 is $8,000,000 in round numbers. 


In stating this aggregate I only include what is comprised in the | 


fourteen regular appropriation bills and what are known as miscel- 
laneous appropriations. I should say that the excess of appropriations 


this year over the appropriations of last year arises partly from the fact | 


that last year we had no bill respecting rivers and harbors, while this 
year we have a bill for the improvement of rivers and harbors amount- 
ing in the aggregate to $14,000.000, or nearly that sum; I believe in 
exact numbers about $13,909,000. But in addition to these appropri- 
ations that appear in the regular appropriation bills, the miscellaneous 
appropriations of this year have been largely in excess of those made 
last year. Some of these I will specify. Some of them arise of course 
from legislation of last year and others arise from independent legis- 
lation had at this session. 

The tobacco rebate amounts to $4,000,000 in round numbers; the 
improvement of the Mississippi River, which was a special appropria- 
tion made in the early stages of the session, to $1,000,000; the World’s 
Cotton Centennial Exposition, $1,000,000; but in this of course I do 
not include the amount appropriated in the sundry civil bill for the 
representation of the Government Departments at theexposition. Then 
there is an item of half a million dollars for sewerage in the District of 
Columbia. The various specific sums for miscellaneous purposes amount 
in the aggregate to $9,163,544. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] reminds me that we have 
appropriated also for the relief of sufferers by the overflows. Those 
amount in the aggregate to $500,000, although there are several spe- 
cific appropriations. 

As I stated before, the appropriation this year for pensions is nom- 
inally $20,810,000, while the appropriation last year for pensions was 
$86,575,000. But in addition to this specific appropriation for this 
year we have apprepriated the unexpended balances of the last two 
years, amounting to $66,000,000; so that in reality the appropriation 
this year for pensions is about the same as the appropriation last year. 

I desire to call attention to some of the specific matters contained 
in these bills, and I will name them in the order they are named in the 
general statement which I will hand to the Reporter for insertion in the 
RecorD. The Military Academy bill for this year is $4,000 less than 
it was last. This reduction arose from the fact that there were some 
repairs necessary to be made last year, which have been made, so that 
an expenditure for them is not needed now. The fortification bill this 
year is $30,000 more than it was last year. It was $670,000 last year; 
it is $700,000 now; so that there has been an increase of $30,000 in that 
appropriation. ° 

The consular and diplomatic bill of last year appropriated $1,296,000, 
which included in it $75,000 for the winding up of the French Claims 
Commission, which was not in reality an appropriation for the regular 
consular and diplomatic service. The appropriation this year, 1885, is 
$1,214,000, or really $7,000 less than the appropriation of last year; 
and here I should say as I pass that the Committee on Appropriations 
of the Senate reported to the Senate an increase of nearly $500,000 be- 


yond the amount actually found in the bill as it passed. This increase 


is found in two items, one relating to foreign intercourse, an item of 


$250,000, which the House have rejected with full knowledge of the 
great public importance of that appropriation; and the other an item 
of $224,000 which the House rejected, although we have an absolute 
treaty stipulation with Mexico which requires that we shall resurvey 
and remark the boundary line from the Rio Grande to the Pacific Ocean 
lbetween the United States and Mexico. Notwithstanding this treaty 
stands there and we are bound to make that survey, and notwithstand- 
ing the fact that the estimate of the cost of it amounts to $224,000, the 
ilouse of Representatives refuse to make the appropriation. 

As to the naval bill, it is impossible for us to state with any accuracy 
what the appropriation will be for the next year; therefore I have 
assumed in the calculation I make that the appropriation for that pur- 
pose this year will not he in excess of last year. 

The Post-Office bill, which is the sixth in the order, last year appro- 
priated $44,489,000; this year, 1885, for the same purposes, there is 
appropriated $48,975,000, or an increase of over three and a half mill- 
ions. I will say here with reference to this bill that the appropriation 
for the postal service, as originally reported to the House by its com- 


Mr. CONGER. 
naval service was about the same as last year. The Senator I suppose 
will recollect that the bill that was passed appropriated only for six 
months, and therefore it could have been only half the amount. 





| prodigality, as compared with the House of Representatives. 


| details of the bill. 
mittee, was nearly two millions in excess of the appropriation of last year. | to the operations of the Government, which more than cover the reduc- 
The Senator stated that the appropriation for the | 


friends in the House will be quite as liberally disposed in regard to the 
Navy as they have been at this session. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not know but that it might be assumed that 
the appropriation for six months was equal to the appropriation of last 
year for the whole year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Oh, no; I certainly would not assume that. I take 
it for granted, Mr. President, that at the next session of Congress, 
whatever there is about our naval appropriation, there can be no ques- 
tion of the fact that a sufficient appropriation will be made to continue 
the operations of the Navy on a scale equal to last year. 

The next bill in order is the Indian bill. The appropriations last 
year for the Indian service were $5,358,000; the appropriations for this 
year are $5,859,000, or an increase of $501,000. Here I may be par- 
doned for mentioning one fact in the presence of the Senate, as it has 
been said in many places that the Senate in dealing with these appro- 
priation bills deals with them in a spirit of liberality, if not a spirit of 
The In- 
dian bill as it came to the Senate from the House of Representatives 
appropriated $5,456,000 for the fiscal year 1885 as against an appropri- 
ation of $5,358,000 for 1884, or an increase as the bill came to us from 
the House of about $100,000. It was increased somewhat in the Sen- 
ate, and increased for a specific purpose, namely, the making of an effort 
to educate and civilize the Indian tribes by means of schools and other 
agencies of education. 

The Army bill is this year about $200,000, in round numbers, less 
than the Army bill of last year. I will not enter into details except 
to state that the appropriations for the Army last year were $24,681,000, 
and this year $24,454,000. 

The legislative, executive, and judicial bill of last year, 1884, appro- 
priated $20,454,000; the legislative, executive, and judicial bill for the 
year 1885 appropriates $21,426,000, or an increase of $972,000. But 
this legislative bill as it was reported to the House from the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations increased the appropriation of last year about 
$300,000, so that of the amount added to the appropriation of this year 
as compared with the appropriation of last year one-half was added in 
the House of Representatives before tHe bill came to this body; and the 
entire increase, I may say, arises from the fact that it was deemed 
wise and necessary not only by the Senate but by the House of Repre- 
sentatives to augment the traveling clerical force of the Pension Office. 

The Senate added amendments to this bill looking to an increase of 
force in the Pension Office as compared with the House bill, and an 
increase of force in the Patent Office, and an increase of force in the 
Land Office, and an increase of force in the Second Auditor’s Office, all 
these increases being absolutely necessary not to carry on the current 
business of the Government alone, but for the purpose of bringing up 
the arrears of business in these great bureaus in the several Depart- 
ments. Take the Land Office for illustration, where the business is 
from one to five years in arrear. The Patent Office, the entire expense 
of which is paid by the patentees, is in arrear from two months to one 
year. It was deemed wise by the Senate Committee on Appropriations, 
and acceded to freely by the House, that these great bureaus of our 
Government should have a sufficient clerical force to carry on their op- 
erations with reference to the matters they have in charge. That ac- 
counts for the increase in the legislative bill. 

The sundry civil bill, which is the omnium gatherum of all the De- 
partments and of all the service of the Government not specifically ap- 
propriated for in the other bills, appropriated in 1884 $23,679,000. 
The sundry civil bill of 1885 appropriates $22,311,000, or a reduction of 
$1,368,000. I suppose it will be claimed in some quarters that there 
is a saving of money to the Government in this reduction of appropria- 
tions; that there is a disposition to be more economical than hitherto 
with reference to these subjects, not taking into account the fact that 
this whole reduction is from items that are essentially necessary to 
carry on the ordinary operations of the Government. It seems in some 
quarters that where we are bound to make an appropriation for the 
purpose of carrying onthe ordinary operationsof the Government, if we 
postpone that appropriation trom this year to next we have made a 
saving. As well might a man who had a grocer’s bill think he had 
paid it because he had postponed the payment of one month's bill to 
the next. 

We were compelled to reduce the sundry civil bill in conference from 
the fact that we placed on it in the Senate items of appropriation essen- 
tially necessary for carrying on the ordinary operations of the Gov- 
ernment which the House absolutely refused to accede to. Allow me 
only to allude to some of these items, as I donot wish to go into all the 
I wish to refer only to items essentially necessary 


tion that is claimed when the sundry civil bill is compared with last 
year’s bill. 
Some years ago we made a treaty with France whereby we stipu- 


| lated that French claims and American claims should be considered by 
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a commission, and that when that commission had completed its labors 
and made awards the two Governments should make prompt payment 
of those awards. The French Claims Commission closed its labors 
early this year, and the awards payable by the United States amount 
to $625,566.35, an absolutely ascertained sum which can not be changed | 
by any operation. It is the award of this commission which must re- | 
main unchanged. The House of Representatives say to us: ‘‘Admit- | 
ting the force and power of this treaty with a foreign government, ad- | 
mitting that we owe the subjects of a foreign government this sum, we 

will not pay it this year, and compel you to strike it out.’’ There is 

in a Single item nearly one-half the entire saving in the sundry civil | 
bill as compared with the bill of last year. 

Take another item. The Secretary of the Treasury told us that from | 
the fact that many national banks were to be converted this year un- 
der a law that passed last requiring each of those banks to take out 
new circulation, because the old circulation could not be used, and un- 
der the law they must take out a distinct circulation having a different | 
colored paper, it would be necessary to appropriate $40,000 more on 
that account. The House said to us in terms: ‘‘ The $110,000 which 
we have appropriated for this purpose will at any rate last until De- 
cember, and then we can appropriate more if necessary.’’ So then, as 
a matter of fact, where we have a Department of the Government mak- 
ing an accurate and detailed estimate of what is required for the pur- 
pose of carrying on one of its operations required by law the House re- 
duces the appropriation below the amount required $40,000. 

So take the Navy. There were items of appropriation in this bill 
for the Navy. I will not go over them in detail. Take the item of a 
dry-dock at Brooklyn, where it is perfectly well known that the water 
is running in over that dock. It is essential to the Government that 
we have a dock there if we are to have our naval vessels put in dock at 
all. Forty-nine thousand dollars was estimated for the purpose of re- 
pairing that dock, but it was struck out. ‘‘ It will do next winter.’’ 

So take the survey of the public lands. The bill that came to us 
from the House of Representatives appropriated $300,000 for the sur- 
vey of all the public lands of the United States. The Senate in its 
judgment believed that $450,000 was the smallest sum that could be 
profitably and economically used in the survey of our public lands in 
order to give the people who are going into the remote Territories of 
our Union an opportunity of taking homesteads under our laws and 
making homes there Itisanotorious fact, well known toall the com- | 
mittees of this body having charge of that subject, that the settlements 
of the Territory of Dakota and Montana are far in advance of the pub- 
lic surveys; that men are going there upon the open prairies without 
having a knowledge of the lines which will finally be drawn by the 
United States with reference to theirhomes. The House of Represent- 
atives say to us: ‘‘ We will not this year appropriate a sum which is 
even approximately necessary for the surveys, but we will reduce this 
item fixed by the Senate $100,000.’’ ‘‘ It willdo next winter,’’ as the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN] suggests. 

So, Mr. President, of another item of appropriation which has been | 
in every appropriation bill I believe since 1866 but two—an item for | 
the settlement of accounts with reference to bounties due to volunteers 
of the war of the rebellion, and with reference to the pay of two and 
three years’ men in the war of the rebellion. These accounts have been | 
running along in the Second Auditor’s Office and in the other Depart- 
ments of the Government from that time to now. The proper officers 
said to us that a certain sum will be necessary in order to pay the ac- | 
counts as they are allowed and adjusted under the law. The House | 
reduced one of these items $90,000, another $60,000, another $60,000, 
with a knowledge apparent to all men that this was not an appropria- 
tion for the fiscal year ending in 1885, but it was only an appropria- | 
tion for a portion of that year, and that nex‘ winter a deficiency bill 
with reference to these items will be absolutely essential and inevitable. | 

So I might go on in reference to various details of the sundry civil | 
bill; but I have already enumerated items sufficient to cover the million 
and a half of dollars which have been rejected by the House of Repre- | 
sentatives, all absolutely essential and necessary appropriations for the | 
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420, 644 
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purpose of carrying on the ordinary operations of the Government, and 
appropriations which the law requires to be made and which are not 
The District of 
Columbia appropriation this year is $14,000 less than last. 

The river and harbor appropriation I have spoken of as amounting to 
$13,909,000. 

The general deficiency bill of this year is much larger than the gen 
eral deficiency bill of lastyear. It amounts to $6,996,616.61. The de- 
ficiencies of course are matters that ought to have been appropriated 
for before, but through mistake or otherwise the appropriations have 
not been made. Of course no deficiency can be made not authorized hy 
The deficiency bill of this year is larger than that of last year as 
I have stated, and this may be counted as arising from the fact that sufti- 
cient appropriations were not made last year, but I venture the predi: 
tion that the deficiency of this year may fairly be set off against the de 
ficiency of next year; that is to say, the deficiency of next year will cer 
tainly be larger than the very large deficiency of this. 

In taking into account the deficiencies I ought to state that some of 
these deficiencies, and indeed many of them, arise from the fact that 
laws are passed during a session of Congress not known to the Appro- 
priations Committee or to the Senate or House when the regular ap- 
propriation bills are passed, as, for example, last year after the appro- 
priation for the Post-Office Department had gonethrough both Houses 
a law was passed increasing the expenses of that Department a consider- 
able sum, paying postmasters back pay and increasing the compensation 
of third and fourth class postmasters. I only mention the deficiency 
item in order to make it clear that these deficiencies are made necessary 
from changes of laws as well as from want of full appropriations. 

The agricultural bill this year is $75,000 more than last year; and 
the miscellaneous appropriations which I have already stated last year 
were $1,912,000 are this year $9,162,544. 

I make these remarks, Mr. President, and present in detail an aggre- 
gated statement for the purpose of showing that these appropriations 
from year to year in the nature of things in many of the Departments 
of our Government must increase. It is not the fault of any party or 
of any House, but it follows from the rapid growth of our country and 
the appropriations inevitable and essentially necessary following that 
growth. No more marked illustration of that can be found than the 
expenses of the Post-Office Department, which this year are $3,000,000 
in round numbers more than last; and these appropriations, if we are 
to have an efficient mail service, will naturally increase from year to 
So it is with reference to our pensions. Whatever pension laws 
may be passed from time to time, it is certain that our pension-roll and 
pension-list and our pension appropriations will increase from year to 
year for some time to come. 

I make this statement for the purpose also of vindicating the Senate 
with reference to these appropriations where we have differed with the 
other House. I have shown, and I could go into details in all these 
bills to show you that the large concessions which have been made as 
matter of concession will require larger appropriations hereafter. 

Now, there is one thing I think I ought to say in regard to the legis- 
lative bill, and that is that although the clerical force was largely in 
creased there was no increase of what might be called salaries. There 
were, perhaps, three or four or possibly half a dozen exceptional in- 
stances wherein there was an increase of salary. The House of Repre- 
sentatives increased the salary of two or three of its employés; th: 
Senate increased the salary of one of its employés. The House of Rep 
resentatives in the bill increased the salaries of tour or five or perhaps halt 


| adozen people in the various Departments of the Government; theSenate 


in its amendments increased the salary of three or four others. These 
increases of compensation are exceptional in their character and have 
been made equally by both Houses, and not by the Senate alone. 

I believe, Mr. President, that this is all I have to say with referenc 
to the appropriations by way of explanation of the final result to the 
Senate, unless some Senator desires that I should make some more spe- 
cific statement. 

The general statement is as follows: 
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i ai ie ee  leisheecebennniiielidneetnbenciosssaenensnet April 14.... 
Indian. April 30..... 
ASTRAY’. .cccocsces June 16 


Legislative, & 












Sundry civil........ «| July 1 

District of Columbia...... pudedenpdbenpeed May 28 

River and harbor... June 27 

Deficiency .......... svesceees| JUNE 27, 

DRA acvncnntencncesesitansass evunsecoonseseeescnsqesevsntcesuscssosopooumiacaccocsnesssese ---| May 5... 
iit eclaciieaditettarpcatindncicibenwusdeduenisintebadbinseedeamasetadanincuntanpsinmecsesceetersteautcsecétbenetens 

Miscellaneous,,........0.+..<+- 

Deficiency tobace 

a tan cach ccecnsiaclnssicbentbetesgatncevesensencpsngncisbuecinestcmesancsennel -opnesvendanceeti 


Ohio River overflow 
Indian deficiency a 
Improvement of the Mississippi River.. 
World’s Cotton Centennial Exposition, , 
Sewerage District of Columbia... .............cccccsscssccscecscccsescecepees 








deri decisis ugk cniienn svawtadapuns<onttoisovindetenadhbenhsseacdneseqiebe : 
appropriations for pensions...... sie ebia ab naienidaginaenes bap sneledoaieeibigeserens 


Grand total... 





a Also reappropriates and makes available for 1885 an unexpended balance estimated to be $66,000,000. 
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History of the fourteen regular appropriation bills, 1884—’85—Continued. 


Reported to the House. Passed the House 


Estimates 























L885 
Date Amount. Date. Amount 

$3, 791, 965 00 putinaenis 33, 771, 965 00 ‘ pe $3, 771, 965 00 
1,679, 185 85 1, 679, 185 85 ; 1,679, 185 85 
500, 000 00 f a 500, 000 00 Se oan 500, 000 00 
138, 000 OO Se = eS 50, 000 00 > Sl a 50, 000 00 
1, 000, 000 00 iilheciitideanti DO Oe hess cteccknentes 1, 000, 000 00 
1, 000,000 00 y E 1,000,000 00 |... gee 1,000, 000 00 
500, 000 OO paainenanm 500, 000 00 ae 3 500, 000 00 
233, 207,194 97 186, 542, 292 58 : pained 185, 871,105 54 
66, 000, 000 00 66, 000, OOO OD |... .cccccccccccces 65, 000, 000 00 
299, 207,194 97 esenananadind BBO: OEE, FOS GB fo ccicccccocesenes 249, 871, 105 54 


Passed the Senate. Amount appropriated, 











Amount. Date Amount. Law, 1885. Law, 1584 

a $20, 846,200 00 | May 23.....) a $20,846,200 00 | a $20,810,000 00 | 6 $86,575, 000 00 
315,683 50 | March 4. 315, 683 50 314,563 50 318, 657 50 
July 3 800, 000 00 700, 000 00 670, 000 00 
t June 12 1, 782,576 75 1, 214, 390 00 1, 296, 755 00 
20,786,675 95 | April 14 20, 863,675 95 | ¢ 15,894,434 23 15, 894, 434 23 
49,725,400 00 | April 18 49, 750, 400 00 48,975,400 00 44, 489,520 00 
May 13 6, 279, 627 91 5, 859, 402 91 5, 358, 655 91 
June 21 24, 454, 450 00 24, 681, 250 00 
June 26. 21, 426, 321 85 20, 454, 246 22 
25,088,192 71 | July 2 | wh, & S91 22,311, 830 73 23, 679,575 44 
1,721,163 27 May 29 , 163 : 1, 686,743 27 1, 700, 697 23 

13,354,200 00 July 1 13. 584,700 00 13. 909. 200 00 ; 
7,815, 864 20 | June 28. 7, 832,078 24 6, 996, 616 61 9,941 49 
5, 40 00 





524,990 00 | May 20 525, 390 00 485, 190 00 


195, 509,598 51 184, 037,543 10 228, 274, 373 02 














a al 2600, 000 00 1,912, 723 88 
aa 3, , 965 00 3,791, 965 00 
1,676,579 08 1, 676, 579 08 1, 671,579 08 
500, 000 00 : 500, 000 00 | 500, 000 00 
100,000 00 : 100, 000 00 100, 000 00 
1, 000, 000 00 1,000, 000. 00 1,000, 000 00 
1,000, 000 00 |............0000. 1,000, 000 048 1, 000, 000 00 
500, 000 00 EES 500, 000 00 500,000 00 
208, 733,003 17 a 204, 078,142 54 193, 201, 087 13 230, 187,096 90 


66, 000, 000 00 = ; 66, 000, 000 00 66, 000, 000 00 39, 000, 000 00 


269, 733, 003 17 











270, 078, 142 54 259, 201, 087 13 269, 187,096 90 


» Also reappropriates and makes available for 1884 an unexpended balance estimated at $39,000,000. 


c Estimated. 
d Estimated. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations to another point. I wish to ask him 
whether there is not some way by which we can avoid the great incon- 


venience of having all the fourteen regular appropriation bills brought | 


in during the last days of a session. It strikes me that there might | 


be an amicable arrangement or agreement between the Appropriations 
Committees of the House and the Senate by which it should be under- 
stood that the Senate committee should have the authority to report 


a certain share of these large bills. Take a short session, when we | 
have really a little less than three months; there is not time in which | 


to properly consider these bills, and there is actually no prohibition in 
the Constitution which limits the origination of appropriation bills to 
the House. Their exclusive rights only pertain to revenue bills. 

When Mr. Hunter, the Democratic chairman on the part of the Sen- 
ate of the Finance Committee, was here, in order to facilitate an early 
adjournment of the two Houses he reported an appropriation bill. At 
that time my friend the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] was chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, and the bill was imme- 
diately thrown out and refused to be acted upon, although the same bill 
was reported and sent to the Senate the next day, I think. 

It seems to me that it would be a very great convenience if the Sen- 
ate were allowed to prepare and report some of these large bills, and 
especially would it be a convenience in a short session of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. That question has been considered for many years. 
The House of Representatives by custom only originates the appropri- 
ation bills. There is no sort of constitutional requirement that the 
appropriation bills should originate in the House. We have tried many 
times to have that question settled. We can originate an appropria- 
tion bill in the Senate and pass it, but if the House refuse to take up 
that bill our labor is lost. 

The only way to settle the question would be by means of a joint 
rule. I have not much familiarity with the rules, but I understand 
we have now no joint rules between the two Houses. I should be very 
glad to see the Committee on Rules or some proper committee of this 
body confer with the House of Representatives relative to the question 


of a division of the appropriation bills. Of course the Senate could 
originate those bills and thus save great time of the two Houses, and I 
think could do so quite as well as the House of Representatives; but I 
do not care to go into that. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to ask the chairman of the committee whether 
he has the figures at command to show the aggregate of all the appro- 
priations. 

Mr. ALLISON. For this’year? 

Mr. BROWN. For this year. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have. 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator be kind enough to state them ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The aggregate of the appropriatious of this year is 
$193,201,087.13. I will state, however, that in the nature of things in 
the case of many of the appropriations just made, particularly with 
reference to the Navy and some other matters, the computation is only 
an estimate; but the statement is approximately correct. It will not 
vary $200,000, in my judgment. This includes the river and harbo1 
bill and all miscellaneous appropriations. In this, however, is in- 


| cluded nothing for reappropriations. When we reappropriate money 


appropriated before there is no account of it taken in the aggregate 
Therefore when I say $193,201,087.13 I should add to it $66,000,000 


| of reappropriations for pensions alone, which would make the tota 
| sum $259,201,087.13. 


Mr. BROWN. Can the Senator in that connection state also what 
will be the aggregate of the demands on the Government during the 


| fiscal year, including payment of the interest on the public debt and 


whatever the other demands are? 
Mr. ALLISON. Of course that could only be stated approximately 
On the basis of last year’s appropriation, after paying the interest on 


| the public debt, and after paying what the sinking fund requires, which 


I believe is about $49,000,000, the Secretary of the Treasury est imated 
that there would be a surplus this year of $45,000,000. I think that 
surplus will be reduced under these appropriations from $20,000,000 to 
$25,000,000, although my estimate may not be accurate. In making 
that estimate I assume that the entire amount of $36,000,006 appropri- 
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ated this year for pensions will be required for their payment, whereas | 
last year we only expended $69,000,000 for pensions. That is, there is 
a surplus this year over the appropriations of last year, which surplus 
has been reappropriated. ‘ 

Mr. BROWN. Probably the surplus at the end of the year will be 
about twenty-odd million dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should say that would be the probable surplus, 


assuming that our income from imports and internal revenue will be | 
Of course that is also an element to be taken 


substantially as last year. 
into account. 

I have stated I believe all I wished to state with reference to these 
appropriations. I shal] hand the statement to the Reporter to be in- 
serted in the RECORD. 

Mr. GARLAND. I wish to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Iowa. The statement he has just read I believe comes from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. It is a very instructive and a very impor- 
tant one. Ido not know what disposition, if any, the Senator from 
Iowa has moved that the Senate shall make of it, but I think it should 
be printed in the RECORD and be printed as a report in ordinary form 
coming from a committee for public use. I think it is a very valuable 
document. I do not know exactly in what shape it comes from the 
committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. GARLAND. I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was prepared by the clerksof the Committees on 
Appropriations of the two Houses. I suppose, with one or two excep- 
tions, it is absolutely accurate now, but it can be madeaccurate within 
a day or two. I expect to insert it in the RECORD. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move, then, that in addition it be printed for 
public use as a document ordinarily reported to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WILSON in the chair). Is there 
objection to the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not come authoritatively from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, as the Senator from Arkansas seems to think. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; it does not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was never laid before the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and the committee is no more responsible for it than any 
Senator. It was prepared, as I understand, by the clerks of the Com- 
mittees on Appropriations of both Houses. 

Mr. ALLISON. That isthe general statement. The detailed state- 
ment I made was prepared by myself; but I have made that up chiefly 
from the aggregate statement which was prepared by the clerk of our 
committee and the clerk of the Appropriations Comsaittee of the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. So I understand. 

Mr. GARLAND. It will be printed as I suggested, I understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order has been made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not reflecting upon the accuracy of the state- 
ment at all, but simply saying that the Committee on Appropriations 
as a committee have not considered or acted uponit. I have no doubt 
that in the main it is correct, and any inaccuracies that may be in it 
are simply unintentional and caused by calculations made in the hurry 
of the closing hours of the session, and can be corrected, as I hope they 
will be, before the statement is printed officially in the REcorD. 

Now, simply one word in regard to the appropriatiens. It is impos- 
sible for any Senator or member of the House of Representatives, in my 
humble opinion, at this day in the session, to say what are the econo- 
mies or the profligacies of the legislation of the session now about to 
close. Appropriations for this fiscal year may have been withheld; 
they may have been made in insufficient amounts to meet the require- 
ments of the public service. No one can tell what the expenditures of 
the fiscal year 1885 will be until the books for that fiscal year have been 
closed and the accounts of receipts and expenditures adjusted. 

So it is with the fiscal year just closed. A great many of the defi- 
ciency appropriations made by the present House and Senate will go 
into the balances which will be charged to the last Congress. Every- 
thing appropriated during the present session of Congress to meet lia- 
bilities and expenditures for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, is 
chargeable to the preceding Congress, the Forty-seventh Congress. I 
say frankly that I place very little reliance upon tabular statements 
which are made out at the close of the first session of a Congress and 
published for information or guidance. They are not the absolute ex- 
penditures of the Government for the fiscal year for which they are 
made. During the coming session we may appropriate millions upon 
millions of dollars to meet liabilities of the present fiscal year, or we 
may appropriate very little comparatively. We can not tell with any 
accuracy what the receipts and expenditures of the Government are 
until the fiscal year has been closed, the accounts of the Treasury De- | 
partment adjusted, and that record made which will go down to all 
coming ages as the receipts and expenditures of a given fiscal year. 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree with the Senator. Weknow of course 
how much we appropriate in the fourteen regular appropriation bills. | 
Mr. COCKRELL. It may not all be expended; and therefore we 

ean not tell. 

Mr. ALLISON. And more may be expended and show adeficiency. | 
Of course the amounts I have presented to the Senate are amounts | 


This is a consolidated statement. 
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found in these bills, and they are accurate and absolute computations 
of the money appropriated. A portion of it may not be expended: but 
it is fair to presume that most of it will be expended. I shall regard 
myself as quite lucky as one member of this body if there is not a 
larger expenditure during the fiscal year than the aggregate of these 
appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLSin the chair). The Chair 
having been absent for afew moments, does not understand what is the 
pending question. 


Mr. ALLISON. There is no question before the Senate. 


ELIZABETH J. COLBERT. 


Mr. CULLOM. [I ask leave to submit a report from the Committee 
on Pensions. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3160) granting a pension to Elizabeth J, 
Colbert, to report it without amendment, and I ask that it be put upon 
its passage. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered asin Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Elizabeth 
J. Colbert, widow of Joseph C. Colbert, late a private in Company K, 
One hundred and twenty-third Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments of 
the Senate to the resolution of the House fixing the day for the final 
adjournment of both Houses of Congress. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
resolution of the Senate for the appointment of a committee of two 
members of the Senate to join such committee as may be appointed by 
the House of Representatives to wait upon the President of the United 
States and inform him that Congress, having finished its business, is 
ready to close its session by adjournment, and had appointed Mr. Sam- 
UEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. H. G. TURNER of Georgia, 
and Mr. FRANK Hiscock of New York the committee on the part of 
the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 2049) granting a pension to James King. 

The also announced that the House had passed a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 287) authorizing the immediate payment of officers and 
employés of the House forthe month of July; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 4297) for the relief of Henri- 
etta M. Sands; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tem- 
pore. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER [Mr. INGALLS] laid before the Senate 
a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in compliance with 
a resolution of the 2d instant, information relative to the condition of 
the Northern Cheyenne Indians on the Tongue and Rosebud Rivers, 
who are alleged to be without rations and committing depredations upon 
settlers for subsistence; which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

PAY OF EMPLOYES. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 287) authorizing the immediate pay- 
ment of officers and employés of the House for the month of July was 
read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If in order, I move to suspend the rule 
requiring the reference of the joint resolution, and ask for its consid- 
eration now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in order to move a suspen 
sion of the rule. It can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask unanimous consent, which is the 
same thing. The joint resolution simply provides that the employés 
shall draw their pay for the month of July before leaving here, and 
obviates the necessity of their coming back or having the roll to sign 
hereafter. I ask unanimous consent that it be now considered. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a usual resolution, although I believe we 
have hardly ever considered it when we adjourned so early in the 
month, but it ought to apply to both Housefalike. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does it not apply to the employés of both 
Houses ? 

Mr. ALLISON. The resolution applies only to the employés of the 
House of Representatives. I think if the Senator will allow it to be 
referred to the committee informally, it will be reported back amended 
so as to make it apply to both Houses; if it is a wise resolution to pass 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Does it not apply to both Houses ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that it applies 
only to the employés of the House of Representatives. 
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Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I withdraw my request, and ask that | 

it be referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The request is withdrawn, and the 

joint resolution will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LOGAN. Somenominations were sent into the Senate last night, 
and it will be necessary to have an executive session prior to adjourn- 
ment. Ido not know any better time than now. I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 280) granting a pension to Wesley Morford; 

A bill (S. 284) granting a pension to Henry J. Seward; 

A bill (S. 297) for the relief of Mrs.S8. A. Wright and Mrs. C. Fahne- 
stock; 

A bill (S. 298) for the relief of Margaret Cassidy; 

A bill (S. 332) for the relief of Thomas B. Shannon; 

A bill (8S. 337) granting a pension to Wilson W. Brown and others; 

A bill (S. 461) granting a pension to Warren Croan; 

A bill (S. 464) granting a pension to James P. F. Toby; 

A bill (S. 528) for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of 
William T. Pate & Co.; 

A bill (8S. 547) granting a pension to John C. F. Beyland, of New 
York; 

A bill (8. 670) granting an increase of pension to N. J. Ingersoll; 

A bill (8S. 773) granting a pension to Mrs. Kady Brownell; 

A bill (S. 912) granting a pension to Henry A. Armstrong; 

A bill (S. 1225) granting a pension to Mary Hopperton, widow of 
Edward Hopperton; 

A bill (8. isa granting a pension to Captain Israel Stough; 

A bill (S. 1339) granting a pension to Frank Gray; 

A bill (S. 1363) granting a pension to Frank 8. Hillard; 

A bill (8. 1398) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Bolar; 

A bill (S. 1430) granting a pension to Sarah C. Hall; 

A bill (S. 1444) granting a pension to William J. Hess; 

A bill (8. 1627) granting a pension to Martha Bastin; 

A bill is. 1627) granting a pension to Flavia A. Haskell; 

A bill (S. 1641) for the relief of the widow of Edward .M. Wilkins; 

A bill (8. 1645) granting a pension to Asahel D. Whitcomb; 

A bill (8. 2095) to remove certain disabilities of John L. Cowardin; 
and 

A bill (8. 2244) granting a pension to James Brown. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the concur- 
rent resolution to correct an error in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 
6770) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic services 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 
purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ERROR IN ENROLLMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives; which wae considered 
by unanimous consent, and concurred in: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 
of the House in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations for 
the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30,1885, and for other purposes, insert the following paragraph in its 
proper place, the same having been omitted from the bill as finally agreed upon 
by the two Houses, namely : 


‘For three commissioners to be appointed by the President, by and with the | 
advice and consent of the Senate, at a compensation of $7,500 each. Said com- | 


missioners shal] ascertain the best modes of securing more intimate interna- 
tional and commercial relations between the United States and the several 
cowntries of Central and South America,and for that purpose they shall visit 
such countries in Central and South America as the President may direct. 

“For one secretary to said commission to be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, $3,000; and in addition to the 
foregoing amounts such further sum as may be required for the reasonable ex- 
penses of said commission, such expenses to be paid upon the certificate of the 
chairman thereof and approved by the Secretary of State ; and said commission 
shall report their action tothe President, for transmission to Congress, with such 
recommendation as he may deem fitting.” 


PAY OF EMPLOYES. 


Mr. ALLISON. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- | 


tions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res 287) author- 
izing the immediate payment of officers and employés of the House for 
we month of July, to report it with amendments. I ask for its present 
consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
_ Mr. ALLISON. As will be seen from the reading of the resolution 
it proposes to pay the employés of the House for this month, previous 
to the end of the month. It has been usual to pass such a resolution 
just before Congress adjourned, but this resolution as it came from the 
House only applies to the House employés. The Committee on A\p- 


propriations propose that it be amended to include the officers of both 
Houses. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be read at 


| length. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa 
whether it applies to the annual employés as well as the session em- 
ployés. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Is that the opinion of the Senator? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Be it resolved, &c., That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be author- 
ized and directed to pay to the officers and employés borne on the annual roll 
their respective compensation, including the Capito! police, forthe month of 
July, 1884, as soon as practicable after the adjournment of this session of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will that give more pay? Will that give them full 
pay for the month of July? 

Mr. ALLISON. Those on the annual roll may draw their pay be- 
fore the end of the month. 

Mr. PLUMB. Oh, yes; I understand. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Appropriations were, 
in line 1, after the word ‘‘Clerk,’’ to insert ‘‘Secretary of the Senate 
and ;’’ in line 2 to strike out ‘‘ he is’’ and insert ‘‘ they are ;’’ and in 
line 3, before the word ‘‘ House,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ Senate and the ;’’ 
so as to make the joint resolution read : 

That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the officers and 
employés of the Senate and House borne upon the annual rolls their respective 
compensation, including the Capitol police, for the month of July, 1884, as soon 
as practicable after the adjournment of this session of Congress. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
tion to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended soas to read: ‘‘A joint resolution authorizing 
the immediate payment of officers and employés of the Senate and of 
the House for the morth of July.”’ 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House hAd passed a concurrent resolution 
authorizing the joint commission appointed to consider the present or- 
ganizations of the Signal Service, Geological Survey, Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey, and the Hydrographic Office of the Navy Department, to 
employ a clerk, and providing for the payment of the expenses of the 
investigation equally from the contingent funds of the two Houses. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereuponsigned 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 3160) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Colbert; 

A bill (H. R. 7509) making temporary provision for the naval service; 

A bill (S. 2049) granting a pension to James King; and 

A bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations for the consular and dip- 
lomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes. 

COMMISSION ON SIGNAL SERVICE, ETC. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and concurred in: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate of the United States concurring), 
That the joint commission appointed to consider the present organizations of 
| the Signal Service, Geological Survey, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and the Hy- 
| drographic Office of the Navy Department, with the view to secure greater econ- 
omy and efficiency of administration of the public service in said bureaus, is 
hereby authorized to employ a clerk at $ per day while employed, and any ex- 

yense incurred by said commission in making said investigations shal! be de- 
aged equally from the contingent funds of the two Houses of Congress 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence ofthe Senate: 
| A bill (H. R. 191) for the relief of L. 8. Ensel; 

A bill (H. R. 411) granting a pension to Elizabeth Connor; 

A bill (H. R. 652) for the relief of Brannin, Summers & Co.; and 

A bill (H. R. 847) for the relief of Francis B. Van Hoesen. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 287) author- 
izing the immediate payment of officers and employés of the House for 
the month of July 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; 
and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore 

A bill (S. 280) granting a pension to Wesley Morford: 
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A bill (S. 284) granting a pension to Henry J. Seward; 

A bill (S. 297) for the relief of Mrs. 8. A. Wright and Mrs. C. Fahne- 
stock; 

A bill (S. 298) for the relief of Margaret Cassidy ; 

A bill (S. 332) for the relief of Thomas B. Shannon; 

A bill (S. 461) granting a pension to Warren Croan; 

A bill (S. 464) granting a pension to James P. F. Toby; 

A bill (S. 528) for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of 
William T. Pate & Co.; 

A bill (S. 547) granting a pension to John C. F. Beyland, of New 
York: 

A bill (S. 
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670) granting an increase of pension to N. J. Ingersoll; 

A bill (S. 773) granting a pension to Mrs. Kady Brownell; 

A bill (8S. 912) granting a pension to Henry A. Armstrong; 

A bill (S. 1225) granting a pension to Mary Hopperton, widow of 
Edward Hopperton; 

A bill (S. 1227) granting a pension to Capt. Israel Stough; 

A bill (8. 1339) granting a pension to Frank Gray; 

A bill (S. 1363) granting a pension to Frank 8S. Hillard; 

A bill (S. 1398) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Bolar; 

A bill (8. 1430) granting a pension to Sarah C. Hall; 

A bill (S. 1444) granting a pension to William J. Hess; 

A bill (8S. 1566) granting a pension to Martha Bastin; 

A bill (8S. 1627) granting a pension to Flavia A. Haskell; 

A bill (S. 1641) tor the relief of the widow of Edward M. Wilkins; 

A bill (8S. 1645) granting a pension to Asahel D. Whitcomb; 

A bill (S. 2095) to remove certain disabilities of John L. Cowardin; 

A bill (S. 2244) granting a pension to James Brown; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 287) authorizing the immediate payment 
of officers and employés of the Senate and of the House for the month 
of July. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion of Mr. LOGAN, the Senate proceeded to the consideration 
ofexecutive business. After forty minutes spent in executive session 
the doors were reopened. 

EXTENSION OF THE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 

was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Represaitatives concurring), That the presid- 
ing officers of the two Houses shall adjourn their respective Houses at 3 p.m., 
July 7, 1884 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the committee appointed to wait upon the 
President of the United States and inform him that unless he may 
have some further communication to make Congress is ready to adjourn, 
reported that they had performed the duty assigned them, and that 
the President had replied that he had nothing further to communicate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the resolution of the 
Senate extending the time for final adjournment. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
716) for the relief of Eliza Howard Powers. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5509) for the benefit of soldiers and sailors who have 
lost an arm at the shoulder-joint; and 

A bill (H. R. 6712) to remove the political disabilities of John Ran- 
dolph Hamilton, of North Carolina. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker protempore of the House 
had signed the followingenrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore : 

A bill (S. 337) granting a pension to Wilson W. Brown and others; 
and 

A bill (S. 716) for the relief of Eliza Howard Powers. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
dlay approved and signed the following acts: 

(n act (S. 773) granting a pension to Mrs. Kady Brownell; 

(n act (S. 1398) granting a pension to Andrew J. Bolar; 

An act (8S. 297) granting a pension to Mrs. C. Fahnestock; 

An act (S. 461) granting a pension to Warren Croan; 

An act (S. 1645) granting a pension to Asahel D. Whitcomb; 

An act (S. 912) granting a pension to Henry A. Armstrong; 

An act (S. 2049) granting a pension to James King; 

An act (S. 670) granting a pension to N. J. Ingersoll; 

An act (S. 1566) granting a pension to Martha Bastin; 

An act (5S. 
York; 

An 
Edward Hopperton; 

An act (S. 1627) grantinga pension to Flavia A. Haskell; 

An act (S. 1227) granting a pension to Capt. Israel Stough; 


547) granting a pension to John C. F. Beyland, of New | 


act (S. 1225) granting a pension to Mary Hopperton, widow of 
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An act 
An act 
An act 
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An act 


464) granting a pension to James P. F. Toby; 

S. 1363) granting a pension to Frank 8. Hillard; 

’. 280) granting a pension to Wesley Morford; 

S. 1339) granting a pension to Frank Gray; 

S. 2244) granting a pension to James Brown; 

S. 1444) granting a pension to William J. Hess; 

An act (S. 1430) granting a pension to Sarah C. Hall; 

An act (S. 284) granting a pension to Henry J. Seward; 

An act (S. 716) tor the relief of Eliza Howard Powers; 

An act (8S. 337) granting pensions to Wilson W. Brown and others: 
An act (S. 298) for the relief of Margaret Cassidy; 

An act (8S. 332) for the relief of Thomas B. Shannon; 

An act (S. 1641) for the relief of the widow of Edward M. Wilkins: 
An act (S. 528) for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of 


| William T. Pate & Co.; and 


An act (S. 2095) to remove certain disabilities of John L. Cowardin. 
FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. ALLISON (at 2 o’clock and 45 minutes p.m.). Mr. President 
all the business of the session has been disposed of, and I hope that by 
unanimous consent we shall treat the hour of adjournment as now 
having arrived. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa suggests 
that the business of the session is disposed of. The Chair understands 
that neither the President nor the House of Representatives have any 
further communication to make. If there be no objection, the time 
of adjournment will be treated as having arrived. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Senators, the hour that closes the first session of the Forty-eighth 
Congress has come. It fills up almost a century of the constitutional! 
republican government of a people whose career has excited the wonde: 
and admiration of mankind. Letus hope that our labors as the repre 
sentatives of States and people may justify the placing of another white 
stone on the long and shining pathway of the Republic. 

However arduous and perplexing may have been our labors, how 
ever exciting may have been the contests of opposing opinions and po! 
icies, no one of us, I think, can meet this, the hour of our separation 
without emotions and I hope not unpleasant solicitudes that embrace 
the past, the present, and the future. The smallness of our numbers 
and the peculiar nature of our organization which embraces a potent 
participation in the action of the threefold organization of the Gov 
ernment, legislative, executive, and judicial, produce an intimacy ot 
personal relations as pleasant as it is important, and make the moment 
when we separate one of peculiar interest and tenderness. 

So parting, the Chair makes his sincere and most grateful acknow! 
edgments for the very flattering resolution of the Senate touching his 
administration of the duties imposed upon him by his office. He is 
glad and proud to say that without exception he has been aided by the 
constant kindness, courtesy, and assistance of all the members of the 
Senate, and of its officers. 

The Chair in now performing the last formal act of the session wishes 
for all of you every felicity, and he begs to express to each one of you 
his heartfelt personal friendship and good-will. 

The present session, the first session of the Senate of the Forty-eighth 
Congress, stands adjourned without day. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, July 7, 1884. 


At 12 o’clock m. the SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLACKBURN) called 
the House to order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unanimous consent the session of 
this day (Monday) will begin at 12 o’clock instead of 11. That is the 
rule of the House unless otherwise ordered, that the House shall meet 
at 12m. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the resolution of the House providing for 
the final adjournment of the session, with amendments, in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. ° 

Mr. WELLER. I hope we will now have consent of the House to 
conclude the consideration of the pension bills on which we had already 
entered. 

THE JOURNAL. ° 

Mr. MILLS. Iaskunanimousconsent that the reading of the Journal 
be dispensed with this morning. 

Mr.RANDALL. Itis physically and mentally impossible to prepare 
the Journal in time to have it read this morning, and the reading of it 
I hope will be dispensed with to-day by unanimous consent. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
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that the Senate had agreed to the resolution of the House asking a re- An act (H. R. 394) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary C. Jones; 


turn to the House by the President of the bill (H. R. 6770) making ap- An act (H. R. 4188) granting a pension to William W. Day; 

propriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government | An act (H. R. 3613) granting a vension to Ira McNair; 

for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. | An act (H. R. 432) to increase the pension of Joseph B. Sellers 
JOHN L. COWARDIN. An act (H. R. 5595) granting a pension to Eugene L. Townsend 


An act (H. R. 5999) granting a pension to George H. Fluke; 

An act (H. R. 4846) granting a pension to Mary E. Seymour, widow 
| of Charles J. Seymour, a deceased soldier; 

An act (H. R. 1396) granting a pension to Frederick Wilhelm, latea 
sergeant of Company L, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cav- 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
und pass a Senate bill now on the Speaker’s table for the relief of John 
L. Cowardin, a private soldier in the Army. The passage of this bill 
will enable him to be promoted to a sergeantcy, and bis services in the | 


Army are gallant and meritorious. I hope there will be no objection | alry: 

to the request. : se An act (H. R. 4164) for the relief of Ellen Horgan; 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? An act (H. R. 6004) makine avorouciations for the payment of in- 
Mr. TUCKER. I will say that the Committee on the Judiciary aa te ee ee ce ee 


| valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 4651) to amend an act approved July 15, 1882, enti- 
tled *‘An act to increase the water supply of the city of Washington, 
and for other purposes; ’’ 


reported favorably a bill identical with this. 
The bill is as follows: 
Whereas John L. Cowardin has served faithfully and honorably as a private 


soldier and non-commissioned officer in the Army of the United States since 
Novembr, 1880; and 





Whereas he is under disability by the provisions of section 1218 of the Revised | An act (H. R. 1628) authorizing and directing the sale of real estate 
Statutes of the United States, by reason of having served in the confederate | and riparian rights now owned by the United States at Harper’s Ferry 
army, in which he enlisted when quite young: Therefore, a . ee Se tae - ¢ 
” Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of | 10 the State of West Virginia; 

America in Congress assembled, That his disabilities under said section be, and An act (H. R. 6092) making appropriations for the current and con 
they are hereby, removed. tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 

There being no objection the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
read a first and second time, ordered to a third reading, read the third | 1885, and for other purposes; 
time, and passed. An act (H. R. 4717) for the relief of John Swearer; 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was} An act (H. R. 4440) for the relief of John Bostater; 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | An act (H. R. 4818) for the relief of Rose Ann Galbraith; 
table. The latter motion was agreed to. | An act (H. R. 4718) for the relief of Caroline Sheward; 

| An act (H. R. 2536) granting a pension to Michael Mack; 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. An act (H. R. 2425) granting a pension to Catherine Henry; 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, An act (H. R. 2419) granting a pension to Robert Nutt; 
one of his secretaries, announced the approval of the following bills | An act (H. R. 5070) granting a pension to Temple Golden; 
and joint resolutions: An act (H. R. 554) granting a pension to Joseph T. Caldwell; 
An act (H. R. 267) granting a pension to James King; An act (H. R. 585) granting a pension to William Reinhardt; 
An act (H. R. 1237) granting a pension to Solomon K. Ruggles; An act (H. R. 6171) granting a pension to Noah E. Smith; and 
An act (H. R. 4234) granting a pension to Mary Ullery; An act (H. R. 5894) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Morris Hus 
An act (H. R. 3623) granting a pension to Sarah E. Price; band. 
An act (H. R. 3307) granting a pension to Harriet P. Dame: The following bills were approved by the President July 5, 1884 
An act (H. R. 3294) granting a pension to Emma A. Porch; An act (H. R. 6761) respecting a bridge at Tonawanda, in the State 
An act (H. R. 2660) granting a pension to William Printz; of New York; ’ 
An act (H. R. 2543) granting a pension to James Roden; An act (H. R. 1246) granting a pension to the widew of Maj. Gen 
An act (H. R. 2447) tor the relief of Catherine Terry; James B. Steedman; 
An act (H. R. 2252) for the relief of Christopher P. Davidson; An act (H. R. 6861) making appropriations for the support of the 
An act (H. R. 1977) for the relief of Maria L. Hammer; Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; 
An act (H. R. 1751( for the relief of William R. Browne; An act (H. R. 4383) to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of de- 
An act (H. R. 1998) for the relief of William J. Sawyer; sertion. 
An act (H. R. 6529) for the relief of John Kane; An act (H. R. 5709) to amend article 72 of the Rules and Articles of 
ein act (H. R. 314) for the relief of John W. Cummins; War; 
An act (H. R. 4141) tor the relief of Mrs. Rebecca J. Pierce; An act (H. R. 4696) to authorize the location of a branch home for 
An act (H. R. 3331) for the relief of Ann McCarney; disabled volunteer soldiers and sailors in either the State of Arkansas 
An act (H. R. 1411) granting a pension to Martha B. McCullach, of | Colorado, Kansas, Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, or Nebraska, and for 
Freeport, Pa. ; other purposes; 
An act (H. R. 1391) granting a pension to Mary Eliza Dickson, An act (H. R. 1798) to amend an actentitled ‘‘An act toexecute cer- 
widow of Dr. Thomas Dickson; tain stipulations relating to Chinese, approved May 6, 1882;”’ 
An act (H. R. 1025) granting a pension to Sarah Dayton, widow of An act (H. R. 254) granting a pension to John Robbins; 
Erastus G. Dayton; An act (H. R. 555) granting a pension to John Galloup; 
An act (H. R. 2714) to increase the pension of Thomas E. Wilson; An act (H. R. 836) granting a pension to John C. Fenscke; 
An act (H. R. 1631) to increase the pension of Mathew O. Regan; An act (H. R. 943) granting a pension to Samuel Barnard; 
An act (H. R. 2378) restoring to the pension-roll the name of John An act (H. R. 1056) granting a pension to Honora Kelley; 
Allee; |} An act (H. R. 1073) granting a pension to William J. Lee; 
An act (H. R. 229) granting a pension to Elizabeth H. Lawler; An act (H. R. 1077) granting a pension to Sarah Miner; 
An act (H. R. 1299) for the relief of Alonzo Gesner; An act (H. R. 1406) granting a pension to Mary T. Barnes; 
An act (H. R. 3950) for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Cassidy ; An act (H. R. 1436) granting a pension to William T. McCoy; 
An act (H. R. 4977) to authorize the extension of the Chesapeake An act (H. R. 1894) granting a pension to Clark Roberts; 
and Ohio Railway Company to a point on the military lands at Fortress An act (H. R. 1930) granting a pension to Sarah Nicholl Crane; 
Monroe, Va. An act (H. R. 837) granting a pension to Reuben J. Chewning; 
The following bills were approved by the President July 4, 1884: An act (H. R. 1965) granting a pension to John A. Crozier; 
An act (H. R. 4680) to grant a right of way through the Indian Terri- An act (H. R. 2105) granting a pension to John A. Shuckers 
tory to the Southern Kansas Railway Company, and for other purposes; An act (H. R. 2312) granting a pension to Almira B. Kalet 
An act (H. R. 1682) providing for two additional associate justices of An act (H. R. 2358) granting a pension to James Hawkins; 
supreme court of the Territory of Dakota, one additional associate jus- An act (H. R. 2623) granting a pension to Arthur I. McConnell 
tice of the supreme court of the Territory of Washington, and for other An act (H. R. 3171) granting a pension to Ella Stolz; 
purposes ; An act (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to Irene Baker 
An act (H. R. 3961) to grant to the Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fé An act (H. R. 3737) granting a pension to Ann McLaughlin 
Railway Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, and An act (H. R. 3909) granting a pension to George W. Wickwire; 
for other purposes ; An act (H. R. 4439) granting a pension to John R. Wallace 
An act (H. R. 5258) granting a pension to Thomas Cheshire; |} An act (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Corbin 
An act (H. R. 759) granting a pension to Patrick Droney; | An act (H. R. 4700) granting a pension to Simon E. Lewis 
An act (H. R. 3188) granting a pension to Amanda Cutter; | An act (H. R. 4767) granting a pension to Mary A Henry: 


An act (H. R. 2608) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah Bryan Leet; 


An act (H. R. 2091) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca Hal! 
An act (H. R. 2393) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary McLaughlin; 


An act (H. R. 569) granting a pension to Reuben Marshall; 


An act (H. R. 1986) granting a pension to Frank F. Fitkins; | An act (H. R. 4457) grantinga pension to J. G. Crawford 
An act (H. R. 4790) granting a pension to Alexander Saint Bernard; | An act (H. R. 709) granting a pension to Robert L. Willey 


An act (H. R. 2017) granting a pension to Walter Dickson; J 
An act (H. R. 5686) granting a pension to Sarah J. Chipman; 


An act (H. R. 5457) granting a pension to Alicia Durrant; 


An act (H. R. 6766) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna J. Foster; 
An act (H. R. 2089) granting a pension to Margaret Wiggins 
An act (H. R. 4568) granting a pension to Andrew J. Konkle; 
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An act 
An act 
An act 
An act 
An act 
An act 
An act 
An act 


t. 6786) granting a pension to Rivers Banks; 
R. 6184) granting a pension to Julia M. Reynolds; 
t. 6085) granting a pension to John A. Hassell; 
. 5821) granting a pension to Susannah Barr; 
t. 5795) increasing pension of Charles A. Fuller; 
5781) granting a pension to Solon L. Simonds; 
t. 5723) granting a pension to Isabella Bertha Weaver; 
5485) granting a pension to Mrs. Samantha Harriman; 
t. 5675) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan J. McKenney; 
. 819) granting an increase of pension to Merrit Lewis; 
¢. 4368) granting an increase of pension to Dr. Samuel 


An act 

Sn act 

An act ( 
Davis 

An act 

An act 
F. Young; 

An act 
Zeilin 

An act 
mont 

An act (H. R. 4530) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Foley; 

An act (H. R. 2869) for increase of pension of Martha T. Stribling, 

of Cornelius K. Stribling, late a rear-admiral in the United 

States Navy; 

An act (H. R. 1569) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Ord, widow 
of Maj. Gen. E. O. C. Ord; 

An act (H. R. 2702) granting a pension to Mrs. Ellida I. Middleton, 
widow of the late Rear-Admiral Edward Middleton, United States Navy; 

An act (H. R. 2984) granting additional pension to Appoline A. 
Blair, widow of the late General Francis P. Blair, and for other pur- 
poses ; 


An act (H. R. 1410) granting a pension to Henry Schnetberg, of 
Indiana, Pa. ; 


An act (H. R. 5335) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah E. E. Seelye, 
alias Franklin Thompson; 
An act (H. R. 282) to reinstate Cornelius Fitzgerald on the pension- 


roll; 

An R 137) for the relief of Betsy A. Mower; 

An %. 284) for the relief of Mary G. Hawk; 

An %. 3591) for the relief of Sarah Becktel; 

An . 4970) for the relief ef Mrs. Nancy Biser; 

An . 5636) for the relief of Otto Leissring; 

An act (H. R. 5976) for the relief of Catherine Meis; 

An act (H. R. 6514) for the relief of Catherine H. Glick; 

An act (H. R. 6370) to limit the time within which prosecutions may 
against persons charged with violating internal-revenue 


3625) granting an increase of pension to Levi Anderson; 
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H. 


H. R. 6767) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Virginia 


H 747) granting an increase of pension to Fannie S. Beau- 


widow 


act (H. 
act (H. 
act (H. 
act (H. 
act (H. 


be instituted 
laws; 

An act (H. R. 6409) to validate and cure defects in certain acts of 
the Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 276) providing for the printing of 50,000 
cepies of the first annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 260) authorizing the printing and binding 
of additional copies of the reports of the National Board of Health; 

An act (H. R. 7012) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 6656) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 5377) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department, and 
for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 6925) to amend sections 4381 and 4382 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relative to fees levied and collected from 
the owners and masters of vessels in domestic commerce; 

An act (H. R. 6657) granting the consent of Congress to the Saint 


Cloud Water-Power and Mill Company to construct a dam across the | 


Mississippi River at Saint Cloud, Minn. ; 

An act (H. R. 6750) to amend paragraph 7 of section 
vised Statutes; 

An act (H. R. 3337) authorizing the inspection of the boiler of the 
samship Kent; 

An act (H. R. 103) granting a pension to Theresa Crosby Watson; 
An act (H. R. 570) granting a pension to M. H. Clements; 

\n act (H. R. 562) granting a pension to H. E. Van Trees; 

An act (H. R. 3493) granting a pension to Ann Hunter; 

An act . R. 5889) granting a pension to Alonzo Cooper; 

An . R. 3321) granting a pension to Michael Shields; 

An . R. 2245) granting a pension to Eliza A. Shealey; 

An . R. 2070) granting a pension to Decatur Hamlin; 

An . R. 503) granting a pension to Hiram C. Henderson; 

An . R. 4694) granting a pension to James Clark; 

An . R. 1985) granting a pension to Melvin Pierce; 

An . R, 4254) granting a pension to James Aaron; 

An . R. 5544) for the relief of Laura J. Goddard; 

An R. 4492) granting a pension to Mrs. Pauline E. Milliken; 
An . R. 1970) granting a pension to Mrs. Alice T. Sherwood; 


2527 of the 
Re 


act 
act 
net 
act 
ACT | 
act 
act 
act 
act 
act 


granting an increase of pension to Capt. H. D. | 
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An act (H 
An act (H 

Egan; 

An act (H. R. 6677) to increase the pension of William Irving; 

An act (H. R. 3056) to construct a Bureau of Navigation in the 
Treasury Department; 

An act (H. R. 5459) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 7440) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fisca] 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 4985) supplemental to and amendatory of an act to 
incorporate the Mutual Fire Insurance Company of the District of Co- 
lumbia; 

An act (H. I 

An act (H. I 

An act (H. 

An act (H. 

An act (H. 

An act (H. 

An act (H. 

An act (H. 

An act (H. 

An act (H. 

An act (H. 


. R. 6589) granting a pension to Asa Dye; 
. R. 3979) granting an increase of pension to Mary Anna 


. 1897) granting a pension to Catherine Hunter; 
. 5553) granting a pension to Isabella Palmer; 

. 204) granting a pension to Susan Y. Attwater; 
. 2574) granting a pension to Rosella Pegg; 

R. 875) granting a pension to P. W. Bradbury; 
R. 2979) granting a pension to Nancy Ellis; 

R. 5888) granting a pension to Ellen O’ Brian; 
R 
R 


> 
‘ 
> 
‘ 
> 
» 
> 
. 


. 4417) granting a pension to Jacob Miller; 
. 4180) granting a pension to Rowland Ward; 
R. 6530) to increase the pension of Richard Jobes; 
R. 1042) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Sinfield; 
An act (H. R. 5088) for the relief of Magdalena Cook; 
An act (H. R. 1752) for the relief of Maria L. Lee; and 
An act (H. R. 2031) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Missouri River at or near Sibley, in the State of Missouri. 


[Note.—This bill was presented to the President for his approval on the 2ist 
of June, 1884, and not having been returned by him to the oom of Congress 
in which it originated within the time prescribed by the Constitution it has be- 
come a law without his approval. | 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. RANDALL. Inowcall up Senate resolution with amendments 
in relation to the final adjournment of the session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. TheClerk will report the amendments 
of the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate agree to the resolution fixing the day for the final 
adjournment, with the following amendment: 
“In line 9 strike out ‘three’ and insert ‘two;’ in line 16, strike out ‘ June 30’ 


and insert ‘ July 7.’”’ 

Mr. RANDALL. The effect of the amendments of the Senate I will 
state to the House is to fix the hour for final adjournment at 2 o’clock 
to-day. 

I move that the House agree to the amendments of the Senate, and 
on that I call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendments of the Senate were agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments ef the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

NOTIFICATION OF THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call up the resolution of the Senate in regard to 
the notification of the President. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

ceived from the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That acommittee of two members of the Senate be appointed to join such com- 
mittee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives to wait upon the 
President of the United States and inform him that Congress, having finished its 
business, is now ready to close its session by adjournment. 

The PRESIDENT pro temporeappointed Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. BAYARD the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I offer the customary resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That a committee of three members be appointed on the part of the House to 
Ge the committee appointed by the Senate to wait upon the President of the 


nited States and inform him that Congress having finished its business is now 
ready to close its session by adjournment. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed Mr. RANDALL, Mr. TURNER 
of Georgia, and Mr. Hiscock as the committee on the part of the 


The Clerk will report the message re- 


| House. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Dlinois. I move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill which I send to the desk. 

Mr. WILLIS. Is not the House now executing an order? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the gentleman 
from Illinois was recognized, but the motion that he makes is in contra- 
vention of the order of the House now in process of execution, which 
is the consideration of pension bills. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise toa question of order. 
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The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is not the regular order, under the de- 
cision of the Chair, the further consideration of the Mexican pension 
bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state it is not. 

Mr. DAVIS, of [llinois. The order to which the Chair refers I un- 
derstand was for yesterday, not for to-day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois ob- 
ject to the consideration of the Senate pension bills? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I can not object to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are but three or four remaining 


to be disposed of. 


Mr. RYAN. 
ask unanimous consent to have printed in the RECORD some remarks 
on the appropriation bills. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. 
tional remarks on the employment of clerks for Senators. 

There was no objection. 

SENATE PENSION BILLS PASSED. 

bills of the following titles, reported favorably by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were severally read three times, and passed: 

A bill (S. 1645) granting a pension to Asahel D. Whitcomb; 

A bill (S. 1398) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Bolar; 

A bill (S. 670) granting an increase of pension to N. J. Ingersoll; 

A bill (S. 337) granting a pension to Wilson W. Brown and others; 

A bill (S. 1627) granting a pension to Flavia A. Haskell; and 

A bill (S. 2049) granting a pension to James King. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
Senate pension bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theerder which the House is engaged 
in executing included also reports from the Committee of the Whole 
House not yet disposed of. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

SAMUEL 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 625) for the relief of Samuel May 


MAY. 


The bill was reported with the recommendation that the enacting 
clause be stricken out. 

The question being taken, the House agreed to the recommendation 
of the Committee of the Whole House; and the enacting clause was 
stricken out. 


PRIVATE BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles, reported trom the Committee of the | 


Whole House with favorable recommendations, were severally ordered 


to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, were ac- | 


cordingly read the third time, and passed: 
A bill (H. R. 847) for the relief of Francis B. Van Hoesen; and 
A bill (H. R. 652) for the relief of Brannin, Summers & Co. 


The bill (H. R. 191) for the relief of L. S. Ensel was reported from the 


Committee of the Whole House with an amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered 


I ask permission to print some addi- | 


PRIVATE BILLS PASSED. 

Bills of the Senate of the following titles, reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, were severally read the 
third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 297) for the relief of Mrs. S. A. Wright and Mrs. C. Fahne- 
stock; 

A bill (S. 298) for the relief of Margaret Cassidy; and 

A bill (S. for the relief of Thomas B. Shannon 

The bill (H. R. 411) granting a pension to Elizabeth Connor, reported 
by the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar with a 
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| favorable recommendation, was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
| third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time 
| and passed 

As a member of the Committee on Appropriations, I | 


MARCOS RADICH 


The next business under the order was the bill (H. R. 4381) for t} 


| relief of Marcos Radich, reported by the Committee of the Whol 


House with the recommendation that the bill be laid on the table 

The bill was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 2059) to increase the pension 
of Frances E. Hendricks, reported adversely from the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
ject of that ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no quorum present 

Mr. McMILLIN. This bill was reported adversely from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and I think action should be taken on it now, so 
as to dispose of it. It makes an innovatien on the rule which has been 
adopted, by giving a degree of pension which has never been given 
heretofore for the same rank. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chait informed that this bill 
was reported from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment 
and a recommendation that it be laid on the table 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope that will be done 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are two sides to this controversy 
tleman from Indiana, my colleague [Mr. MAtson]. the 
the committee reporting this bill, is not present 

Mr. McMILLIN. But when he was present, as the gentleman from 
Indiana well knows, he moved the very action in the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar which I ask shall now be perfected 

Mr. HOLMAN. In his absence I trust the gentleman from Tennes 
see [Mr. MCMILLIN] will consent to extend that courtesy to him 
Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman desired to have the step taken 
which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] suggests I would 
not myself interpose any objection. But I know that it was upon his 
motion that this bill was placed in its present condition. He made a 
speech against the bill when it was under consideration in Committee 
of the Whole. I am satisfied that he would not desire to have it passed 


BUSINESS 


I move that this bill be passed over for the present 
I would inquire of the gentleman what is the ob- 


Is 


The gen 


chairman of 





over if he were present 

Mr. YORK. I move that the bill be laid on the table 

The SPEAKER pro tempor: The question is upon the motion to 
| lay the bill upon the table 
Mr. HOLMAN. I trust that will not be done, fortwo reasons. The 
first is that the chairman of the committee from which this bill came 
is not present. In the next place, the gentleman from Kansas [ M1 
ANDERSON ], 


‘4 
ii 
. 


Preys er 


eee ee 


ae) 


], who introduced the bill, is not present. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not wish discourteous to an absent 
member, and therefore I am willing that the bill be passed over until 
the next session, if that is preferred. 

Many MemBers. Regular ordet 

The SPEAKER pro tempor Che regular order is called for, 
is the motion to lay the bill the table 
able. 

The question was taken on the 
and upon a division, there were—ayes 61, 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. I 
who made the motion to lay on the 
man who introduced it and 


to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed. it was to be 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 329) for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner 
of William T. Pate & Co., was reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a bill of the Senate identical with this on 
the Speaker’s table. I ask that it be taken up forconsideration in place 
of the House bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
of this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky I have no doubt 
remembers this bill very well. My colleague from Indiana, General] 


on which motion is not debhat 


motion to lay the bill on the tab 
noes 13 
trust that the gent 


out ot 


I would like to have some explanation 


table courtesy to the 


} 
+ 


is not now present —I refer » the 





BROWNE, gave an explanation of it in the Committee of the Whole. ,| man from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON ]—will withdraw the motion 
This is the Senate bill. Mr. McMILLIN. I have stated that I am willing to have 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the | go over 
gentleman from Indiana? Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky In view of the fact that the gentlem 
There was no objection; and the bill (S. 528) for the relief of Silas | from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] who introduced the b s not pre 
Q. Howe, surviving partner of William T. Pate & Co., was taken from | ent 
the Speaker’s table, read three times, and passed Many MEMBERS. Regular order. 
The bill (H. R. 329), having the same title, was laid on the table. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in ordet 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I make the point that no querum 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 


has voted upon the motion to lay the bill on the table out of courtesy 
to the absent member who introduced it 
The SPEAKER pro tempore Upon the motion to lay on the table 


A message from the President of the United States was communi- 
cated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, returning, 
in compliance with the request of the House, the bill (H. R. 6770) | there were ayes 61, noes 13. The gentleman from Kentucky [M1 
making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the | WHITE] makes the point that no quorum voted. The Chair will ap 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other | point as tellers the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WHITE, and the gen- 
purposes. | tleman from Tennessee, Mr. MCMILLIN 
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Before the count by tellers was concluded, 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky (one of the tellers), said: With the under- 


standing that this bill will be passed over informally I will not insist | 


upon a quorum, 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
bill, which is in the same condition, be passed over. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
under consideration be passed over for the present ? 
Phe Chair hears none. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 
same class be passed over. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. The Chair is informed by the Clerk 
that there is but one other bill reported adversely from the Committee 
of the Whole. 


I also suggest that other bills of the 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives 


In compliance with the concurrent resolution of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the 5th instant, I return herewith House bill 6770 entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes.”’ 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANsIon, July 7, 1884 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair submits to the House a res- 
olution which will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 
of the House in the enrollment of the bill of the House (6770) making appro- 
priations for the consular and-diplomatic service of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, insert the following para- 
graphs in their proper place, the same having been omitted from the enroll- 
ment of the bill as finally agreed upon by the two Houses, to wit: 

‘ For three commissioners, to be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, at a compensation of $7,500 each. Said com- 
missioners shall ascertain the best mode of securing more intimate international 
and commercial relations between the United States and the several countries 
of Central and South America, and for that purpose they shall visit such coun- 
tries in Central and South America as the President may direct. 

For one secretary to said commission, to be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and,consent of the Senate, $3,000; and in addition to the 
foregoing amounts such further sum as may be required for the reasonable ex- 
penses of said commission, such expenses to be paid upon the certificate of the 
chairman thereof and approved by the Secretary of State; and said commission 
shall report their action to the President.for transmission to Congress, with 
such recommendation as he may deem fitting.” 


The resolution was adopted. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR asked and obtained unanimous consent 
to extend in the REcoRD the remarks made by him on the Mexican 
war pension bill. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DUNN. I move that the House now take a recess 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Clerk 
that the order of the House in the matter of pension bills has now been 
executed, and by unanimousconsent the motion to reconsider the votes 
by which they were severally disposed of will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCOID. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. DUNN. I move a recess. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
a recess; to what hour? 

Mr. McCOID. I wish to submit a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain the gentle- 


The gentleman from Arkansas moves 


the gentleman from Arkansas. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 
7509) making temporary provision for the naval service. 


JOINT 


Mr. HOLMAN. The sundry civil bill as passed contains a provision 
tor the appointnent of a joint commission on the part of the two Houses 


COMMISSION ON SIGNAL AND SURVEYING SERVICE, ETC. 


to report at the next session upon the reorganization of the Signal Serv- | 


ice, the Coast and Geodetic Survey, &c. In that bill no provision has 
been made for a clerk to this commission, and it is suggested thata 
clerk be appointed 

rhe SPE AK ER pro te mpore, 
DUNN ] has moved a recess, 

Mr. DUNN. I withdraw the motion in order that the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] may submit his proposition. 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. At the request of the permanent Speaker 
ot the House the Chair makes the announcement which the Clerk will 
read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Members on the part of the House of Representatives of the commission to con- 
sider the present organization of the Signal Service, Geological Survey, Coast 
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I suggest that that be done, and also that the next | v 
: | gentleman from Indiana will be read. 


Is there objection that the bill now 
[ After a pause. ] | 


| economy and efficiency of administration of the 








| ilege. 


The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. | 
! | of the resolution which has been sent to the Clerk’s desk to be read 


JULY 7, 


and Geodetic Survey, and the yg Office of the Navy Department: 


Rosert Lowey of Indiana, HILary A. 
MAN of Massachusetts. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is the commission to which I refer. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The resolution sent to the desk by the 


ERBERT of Alabama, THEODORE Ly. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate of the United States concur. 
ring), That the joint commission appointed to consider the present organization 


| of the Signal Service, Geological Survey, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and the 


Hydrographic Office of the Navy Department, with a view to secure greater 
ublic service in said bureaus 
is hereby authorized to employ a clerk at $ per day while employed; and any 
expenses incurred by said commission in making said investigation shall be de- 
frayed equally from the contingent funds of the two Houses of Congress, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I trust this resolution will be adopted. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, is it not too late to object? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hardly feels that he dealt 
fairly with the House in not asking whether there was objection to the 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to suspend the rules for the purpose ot 
adopting this resolution. This is a necessary thing to be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has the right to make 
the motion to suspend the rules for the purpose of adopting the reso- 
lution. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McCOID. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that the 


| other order had not been executed. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
been executed. 

Mr. McCOID. That is the point of order to which I arose some 
time ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 
In making the announcement that the erder had been executed th: 
Chair simply spoke upon the information obtained from the Clerk's 
desk. 

Mr. McCOID. At the time the Chair made that announcement I rose 
to my point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
gentleman off. 

Mr. McCOID. There are other bills reported from the Committee 
of the Whole and undisposed of. I claim that under the order they 
must be taken up and disposed of. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 3160 
granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Colbert. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. McCOID. My peint is that there are other bills on the Calen- 
dar which have been reported favorably from the Committee of the 
Whole and are now pending. I claim they come within the order and 
should be taken up. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr 


The Chair stated that the order had 


The Chair did not intend to cut the 


| MCMILLIN] will state the motion he made. 


Mr. McMILLIN. The motion which I made, or which I understood 
myself as making, was to proceed to the consideration of those bills 
which had been reported by the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar. I stated that there were a number of private bills 


| which had been reported, but which had been cut off on the last pri- 
man’s point of order before submitting the question on the motion of | 


vate-bill day, when they were under consideration, by a matter of priv- 
I referred to the matter of privilege brought up by the gentle 
man from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE], but I did not then mention 
his name. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report what the Jour 


| nal shows as to the order made by the House. 


Mr. McCOID. The order was 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will have read to the Hous: 
as furnished by the Journal Clerk, the order which was entered. Thx 
Chair will be glad to listen to the gentlemen if they will address th« 
Chair one at a time. 

Mr. McCOID. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. DUNN. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is one pending already, and only 
one point of order can be pending at the same time. 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman from Indiana moved the consideration 


Objection was made. The gentleman from Indianathen moved tosus- 
pend the rules and pass the resolution. The chairman proceeded to 
state the question to the House. Now, I submit it is not in order at 


| this point to interject a former order of the House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa had a right 


| to submit a parliamentary inquiry. 


Mr. DUNN. 
Mr. McCOID. 


That is true, but the House had executed its order. 
3ut I made it before. 





Neen! 


Lathe 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman had theright to make 
it at any time. 

Now, taking the record as shown by the Journal the order of the | 
House heretofore made has been executed. That order included bills 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and that order the chairman is informed by the Clerk has been 
executed. There were other bills reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union which were not included in the 
motion of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. McCOID. Let the order as it was adopted be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Journal of this day’s proceedings, 
as the gentleman well knows, is not ready. 

Mr. McCOID. And I understood the Chair to order the reading of 
the order of the House as it was adopted to be read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated that he was informed 
by the Clerk of the House that the motion of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee included only the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and which were upon the Speaker’s 
table, and that also is the recollection of the Chair. 

Mr. McCOID. I want the order of the House read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the minutes of the 
Journal. 

The Journal Clerk read as follows: 


After recess, 11.30 a, m., the question recurred on the motion that the House | 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar 
for the consideration of Senate pension bills reported by committees of the House. 
By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, said resolution was modi- 
fied so as to have the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar remaining on the Calendar as unfinished business dis- 
posed of. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bills reported from the Committee | 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar and which remain upon the | 
Speaker’s table have all been disposed of. There are others reported | 
trom the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
which were not included, and which have not been disposed of. 

Mr. BLACKBURN left the chair as Speaker pro tempore, and it was 
taken by Mr. BAGLEY. 

THANKS TO SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 

Mr. COX, of New York. 
following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the thanks of this House be granted to Hon. J.C.S8. BLACKBURN 
for his just, remarkable, and charming manner, displayed in the closing hours of 
this session as Speaker pro tempore. 

[Great applause. ] 

The question was submitted to the House on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BAGLEY in the chair). 
lution has been unanimously adopted. [ Applause. ] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 

the following bill on its passage. 


I ask unanimous consent to submit the | 


The reso- 


I move to suspend the rules and put 
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Survey, to which I was very much opposed. I exerted myself with 
the assistance of other gentlemen to have the committee stop that 
action, and this commission is the result of a compromise between the 
two views then pending. There is no politics init. It is simply a 
scientific commission, and I am appointed a member of it, I may be 
allowed to say, as the only member of the National Academy in the 
House. That, I presume, is the only reason why I was appointed upon 
it. Now we must have the assistance of a clerk. 

I can assure gentlemen on my own responsibility that there is noth- 
ing political about it, and that this is to save the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, which would have gone in the old form if it had not been for 
this compromise. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Let me ask the gentleman who are the other 


| scientific members of the House appointed on that committee ? 


Mr. LYMAN. Ido not know who the other members of the com- 
mittee are excepting the other House members, Judge Lowky, of In- 
diana, and the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. HERBERT. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Wholly unpartisan, I suppose. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How many members are there ? 

Mr. LYMAN. Three members have been already appointed on the 
part of the House. I do not know who have been appointed in the 
Senate. 

But I wish again to assure the gentleman from Ohio on my own re- 
sponsibility that there is nothing concealed; it is a perfectly honest 
commission. It is a service in which I have taken a great deal of in- 
terest, and I should regret exceedingly to have any injury done to it. 
I repeat I am particularly anxious to save the Coast Survey. 

Mr. CANNON. Is not the Coast Survey already saved ? 

Mr. LYMAN. This I say was a compromise. [Cries of ‘ 
order !’"} 

The SPEAKER protempore. This discussion is proceeding by unani- 
mous consent, and objectionismade. The gentleman from Ohio makes 
the point of order that no quorum has voted, and the Chair will appoint 
tellers. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio, and Mr. LYMAN were appointed tellers. 

Mr. LYMAN. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the point of or- 
der after my explanation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will take their places. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported ayes 70. Before the 
negative vote was announced, 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. I withdraw the objection. 

So (no further count being demanded) two-thirds having voted in the 
affirmative, the rules were suspended and the motion was agreed to. 


Regular 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate agreed to the resolution of the House to amend the en- 
rollment of the bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations for the consu- 
lar and diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1885, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 





Mr. DUNN. I object. 
Mr. HOLMAN. There is a motion pending already to suspend the } 
rules and pass the resolution introduced by myself. 
COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT SURVEYS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 


gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to suspend the rules and pass | 


the joint resolution for the employment of a clerk by the joint com- 
mission to consider the present organization of the Signal Service, Ge- 


ological Survey, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and Hydorgraphic Office of | 


the Navy Department. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 51, noes 26. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 
lution it looked in the direction of transferring the duties of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey to the Navy Department. I am informed that is 
a mistake, and I therefore withdraw my objection to the adoption of 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
yentleman from Indiana. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 72, noes 18. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. No quorum. I wish to say that I am in 
lavor of economy and reform, and give the gentleman from Indiana a 
little of his own medicine. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This commission has been created by law, and has 
been already appointed by the Speaker. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of Ohio. But I wish to give the gentleman from 
Indiana a little of his own prescription. 

Mr. LYMAN. If the gentleman from Ohio will listen to me for a 
moment I think I can explain this matter to him so that perhaps he 
will see no cause to object to it. 

The question came up in one of the committees of the House as to 
the consolidation of the Coast and Geodetic Survey with another bu- 
reau of the Government. 

The question was of destroying the whole organization of the Coast 


The question is on the motion of the 





Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a 
bill of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 3160) granting additional pension to Elizabeth J. Col- 
bert. 

Mr. GLASCOCK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
| that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the 
| following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 2049) granting a pension to James King; and 

A bill (H. R. 6770) making appropriations for the consular and dip- 
lomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes. 


AsI understand the object of the reso- | 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CARSON CITY, NEV. 


Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules— 


Mr. DUNN. I move that the House take a recess for one half hour 
Mr. CASSIDY. I move to suspend the rules and pass Senate bill 
No. 55. 


Mr. WELLER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nevada moves to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill the number of which he has indi- 
cated, pending which the gentleman from Arkansas moves that the 
House take a recess forthirty minutes. The question is first upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 42. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, Mr. CASSIDY, and others 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order having beex made 
that no quorum has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. DuNN and Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 21, noes 29. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of their duty. 

The tellers again reported—ayes 21, noes 39. 


Noquorum. 


The tellers are still in the discharge 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
the House. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I make the next motion that is 
in order under the rule, that is, to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
no quorum had voted. 

So the House refused to take a recess. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs upon the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Nevada to suspend the rules for the present 
consideration of a bill the number of which has been indicated. 

Mr. WELLER. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise toa questionof order. I ask the 
Clerk to read the rule showing that no business can be transacted with- 
out a quorum except the motion for a call of the House or the motion 
to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the point of 
order of no quorum has been withdrawn and the result of the vote has 
been announced, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I did not withdraw the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky never 
made the point of order; the gentleman from Missouri made it. 

The Clerk will report the bill called pp by the gentleman from Ne- 
vada 

The Clerk read as follows 


I insist upon the motion for a call of 


Be it ermcted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is» 
authorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon: 
n the city of Carson City, in the State of Nevada, a suitable building, with a fire 
proof vault, for the accommodation of the United States courts, the post-office, 
and other Government offices in said city, which site shall leave the building 
unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of at least 
fifty feet, including streets andalleys; the site and building thereon,when com- 
pleted upon plans and specifications to be previously made and approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, not to exceed the cost of $100,000: Provided, That no 
money to be appropriated for said building shall be available until a valid title 
to the site selected is vested in the United States, nor until the State of Nevada 
shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the 
time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes 
except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of 
any civil process therein 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purposes hereinbefore men- 
tioned 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 
pend the rules and pass the bill 

Mr. COX, of New York. Would there be a chance to debate this 
matter? I wish to inquire if this is an appropriation for a river or 
harbor in Nevada. 

Mr. MILLER. 

Mr. CASSIDY. 
We need this building, and I have therefore made the motion to sus- 
pend the rules and put the bill on its passage. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 7 

Mr. GUENTHER. No quorum. Unless all the bills for public 


The question is on the motion to sus- 


There is no water in that State. 


buildings passed by the Senate can now be passed, I must object to | ing titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 


this bill being passed without a quorum 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. 
It is time to call a halt 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
quorum has not voted the Chair will order tellers, and appoints the 
gentleman from Nevada, Mr. CAsstpy, and the gentleman fron New 
York, Mr. BREWER 

Before the tellers had completed the count, 

Mr: BREWER, of New York, said: In view of 
gentleman from Nevada that that State has no public building of any 
kind, I withdraw the point as to a quorum 

Mr. FUNSTON. I insis@n the point as to a quorum 

Mr. GUENTHER. I have not withdrawn the point I made 

Mr. BUDD. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry 

The SPEAKER The gentleman will state it 

Mr. BUDD 
other legislation between now and 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
discovered a quorum of the 


pro tt mpore 


» o clock ? 


If the point is insisted on 


out transacting legislative business. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky 
States which have not a public building 
I hope the gentleman will not make the point of order in view of .the 


number of bills that have passed this body almost by unanimous con- | 


sent 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 
which the gentleman from Nevada asks for the benefit of his State. I 
hope the bill will be passed. 

Mr. BUDD. All of us from the Pacific coast agree in desiring that 
this bill shall be passed. We have no peculiar interest in it, but it is 
a matter of eminent justice. 

Mr. GUENTHER. For years I have asked for a public building in 
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The point of order is withdrawn that | 





We have no public building in the State of Nevada. | 


I insist on the point as to a quorum. | 


The point having been made that a 


the statement of the | 





If the point of no quorum is pressed, can we pass any | 


and it is | 
House is not present, it will then be the | 
pleasure of the House either to order a call, or to adjourn, or to sit with- | 


There are but three States in the United | 
Nevada is one of those States. | 


aed. e 
And this is the only legislation | 


JULY 7, 


my‘district. The bill for that purpose has passed the Senate twice. 
If that can not be considered, I object to any other bill of the same 
kind being passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr 
GUENTHER] insists on the point that a quorum has not voted. The 
tellers will resume their count. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to make a- parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNN. Is it in order now to move to take a recess? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis not. The House is engaged in 
taking a vote by tellers. 


MESSENGER FOR OFFICIAL 


Mr. HISCOCK. 
ployé of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is engaged in taking a vote. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask that the resolution be considered at this time 
by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent pending the vote of the House to consider a reso- 
lution which the Clerk will read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


REPORTERS. 


I desire to offer a resolution in reference to an em 


That is not in order while the Hous: 


Resolved, That the resolution adopted December 4, 1833, for a messenger for 
the Official Reporters of the House be continued on the same terms until the fur- 
ther order of the House. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I object to that unless the gentleman gives some 
explanation of the resolution 

Mr. HISCOCK. The employment of this messenger has been con 
tinued hitherto from year to year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There may be some misunderstanding. 
the official reporters of committees? 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, sir; the resolution relates to the messenger for 
the Official Reporters of Debates of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Upon that explanation that it is forthe messenger 
to the Reporters of Debates, I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I object. 


Is this for 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed, with an amendment in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested, a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 287) authorizing the payment of officers and em- 
ployés of the House of Representatives for the month of July. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the res 
olution of the House of Representatives authorizing the joint commission 
appointed to consider the present organizations of the Signal Service 


| &e., to employ a clerk 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 


A bill (S. 547) granting a pension to John C. F. Beyland; 

A bill (S. 1225) granting a pension to Mary Hopperton, widow of Ed- 
ward Hopperton; 

A bill (5. 1339) granting a pension to Frank Gray; 

A bill (S. 1641) for the relief of the widow of Edward M. Wilkins; 

A bill (S. 1363) granting a pension to Frank S. Hillard; 

A bill (S. 1227) granting a pension to Capt. Israel Stough; 

A bill (S. 773) granting a pension to Mrs. Kady Brownell; 

A bill (S. 1566) granting a pension to Martha Bastin; 

A Dill (S. 280) granting a pension to Wesley Morford; 

A bill (S. 284) granting a pension to Henry J. Seward; 

A bill (S. 1444) granting a pension to William J. Hess; 

A bill (S. 1627) granting a pension to Flavia A. Haskeil; 

A bill (S. 1645) granting a pension to Asahel D. Whitcomb; 

A bill (S. 297) tor the relief of Mrs. 5. A. Wright and Mrs. C. Fahne 
stock; 

A bill 

A bill 

A bill 

A bill 

A bill 

A bill 

A bill 
and 

A bill (S. 298) for the relief of Margaret Cassidy 


(S. 461) granting a pension to Warren Croan 

(S. 464) granting a pension to James P. F. Toby; 

5. 912) granting a pension to Henry A. Armstrong; 

(S. 1430) granting a pension to Sarah C. Hall; 

(S. 2244) granting a pension to James Brown; 

(S. 670) granting an increase of pension to N. J. Ingersoll; 
(S. 1398) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Bolar, 


APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. RANDALL. During the session of Saturday last I asked and 
obtained of the House permission to present at some subsequent time 
a tabular statement in connection with the appropriation bills of this 
session. I have it here, as near as can be calculated, and deem it ex- 
pedient, so that members of the House may have access to these figures, 
to present it immediately for publication in the RecorD, reserving to 
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myself the right at some future day to comment upon them and pub- | lication in the Recorp is a history of the fourteen regular appropria- 
lish those comments in the RECORD, a right which, as I understood, | tion bills of this session. 
was given me by the House. The table which I now present for pub-| The table is as follows: 


History of the fourteen regular appropriation bills—1884—'85. 









































































— Reported to the House. Passed the House ‘ 
Title Estimates Estimates f 
F 1834. 1885. 
Date. Amount, Date Amount i . 
PENSION.....0000-eccscvcccrsevesceevescvcesssossecsccsseseneccecesscooecessescesesesesores $101, 575, 000 00 $40,000,000 00 > March 22 $20, 684,400 00 April 22 220, 750, 800 00 
Military Academy 420,644 93 382,359 53 Feb. 11 306,988 50 Feb. 21 308 863 50 
Fortifications. ..............+ enone — 1, 000, 000 00 1,000, 000 00 3,070,000 005 July 2 595, 000 00 Hh 
Consular and Giplomatic .............ccccssscceeesceeesesseees aad 1, 390, 905 00 1,569,601 75 | April 26. 978,170 00 | May 19 983 TTO 00 $i 
NAVY ...--ccccccsssseccessecseseeccscessneccoocnsscscccesssscscencessssssescsecsscessoesee ess 7 23, 431, 078 54 22,747,751 38 | Feb. 8 33,195 95 March 7 14, 334,695 95 oo 
Post-Office. . ‘ 46,741, 111 25 50,062,189 60 | Feb. 29 46,261,900 00 March 18 46,225. 900 00 I 
Ties. ...ccocosceccccccocecccsccscnsscoceccscsocscesoccccevcccesescescoccseesscecess cape 6,725,731 54 8, 466,809 91 March 19 5, 367,653 10 April 4 5, 456. 389 31 i 
ALIDY.....+.+-secseeseececceecescrscscsssescessseessecsenss citesnimneansnenainakee 28, 570,643 44 26, 810, 108 91 April 29. 24,244,450 00 May IS 24, 244, 450 00 ' 
Legislative aaa 21,840,175 08 21,533,522 65 May 19 20,748,376 9 June 2 20, 609, 836 95 ; 
Sundry civil........... ee ne 34, 186,376 35 30,346,994 11 June 21 20,988,986 05 June 23 20 919, 400 35 
RRR OE Mince sceedavncsconetanrasaccanwesnetncedecccavesesseoneuses . 1,775, 149 54 1,812,686 74 | April 14. 1,676,251 98 | May 19 1,677,291 98 
IRI III TIT 1 scicndgsanccentienbinaduaberssahensespepnarteens sssatieniieitin s 33, 889,000 00 8,025,500 00 May 7 12.619.100 00 June 12 12. 086. 200 00 
Deficiency 2,263,077 49 11,328,384 54 June7 6, 401,079 20 | June 17 6,721,766 65 
Agricultural 521, 270 00 512,140 00) June7 430,590 00 April 5 455,590 00 
TRI asi chnesdcmeaisinngonpbbnipemsotaiianwiewters soneueseuesensacanoeonaconesetn 304, 380, 163 16 224, 598, 044 12 |......... 178,041,141 73 175, 369, 954 69 
Miscellaneous...... os , ; ia uneanunna 2,000, 000 00 ; sienetenens weet 6 ; 
IT os. sn nucscnstuceuaennesuoneeenee sane waneenidandeatandia 3,791, 965 00 iciuimnadiedin 3,771, 965 00 3. 771. 965 00 
Uitte GI i asscsnncccseansctvsasecscsceonessves snidpesinchiceqebiinasteeescmeselceuvens wea seen wie 1, 679, 185 85 1,679, 185 85 1,679,185 85 
on. scnnccnssninnananininbncneties aclenenan ae ; ee 500, 000 00 a 500, 000 00 500. 000 00 
Indian deficiency. ................ ie ticliaieat saan aa ae 138, 000 00 50.000 00 0.000 00 
Mississippi River improvement ............ 7 cednehaeandoaiian & Venenuendvadteinguaines 1,000, 000 00 1, 000, 000 00 1, 000, 000 00 
Cotton Centennial Exposition.......................... id ol eabiah ; 1, 000,000 00 ad 1, 000, 000 00 1.000. 000 00 
Ee I isticsebanbcersensicripncnsccevcenscecnesscossacinte icininiale ahead ‘ : 500, 000 00 AEs 500, 000 00 3 000. 000 00 
306, 380,163 16 233, 207,194 97 183, 871,105 54 
ee , 
Reported to the Senate. Passed the Senate Amount appropriated 
Title. 
Date. Amount, Date Amount Law, 1885. Law, 1884 Law, 188 
a May 22. $20, 846, 200 00 May 23 $90, 846, 200 00 | a@ $20,810,000 00 | $86,575,000 00 $100, 000, 000 00 
I I ccvsrscvapsbstnninanecrersccctscosesecocovoctses saan . Feb. 29 315,683 50 March 4 15, 683 50 314,563 50 318, 657 50 335.557 04 
Fortifications ............... eovcceene July 3 800,000 00 July 3 800, 000 00 700, 000 00 670, 000 00 375.000 00 
I I FR scxcntecnticqeses conscicensenvsccessscecnees June 9 1,785,576 75 | June 12 1, 782,576 75 1, 214,390 00 296, 755 00 1, 256, 655 00 
NN ncunccadtnivetdddasumabinbechpbehiasanaienbvansPuqnacs<qesen<ocsssneses pevonnowecsessl GRNNNE Ms 20, 786,675 95 April 14 20, 863, 675 95 bs af 817 ll 15, 804, 434 23 14,819, 976 SO 
Post-Office . April 14 49,725,400 00 April 18 19. 750, 400 00 48, 975. 400 00 14. 489.520 00 14. 643. 900 00 
Indian..... April 30. 6, 213,802 91 May 13 6, 279,627 91 5, 859, 402 91 5, 358,655 91 5, 229, 374 Ol i 
Army .... June 16. 94.539.450 00 June 2! 24.554, 450 00 24. 454, 450 00 24. 681, 250 00 97.258. 000 00 { 
Legislative, June 21. 21,647,259 8 June 2 21, 697, 261 8&5 21, 426, 321 85 20, 454, 246 22 20), 088, 000 65 ; 
Sundry civil.......... ' . sinensis be July 1 25,088,192 71 July 2 24,956, 391 O4 22 311, 830 73 23,679,575 44 25,589, 358 06 ; 
I I os cnc convnousiesersnssssansinsousense deaenneeeies | May 28 1,721,163 27 | May 2! 1,721,163 27 1,686,743 27 1, 700, 697 23 1, 695, 098 O4 f 
Be OE SI ada acectnsnadvatccadocnsdgeengbsevsves as ..| June 27 13,354,200 00) July 1 13,584,700 00 13, 909, 200 00 18, 738, 875 00 
Deficiency ..... - mipadateiietidilimesiindnieaiont June 26. 7,815, 864 20 June 28 7, 832, 078 24 6, 996, 616 61 2,749, 941 49 25, 689,951 10 
a sed sscuinnbeneeinenees May 5 524,990 00 May 20 525. 390 00 4180. 190 00 105. 640 00 127. 280 00 
Totals 195, 164,459 14... 195, 509,598 51 177, 002, 925 98 | 228,274,373 02 | 286,097,025 70 
Miscellaneous... seininalainuininielianinds ; 600, 000 00 1,912,723 88 9,413,614 16 
TTT indi ci cerenamnmnytonnnemmatbenauinaiahetsreneespnentiatqnetiosdeues ieawonid 3,791, 965 00 , 965 00 3, 791, 965 00 
III ncn sl ochanndecennienbeentbarsneconse ; os 1, 676, 579 03 579 03 1, 671,579 03 
Ohio River overflow ian caeleeibtaiiiiaia a 7 ; . 500,000 00 * 500.000 00 500. 000 00 
IIE i nciic aca neusnepsioneonbavovennenbanesinesons i cisletisigadiaascaiebie ; 100, 000 00 100, 000 00 100, 000 00 
Mississippi River improvement....+..............+ yeueumsevvepentoes ; 1,000, 000 00... cece 1,000, 000-00 1, 000,000 00 
Cotton Centennial Exposition.....................ccccee00 ‘ 1,000,000 00 1, 000, 000 00 ¢ 1,000,000 00 
a cnidenebuniniieetunet incectia 500, 000 00 500, 000 00 d 500, 009 00 
203. 733, 008 17 204, 078,142 4 186, 166,470 O1 230, 187,096 90 295.510, 639 86 
a Also reappropriates and makes available for 1885, an unexpended balance estimated to be $66,000,000 
b Appropriates $6,709,717.11 for current expenses of the Navy for six months, and $2,150,000 to compete the new cruisers 
eTo be refunded to the Government. 
adTwo hundred and fifty thousand dollars to be refunded to the Government. 
PAY OF HOUSE AND SENATE EMPLOYES FOR JULY. | been omitted, and they are as much entitled to payment for the month 
Mr. PERKINS. The joint resolution of the House for the payment of Rg Boe 9 — — floor. ee Pia 
, A . . mt JL. avea re I rth sen yr hi 1 w. 
of the employés of the House for the month of July has been returned Mr. WHITE. of , = = SO — or that Phe iInmy han¢ now 
P ‘ . . ’ , P ’ > ‘KV ask conse . Ss 
from the Senate with an amendment so as to include Senate employés. |," a er + an ae Sones Cae Jenme TONOLIIOR 


I ask consent that the amendments of the Senate be concurred in. our PERI “INS ” toa ws ae | “tl l 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This can be done by unanimous con- Mr. ANKINDS. lat Will necessitate the return of the joint resolu 


sent, not affecting the status of the question now pending before the | 1” to the Senate for its action. 
House. 6 ‘ — Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. With the understanding that a sepa- 


The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: | rate resolution for that purpose will be considered, I will not object. 
; | The amendments of the Senate were then concurred in. 
In line 1, before the word “ clerk,’’ insert the words ‘‘ Secretary of the Senate | 
and the;"’ in line 2 strike out the words “he is" and insert the words “they | 
are ;’’ in line 3, before the word “‘ House,” insert the words “Senate and the;"’ | 
oo, at elem senoeation wesnd read as follows: | Mr. HISCOCK. I offered a resolution some time since to which the 
That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representa- . ams T Tevad: . Ss ] ete lerst hi 
tives be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to pay tothe oleae and | 8° ntle — from Nevada . | Mr. : ASSIDY J objected I understand that 
employés of the Senate and the House borne on the annual rolls their respect- he will now withdraw his objection. 
ive compensations, including the Capitol police, for the month of July, 1854, as Mr. CASSIDY. I withdraw the objection. 
at epee ene adjournment of this session of Congress. Mr. HISCOCK. The resolution has been modified in accordance 


‘A joint resolution authorizing the immediate payment of officersand em- | With Mr. HoOLMAN’s request. 


MESSENGER FOR OFFICIAL REPORTERS. 


ployés of the Senate and of the House for the month of July.” Mr. O'HARA. Let it be reported again. 
‘ . rT ° ° ‘ The Clerk re: as foll @* 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon concurring in the Che Clerk read as follow 
amendments of the Senate. Resolved, That the messenger for the Official Reporters of Debates and Proceed- 


r ~ - . > . ines of e use de e follo g resolutio adoptec ecembe 43. be 
Mr. W HITE, of Kentucky. I desire to call attention to the fact that poet lho = the ee = yee : a po oo ose 
the colored boys in the cloak-rooms of the House, seven of them, have ** Resolved. That the Clerk of the House be and is hereby authorized and directed 
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to pay Philip V. McElhone at the rate of $1,000 per annum during the present 
session of Congress for services as messenger to the Official Reporters of Debates ; 
and that the same be paid out of the contingent fund of the House.” 

There being no objection, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HISCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the resqlution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EMPLOYES IN CLOAK-ROOMS. 

Mr. SMALLS. In behalf of the men employed in the cloak-rooms 
of the House, I ask unanimous consent to submit the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be ordered to pay to the seven cloak- 
room employés pay for the full month of July, 1884, out of the contingent fund 
of the House, to be immediately available 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. That is all right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isthegentleman from South Carolina [Mr. SMALLS] 
certain that those employ¢s have not already been provided for ? 

Mr. SMALLS. They have not been provided for. 

Mr. HOLMAN. All right, then. 

There being no objection, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SMALLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the 
same: 

A bill (8S. 528) 
William T. 

A bill 


for the relief of Silas Q. Howe, surviving partner of 
Pate & Co.; and 
S. 332) for the relief of Thomas B. Shannon. 


JOHN RANDOLPH HAMILTON. 


Mr. VANCE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of House bill No. 6712, to remove the political disabilities of 
John Randolph Hamilton, of North Carolina. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Has this man made a request that this 
be done? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir. The bill is founded on a petition, and is re- 
ported favorably from the Committee on the Judiciary of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows. 

Be it enacted, &c. (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the political 
disabilities of John Randolph Hamilton, a citizen of the State of North Caro- 
lina, imposed by the provisions of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, be, and the same are hereby, removed, and the said 
John Randolph Hamilton is hereby relieved of the same. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill; and the same was considered in the House. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed (two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof ). 

ORDER OF 

Mr. TUCKER. There are several bills on the Speaker’s table from 
the Senate for the removal of political disabilities. They have been 
favorably considered by the Committee on the Judiciary of the House, 
and I ask consent that they may be now considered and passed. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I must object. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent, while the 
tellers are standing here, to put on its passage the bill I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER protempore. It is proper that the Chair should state, 
asthe business of the House is now proceeding in a very irregular way, 
that the Chair does not feel warranted in entertaining a motion to sus- 
pend the rules while the House is dividing or voting on a similar mo- 
tion. Business is now proceeding simply by unanimous consent in an 
irregular fashion. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill the title of 
which will be read. 

Che Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (S. 398) toaid in the establishment and temporary support of common 
schools 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill? 
Mr. TUCKER. I object. 
Mr. CASSIDY. I must object to everything out of order. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the President pro tempore of the Senate had appointed 


BUSINESS. 


Is there objection to the present con- 
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Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. PENDLETON as members on the part 
of the Senate of the joint commission provided for in the sundry ciyi] 
appropriation bill to consider the present organization of the Signa] 
Service, Geological Survey, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and the Hydro- 
graphic Office of the Navy Department. 

LEASE OF POST-OFFICES. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Iask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table for present consideration the bill (S. 1508) to au- 
thorize the Postmaster-General to lease premises for use of post-ofti 
of the first, second, and third classes. 

Mr. WELLER. L[object. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fo! 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 2095) to remove certain disabilities of John L. Cowardin. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. HENLEY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to extend in 
the RECORD his remarks on the ‘‘ Backbone”’ railroad grant. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
to extend in the REcoRD his remarks on ‘‘ Mexican pension bills.”’ 

Mr. CUTCHEON requested leave to print in the RECORD remarks on 
the subject of public buildings. 


Mr. DIBBLE objected, but subsequently withdrew his objection, 
when 


Mr. BUDD objected. 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF WABASH, IND. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent to take up for considera- 
tion at this time the bill (H. R. 4015) to authorize the increase of the 
capital stock of the First National Bank of Wabash, Ind. 

Mr. WELLER. I object. I desire to state that I did not under- 
stand in the confusion what bill the gentleman desires to take up. 


Perhaps I would withdraw my objection if I had information about 
that matter. 


eS 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SACRAMENTO, CAL. 

Mr. BUDD. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table for present consideration the bill (S. 1810) for the erection ofa 
public building at Sacramento, Cal. Sacramento is the capital of th 
State. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to purchase a site for,and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
post-office, land office, internal-revenue office, signal office,and other Govern 
ment offices, at the city of Sacramento, Cal. The plans, specifications, and full 
estimates for said building shall be previously made and approved according to 
law,and shall not exceed for the site and building complete the sum of $100,000 
Provided, That the site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire 
in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than forty feet, including 
streets and alleys; and no money appropriated for this purpose shall be avail- 
able until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the United 
States, nor until the State of California shall have ceded tothe United States ex- 
clusive jurisdiction over the same during the time the United States shall be or 
remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the crim- 
inal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 


Mr. BREWER, of New York. 
BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI AT MEMPHIS. 
Mr. YOUNG. I desire to take from the Calendar and have passed 
a bill to which nobody I think will object. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2799) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River at Memphis, Tenn. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Several members objected. 


I object. 


Is there objection ? 


MRS. MARY K. 8. EATON. 


Mr. BAGLEY. I ask unanimous consent to have taken up for im- 
mediate consideration a Senate pension bill, the bill (S. 468) granting 
an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary K. 8. Eaton. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to take up a Senate pension bill. Is there objec- 
tion ? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. WELLER. I hope the gentlemen who make objection to the 
consideration of this pension bill will withdraw the objection immedi- 
ately. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’’] 

ORDER OF 


Mr. COX, of New York. 
5 minutes before 2 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will remind the gentleman 
that the House is dividing and the tellers have not reported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask unanimous consent to take up at this time a 
Senate bill for the relief of a lady who was a nurse in the Union Army 
and is now 83 years of age. 

Objection was made. 


BUSINESS. 
I move that the House take a recess until 
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Mr. WELLER. I ask unanimous consent to have considered a joint 
resolution which I ask the Clerk to read. 

Mr. STEELE and Mr. SKINNER of New York objected. 

Mr. WELLER. I hope gentlemen will not object to allowing the | 
resolution to be read for information. 

Mr. STEELE. I object. There is no information in it. 

PAY OF HOUSE PAGES. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire unanimous consent to submit a resolution 
to which I am sure there will be no objection if gentlemen will hear 
it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the resolution adopted to pay the pages for July shall be con- 
strued to mean the entire month. 

Mr. GIBSON. The resolution giving pay for the entire month to 
other House employés did not embrace the pages. 

Mr. SMALLS. I have been informed that the annual laborers of this 
House have not been provided for. I would like to amend this resolu- 
tion by adding them. 

Several MEMBERS. They have been. 

Mr. SMALLS. Thosein the cloak-room have been, but laborers in 
the other parts of the building have not. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. They have. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I supposed that the resolution adopted at the in- 
stance of my friend from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON] covered this mat- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the gentle- 
man from Kentucky withdrew his proposition upon the understanding 
that it would be introduced as a separate resolution. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask that these boys shall receive justice at the 
hands of this House. [Cries of ‘‘No objection !’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
reception of the resolution indicated by the gentleman, and it is before 
the House for adoption. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GIBSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 





The latter motion was agreed to. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


TheSPEAKER protempore. This morning the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. CUTCHEON ] asked unanimous consent to print in the REcoRD 
some remarks on the subject of public buildings, and it was objected 
to by the gentleman from California [Mr. Bupp]. 

Mr. BUDD. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there further objection ? 

There being no further objection, it was ordered accordingly; and Mr. 
CUTCHEON was granted leave to print in the REcoRD the remarks in- 
dicated 

EXPLANATION. 

Mr. SMALLS. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of making a cor- 
rection 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
floor on a point of order. 

Mr. SMALLS. I should like to correct the statement I made a few 
momentsago. Istated annual employés, but I meant session employés. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’?] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
floor on a point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My point of order is, Mr. Speaker, that I was rec- 
ognized by the Chair to ask unanimous consent, and that owing to the 


The gentleman from Indiana has the 


The gentleman from Indiana has the 


confusion in the House I have not been able to present that request for | 


unanimous consent. 
ELIZA HOWARD POWERS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a bill 
(S. 716) for the relief of Eliza Howard Powers be taken from the Speak- 
er’s table and put-upon its passage. This old lady, 82 years of age, 
was a nurse in the Union Army. There can be no more deserving case. 
_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to ob- 
jection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Eliza Howard Powers $2,500 out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This lady is 82 years of age. She was a nurse in 
the Union Army. She has been appealing to Congress to reimburse 
her for money she paid out for the benefit of Union soldiers. She has 
been here asking justice at our hands for years. I hope there will be 
no objection to taking the bill up and putting it on its passage. In 
these closing moments of the session it will be a graceful act on the part 
of this House to do this just and generous deed to a worthy beneficiary. 
(Applause, and cries of ‘All right ! ’’] 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire tomovean amendment including 


Mr. HOLMAN. I appeal to the gentleman from Kentucky to sub- 
mit his proposition separately. It would not be in order to the re- 
quest I make. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
will withdraw the amendment. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the Speaker now to put the question on my 


Very well, then; on that condition I 


| request. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Indiana; and the bill (S. 716) for the 
relief of Eliza Howard Powers is taken from the table. 
The bill was read a first and second time, ordered to a third reading, 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
he had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution (H. Res. 
287) authorizing the immediate payment of officers and employés of 
the House and Senate for July; when the Speaker signed the same. 
Mr. WEAVER. I move, by unanimous consent, to take up Senate 
bill 2348. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed a resolution, in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested, fixing the hour for the final 
adjournment of the two Houses. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair lays before the House the 
following resolution from the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the pre- 
siding officers of the two Houses adjourn their respective Houses sine die at 3 
o’clock p. m., July 7, 1884. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


The question is on agreeing to the Senate 


I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gemtleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I make the point of order that the House 
is now dividing on the question of the erection of a public building, and 
that it is not in order to consider that resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that this is a question of the very highest privilege, 
involving the final adjournment of the two Houses of Congress under 
the Constitution. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I make the point of order that under 
the Constitution of the Unitéd States to which the Chair has alluded 
a quorum must be present to transact such business, and I desire to 
call the attention of the Chair 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In all candor and kindness the Chair 
will say to the gentleman from Kentucky that there is no time left for 
a constitutional debate. [Laughter and applause. } 

The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution wasagreed to. [ Applause. } 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 





Mr. CASSIDY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The Constitution of the United States 
provides that a majority of each House shall constitute a quorum to 
transact business. 

Now, I call the attention of the Chair to page 364 of the Digest, where 
it is laid down that when less than a quorum is present a motion to 
take a recess is not in order, and no motion is in order except for a call 
of the House or to adjourn. 

No quorum is now present for the adoption of the resolution which 
is laid before the House by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that there is no record or other information officially 
before the Chair as to the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The Chair is informed by the tellers 
appointed to take the vote on the question now pending that there is 
no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is still dividing on that 
question; the tellers are in their places, and it is not for the Chair to 
determine in advance of their report whether a quorum is present or not. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following title; 
when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same: 





relief for Ann Ella Carroll. 
Several MEMBERS. 
granted. 


It is not in order, even if unanimous consent be 





A bill (S. 337) granting a pension to Wilson Brown and others. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WEAVER. I now renew my request. 





















OLSO 


| 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska asks | 
unanimous consent to consider at this time a bill the title of which | 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Senate bill No. 2348, to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the First | 
National Bank of Omaha, Nebr 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask the unanimous con- | 
sent of the House for the consideration of a bill granting a pension to 
Anna Ella Carroll, and I desire briefly to call the attention of the House | 
to the pitiable condition of this most worthy lady. I hold in my hand 
a bill tor her relief. A similar bill was introduced by General Bragg 
in the Forty-sixth Congress, as follows: [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!”’ | 

4 bill for the relief of Anna Ella Carroll 


by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 


mare 


Be it ev 
Am 
hereby, authorized 
States the 


wted 
rain ¢ 


United States of 
ss assembled 


wid directed to place upon the pension-rolls of the United 
Anna Ella Carroll, and to pay to her a pension of $50 per 
month from and after the passage of this act, during her life, for the important 
military service rendered the country by her during the late civil war 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. If gentlemen would read House Report 
No. 356, made at the third session of the Forty-sixth Congress, they 
would see that this is a most extraordinary case of surpassing merit. 
The lady entitled to this consideration resides in Centreville, Queen 
Anne County, Maryland. I invite attention to a letter addressed to 
me, but which I hope will lead gentlemen to investigate this wrong 
which cries to Heaven for justice to a patriotic, noble, and neglected 


name of 


invalid woman for services in furnishing valuable information to the | 
War Department during the late rebellion, and for preparing certain | 


useful publications during the same period upon an understanding 
with the War Department. The letter is as follows: 


MALpeEN, Mass. (Box 753), May 28, 1884. 


DEAR Str: Some weeks since I wrot 
Carroll, of Maryland 
Iam able to know of her present condition 


She has been ill for three years, 
and 


1s one who rendered highly important services to our Government she 
should be placed in a hospital at that Government's expense 


thing be done I have been doing my utmost to interest the women of my 


State in her behalf; but while I meet with many expressions of sympathy and 


some slight tributes of a more substantial nature, I fear that it will require too | been read. 
long a time to do for her what should be done soon to be of essential value. I | 


venture, therefore, to ask you if there is a possibility of Congress being awak- 
ened to the necessity of this case? The memorial which fully establishes Miss 
Carroll's claim upon her country surely should suggest that this is the least that 
can be done for this loyal woman in her declining years. 

If you have any reason why you may not call for action in her favor, is there 
notsome member you can ask to do so? I shall be most grateful to you, as will 
many appreciative friends here, if you will help toward some movement in this 
direction 

I learn that Representative Lona, of this State, writes that there are no more 
copies of her memorial to be had. The space that several of our Massachusetts 
papers have devoted to accounts of her services no doubt has led to a demand 
for them, and this is something to be rejoiced over; but we are anxious that 
further copies should be printed, in order that those who still wish to learn of 
this noble woman’s work and claims may have the opportunity to do so. 

Will you favor me with your suggestions as to what Congress may do about 
her being placed in a hospital? Also,the printing of more copies of the me- 
morial’? 

Knowing of you as a true friend of woman,and so of this worthy and neg- 
lected woman-patriot, I have thusaddressed you. I believe you will take action 
to the extent of your power. The time is coming when such a service will be 


appreciated by the whole country as fully as it will be now by those who honor 
lesire to aid Miss Carroll 


and d 
With true respect, yours, 

ABBIE M. GANNETT. 
Hon D 
Mr. DUNN. 

minutes 
Mr. WEAVER. I make the point of order that the objection to the 

bill which I have asked the privilege to call up came too late. 


been asked for already and the bill read, and no objection was made 
to it 


Mr. WELLER. 
and repeated it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes it will do no injustice 
to the gentleman from Nebraska or any other gentleman, but thinks 
the objection was made in time. 


JOUN Waitt 


I move that the House take a recess for forty-five 


I had made the objection before, and repeated it 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. KANDALL. In obedience to the concurrent resolution of the 
two Houses appointing a committee to wait upon the President and in- 
form him that Congress had finished its labors and was ready to ad- 
journ, I beg leave to report that the committee have performed the 
service intrusted to them, and that the President has no further com- 
munication to make at this session. 


ORDER OF 


I insist upon the regular order. 
I move that the House take a recess for thirty-five min- 


BUSINESS, 
Mr. CASSIDY. 
Mr. DUNN. 

utes 
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| the eighth clause of Rule XVI. 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 


to you with reference to Miss Anna Ella | 
You were kind enough to give me her address, and now | 


Can not some- | 





It had | 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the House 
is dividing, and the motion for a recess is not in order. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it not in 


order to move to suspend the rules and take a recess until 5 minutes 
to 3 o'clock? 


JULY (, 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. One motion to suspend the rulesis now 
pending. It is not in order to offer another. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will direct the Clerk to read 


The Clerk read as follows: 


8. Pending a motion to suspend the rules the Speaker may entertain one 


motion that the House adjourn; but after the result thereon is announced }, 


| shall not entertain any other dilatory motion till the vote is taken on suspen. 


sion. 


Mr. HOLMAN. There has been no dilatory motion, I believe. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think while the 


| House is dividing upon a vote on the motion to suspend the rules and 


pass a bill that the motion to take a recess is in order. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Does nota motion to suspend the rules suspend 


| also the very rule which prohibits another motion being made while t} 


order of the House is being executed ? 
Mr. CASSIDY. There is an express limitation. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The ruling has been that a motion to suspend the 


| rules would never take a gentleman off the floor if the person making 


the motion could get the floor forthat purpose. I have known the con- 
sideration of bills to be interrupted by the motion to suspend the rules 
and take up other business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In order to let the House see that the 
judgment of the Chair is supported by decisions of former occupants 


| of the chair he asks the Clerk to read the decision as stated in the 


Digest. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pending a motion to suspend the rules, so as to take an immediate vote on a 
»vroposition,a motion for a recess is not in order.—Journal, 2, 39, pp.572,57 


This decision of the Speaker was sustained on appeal, by yeas and nays, of yeas 
173, nays 4; and would seem to have settled the question that pending a similar 


| motion, dilatory motions, such as had been previously tolerated, would not be 


entertained hereafter. } 

Mr. WEAVER, I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER. I desire to know how these other gentlemen have 
got the floor. I had the floor, and I claim that objection was not taken 
to the bill which I desired to have put upon its passage until it had 


Mr. WELLER. And I beg to state that I made objection before the 


| bill was read. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair of course accepts the state- 
ment made by the gentleman from Iowa. It was his right to make 
the objection after the bill was read, and he says he made it even in 
advance. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Onthe issue of fact between the gentleman from Iowa 


| and the gentleman from Nebraska would it be in order to call a jury 


and have that question tried ? 
Mr. WELLER. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that that would not be in 


| order, for the Chair has already made a decision that is satisfactory to 


me. 


Mr. PAYSON. My inquiry was directed to the Chair. 


PENSIONS FOR LOSS OF ARM. 


Mr. WOLFORD. I ask that by unanimous consent the Committee 


| of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged from the 


further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5509) for the benefit of soldiers 


| and sailors who have lost an arm at the shoulder joint, and that the 
| same be put upon its passage. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The Clerk will report the bill. 


Be it enacted, &c., That all soldiers and sailors of the United States who hav« 
had an arm taken off at the shoulder-joint, caused by injuries received in the 
service of their country while in the line of duty,and who are now receiving 
pensions, shall have their pension increased to the same amount that the law 


| now gives to soldiers and sailors who have lost a leg at the hip-joint ; and this 
| act shall apply to all who shall be hereafter placed on the pensicn-roll. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky moves 
that the Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further 
consideration of this bill and that it be brought before the House for 
present consideration. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
bill. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. 
tee? 

Mr. WOLFORD. It was reported before by the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions and placed upon the Calendar. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is not the House dividing on another question” 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will state that in the absence 


Has the bill been reported by a commit- 


| of the gentleman from Pennsylvania it was agreed that, pending that 


division, wherever unanimous consent could be had legislation should 
be proceeded with. 


Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that the tellers be permitted to sit down. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 
bill called up by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WoLrorp]. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. WOLFORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
the Chair to hear me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Iowa. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I raise this question of order as a matter 
of justice to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. WEAVER]. That 
gentleman rose some time ago and asked unanimous consent to have a 
bill considered. The Chair said the bill would be read. That was 
done. Then the Chair asked if there was objection, and no objection 
was made; whereupon the Chair proceeded to put the question on the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill. The notes of the Reporter 
I think will show that I am correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has accepted the statement 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER], who states that he ob- 


I rise to‘ a. question of order; and I want 


The Chair will hear the gentleman 


jected. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Let me finish my statement. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I have risen to a question of order, and all 
the objectors in the House can not take me off the floor until I state it. 
When the engrossment of the bill was being proceeded to the matter 
was interrupted by business of a higher privilege. Now, I submit it 
was then too late to object, provided my statement is borne out by the 
notes of the Reporter, and I appeal to them. I make this point asa 
matter of justice to the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to treat all gentle- 
men fairly, and thinks he has manifested that purpose. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I do not at all question that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the Chair can not change its con- 
clusion or see its way to but one duty, and that is to accept the state- 
ment of any member of this House who said he objected and objected 
in time. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
than that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no authority higher with the 
present occupant of the Chair as to a matter of fact than a statement 
made by a member of this House. The Chair accepts that as conclu- 
sive and can not change its decision. 

Mr. DUNN. Isit-in order to ask unanimous consent that the House 
take a recess for forty-five minutes ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. DUNN. I make that request. 

Mr. BUDD. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the tellers proceed in their service. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask for unanimous consent 

Several members called for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order isdemanded. The 
tellers will resume the count. No quorum has yet voted. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent to have considered at this 
time a Senate bil! granting authority to the city of Newport, R. I., to 
cross the breakwater there with a public sewer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. BRENTS. I ask consent to have a Senate bill considered —— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has just stated that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania demands the regular order. : 

Mr. BRENTS. That was not against my request. 

Mr. WELLER and others objected. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask consent to have considered and 
passed at this time a bill granting a pension to Anna Ella Carroll, 
whose reputation as a military leader in the late war is equal to that 
of Sherman or Grant. I ask the House to hear the bill read. 

Many MEMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No general in the war rendered more 
valiant services, and she is now living within cannon-shot of this Capi- 
tol in the most indigent circumstances [renewed cries of ‘ ‘Regular 
order !’’], and the Democratic majority on this floor refuse even to hear 
the bill read: 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


But the record would be higher authority 





The Chair sustains the point of order. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the Committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 716) for the relief of Eliza Howard Powers. 





I make the point of order that debate is out of 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. 
rum present ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is not officially informed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the tellers make their report. 

The tellers reported that there were ayes 87, noes 3. 

Mr. GUENTHER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. LE FEVRE. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Has the fact been developed that there is no quo- 


Adams, G. E. Dargan, Jones, J. T. Reed, 
Adams, J. J. Davidson, Keifer, Reese, 
Aiken, Davis, L. H. Kelley, Rice, 
Anderson, Dibrell, Kellogg, Robertson 
Arnot, Dingley, Ketcham, Rockwell, 


Ballentine, 
Barbour, 
Barksdale, 
Barr, 
Beach, 
Belford, 
3elmont, 
Bingham, 
Bisbee, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Bowen, 
soyle, 
Brainerd, 
Breckinridge, 
Breitung, 
Broadhead, 
Browne, T. M 
Brumm, 
Buckner, 
Burleigh, 
Burnes, 
Cabell, 
‘alkins, 


‘ampbell, J. E. 


( 

( 
Candler, 
Carleton, 
Chace, 
Clardy, 
Clay, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Collins, 
Connolly, 
Converse, 
Cook, 
Cosgrove, 
Covington, 
Crisp, 
Curtin, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
seven members have answered to their names. 
That I believe is not a quorum. 
I move to dispense with all further proceedings 


Mr. CASSIDY. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
under the call. 

Mr. RANDALL. 


by division. 


Dockery, 
Dorsheimer, 
Dowd, 
Duncan, 
Dunham, 
Eldredge, 
Elliott, 
Ellwood, 
English, 
Ermentrout, 
Evins, J. H. 
Fiedler, 
Findlay, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Garrison, 
Geddes, 
George, 
Graves, 
Hammond, 
Hanback 
Hardeman, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, H. H. 
Hatch, W. H. 
Haynes, 
Hemphill, 
Henley, 
Hewitt, A.S 


Hewitt, G. W. 


Hill, 

Hitt, 
Holton, 
Hooper, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Hurd, 
Hutchins, 
Jones, B. W. 
Jones, J. K, 


King, 
Kleiner, 
Lamb, 
Lewis, 
Long, 
Lovering, 
McAdoo, 
Matson, 
Maybury, 
Millard, 
Millike n, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, 
Money, 
Morgan, 
Morrison, 
Morse, 
Moulton, 
Muldrow, 
Muller, 
Murphy, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Nicholls, 
Ochiltree, 
O' Ferrall 


O'Neill, Charles 


Paige, 
Parker, 
Patton 
Pettibone, 
PM@and, 
Post 
Potter, 
Price, 
Pryor 
Rankin, 
Ranney, 
Ray, Ossian 
Reagan, 


Upon this call one hundred and forty- 


And I ask that the vote on that 


Rogers, W. F. 
Russell, 
Scales, 
Shaw, 
Skinner, T. G 
Slocum, 
Smith, 
Snyder, 
Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Stevens, 
Stewart, J. W. 
Stockslager, 
Stone, 

Storm, 
Talbott, 
Taylor, E. B. 
Throckmorton, 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Tully, 
Valentine, 
Van Alstyne, 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Ward, 
Warner, A. J 
Washburn, 
Wellborn 
Whiting, 
Williams, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, John 
Wise, J.S. 
Wood, 
Worthington. 


’ 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 30. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The motion to dispense with further 
The doors will now be 


proceedings under this call is not agreed to. 


closed. 


MESSAGE FROM TIF 


PRESIDENT. 


a 
’ 
5 

<f 
$ 
: 
1 
: 

*Y 


motion be taken 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, his Secretary, in- 
formed the House that the President had approved and signed bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles: 


An act (H. R. 3160) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Colbert; 
An act (H. R. 4297) tor the relief of Henrietta M. Sands; 
An act (H. R. 6770) making appropriations for the consular and dip 


lomatie service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 7069) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 7235) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, and for 
prior years, and for those certified as due by the accounting oflicers of 
the Treasury in accordance with section 4 of the act of June 14, 1878, 
heretofore paid from permanent appropriations, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 7380) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses + 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7509) making temporary provision for the naval serv- 
ice; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 286) for the payment of certain persons 
therein named for clerical services rendered the District of Columbia in 
making numerical and ‘‘assess’’ books; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 287) for the immediate payment of the offi- 
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| 
cers and employés of the Senate and of the House for the month of | BARKSDALE], who is my neighbor here, left the House I think quite 
July. | ill. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Can the | 
House receive a message until we have dispensed with further pro- 
ceeding under the call? | Mr. WELLER said: My colleague, Judge Cook, if rememberrightly, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the Secretary | was excused from further attendance at this session by a vote of the 
of the President was within the bar of the House bearing the message House. 
before the order to close the doors was made. The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I do not object to receiving the message; but no | is absent by leave of the House. 
quorum having been disclosed upon the vote, I did not understand how | Mr. YOUNG. I desire to sayin behalf of Democratic members who 
the message could be received. | are not otherwise accounted for that they are no doubt at Chicago for 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The doors had not been closed at the | the purpose of taking part in the patriotic duty of nominating the can- 
time the Secretary entered the bar. | didate for next President of the United States. [Laughter.] I move 


Mr. THOMPSON. I am very sorry to find that he got shut in | they all be excused. 
with us. 


The motion of Mr. SINGLETON was agreed to. 
When the name of Mr. Cook was called, 


The record shows that the gentleman 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Tennessee moves 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now proceed to read | to excuse all members reported as absent. 
the names of those who have failed to respond. During this call ex-| Mr. HISCOCK. I do not want it understood thatall who are absent 
cuses may be presented. 


are attending the Chicago convention. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. YOUNG. I said those not otherwise accounted for. 
The motion of Mr. YOUNG was agreed to. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!’’] 
Mr. YORK (before the call of the House was concluded). I move 
that further proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The Clark proceeded to call the names of absentees. 
When the name of Mr. ANDERSON was called, 
Mr. PERKINS said: My colleague, Mr. ANDERSON, was excused 
from further attendance at this session on account of sickness. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair isinformed that such isthe 
order of the House. 
When the name of Mr. BALLENTINE was called, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of final adjournment having 
Mr. McMILLIN said: I desire to state that my colleagues, Mr. BAL- | arrived, wishing each and every member a safe return to his home after 
LENTINE and General DIBRELL, have left the House under an impres- | the arduous labors of the session, it only remains to the Chair, in obe- 
sion that no further legislative business would be transacted. I believe | dience to the concurrent resolution of the two Houses, to declare this 
they have leave of absence, though I am not sure about that. I know | House adjourned without day. [ Applause. ] 
that there is sickness in the family of General DIBRELL. — 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman move that his col- PETITIONS, ETC. 
leagues be excused ? The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
Mr. McMILLIN. I do. under the rule, and referred as follows: 
The motion of Mr. MCMILLIN was agreed to. By Mr. THOMAS J. HENDERSON: Petition of Jason F. Colwell, 
When the name of Mr. BARBOUR was called, a citizen of Lee County, Illinois, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Mr. TUCKER said: I move that my colleague, Mr. BARBOUR, be | Invalid Pensions. 
excused, as he is at Chicago on very important business. [Laughter. ] By McCOMAS: Petition of Louisa A. Knode, administratrix of L. 
The motion of Mr. TUCKER was agreed to. A. Knode, deceased, Washington County, Maryland, for payment of war 
When the name of Mr. BARKSDALE was called, claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr. SINGLETON said: I ask that my colleague be excused. His By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of Colonel Dove Post, No. 301, 
health has not been good recently. He left the Hall only a few min- | Grand Army of the Republic, of Coalton, Ohio, relative to a soldier 
utes ago. 


proving physical soundness at enlistment—to the Committee on Inva- 
Mr. COX, of New York. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ' lid Pensions. 
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